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Abstract

Let (T ′, T , T ′′) be a recollement of triangulated categories. Two complete ideal co-

torsion pairs in T ′ and T ′′ can be induced by a complete ideal cotorsion pair in T . If

(I, I⊥) and (J ,J ⊥) are two complete ideal cotorsion pair in triangulated category,

then (I ∩ J , ⟨I⊥,J ⊥⟩) is also a complete ideal cotorsion pair. In this way, a series

of ideal cotorsion pairs in T can be induced by two ideal cotorsion pairs in T ′ and

T ′′.

Keywords: Ideal cotorsion pair, Recollement, Triangulated category

Contents

1. Introduction 1

2. Preliminary 2

3. Ideal cotorsion pair in recollement of triangulated categories 6

3.1. From T to T ′ and T ′′ 9

3.2. From T ′ and T ′′ to T 13

References 22

4. Appendix 23

1. Introduction

The central role in approximation theory for the case of modules, or more general abelian or

exact categories, is played by the notion of cotorsion pair, cf. [7]. Fu, Herzog et al. extended

the study of classical cotorsion pairs to ideal cotorsion pairs, in exact categories in [4] and

[5]. Furthermore, in [3], Breaz and Modoi extended ideal approximation theory to triangulated

categories. They used ideal cotorsion pairs to solve problems that could not be solved using

cotorsion pairs. For example in [5], if G is a finite group and Φ is the ideal of phantom morphisms

in the category k[G]-Mod, then Φn−1 is the object ideal generated by projective modules, where

n is the nilpotency index of the Jacobson radical J .

In [6], the authors present a method to construct cotorsion pairs using intersections, which

differs from the currently popular method of tilting objects. Assume that (D1, E1) and (D2, E2)
are complete cotorsion pairs in triangulated category T . If E2 ⊆ D1[1], then (D1 ∩ D2, E2 ∗ E1)
is a complete cotorsion pair in T . It is worth noting that, in general, the intersection cannot

be used to construct a new cotorsion pair for any two cotorsion pairs. It follows that the ideal

cotorsion pair can do what classical cotorsion pairs cannot. Breaz and Modoi [3] extended the

ME-extensions, introduced by Fu and Ivo in [5], to construct an ideal cotorsion pair within the

triangular category known as the Toda bracket. Given a recollement of triangulated categories
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(T ′, T , T ′′), as introduced by Beilinson, Bernstein and Deligne in [2]. In this paper, the ideal

cotorsion pair on T is constructed from the ideal cotorsion pair on T ′ and T ′′.

Theorem 1.1. Assume there is a recollement of triangulated category as following:

T ′ T T ′′i∗ j∗

i∗

i! j∗

j!

(I ′,J ′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair in T ′ and (I ′′,J ′′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair

in T ′′ if and only if there is a complete ideal cotorsion pair (⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩) in T .

The notations ⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩ and ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩ denote the Toda bracket (see Definition2.13) of

j!I ′′, i∗I ′ and the Toda bracket of i∗J ′, j∗J ′′.

Moreover, there are also other ideal cotorsion pairs. In order to show the relationship between

different ideal cotorsion pairs constructed from (I ′,J ′) and (I ′′,J ′′) more directly, we have the

diagram in appendix.

In Section 2, we recall and introduce some basic notations and definitions, such as complete

ideals, Toda brackets, adjoint pairs, and almost exact structures. Additionally, we provide some

propositions to prepare for later sections. Section 3 mainly aims to construct complete ideal

cotorsion pairs in the recollement of triangulated categories. First, we study the intersection of

ideals in order to prove that the intersection of two special precover ideals is a special precover

ideal. Then we provides a proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 5, we give an example to explain

our results.

2. Preliminary

Below, we provide some definitions and properties in categories.

Definition 2.1. [8, Section I.5] A morphism f ∈ C (X,Y ) in a category C is an isomorphism

if there is a morphism g ∈ C (Y,X) such that g ◦ f = idX , f ◦ g = idY . Two objects X and Y

are isomorphic , denoted by X ∼= Y , if there is an isomorphism f ∈ C (X,Y ). Moreover, two

morphism x : X1 → X2 and y : Y1 → Y2 are isomorphic , denoted by x ∼= y, if there is an

isomorphism f1 ∈ C (X1, Y1) and f2 ∈ C (X2, Y2) such that f2 ◦ x = y ◦ f1.

Definition 2.2. [8, Section I.4] (1) A functor F : A → A′ is full , if for any object X and Y

in A, functor induce the map A(X,Y ) → A′(FX,FY ), f 7−→ F (f) is surjective.

(2) A functor F : A → A′ is faithful , if for any object X and Y in A, the induced map

A(X,Y ) → A′(FX,FY ), f 7−→ F (f) is injective.

(3) A functor F : A → A′ is fully faithful , if F is full and faithful.

(4) A functor F : A → A′ is dense , if for any object X ′ in A′, there is an object X ∈ A
such that X ′ ∼= FX.

Definition 2.3. [8, Section 4.1] Let A and B be categories. An adjunction from A to B is

a triple (F,G, σ) : A → B, where F,G are functors

A B.
F

G
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and for any objects A ∈ A , B ∈ B, there is a bijection of sets given by a function σ

σ = σA,B : B(FA,B) ∼= A (A,GB).

In addition, for all f : A′ → A ∈ A (A′, A) and g : B → B′ ∈ B(B,B′), there are two

commutative diagram:

B(FA,B) A (A,GB) B(FA,B) A (A,GB)

B(FA′, B) A (A′, GB) B(FA,B′) A (A,GB′)

σ

(Ff,B) (f,GB)

σ

(FA,g) (A,Gg)

σ σ

In this case, we call F left adjoint of G, G right adjoint of F and (F,G) is an adjoint pair.

Lemma 2.4. Let (F,G, σ) be an adjoint pair from A to B, and f : FA → B ∈ Mor(B),

g : A′ → GB′ ∈ Mor(A ) be morphisms. There are G(f)◦σ(1FA) ∼= f and σ−1(1GB′)◦F (g) ∼= g.

Proof: Since (F,G) is an adjoint pair, there is f ∼= σ(f) = σ(f ◦ 1FA) = G(f) ◦ σ(1FA).

A GB

GFA

σ(f)

σ(1FA)

G(f)

Similarly, since (F,G) is an adjoint pair, g ∼= σ−1(g) = σ−1(1GB′ ◦ g) = σ−1(1GB′) ◦ F (g).

FA′ B′

FGB′

σ−1(g)

F (g)

σ−1(1GB′ )

2

In above lemma, it is easy to show that f = 0 implies G(f) = 0. And G(f) = 0 implies

G(f) ◦ σ(1FA) = 0. That is, in this case, these three conclusions are equivalent. The same is

true for g.

Definition 2.5. [2] Let T , T ′, T ′′ be triangulated categories. Then T admits a recollement

relative to T ′ and T ′′, diagrammatically expressed by

T ′ T T ′′i∗ j∗

i∗

i! j∗

j!

if the six exact functors satisfy the following conditions:

(1) (i∗, i∗), (i∗, i
!), (j!, j

∗) and (j∗, j∗) are adjoint pair;

(2) i∗, j!, j∗ are fully faithful;

(3) j∗i∗ = 0 (and also i∗j! = 0 and i!j∗ = 0);

(4) Each object T in T determines distinguished triangles

i∗i
!T T j∗j

∗T i∗i
!T [1] and j!j

∗T T i∗i
∗T j!j

∗T [1]

Below, we provide some properties of ideals.

Definition 2.6. [3, Section 2.2] A class of morphism I ⊆ Mor(C ) called an ideal in the category

C , for any morphisms f : A → B, g : C → D in C and morphism i : B → C in I, there is

g ◦ i ◦ f ∈ I.
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Definition 2.7. [3, Section 3.1] Let I be an ideal in C , and C an object in C . We say that a

morphism i : X → C is an I-precover for C if i ∈ I and all morphisms i′ : X ′ → C from I
factorize through i. The ideal I is a precovering(respectively, preenveloping) ideal if every object

from C has an I-precover (respectively, I-preenvelope)
An ideal I is special precovering if for any object A ∈ C , we have a morphism i : X → A

in I such that for any morphism i1 : X1 → A in I there is a morphism τ : X1 → X making

i1 = i ◦ τ .
X ′

X A

i1τ

i

Dually, the definition of I-preenvelope and special preenveloping can be given.

In order to define the ideal cotorsion pair in a triangulated category, we will provide some

fundamental definitions below.

Definition 2.8. [3, Section 2.1] Let T be a triangulated category and A be a full subcate-

gory(closed with respect to isomorphisms) of T . we say A is closed under extensions if for

every triangle B → C → A → B[1] in T such that A and B are objects in A then C is an object

in A. We will denote by DA the class of all distinguished triangles d : B → C → A → B[1] such

that A,B,C ∈ A. Note that every extension closed subcategory A of T is closed with respect to

finite coproducts.

Definition 2.9. [3, Section 2.1] Let T be a triangulated category and A be a full subcategory of

T which is closed under extensions. A class of triangles C ⊆ DA is an almost exact structure

for A if:

(i) C is closed with respect to isomorphisms of triangles, finite coproducts and contains all

splits triangles,

(ii) C is closed with respect to base changes (homotopy pullbacks) constructed along morphisms

from A, i.e. if d : C → B → A → C[1] is a triangle in C and α : X → A is a morphism in A
then the top triangle dα in every homotopy cartesian diagram

dα : C Y X C[1]

d : C B A C[1]

α

is in C.

(iii) C is closed with respect to cobase changes (homotopy pushouts) constructed along mor-

phisms from A, i.e. if d : C → B → A → C[1] is a triangle in C and β : C → Z is a morphism

in A then the top triangle βd in every homotopy cartesian diagram

d : C B A C[1]

βd : Z Y A Z[1]

β

is in C.

If C is an almost exact structure then a triangle:
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d : C B A C[1]
f g φ

which lies in C will be called an C-triangle. Moreover, we will say that f is an C-inflation, g is

an C-deflation, and φ is an C-phantom.

The class of all C-phantoms is denoted by Φ(C).

Note that an almost exact structure C as in the definition above depends both on the triangu-

lated category T and the full subcategory A. Therefore, whenever we refer to an almost exact

structure we assume that it is constructed in an extension closed subcategory A of a triangulated

category T .

Definition 2.10. [3, Definition 2.2.2] A class of morphism E in T is called a phantom A-ideal

if

(i) E ⊆ T (A,A[1]) = ∪A,B∈AT (A,B[1]),

(ii) E is close with respect to sums of morphisms,and

(iii) Mor(A)[1]EMor(A) ⊆ E, i.e. for every chain of composable morphisms

B A C[1] D[1]
g i f [1]

in T such that i ∈ E and f, g ∈ A→ we have f [1]ig ∈ E.

Lemma 2.11. [1] Let T be a triangulated category, and A a full subcategory which is closed

under extensions. The following are equivalent for a class C ⊆ A of triangles in A which is

closed with respect to isomorphism:

(i) C is an almost exact structure;

(ii) A→[1]Φ(C)A→ ⊆ Φ(C) and Φ(C) is closed with respect to (finite direct) sums of mor-

phisms.

Consequently,

(i′) If fc is an almost exact structure from A then Φ(C) is a phantom A-ideal, and

(ii′) for every phantom A-ideal I the class

D(I) = {d ∈ D | the phantom of d is in I}

is an almost exact structure structure.

(iii′) The correspondences from (i’) and (ii’) above are inverse to each other.

There is an 1-to-1 correspondence between almost exact structures and phantom A-ideals.

Definition 2.12. Let Φ(C) be a phantom A-ideal in triangulated category T , i, j be morphisms

in A. We call i ⊥ j if j[1]ϕi = 0 for any ϕ ∈ Φ(C). Let I,J be ideals in A. The I⊥ is the set

of all morphisms j with i ⊥ j for any i ∈ I. Similar, ⊥J is the set of all morphisms i with

i ⊥ j for any j ∈ J . (I,J ) is an ideal cotorsion pair if I⊥ = J and ⊥J = I.

Definition 2.13. Let d : Y
f−→ Z

g−→ X
φ−→ Y [1] be a triangle in T . If i : Y → U and

j : V → Z are two morphisms then the Toda bracket ⟨i, j⟩d is the set of all morphisms

ξ : V → U such that ξ = ξ′′ ◦ ξ′, where ξ′ : V → Z an ξ′′ : Z → U are morphisms which make

the diagram
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V

d : Y Z X Y [1]

U

j
ξ′

f

i

g

ξ′′

commutative.

If I and J are two classes of morphisms then the union of all Toda brackets ⟨i, j⟩d with i ∈ I,
j ∈ J and d ∈ C is denoted by ⟨I,J ⟩d, and it is called the Toda bracket of I and J induced by

C.

3. Ideal cotorsion pair in recollement of triangulated categories

This section is devoted to a proof of the statements of Theorem 1.1. Throughout the section,

Triangulated category T admits following recollement of triangulated categories:

T ′ T T ′′i∗ j∗

i∗

i! j∗

j!

Let Φ(C) be a phantom ideal in A which is a full subcategory of the triangulated category T .

In addition, A′ = i∗A, A′′ = j∗A, Φ(C′) = i∗Φ(C) and Φ(C′′) = j∗Φ(C). Each object A in A
determines distinguished triangles in A

i∗i
!A A j∗j

∗A i∗i
!A[1] and j!j

∗A A i∗i
∗A j!j

∗A[1]

We start with the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. If I1 and I2 are ideals in A, then I1 ∩ I2 is also an ideal in A.

Proof: It is straightforward to check 0 ∈ I1∩I2. Since ideal is closed with respect to compositions

with arbitrary morphisms and finite direct sums, the intersection of ideals is also closed with

respect to compositions with arbitrary morphisms and finite direct sums. 2

Next, we will declare the case of the intersection of the object ideals. This is also an important

reason why we study the intersection of ideals.

Lemma 3.2. Let A be an extension closed subcategory of T and C an almost exact structure

from A. If D and E are two classes of objects in A closed under finite direct sums, then

Ideal(E ∩ D) ⊆ Ideal(E) ∩ Ideal(D).

Proof: For any morphism i ∈ Ideal(E ∩ D), there is an object X ∈ E ∩ D such that 1X factor

through i. Then we have i ∈ Ideal(E) and i ∈ Ideal(D), i.e. i ∈ Ideal(E) ∩ Ideal(D). 2

Example 3.3. Let D be the class generated by an object D, and E be the class generated by an

object E with D ̸= E. Suppose that there is a nonzero morphism in Hom(D,E) or Hom(E,D).

Then Ideal(E ∩ D) is empty, but Ideal(E) ∩ Ideal(D) is not.

The above lemma tells us that an intersection of object ideals can have more elements than

an ideal of intersection of objects, which makes it possible for an intersection of ideals to have

properties that the ideal of intersection of object does not.
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Theorem 3.4. If I1 and I2 are precovering ideals in A, then so is I1 ∩ I2.

Proof: For any object A ∈ T , there is an I1-precovering i1 : X1 → A for precovering ideal I1.
Similarly, there is an I2-precover i2 : X2 → A for precovering ideal I2. Let the commutative

diagram

X X2

X1 A

x1

x2

i2

i1

be the pullback of i1 and i2. That is i1 ◦ x1 = i2 ◦ x2 ∈ I1 ∩ I2. For any morphism i′ : X ′ → A

in T , there are morphisms τ1 : X ′ → X1 and τ2 : X ′ → X2 such that i1 ◦ τ1 = i′ = i2 ◦ τ2

due to precovering ideals I1 and I2. For pullback, there is a morphism τ : X ′ → X such that

τ1 = x1 ◦ τ and τ2 = x2 ◦ τ , i.e. we have following commutative diagram:

X ′

X X2

X1 A

τ

τ1

i′ τ2

x1

x2

i2

i1

That is i1 ◦ x1 ◦ τ = i1 ◦ τ1 = i′. Therefore, I1 ∩ I2 is a precovering ideal. 2

Next we want to show that intersection of two special precovering ideals is also a special

precovering ideal, so we introduce the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Let B1 → C1
i1→ A → B1[1] and B2 → C2

i1→ A → B2[1] be triangulars in category

A. Denote the pullback of i1 and i2 by C. Then there is a triangular

B1 ⊕B2 → C → A → B1[1]⊕B2[1]

in A.

Proof: Since pullback C, there is following commutative diagram:

B2 B2

B1 C C2 B1[1]

B1 C1 A B1[1]

B2[1] B2[1]

b2

b1 c2

c1 i2

i1
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where two horizontal rows and the two vertical columns are triangulars. Since i1 and c1 are

C-inflations, the morphism i1 ◦ c1 is an C-inflation. Besides, we have i1 ◦ c1 ◦ (b1, b2) = (i1 ◦ c1 ◦
b1, i2 ◦ c2 ◦ b2) = 0. Then for any morphism k : K → C such that i1 ◦ c1 ◦ k = 0, there is a

morphism τ1 : K → B1 such that c1 ◦ k = c1 ◦ b1 ◦ τ1. That is c1 ◦ (k − b1 ◦ τ1) = 0. Thus there

is a morphism τ2 : K → B2 such that k = b1 ◦ τ1 + b2 ◦ τ2 = (b1, b2) ◦

(
τ1

τ2

)
. On other hand, for

any morphism f : C → F with f ◦ (b1, b2) = 0, there are η1 : C1 → F and η2 : C2 → F such that

f = η1 ◦ c1 = η2 ◦ c2. In addition, η1 ◦ c1 ◦ b1 = η2 ◦ c2 ◦ b1 = 0 induce that there is a morphism

η : A → F such that η1 = η ◦ i1, i.e. f = η ◦ i1 ◦ c1. Therefore,

B1 ⊕B2 C A B1[1]⊕B2[1]
(b1,b2) i1◦c1

is a triangular in A. 2

Lemma 3.6. Let d : B → C → A
φ−→ B[1] be a triangular in A, f : X → A and g : B → Y be

morphisms in A. Then there is g(df) = (gd)f .

Proof: It is clear that the phantom morphisms of g(df) and (gd)f are both g[1] ◦ φ ◦ f . 2

Similarly, we have following Lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let d : B → C → A
φ−→ B[1] be a triangular in A, f1 : X1 → A, f2 : X2 → X1,

g1 : B → Y1 and g2 : Y1 → Y2 be morphisms in A. Then there is (df1)f2 = d(f1 ◦ f2) and

(g2 ◦ g1)d = g2(g1d).

Theorem 3.8. Let I1 and I2 be special precovering ideals in A respect to C. Then I1 ∩ I2 is a

special precovering ideal in A.

Proof: Due to special precovering ideals I1 and I2, for any object A ∈ A, there are two

commutative diagram of triangulars

D1 E1 A D1[1]

B1 C1 A B1[1]

j1

i1

and

D2 E2 A D2[1]

B2 C2 A B2[1]

j2

i2

with i1 ∈ I1, i2 ∈ I2, j1 ∈ I⊥
1 and j2 ∈ I⊥

2 . According to Lemma 3.7, there is following

commutative diagram (except for the dotted arrows)
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D2 D2

D1 E E2

B2 B2

D1 E1 A

D1 Ê C2

B2 B2

D1 E1 A

B1 C C2

B1 C1 A

d2
ê2◦d2

j2
d1

ê1◦e

ê2

e e2d̂2

c2◦b2

d̂1

ê

ê1

c2◦ê

b2

c2◦b2

j1

ê1◦d̂1

e1

i1◦e1

b1

c1

c2

i2

c1◦b1 i1

According to Lemma 3.5, there is following commutative diagram:

D1 ⊕D2 E A

B1 ⊕B2 C A

(d1,d2)

j ê◦e

i1◦c1◦ê◦e

(b1,b2) i1◦c1

with j =

(
j1 0

0 j2

)
. Since j ∈ (I1∩I2)⊥, i1 ◦ c1 is a special precover. Thus I1∩I2 is also special

precovering ideal.

3.1. From T to T ′ and T ′′.

Definition 3.9. Let F be an functor from T to T ′, A be a full subcategory of T , A′ be a full

subcategory of T ′. Then the essential image of the full subcategory A by functor F is the full

subcategory of T ′ denoted by FA in which the objects are in the class {A′ | A′ ∼= FA,∃A ∈ A}.
Besides, the inverse image of the full subcategory A′ by functor F is the full subcategory of

T denoted by F−1A′ in which the objects are in the class {A | FA ∼= A′,∃A′ ∈ A′}.

Lemma 3.10. i∗A = i!A = i−1
∗ A and j∗A = j−1

∗ A = j−1
! A.

Proof: The proof is similar, here we only show i∗A = i−1
∗ (A) and j∗A = j−1

∗ (A). Since they

are all full subcategories, we only need to show that the objects are the same. For any object
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A′ ∈ i∗A, there is an object A ∈ A such that A′ ∼= i∗A. And then i∗A
′ ∼= i∗i

∗A ∈ A implies

A′ ∈ i−1
∗ (A). Conversely, let A′

2 be an object in i−1
∗ (A). There is A′

2
∼= i∗(i∗A

′
2), i.e. A′

2 ∈ i∗A.

Therefore, i∗A = i−1
∗ (A).

On the other hand, for any object A′′
1 ∈ j∗A, there is an object A1 ∈ A, such that A′′

1
∼= j∗A1.

Then, there is j∗A
′′
1
∼= j∗j

∗A1 ∈ A, i.e. A′′
1 ∈ j−1

∗ (A). Conversely, for any object A′′
2 ∈ j−1

∗ (A),

there is A′′
2
∼= j∗(j∗A

′′
2) ∈ j∗A. Thus, j∗A = j−1

∗ (A). 2

Definition 3.11. Let F be an functor from A to A′, I be an (phantom) ideal of A, I ′ be an

(phantom) ideal of A′. Then the image of the (phantom) ideal I by functor F is the (phantom)

ideal of A′ denoted by FI which is the class {f ′◦F (i)◦g′ | i ∈ I and f ′, g′ ∈ Mor(A′)}. Besides,
the inverse image of the (phantom) ideal I ′ by functor F is the (phantom) ideal of A denoted

by F−1I ′ which is the class {i | F (i) ∈ I ′}.

Lemma 3.12. Let (F,G) be an adjoint pair with F : A → A′, I be an (phantom) ideal in A
and I ′ be an (phantom) ideal in A′.

If G is fully faithful, then following are equivalence:

(i) GFI ⊆ I;
(ii) FI = G−1I.
Dually, if F is fully faithful, then following are equivalence:

(iii) FGI ′ ⊆ I ′;

(iv) GI ′ = F−1I ′.

Proof: We only state the equivalence between (i) and (ii) in ideal case, and the proof of the

phantom ideal is exactly the same. First, we show that (i) implies (ii). For any morphism

i1 ∈ FI, there is i1 = g′ ◦ F (i) ◦ f ′ with i ∈ I and f ′, g′ ∈ Mor(A′). Since GF (I) ⊂ I
and G(f ′), G(g′) ∈ Mor(A), G(i1) = G(g′ ◦ F (i) ◦ f ′) = G(g) ◦ GF (i) ◦ G(f) ∈ I. That is,

FI ⊆ G−1I. On the other hand, let i′ be any morphism in G−1I. There is i′ ∼= FG(i′) ∈ FI,
i.e. G−1I ⊆ FI. Therefore, FI = G−1I.

In the end, we show how to get (i) from (ii). For any morphism i ∈ I, F (i) ∈ FI = G−1I.
That is, GF (i) ∈ I, which means GFI ⊆ I. 2

Lemma 3.13. If (I,J ) is an ideal cotorsion pair in A with i∗i
∗(I) ⊆ I and j!j

∗(I) ⊆ I, there
are ideal cotorsion pairs (j∗I, j∗J ) in A′′ and (i∗I, i!J ) in A′.

Proof: First, we show that j∗j
∗(J ) ⊆ J and i∗i

!(J ) ⊆ J . Let j be any morphism in J . Then

for any morphism i1, i2 ∈ A and ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ Φ(C), considering following compositions:

A1 B1 i∗i
!C[1] i∗i

!D[1]

A2 B2 j∗j
∗C[1] j!j

∗D[1]

i1 ϕ1 i∗i!(j)[1]

i2 ϕ2 j∗j∗(j)[1]

Then adjoint piars induce

i∗i
!(j)[1] ◦ ϕ1 ◦ i1 ∼= i!(j)[1] ◦ σ−1(1i∗i!C[1]) ◦ i∗(ϕ1) ◦ i∗(i1)

∼= j[1] ◦ σ−1(σ−1(1i∗i!C[1])) ◦ i∗i∗(ϕ1) ◦ i∗i∗(i1)

= 0
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and

j∗j
∗(j)[1] ◦ ϕ2 ◦ i2 ∼= j∗(j)[1] ◦ σ−1(1j∗j∗C[1]) ◦ j∗(ϕ2) ◦ j∗(i2)

∼= j[1] ◦ σ−1(σ−1(1j∗j∗C[1])) ◦ j!j∗(ϕ2) ◦ j!j∗(i)

= 0.

That is, i∗i
!(j), j∗j

∗(j) is in J . Therefore, j∗j
∗(J ) ⊆ J and i∗i

!(J ) ⊆ J .

For one thing, we claim that j∗I ⊥ j∗J . For any morphisms i′′ ∈ j∗I, j′′ ∈ j∗J and

φ′′ ∈ Φ(C′′), considering following composition:

C ′′ j∗E j∗F A′′ B′′[1] D′′[1]
g′′ j∗(i) f ′′ φ′′ j′′[1]

with i ∈ I and i′′ = f ′′ ◦ j∗(i) ◦ g′′. In addition, j!j
∗(Φ(C)) ⊆ Φ(C) and j!j

∗(J ) ⊆ J show that

j!(ϕ
′′) ∈ Φ(C) and j!(j

′′) ∈ J . Then

j′′[1] ◦ ϕ′′ ◦ f ′′ ◦ j∗(i) ∼= j∗(j
′′)[1] ◦ j∗(ϕ) ◦ j∗(f ′′) ◦ σ(1j∗F ) ◦ i = 0.

For another, we show that (j∗I)⊥ ⊆ j∗J . Let j′′ : B′′ → C ′′ be a morphism in (j∗I)⊥. For

any morphism i ∈ I and φ ∈ Φ(C), considering following composition:

D A j∗B
′′[1] j∗C

′′[1]i φ j∗(j′′[1])

Due to adjoint pair (j∗, j∗), there is j∗(j
′′) ◦ φ ◦ i ∼= j′′[1] ◦ σ−1(1j∗B[1]) ◦ j∗(φ) ◦ j∗(i) = 0.

Thus j′′ ∈ {f | j∗(f) ∈ J } = j∗J due to Lemma 3.12.

And the third, we claim that ⊥(j∗J ) ⊆ j∗I. Let i′′ : D′′ → A′′ be a morphism in ⊥(j∗J ).

Similar, for any morphisms φ ∈ Φ(C) and j ∈ J , considering following composition:

j!D
′′ j!A

′′ B[1] C[1]
j!(i

′′) φ j[1]

Because of adjoint pair (j!, j
∗), there is j[1] ◦ φ ◦ j!(i

′′) ∼= j∗(j)[1] ◦ (j∗(φ) ◦ σ(1j!A′′)) ◦ i′′ = 0.

By this way, we can conclude that j!(i
′′) ∈ I, i.e. i′′ ∈ {f | j!(f) ∈ I} = j∗I for Lemma 3.12.

Further more, there is ⊥(j∗J ) ⊆ j∗I. Therefore, (j∗I, j∗J ) is an ideal cotorsion pair (respect

to Φ(C′′)) in A′′.

Next we claim that (i∗I, i!J ) is an ideal cotorsion pair in A′.

For one thing, we show that i∗I ⊥ i!J . For any morphisms i′ ∈ i∗I, j′ ∈ i!J and φ′ ∈ Φ(C′),

there is i∗(i
′) ∈ I, i∗(j′) ∈ J and i∗(φ

′) ∈ Φ(C). Then i∗(j
′[1]◦φ′◦i′) = i∗(j

′[1])◦i∗(φ′)◦i∗(i′) = 0

induce j′[1] ◦ φ′ ◦ i′ for faithful functor i∗.
For another thing, we show that (i∗I)⊥ ⊆ i!J . Let j′ be a morphism in (i∗I)⊥. For any

morphisms φ ∈ Φ(C) and i ∈ I, considering following composition:

D A i∗B
′[1] i∗C

′[1]i φ i∗(j′)[1]

Cotorsion pair (i∗, i∗) implies that i∗(j
′)[1] ◦φ ◦ i ∼= j′[1] ◦ σ−1(1i∗B′[1]) ◦ i∗(φ) ◦ i∗(i). According

to i∗(i) ∈ i∗I and i∗(φ) ∈ i∗Φ(C). Thus j′[1] ◦ σ−1(1i∗B′[1]) ◦ i∗(φ) ◦ i∗(i) = 0 which implies

i∗(j
′) ∈ J , i.e. j′ ∼= i!i∗(j) ∈ i!J . Therefore, we can get that (i∗I)⊥ ⊆ i!J .

And the last we claim that ⊥(i!J ) ⊆ i∗I. Similarly, let i′ be a morphism in ⊥(i!J ). For any

morphisms φ ∈ Φ(C) and j ∈ J , considering following composition:

i∗A i∗B C[1] D[1]
i∗(i′) ϕ j[1]
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And cotorsion pair (i∗, i
!) induces that j[1] ◦ φ ◦ i∗(i′) ∼= i!(j) ◦ i!(φ) ◦ σ(1i∗B) ◦ i′ = 0. Thus

i∗(i
′) ∈ I, i.e. i′ ∼= i∗i∗(i

′) ∈ i∗I. Further more, there is ⊥(i!J ) ⊆ i∗I. Therefor, (i∗I, i!J ) is an

ideal cotorsion pair in A′. 2

Lemma 3.14. Let (F,G) be an adjoint pair with F : A → A′, and I be an ideal in A. If I is

a precovering ideal, then so is FI. Moreover, if I is a special precovering ideal and G is fully

faithful, then FI is also special precovering ideal.

Proof: At first, we show that FI is precovering. For any object A′ in A ′, GA′ is an object in

A . Since ideal I is precovering in A, we have an I-precover i : X → GA′ in I. Since (F,G) is

an adjoint pair, there is a morphism σ−1(i) = σ−1(1GA′) ◦ F (i) in FI.

FX A′

FG(A′)

σ−1(i)

F (i) σ−1(1GA′ )

Next we claim that σ−1(i) is FI-precover. Let n′ ◦ F (i1) ◦m′ be an morphism in ideal FI that

is we have following composition of morphisms:

X ′ FC FB A′.m′ F (i1) n′

And then σ(n′ ◦ F (i1)) = σ(n′) ◦ i1 is a morphism in I. Due to i is I-precover, there is a

morphism τ : C → X such that σ(n′) ◦ i1 = i ◦ τ i.e. there is following communicative diagram:

C

B

X GA′.

i1

τ

σ(n′)

i

Thus n′ ◦ F (i1) = σ−1(σ(n′) ◦ i1) = σ−1(i ◦ τ) = σ−1(i) ◦ F (τ). That means n′ ◦ F (i1) ◦m′ =

σ−1(i) ◦ (F (τ) ◦m′). Therefore, FI is also precovering.

Moreover, we claim that FI is also special precovering ideal. For any object A′ ∈ A′, there

is following commutative diagram:

C Y GA′

B X GA′

j

i

By using functor F , there is following commutative diagram:

FC FY FGA′ A′

FB FX FGA′ A′

F (j)

∼=

F (i) ∼=

Therefore, FI is also special precovering ideal. 2
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3.2. From T ′ and T ′′ to T .

Lemma 3.15. (j!A′′, i∗A′) and (i∗A′, j∗A′′) are complete ideal cotorsion pair in A.

Proof: The proof is trivial. 2

Proposition 3.16. Let J ′ be an ideal in A′. Then ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩ = {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}.

Proof: First, we show that ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩ ⊆ {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}. For any ξ ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩, there is

following commutative diagram:

F

j∗E
′′

j∗D
′′

A C B

i∗G
′

i∗H
′

K

f

ξ′
j∗(e′′)

d

a

g

b

ξ′′
i∗(j′)

h

with e′′ ∈ Mor(A′′), j′ ∈ J ′ and ξ = ξ′′ ◦ ξ′. Then using functor i!, there is i!(b) ◦ i!(ξ′) =

i!(b◦ ξ′) = i!(d◦ j∗(e′′)◦f) = i!(d)◦ i!j∗(e′′)◦ i!(f) = 0. Thus, there is a morphism τ ′ : i!F → i!A,

such that i!(ξ′) = i!(a) ◦ τ ′. That is, there is following commutative diagram:

i!F

i!j∗E
′′

i!j∗D
′′

i!A i!C i!B

i!i∗G
′

i!i∗H
′

i!K

i!(f)

i!(ξ′)τ ′
i!j∗(e′′)

i!(d)

i!(a)

i!(g)

i!(b)

i!(ξ′′)
i!i∗(j′)

i!(h)
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Thus, i!(ξ) = i!(ξ′′ ◦ ξ′) = i!(ξ′′) ◦ i!(a) ◦ τ ′ = i!(h) ◦ i!i∗(j′) ◦ i!(g) ◦ τ ′. Since i!i∗(j
′) ∼= j′ ∈ J ′,

there is i!(ξ) ∈ J ′.

Conversely, we claim that {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′} ⊆ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩. For any morphism j ∈ {j | i!(j) ∈
J ′}, there is following commutative:

A

i∗i
!A A j∗j

∗A

i∗i
!B

B

σ(1j∗A)

σ−1(1
i!A

)

i∗i!(j)

σ(1j∗A)

j

σ−1(1
i!B

)

Since i!(f) ∈ J ′, there is σ−1(1i!B)◦i∗i!(j) ∈ i∗J ′. In addition, Due to 1j∗j∗A = j∗(1j∗A) ∈ j∗A′′,

there is σ(1j∗A) ∈ j∗A′′. Therefore, there is obviously j ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩, that is
{j | i!(j) ∈ J ′} ⊆ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩. 2

As for A′′, we have following similar conclusion.

Lemma 3.17. Let I ′′ be an ideal in A′′. ⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩ = {i | j∗(i) ∈ I ′′}

Proposition 3.18. If (I ′,J ′) is an ideal cotorsion pair in A′, then (i∗I ′)⊥ = {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}

Proof: For any morphism i = f ◦ i∗(i′)◦g in i∗I ′ with i′ ∈ I ′ and morphism j ∈ {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}.
Due to adjoint pair (i∗, i

!), there is following commutative diagram:

i∗i
!i∗C

′ i∗i
!i∗C

′ i∗i
!D i∗i

!E

A i∗B
′ i∗C

′ D E

σ−1(1
i!i∗B′ ) σ−1(1

i!E
)

g i∗(i′) f j

Since (i∗, i
!) is adjoint pair and Id ∼= i!i∗, there is i!i∗(i

′) ∼= i′ ∈ I ′. Due to i!(j) ∈ J ′, there is

i!(j) ◦ i!(f) ◦ i!i∗(i′) = 0. In addition, there is following commutative diagram:

Hom(B, i!i∗B) Hom(i∗B, i∗B)

Hom(i!i∗B, i!i∗B) Hom(i∗i
!i∗B, i∗B)

σ−1

(σ(1i∗B)−1,i!i∗B) (i∗(σ(1i∗B)−1),i∗B)

σ−1

That is i∗(σ(1i∗B)
−1) = i∗(σ(1i∗B)

−1) ◦ 1i∗B = i∗(σ(1i∗B)
−1) ◦ σ−1(σ(1∗B)) = σ−1(σ(1i∗B)

−1 ◦
σ(1∗B)) = σ−1(1i!i∗B′). Therefore, i∗(σ(1i∗B)) = i∗((σ(1i∗B)

−1)−1) = i∗(σ(1i∗B)
−1)−1 =

(σ−1(1i!i∗B′))−1 Then, there (σ−1(1i!i∗B))
−1 = i∗(σ(1i∗B)). Thus, there is

j ◦ f ◦ i∗(i′) ◦ g = j ◦ f ◦ i∗(i′) ◦ σ−1(1i!i∗B) ◦ i∗(σ(1i∗B) ◦ g

= σ−1(1i!E) ◦ i∗i!(j) ◦ i∗i!(f) ◦ i∗i!i∗(i′) ◦ i∗(σ(1i∗B)) ◦ g

= σ−1(1i!E) ◦ i∗(i!(j) ◦ i!(f) ◦ i!i∗(i′)) ◦ i∗(σ(1i∗B)) ◦ g

= 0
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On other hand, we claim that (i∗I ′)⊥ ⊆ {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}. Let j be any morphism in (i∗I ′)⊥.

For any morphism i′ ∈ I ′, focus on following composition of morphisms

A′ i!B i!C.i′ i!(j)

By using functor i∗, there is following commutative diagram

i∗A
′ i∗i

!B i∗i
!C

B C

i∗(i′) i∗i!(j)

σ−1(1
i!B

) σ−1(1
i!C

)

j

Due to Lemma 2.4, σ−1(ii!C) ◦ i∗(i!(j) ◦ i′) = j ◦ σ−1(ii!B) ◦ i∗(i′) = 0 induces i!(j) ◦ i′ = 0. That

is, i!(j) ∈ J ′. Thus, (i∗I ′)⊥ ⊆ {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}.
Therefore, (i∗I ′)⊥ = {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}. 2

As for A′′, we have following similar conclusion.

Lemma 3.19. If (I ′′,J ′′) is an ideal cotorsion pair in A′′, then {i | j∗(i) ∈ I ′′} = ⊥(j∗J ′′)

Proposition 3.20. If (I ′,J ′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair in A′, then (i∗I ′, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩)
is a complete ideal cotorsion pair.

Proof: According to Lemma 3.14, if I ′ is a special precovering ideal, then i∗I ′ is also a spe-

cial precovering ideal. Lemma 3.18 show that if (I ′,J ′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair,

then (i∗I ′, {j | i!(j) ∈ J ′}) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair. And Lemma 3.16 claim that

(i∗I ′, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair. 2

As for A′′, we have following similar conclusion.

Proposition 3.21. If (I ′′,J ′′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pairin A′′, then (j!I ′′, ⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩)
is a complete ideal cotorsion pair.

Lemma 3.22. [3, Theorem 4.4.3] Suppose that there are enough C -injective morphisms. If I
and J are special precovering ideals in A then (IJ )⊥ = ⟨J ⊥, I⊥⟩.

Further, we can get other cotorsion pairs.

Proposition 3.23. Let (I ′,J ′) be a complete ideal cotorsion pair in A′. Following are equiva-

lence:

(i) (i∗I ′, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair;

(ii) (⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩, i∗J ′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair.

Proof: ′′(i) ⇒ (ii)′′

Since Lemma 3.15, there is a complete ideal cotorsion pair (j!A′′, i∗A′). Further more, Lemma

3.22 induces that there is a complete ideal cotorsion pair (⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩i∗A′). Then

we show that ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩i∗A′ = i∗J ′. For any morphismm ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩i∗A′ there is following

commutative diagram
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E

D

A B C

F

g

τ

f
ξ′

a

j

b

ξ′′

with j ∈ i∗J ′, f ∈ j∗A′′, g ∈ i∗A′ and m = ξ′′ ◦ ξ′ ◦ g. cotorsion pair (i∗A′, j∗A′′) implies

b◦ ξ′ ◦ g = f ◦ g = 0. Thus, there is a morphism τ such that ξ′ ◦ g = a◦ τ . Then m = ξ′′ ◦ ξ′ ◦ g =

ξ′′ ◦ a ◦ τ = j ◦ τ ∈ i∗J ′. Therefore, there is ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩i∗A′ ⊆ i∗J ′. On the other hand, for

any morphism j ∈ i∗J ′, there is following commutative diagram

A

i∗B
′

i∗B
′ i∗B

′ 0

D

g

b

f◦i∗(j′)

b

f◦i∗(j′)

with j′ ∈ i∗J ′ and j = f ◦ i∗(j
′) ◦ g. In addition, g ∈ i∗A′ and b ∈ j∗A′′ induce j ∈

⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩i∗A′. Therefore, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩i∗A′ = i∗J ′.
′′(i) ⇐ (ii)′′ Similarly, Lemma 3.15 and Lemma 3.22 induces that there is a complete ideal

cotorsion pair (i∗A′⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩). Next we show that

i∗A′⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩ = i∗I ′. For any morphism n ∈ i∗A′⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩, there is following commutative

diagram

D

C B A

E

F

ξ′
i

a

f

b

ξ′′

δ
g

with i ∈ i∗I ′, f ∈ j!A′′, g ∈ i∗A′ and n = g ◦ ξ′′ ◦ ξ′. Since (j!A′′, i∗A′) is cotorsion pair,

there is g ◦ ξ′′ ◦ a = g ◦ f = 0. Then there is a morphism δ, such that δ ◦ b = g ◦ ξ′′. Thus,

n = g ◦ ξ′′ ◦ ξ′ = δ ◦ b ◦ ξ′ = δ ◦ i ∈ i∗I ′. Therefore, i∗A′⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩ ⊆ i∗I ′. Conversely, for any

morphism i ∈ i∗I ′, there is following commutative diagram
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A

0 i∗C
′ i∗C

′

i∗C
′

D

i∗(i′)◦g
i∗(i′)◦g

c

f

with i′ ∈ I ′ and f ◦ i∗(i′) ◦ g = i. Moreover, f ∈ i∗A′ and c ∈ j!A′′ induce i ∈ i∗A′⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩.
Therefore, there is i∗A′⟨j!A′′, i∗I ′⟩ = i∗I ′. 2

As for A′′, we have following similar conclusion.

Proposition 3.24. Let (I ′′,J ′′) be a complete ideal cotorsion pair in A′′. Following are equiv-

alence:

(i) (j!I ′′, ⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair;

(ii) (⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩, j∗J ′′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair.

Proof: ′′(i) ⇒ (ii)′′ Lemma 3.15 and Lemma 3.22 induces that there is a complete ideal

cotorsion pair (⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩, j∗A′′⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩). Then we claim j∗A′′⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩ = j∗J ′′. For

any morphism m ∈ j∗A′′⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩ there is following commutative diagram

D

C B A

E

F

ξ′
j

a

f

b

ξ′′

δ
g

with g ∈ j∗A′′, f ∈ i∗A′, j ∈ j∗J ′′ and m = g ◦ ξ′′ ◦ ξ′. (i∗A′.j∗A′′) implies g ◦ ξ′′ ◦ a = g ◦ f = 0.

Then there is a morphism δ such that δ◦b = g◦ξ′′. Thus m = g◦ξ′′◦ξ′ = δ◦b◦ξ′ = δ◦j ∈ j∗J ′′.

Conversely, for any morphism j ∈ j∗J ′′, there is following commutative diagram

A

0 j∗C
′′ j∗C

′′

j∗C
′′

D

j∗(j′′)◦g
j∗(j′′)◦g

c

c

f

with j = f ◦ j∗(j
′′) ◦ g. Since f ∈ j∗A′′, c ∈ i∗A′, there is j ∈ j∗A′′⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩. Therefore,

j∗A′′⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩ = j∗J ′′.
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′′(ii) ⇒ (i)′′ Similarly, Lemma 3.15 and Lemma 3.22 induces that there is a complete ideal

cotorsion pair (⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩j!A′′, ⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩). Then we claim ⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩j!A′′ = j∗I ′′. Let n be

a morphism in ⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩j!A′′, there is following commutative diagram

E

D

A B C

F

g

τ

f
ξ′

a

i

b

ξ′′

with i ∈ j!I ′′, f ∈ i∗A′, g ∈ j!A′′ and n = ξ′′ ◦ ξ′ ◦ g. cotorsion pair (j!A′′, i∗A′) induces

b ◦ ξ′ ◦ g = f ◦ g = 0. Then there is a morphism τ such that ξ′ ◦ g = a ◦ τ . Thus n = ξ′′ ◦ ξ′ ◦ g =

ξ′′ ◦ a ◦ τ = i ◦ τ ∈ j!I ′′. On the other hand, for any morphism i ∈ j!I ′′, there is following

commutative diagram

A

j!B
′′

j!B
′′ j!B

′′ 0

D

g

b

f◦j!(i′′)

b

f◦j!(i′′)

with i′′ ∈ I ′′ and i = f ◦ j!(i′′) ◦ g. g ∈ j!A′′ and b ∈ i∗A′ state i ∈ ⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩j!A′′. Therefore,

we have the conclusion ⟨j!I ′′, i∗A′⟩j!A′′ = j∗I ′′. 2

Lemma 3.25. Let I ′ be an ideal in A′, I ′′ be an ideal in A′′. There is an ideal I = {i | i∗(i) ∈ I ′,

j∗(i) ∈ I ′′} in A. In addition, we have the conclusion i∗I = I ′ = {i′ | i∗(i
′) ∈ I} and

j∗I = I ′′ = {i′′ | j!(i′′) ∈ I}.

Proof: First, it is clear that I is an ideal in A. Then, we show that i∗I ′ ⊆ I. For any morphism

i ∈ i∗I ′, there is a morphism i′ ∈ I ′ such that i = g ◦ i∗(i′) ◦ f with f, g ∈ Mor(A). Then,

j∗(i) = j∗(g ◦ i∗(i′) ◦ f) = j∗(g) ◦ j∗i∗(i′) ◦ j∗(f) = 0 ∈ I ′′

and

i∗(i) = i∗(g ◦ i∗(i′) ◦ f) = i∗(g) ◦ i∗i∗(i′) ◦ i∗(f) ∈ I ′

induce that i ∈ I i.e. i∗I ′ ⊆ I. In addition, definition show that i∗I ⊆ I ′. That is, i∗i
∗I ⊆

i∗I ′ ⊆ I. According to Lemma 3.12, there is i∗I = {i′ | i∗(i′) ∈ I}. And i∗I ′ ⊆ I means

I ′ ⊆ {i′ | i∗(i′) ∈ I}. Thus, i∗I ⊆ I ′ ⊆ {i′ | i∗(i′) ∈ I} = i∗I, i.e. i∗I = I ′.

On the other hand, let g ◦ j!(i′′) ◦ f be any morphism in j!I ′′ with i′′ ∈ I ′′. There are

j∗(g ◦ j!(i′′) ◦ f) = j∗(g) ◦ j∗j!(i′) ◦ j∗(f) ∈ I ′′

and

i∗(g ◦ j!(i′′) ◦ f) = i∗(g) ◦ i∗j!(i′) ◦ i∗(f) = 0 ∈ I ′.
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Then, we have the conclusion that j!I ′′ ⊆ I, i.e. I ′′ ⊆ {i′′ | j!(i′′) ∈ I}. In addition, it is

clearly that j∗I ⊆ I ′′ for definition. Thus, there is j!j
∗I ⊆ j!I ′′ ⊆ I. Lemma 3.12 show that

j∗I = {i′′ | j!(i′′) ∈ I}. Therefore, j∗I ⊆ I ′′ ⊆ {i′′ | j!(i′′) ∈ I} = j∗I which means j∗I = I ′′. 2

In the same way, we claim following conclusion without proof.

Lemma 3.26. Let J ′ be an ideal in A′, J ′′ be an ideal in A′′. There is an ideal J = {j |
i!(j) ∈ I ′, j∗(j) ∈ I ′′} in A. In addition, we have the conclusion i!J = J ′ = {j′ | i∗(j′) ∈ J }
and j∗J = J ′′ = {j′′ | j!(j′′) ∈ J }.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 :

Assume that (I ′,J ′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair in T ′ and (I ′′,J ′′) is a complete ideal

cotorsion pair in T ′′. According to proposition3.20 and 3.21, there are complete ideal cotorsion

pairs (i∗I ′, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩) and (j!I ′′, ⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩) in A. In addition, Lemma 3.22 show that there

is a complete ideal cotorsion pair (⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩).
Next, we claim that ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩ is equal to ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩. First, for any morphism

j ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩, there is following commutative diagram:

H

D E F

K

C B A

M

j2
ξ1

a1

d

f

ξ2

a2
ξ3

j1
ξ4

where j1 ∈ i∗J ′, a2 ∈ j∗A′′, a1 ∈ i∗A′, j2 ∈ j∗J ′′, ξ4 ◦ ξ3 ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩, ξ2 ◦ ξ1 ∈ ⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩
and j = ξ4 ◦ ξ3 ◦ ξ2 ◦ ξ1. Since (i∗A′, j∗A′′) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair, there is a2 ◦a1 = 0.

Then a2 ◦ξ2 ◦d = a2 ◦a1 = 0 induce that there is a morphism δ : F → A such that a2 ◦ξ2 = δ ◦f .
That is there is following commutative diagram:

H

D E F

K

C B A

M

j2
ξ1

a1

d

f

ξ2

δ
a2

ξ3

j1
ξ4

Thus, due to δ ◦ j2 ∈ j∗J ′′, we get the conclusion that j ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩
On the other hand, for any morphism j ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩, there is following commutative dia-

gram:
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N

j∗C
′′

j∗D
′′

E F G

i∗A
′

i∗B
′

M

c

ξ1
j∗(j′′)

d

a

e f

ξ2
i∗(j′)

b

with j′ ∈ J ′, j′′ ∈ J ′′ and j = ξ2 ◦ ξ1. Taking pushout through a, then taking pullback through

d, there is following commutative diagram:

N

j∗C
′′

i∗A
′ L j∗D

′′

E F G

i∗A
′ H G

i∗B
′

M

c

ξ1

n

j∗(j′′)

a1

l

d2

d

e

a

f

h

ξ2
i∗(j′)

g

m

b

Since ξ2 ◦ f = b ◦ i∗(j
′) ◦ a, there is a morphism m : H → M such that ξ2 = m ◦ h. In same

way, d ◦ j∗(j
′′) ◦ c = f ◦ ξ1 = g ◦ h ◦ ξ1 induce that there is a morphism n : N → L such that

h ◦ ξ1 = l ◦ n. Thus, there is m ◦ l ◦ n = m ◦ h ◦ ξ1 = ξ2 ◦ ξ1. This means that we have following

commutative diagram:
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N

i∗A
′ L j∗D

′′

L

i∗A
′ L j∗D

′′

M

j∗(j′′)◦cn

a1

a1

d2

d2

a1

b◦i∗(j′)
d2

m◦l

That is j = ξ2 ◦ ξ1 = m ◦ l ◦ n ∈ ⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩. Therefore, we get the conclusion that

⟨i∗J ′, j∗A′′⟩⟨i∗A′, j∗J ′′⟩ = ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩. Further, (⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩) is a complete ideal

cotorsion pair.

On the other hand, assume that (⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩, ⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair.

It follows from Lemma 3.13 that (i∗⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩, i!⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩) and (j∗⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩, j∗⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩)
are complete ideal cotorsion pairs. According to definition of Toda bracket, we have following

equations:

i∗⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩ = ⟨i∗j!I ′′, i∗i∗I ′⟩ = ⟨0, i∗i∗I ′⟩ = I ′;

i!⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩ = ⟨i!i∗J ′, i!j∗J ′′⟩ = ⟨i!i∗J ′, 0⟩ = J ′;

j∗⟨j!I ′′, i∗I ′⟩ = ⟨j∗j!I ′′, j∗i∗I ′⟩ = ⟨j∗j!I ′′, 0⟩ = I ′′;

j∗⟨i∗J ′, j∗J ′′⟩ = ⟨j∗i∗J ′, j∗j∗J ′′⟩ = ⟨0, j∗j∗J ′′⟩ = J ′′.

Therefore, (I ′,J ′) and (I ′′,J ′′) are complete ideal cotorsion pairs. 2

Remark : By using Toda bracket and intersection, there are many ideal cotorsion pairs. In

order to show the relationship between different ideal cotorsion pairs constructed from (I ′,J ′)

and (I ′′,J ′′) more directly, we have the diagram in appendix.
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4. Appendix

The arrows in the above diagram represent embedded maps. All ideals in the diagram are ideal

cotorsion pair with their right orthogonal class.
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