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COTORSION PAIRS AND ENOCHS CONJECTURE FOR OBJECT IDEALS

Dandan Sun, Qikai Wang and Haiyan Zhu∗

Abstract

Let I and J be object ideals in an exact category (A; E). It is proved that (I,J )

is a perfect ideal cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a perfect cotorsion

pair, where Ob(I) and Ob(J ) is the objects of I and J , respectively. If in addition

(A; E) has enough projective objects and injective objects, and J is enveloping, then

(I,J ) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a complete

cotorsion pair. This gives a partial answer to the question posed by Fu, Guil Asen-

sio, Herzog and Torrecillas. Moreover, for any object ideal I in the category of left

R-modules, it is proved that I satisfies Enochs Conjecture if and only if Ob(I) sat-

isfies Enochs Conjecture. Applications are given to projective morphisms and ideal

cotorsion pairs (I,J ) of object ideals under certain conditions.

Keywords: Object ideals; Enochs Conjecture; complete ideal cotorsion pairs; per-

fect ideal cotorsion pairs.
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1. Introduction

The notion of a cotorsion pair was originally defined in the category of abelian groups [20].

It was later extended to abelian categories and exact categories. In recent years, the study

of cotorsion pairs has gained significance in the investigation of precovers and preenvelopes

(approximation theory), particularly in the context of proving the flat cover conjecture [8]. In

short, a cotorsion pair in an exact category (A; E) is a pair (X ,Y) of classes of objects of A,

such that each of which is the orthogonal complement of the other with respect to the Yoneda

bifunctor functor Ext(−,−). If in addition every object in A has a special X -cover and a special

Y-envelope, then it is said to be a complete cotorsion pair. Following [16, Definition 2.3.1], the

cotorsion pair (X ,Y) is called perfect if every object in A has an X -cover and a Y-envelope.

The term “perfect” comes from the classical result of Bass [7] characterizing left perfect ring by

the property of perfectness of the cotorsion (ProjR, R-Mod), where R-Mod is the class of left

R-modules and ProjR denotes the classes of projective left R-modules.

In an abstract category, objects and morphisms are two essential components; and by a well-

known embedding from a category to its morphism category, objects can be viewed as special

morphisms. In order to give morphisms and ideals of categories equal importance, Fu, Guil

Asensio, Herzog and Torrecillas [14] introduced ideal cotorsion pairs and the ideal approximation

theory. In this theory, the role of the objects and subcategories in classical approximation theory

is replaced by morphisms and ideals of the category. If I is an ideal of A, define I⊥ to be the ideal

of morphisms j such that Ext(i, j) = 0 for every i ∈ I, and define ⊥I dually. An ideal cotorsion

∗Corresponding author.

Haiyan Zhu was supported by the NSF of China (12271481).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.05519v1


2 D.D. Sun, Q.K. Wang and H.Y. Zhu

pair in (A; E) is a pair (I,J ) of ideals of A satisfying J = I⊥ and I = ⊥J . Ideal approximation

theory began with an ideal version of Salce’s Lemma [7, Theorem 18], which states that if (I,J )

is an ideal cotorsion pair in an exact category (A; E) with enough projective morphisms and

injective morphisms, then every object in A admits a special J -preenvelope if and only if every

object has a special I-precover. Such cotorsion pairs (I,J ) are called complete. Following [16],

the ideal cotorsion pair (I,J ) is called perfect if every object in A admits a J -envelope and an

I-cover.

The classical situation of a complete cotorsion pair (X ,Y) in an exact category (A; E) yields

an example of a complete ideal cotorsion pair, given by the pair (I(X ),I(Y)) of the correspond-

ing object ideals, where I(X ) (resp., I(Y)) denotes the ideal of those morphisms that factor

through an object of the additive subcategory X ⊆ A (resp., Y ⊆ A). However, the converse

problem, due to Fu, Asensio, Herzog and Torrecillas [15, Question 29], that is if the cotorsion

pair (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is necessarily complete provided that I and J are object ideals in A such

that (I,J ) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair, is still open. Here Ob(I) := {X ∈ A | 1X ∈ I}

(resp., Ob(J ) := {X ∈ A | 1X ∈ J }) is a subcategory of A. The first aim of this note is to

address this problem under certain conditions.

An interesting and deep theory of Enochs says that any precovering class of modules closed

under direct limits is covering (see [10]). The converse problem, that is if a covering class of

modules is necessarily closed under direct limits, is still open and is known as Enochs Conjecture

for objects (see [16, Open problems 5.4]). Some significant advancements have been made

towards the solution of this conjecture in recent years (see [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 21, 22] for instance).

On the other hand, Estrada, Guil Asensio and Odabasi proved that any precovering class of

morphisms in the category R-Mod of left R-modules closed under direct limits is covering (see

[12, Proposition 3.9]). It seems natural to ask whether each covering ideal in R-Mod is closed

under direct limits. A hypothetical general positive answer to this question is called “Enochs

Conjecture” for morphisms. The second aim of this note is to establish the relations between

Enochs Conjecture for objects and morphisms.

We now outline the results of the paper. In Section 2, we summarize some preliminaries and

basic facts which will be used throughout the paper.

In Section 3, for any object ideal I in an exact category (A; E), we first show that I is

covering (resp., enveloping) if and only if Ob(I) is covering (resp., enveloping) (see Proposition

3.3). Then we will prove that (I,J ) is a perfect ideal cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J ))

is a perfect cotorsion pair whenever I and J are object ideals in A (see Theorem 3.6(1)). If in

addition (A; E) has enough projective objects and injective objects, and J is enveloping, then

(I,J ) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a complete cotorsion

pair (see Theorem 3.6(2)). This gives a partial answer to Question 29 in [14].

In Section 4, for any object ideal I in R-Mod, it is proved that I satisfies Enochs Conjecture

if and only if Ob(I) satisfies Enochs Conjecture (see Theorem 4.2). As a consequence, it is

shown that the class of projective morphisms in R-Mod satisfies Enochs Conjecture, which can

be seen as the ideal version of the result of Bass [7] that the class of projective objects in R-Mod

satisfies Enochs Conjecture. As another consequence, for any object ideals I and J in R-Mod,
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it is proved in Corollary 4.4 that I satisfies Enochs Conjecture provided that (I,J ) is an ideal

cotorsion pair such that J is closed under direct limits. Some conditions are given to show that

the validity of Enchos Conjecture for objects of a general ideal I (not necessarily object ideal)

implies the validity of Enchos Conjecture of Ob(I) (see Propositions 4.5 and 4.6).

2. Preliminary

The assumptions, the notation, and the definitions from this section will be used throughout

the paper. For more details the reader can consult [11, 14, 15, 16].

2.1. Exact categories. Recall from [9, 18, 19] that an exact category is a pair (A; E), where

A is an additive category and E is a class of “short exact sequences”: That is, an actual kernel-

cokernel pair

Ξ: A //B //C .

In what follows, we call such a sequence a conflation, and call A → B (resp., B → C) an

inflation (resp., deflation). Many authors use the alternate terms admissible exact sequence,

admissible monomorphism and admissible epimorphism. The class E of conflations must satisfy

exact axioms, for details, we refer the reader to [9, Definition 2.1], which are inspired by the

properties of short exact sequences in any abelian category. We often write A instead of (A; E)

when we consider only one exact structure on A.

Recall that an object P in A is called projective provided that any admissible epimorphism

ending at P splits. The exact category A is said to have enough projective objects provided that

each object X fits into a deflation d : P → X with P projective. Dually one has the notions of

injective objects and enough injective objects.

2.2. Ideals. An ideal I of an additive category A is an additive subbifunctor of Hom : Aop ×

A → Ab; it associates to a pair (A,B) of morphisms in A a subgroup I(A,B) ⊆ Hom(A,B)

and satisfies the usual conditions in the definition of an ideal in ring theory: for any morphism

g : A → B in I, the composition fgh belongs to I(X,Y ), for any morphisms f : B → Y and

h : X → A in A.

If A ∈ A is an object, we say that A belongs to an ideal I if the identity morphism 1A

belongs to I(A,A), and we denote by Ob(I) ⊆ A the full subcategory of objects of I. In the

other direction, every additive subcategory X ⊆ A gives rise to the ideal I(X ) generated by

morphisms of the form 1X for all X ∈ X ; this is the ideal of morphisms that factor through

an object in X . An ideal I of A is called an object ideal if it is generated by its objects,

I = I(Ob(I)) (see [14]).

2.3. (Pre)covering and (pre)enveloping ideals. Let I be a class of morphisims in an ad-

ditive category A. An I-precover of an object X ∈ A is a morphism f : A → X in I such that

any other morphism f ′ : A′ → X in I factors through f . It is said to be an I-cover if every g

with fg = g is an isomorphism.
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In addition, if A is endowed with an exact structure E , then I-precover f : A → X of X is

said to be special if f is a deflation in E and it fits in a pushout diagram

K //

g

��

A′ //

��

X

E // A
f

// X

with Ext(i, g) = 0 for every i ∈ I. The class I is said to be (special) (pre)covering if every object

in A has a (special) I-(pre)cover. The notion of (special) I-(pre)envelope is defined dually.

Let I be an ideal in R-Mod. Following [1, 13], we say that I is closed under direct limits

if for any morphism {fi : Mi → Ni}i∈N between directed systems of morphisms {gij : Mi →

Mj}i6j and {hij : Ni → Mj}i6j, satisfying that fi ∈ I for every i ∈ N, the induced morphism

lim
−→

f : lim
−→

Mi → lim
−→

Ni also belongs to I. The following result is a direct consequence of [12,

Proposition 3.9].

Proposition 2.1. Let R be a ring. Then any precovering class of morphisms in the category of

left R-modules closed under direct limits is covering.

2.4. Ideal cotorsion pairs. As defined in the Introduction, two morphisms a and b in A are

Ext-orthogonal if the morphism Ext(a, b) : Ext(A1, B0) → Ext(A0, B1) of abelian groups is 0. If

M is a class of morphisms in A, then ⊥M is the ideal of morphisms left Ext-orthogonal to every

m ∈ M. One defines a right closed ideal dually, and an ideal cotorsion pair consists of ideals

(I,J ) for which I = ⊥J and J ⊥ = I. Moreover, an ideal cotorsion pair (I,J ) is complete

if every object in A has a special J -preenvelope and a special I-precover (see [14]). In the

following, we call an ideal cotorsion pair (I,J ) is perfect if every object in A has a J -envelope

and an I-cover.

2.5. ME-conflations. The arrow category Arr(A) of a category A is the category whose objects

a : A0 → A1 are the morphisms (arrows) of A, and a morphism f : a → b in Arr(A) is given by

a pair of morphisms f = (f0, f1) in A for which the diagram

A0

f0
//

a

��

B0

b

��

A1

f1
// B1

commutes. In addition, the additive category Arr(A) may be equipped with an exact structure

for which the collection Arr(E) of distinguished kernel-cokernel pairs ξ : b
m

//c
p

//a, is given

by morphisms of conflations in (A; E),

Ξ0 : B0

ξ

��

b

��

m0
// C0

p0
//

c

��

A0

a

��

Ξ1 : B1

m1
// C1

p1
// A1.
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A conflation of arrows ξ : b //c //a in the exact structure (Arr(A); Arr(E)) is said to be ME

(mono-epi) if there exists a factorization

Ξ0 : B0
//

ξ

��

C0
//

c1

��

A0

a

��

B0
//

b
��

C //

c2

��

A1

Ξ1 : B1
// C1

// A1,

with c = c2c1. The notation c = b ⋆ a is used to indicate that the arrow c is an ME-extension of

a by b.

3. The completeness and perfectness for ideal cotorsion pairs of objects ideals

We begin with the following easy observation.

Lemma 3.1. Let I be an ideal in an exact category (A; E). Then Ob(I) is closed under direct

summands.

Proof. Assume that A⊕B is in Ob(I). Then ( 1 0
0 1 ) : A⊕B → A⊕B belongs to I. Notice that

1A = ( 10 )(
1 0
0 1 )(1, 0). Thus 1A belongs to I, as desired. �

The following lemma is a consequence of Remark 3.3 in [12].

Lemma 3.2. Let I be an object ideal in an exact category (A; E).

(1) I is precovering (resp., preenveloping) if and only if Ob(I) is precovering (resp., preen-

veloping);

(2) Every Ob(I)-precover f : X → A of A is also an I-precover of A;

(3) Every Ob(I)-preenvelope f : A → X of A is also an I-preenvelope of A.

Proof. Thanks to [12, Remark 3.3], it suffices to prove (2) and (3). Let f : X → A be an

Ob(I)-precover. If we choose any morphism g : F → A in the object ideal I, then there exists

an object G in Ob(I) with α : G → A and β : F → G such that g = αβ. Since f : X → A is an

Ob(I)-precover of A, there exists a morphism γ : G → X such that α = fγ. This implies that

f(γβ) = (fγ)β = αβ = g, and therefore f : X → A is an I-precover. This finishes the proof of

(2), and the proof of (3) is similar. �

Proposition 3.3. The following are true for any object ideal I in an exact category (A; E).

(1) I is covering if and only if Ob(I) is covering.

(2) I is enveloping if and only if Ob(I) is enveloping.

Proof. We only prove (1), and (2) is dual to (1). For the “only if” statement, we choose an

I-cover f : X → A for any object A in A. Next we claim that X belongs to Ob(I). By Lemma

3.2(1), A has an Ob(I)-precover g : F → A with F in Ob(I). Thus there exists β : F → X such

that g = fβ. On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that there exists α : X → F

such that f = gα. This yields that f(βα) = (fβ)α = gα = f . Because f : X → A is an I-cover,
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we obtain that βα is an isomorphism, and therefore X is isomorphic to a direct summand of F .

So X belongs to Ob(I) by Lemma 3.1, as desired.

For the “if” statement, there exists an Ob(I)-cover f : X → A for any object A by hypothesis.

Hence f : X → A is also an I-cover, and the proof is similar to that of (2) in Lemma 3.2. �

Lemma 3.4. The following are true for any ideal cotorsion pair (I,J ) in an exact category

(A; E):

(1) An object X ∈ Ob(I) if and only if ExtA(X, j) = 0 for any j ∈ J .

(2) An object Y ∈ Ob(J ) if and only if ExtA(i, Y ) = 0 for any i ∈ I.

Proof. The proof is straightforward by definition. �

Lemma 3.5. Let I and J be object ideals in an exact category (A; E). Then (I,J ) is an ideal

cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a cotorsion pair.

Proof. Thanks to [14, Theorem 2.8], we only prove the “only if” statement. Next we prove

Ob(J ) = Ob(I)⊥, and the proof of Ob(I) = ⊥Ob(J ) is similar. By Lemma 3.4, it is straight-

forward to show the containment Ob(J ) ⊆ Ob(I)⊥. For the reverse containment, we choose

an object M ∈ Ob(I)⊥. Let f : X → Y be an object ideal in I. Then there exist an object

K ∈ Ob(I) and morphisms g : K → Y and f : X → K such that f = gh. Since ExtA(K,M) = 0

by hypothesis, and therefore ExtA(f,M) = ExtA(h,M)ExtA(g,M) = 0. Thus Lemma 3.1 yields

that M ∈ Ob(J ), as desired. �

We are now in a position to state and prove the main result of this section. It should be noted

that Theorem 3.6(2) gives a partial answer to [14, Question 29].

Theorem 3.6. The following are true for object ideals I and J in an exact category (A; E):

(1) (I,J ) is a perfect ideal cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a prefect cotorsion

pair.

(2) If (A; E) has enough projective objects and injective objects, and J is enveloping, then

(I,J ) is a complete ideal cotorsion pair if and only if (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a complete

cotorsion pair.

Proof. We only prove (2), and (1) is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.5. By

[14, Theorem 2.8], it suffices to show the “only if” statement. Let A be an object in A. Then

there exists a conflation

K //P //A,

where P is a projective object in A. Since J is enveloping, it follows from Proposition 3.3(2) that

Ob(J ) is enveloping. Thus K has an Ob(J )-envelope j : K → Y , it follows from Wakamatsu’s

Lemma (see [15, Theorem 10.3] for instance) that there exists a conflation

K
j

//Y //X,
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where X is in Ob(I). Consider the following pushout diagram

K //

j

��

P //

��

A

Y //

��

C
i

//

��

A

X X,

where all rows and columns are conflations. Since P ∈ Ob(I), it follows from Lemma 3.5 that

C ∈ Ob(I). This shows that i : C → A is a special Ob(I)-precover. So (Ob(I),Ob(J )) is a

complete cotorsion pair by Salce’s Lemma (see [17, Lemma 2.3] for instance), as desired. �

4. Enochs Conjecture for object ideals

Throughout this section, R is an associative ring with identity and R-Mod is the category

of left R-modules. As stated in Introduction, a hypothetical general positive answer to this

question whether each covering ideal in R-Mod is closed under direct limits, is sometimes called

“Enochs Conjecture” for objects. In combination this with Proposition 2.1, a hypothetical

general positive answer to this question whether each covering ideal in R-Mod is closed under

direct limits, is called “Enochs Conjecture” for morphisms. The aim of this section is to establish

the relations between Enochs Conjecture for objects and morphisms. To that end, we need the

following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The following are ture for any class X in R-Mod:

(1) If X is covering in R-Mod, then X is closed under direct summands.

(2) If X is enveioping in R-Mod, then X is closed under direct summands.

Proof. We only prove (1), and the proof of (2) is dual. Let M be an object in X and N

isomorphic to a direct summand of M . Then there exist morphisms i : N → M and π : M → N

such that πi = 1N . Since X is covering, N has an X -cover f : X → N , and therefore there

exists g : M → X such that π = fg. This yields that f(gi) = (fg)i = πi = 1N , and hence

f(gi)f = f . Because f is an X -cover, it follows that (gi)f ∼= 1X . So N ∼= X, as desired. �

Now we state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.2. Let I be an object ideal in R-Mod. Then I satisfies Enochs Conjecture if and

only if Ob(I) satisfies Enochs Conjecture.

Proof. For the “if” statement, we assume that I is a covering ideal in R-Mod. Let {fi : Mi →

Ni}i∈N be a morphism between directed systems of morphisms {gij : Mi → Mj}i6j and {hij :

Ni → Mj}i6j, satisfying that fi ∈ I for every i ∈ N. By assumption, each Ni has an I-cover

αi : Xi → Ni, which implies that there exists βi : Mi → Xi such that fi = αiβi for each i ∈ N. It

follows from Proposition 3.3(1) that Ob(I) is a covering class in R-Mod, and therefore each Ni

has an Ob(I)-cover γi : Di → Ni. Since αi belongs to the object ideal I, it is straightforward to
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show that there exists a morphism µi : Xi → Di such that αi = γiµi. Notice that αi : Xi → Ni

is an I-cover. Then there exists a morphism νi : Di → Xi such that γi = αiνi, and therefore

αi(νiµi) = (αiνi)µi = γiµi = αi. Since αi : Xi → Ni is an I-cover, it follows that νiµi is

an isomorphism, and hence Xi is isomorphic to a direct summand of Di. So Di ∈ Ob(I) by

Lemma 4.1(1). Note that Ob(I) is closed under direct limits by hypothesis. It follows that

lim
−→

Xi belongs to Ob(I). This yields that lim
−→

fi = lim
−→

αi lim
−→

βi belongs to I, as desired.

For the “only if” statement, we assume that Ob(I) is a covering class in R-Mod. It follows

from Proposition 3.3(1) that the ideal I is covering. Let {Xi}i∈N be a family of objects in X .

Then 1Xi
∈ I(X ) for any i ∈ N. Note that I satisfies Enochs Conjecture by hypothesis. It

follows that lim
−→

1Xi
belongs to I, and therefore 1lim

−→

Xi
: lim

−→
Xi → lim

−→
Xi factors through an

object W in Ob(I). This yields that lim
−→

Xi is isomorphic to a direct summand of W . So lim
−→

Xi

belongs to Ob(I) by Lemma 4.1(1), as desired. �

As a direct consequence of Theorem 4.2, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.3. The class of projective morphisms in R-Mod satisfies the Enochs Conjecture.

As another consequence of Theorem 4.2, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.4. Let I and J be object ideals in R-Mod, and let (I,J ) be an ideal cotorsion

pair. If J is closed under direct limits, then I satisfies the Enochs Conjecture.

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 4.2 and [2, Theorem 3.6] by noting that Ob(J ) is closed

under direct limits provided that J is closed under direct limits. �

We end this paper with the following results, which characterize when the validity of Enchos

Conjecture for objects of a general ideal I (not necessarily object ideal) implies the validity of

Enchos Conjecture of I. To that end, we recall from [15] that an ideal I in R-Mod is idempotent

if I2 = I.

Proposition 4.5. Let I be an idempotent ideal R-Mod. If Ob(I) satisfies Enochs Conjecture

in R-Mod, then so is the ideal I.

Proof. Assume that I is a covering ideal in R-Mod. Since I is an idempotent ideal, it follows

from [15, Proposition 10.5] that I is an object ideal. So the result follows from Theorem 4.2. �

Proposition 4.6. Let (I,J ) be an ideal cotorsion pair in R-Mod, and suppose that J is en-

veloping and closed under ME-extensions. If Ob(I) satisfies Enochs Conjecture in R-Mod, then

so is the ideal I.

Proof. We first claim that every I-cover of any object A in R-Mod is also an Ob(I)-cover of A.

Now let f : D → A be an I-cover of A. Then A has a conflation

K //P //A,

where P is a projective module inR-Mod. Since J is enveloping and closed under ME-extensions,

it follows from the dual of Lemma 10.1 in [15] that there exists a conflation

K
j

//Y //X,
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where X is in Ob(I). Consider the following pushout diagram

K //

j

��

P //

��

A

Y //

��

C
i

//

��

A

X X,

where all the rows and columns are conflations. Since P and X belong to Ob(I), so is C by

Lemma 3.5. It follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that i : C → A is also an I-precover. Notice that

f : D → A is an I-cover of A. Then D is isomorphic to a direct summand of C, and therefore

D ∈ Ob(I) by Lemma 4.1(1), as desired.

Next, we assume that I is a covering ideal in R-Mod. Let {fi : Mi → Ni}i∈N be a morphism

between directed systems of morphisms {gij : Mi → Mj}i6j and {hij : Ni → Mj}i6j, satisfying

that fi ∈ I for every i ∈ N. By assumption, each Ni has an I-cover αi : Xi → Ni, which implies

that there exists βi : Mi → Xi such that fi = αiβi for each i ∈ N. By the proof above, it

follows that Ob(I) is a covering class in A, and therefore Ob(I) is closed under direct limits by

hypothesis. Thus lim
−→

Xi belongs to Ob(I). This yields that lim
−→

fi = lim
−→

αi lim
−→

βi belongs to I,

as desired. �
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