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Abstract

We give a new characterization of silting subcategories in the stable category of
a Frobenius extriangulated category, generalizing the result of Di et al. (J. Al-
gebra 525 (2019) 42-63) about the Auslander-Reiten type correspondence for silt-
ing subcategories over triangulated categories. More specifically, for any Frobenius
extriangulated category C, we establish a bijective correspondence between silting
subcategories of the stable category C and certain covariantly finite subcategories
of C. As a consequence, a characterization of silting subcategories in the stable
category of a Frobenius exact category is given. This result is applied to homotopy
categories over abelian categories with enough projectives, derived categories over
Grothendieck categories with enough projectives as well as to the stable category of

Gorenstein projective modules over a ring R.
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1. Introduction

Silting subcategories and objects in triangulated categories were introduced by Keller and
Vossieck [19] and later studied by Aihara and Iyama [1], as a way of overcoming a problem
inherent to tilting objects, namely, that mutations are sometimes impossible to define. According
to [20, 25], silting subcategories (objects) are closely related to t-structures and co-t-structures in
triangulated categories. Thus one can better understand the structure of a triangulated category
from the viewpoint of the silting theory. Recently, Di, Liu, Wang and Wei [10] established a
bijective correspondence between silting subcategories of a triangulated category 7 and certain
covariantly finite subcategories of 7. The notion of covariantly finite subcategories was first
introduced by Auslander and Smalg [4] (note that a subcategory is called covariantly finite
precisely when it is preenveloping in the sense of Enochs and Jenda [11]). It should be noted
that the bijective correspondence mentioned above is known as the “Auslander-Reiten type
correspondence” for silting subcategories in [10], which is inspired by the classical Auslander-
Reiten type correspondence for tilting modules established by Auslander and Reiten in [3].

Happel [15] showed that if (C,S) is a Frobenius exact category, then its stable category
C carries a triangulated structure. Beligiannis obtained a similar result [5, Theorem 7.2] by
replacing C with a triangulated category 7T and replacing S with a proper class of triangles
E. Recently, Nakaoka and Palu unified the above results and proved that the stable category
of a Frobenius extriangulated category is a triangulated category (see [24, Corollary 7.4 and
Remark 7.5]). The notion of extriangulated categories was introduced by Nakaoka and Palu in
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[24] as a simultaneous generalization of exact categories and triangulated categories. As typical
examples we have that Frobenius exact categories and triangulated categories are Frobenius
extriangulated categories (see [24, Example 7.2(1) and Corollary 7.6]). However, there exist
some examples of Frobenius extriangulated categories which are neither exact nor triangulated
(see [29, Example 4.14]).

The aim of this paper is to give a new characterization of silting subcategories in the stable
category of a Frobenius extriangulated category. More precisely, for any Frobenius extriangu-
lated category C, we give a bijective correspondence between silting subcategories of the stable
category C and certain covariantly finite subcategories of C.

In dealing with the above problem, the main technical problem we encounter is that one has
to choose an appropriate covariantly finite subcategory in a Frobenius extriangulated category
C from a given silting subcategory in the stable category C. To circumvent this problem, by the
bijective correspondence between silting subcategories and bounded co-t-structures in a trian-
gulated category established by Mendoza Herndndez, Saenz, Santiago Vargas and Souto Salorio
in [23, Corollary 5.9], we first provide an explicit procedure to construct cotorsion pairs in the
“new” extriangulated category induced by the certain subcategory in a given extriangulated
category, and then demonstrate that these cotorsion pairs not only give rise to constructing
bounded co-t-structures for silting subcategories in the stable category of a Frobenius extri-
angulated category, but also are helpful to choose certain covariantly finite subcategories in a
Frobenius extriangulated category.

To state our main results more precisely, let us first introduce some definitions.

Assume that (C,E,s) is an extriangulated category, where C is an additive category, E :
C? x C — Ab is an additive bifunctor and s assigns to each § € E(C, A) a class of 3-term
sequences with end terms A and C' such that certain axioms hold (see [24, Definition 2.10]). If
there is no confusion, we also write C := (C,E,s). We will use the following notation.

e A sequence A —>B 20 s called a conflation if it realizes some [E-extension & €
E(C, A). In this case, x is called an inflation, y is called a deflation, and we write it as

A—m>B—y>C—5—>

We usually do not write this “§” if it is not used in the argument.

e An object P € C is called projective if E(P,C) = 0. We say that C has enough projectives
if any object C' € C admits a deflation P — C for some projective object P. Dually, we have
the notions of injectives and enough injectives. In the following, we denote by Proj(C) the
subcategory of projective objects and by Inj(C) the subcategory of injective objects. It should
be noted that Proj(C) and Inj(C) consist of zero objects whenever C is a triangulated category.

e C is said to be Frobenius if C has enough projectives and injectives and if moreover the
projectives coincide with the injectives. In this case, one has the quotient category C of C by
projectives, which is a triangulated category by [24, Corollary 7.4 and Remark 7.5]. We refer to
this category as the stable category of C.

e A subcategory H of C is called extension-closed if H is closed under extensions, i.e., for

any E-triangle A —— B Yoo -% > with A,C € H, we have B € H. Given an E-triangle



A new characterization of silting subcategories in the stable category of a Frobenius extriangulated category 3

A—m>B—y>C—6—>, we call A the cocone of y : B — C and C the cone of x : A —> B.

Recall from [30] that a subcategory H < C is called resolving (resp., coresolving) if it contains
Proj(C) (resp., Inj(C)), closed under extensions, and cocones of deflations (resp., cones of
inflations).

e Recall from [30] that an E-triangle sequence in C is displayed as a sequence

dn+1 d
S N L p—

over C such that for any n, there are E-triangles K, .1 L X, i} K, . and the
differential d,, = gp_1fn.

Let X be a subcategory of C. We denote by X the class of objects C' € C such that there
exists an [E-triangle sequence C' — Xy — -+ — X_, 11 — X _,, with each X_; € X for some
non-negative integer n.

Let )V be a subcategory of C. Recall that a morphism f : C' — Y with Y € ) is called a left
Y-approzimation (or a Y-preenvelope) of C if C(f,Y"): C(Y,Y') — C(C,Y"’) is surjective for any
object Y/ € Y. If any C € C admits a left V-approximation, then Y is called covariantly finite

in C. For more details, we refer to [3, 11]. Moreover, Y is called specially covariantly finite in C

provided that for any C' € C, there is an E-triangle C —f> Y % K - > suchthatY e Y and
E(K,Y) = 0. In this case, f: C — Y is a left Y-approximation.
If C has enough projectives and injectives, for any subcategory M of C, we set

M ={Y eC|E(X,Y)=0foralli>1, and all X € M},

where E!(X,Y) is the higher extension group defined by Liu and Nakaoka in [21, Section 5.2].
Let S be a subcategory of a triangulated category 7. Following [1, Definition 2.1], S is
called silting if Hom7(S,S[i]) = 0 for all ¢ > 0, and 7 = thick(S) is the smallest triangulated
subcategory of 7 containing S and closed under direct summands and isomorphisms.
Now, our main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. The assignments
UMM and :H—HN'H
give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:
(1) Silting subcategories M of the stable category C with Proj(C) < M.
(2) Subcategories H of C, which are specially covariantly finite and coresolving in C such that
H = C and for any H € H, there exists a positive integer t = 1 making E*(H,H) = 0 for
alli > 1.

If C is a triangulated category in Theorem 1.1, then we recover the Auslander-Reiten type
correspondence for silting subcategories over triangulated categories established by Di, Liu,
Wang and Wei in [10] (see Corollary 4.15). Now, specializing C to a Frobenius exact category,

we then get the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Let C be a Frobenius exact category. The assignments

M— ML and HHHHLH
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give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:

(1) Silting subcategories M of C with Proj(C) < M.

(2) Subcategories H of C, which are specially covariantly finite and coresolving in C such that
H =C and for any H € H, there exists a positive integer t = 1 making Exté(H,H) =0
for alli > t.

We will apply Corollary 1.2 to homotopy categories over abelian categories with enough
projectives, derived categories over Grothendieck categories with enough projectives as well as
to the stable category of Gorenstein projective modules over a ring R.

The contents of this paper are outlined as follows. In Section 2, we fix notations and re-
call some definitions and basic facts used throughout the paper. In Section 3, we study the
coresolution dimension relative to different subcategories in C. In Section 4, we first construct
cotorsion pairs for an extriangulated category (see Corollary 4.4). This is based on the homo-
logical properties of the coresolution dimension established in Section 3. As a result, we give the
proof of Theorem 1.1. As a consequence, we re-obtain a main result in [10] (see Corollary 4.15).
Furthermore, we deduce a series of consequences of Theorem 1.1 for some different Frobenius

exact categories, including Corollary 1.2.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, by the term “subcategory” we always mean a full additive subcategory
of an additive category closed under isomorphisms and direct summands. For any additive
category D, we denote by D(A, B) the set of morphisms from A to B in D.

Let us briefly recall some definitions and basic properties of extriangulated categories from
[24]. We omit some details here, but the reader can find them in [24].

Assume that E : C°P x C — Ab is an additive bifunctor, where C is an additive category and
Ab is the category of abelian groups. For any objects A,C € C, an element § € E(C, A) is called
an [E-extension. Let s be a correspondence which associates an equivalence class

5(6) = [A—2=B 1= (]

to any E-extension § € E(C, A). This s is called a realization of E, if it makes the diagram in [24,
Definition 2.9] commutative. A triplet (C,E,s) is called an extriangulated category if it satisfies

the following conditions.

(1) E: C°? x C — Ab is an additive bifunctor.
(2) s is an additive realization of E.

(3) E and s satisfy certain axioms in [24, Definition 2.12].

In particular, we recall the following axioms which will be used later:
(ET4) Let 6 € E(D, A) and &' € E(F, B) be E-extensions realized by

At padaBtectoF
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respectively. Then there exists an object E € C, a commutative diagram

!

T.p

At

d
E
le
F
in C, and an E-extension 6 € E(F, A) realized by A SIS LN E, which satisfy the follow-
ing compatibilities.

B
CL
j—

(i) D 4L E—°~ F realizes o,
(ii) d*6" =4,
(iil) fud = e*d'.
(ET4)°P Dual of (ET4).

Remark 2.1. Note that both exact categories and triangulated categories are extriangulated
categories (see [24, Example 2.13]) and extension-closed subcategories of extriangulated categories
are again extriangulated (see [24, Remark 2.18]). Moreover, there exist extriangulated categories

which are neither exact categories nor triangulated categories (see [24, Proposition 3.30], [29,
Example 4.14] and [17, Remark 3.3]).

Assume that (C,E,s) is an extriangulated category. By the Yoneda Lemma, any E-extension
§ € E(C, A) induces natural transformations &; : C(—,C) = E(—,A) and & : C(A,-) =
E(C,—). For any X € C, these (§3)x and 5& are given as follows:

(1) (0p)x : C(X,C) = E(X, A); f— [*6.

(2) &% : C(A, X) - E(C,X); g+ gs6.

Lemma 2.2. [24, Corollary 3.12] Let (C,E,s) be an extriangulated category and

A$B$07(i>

an E-triangle. Then we have the following long exact sequences:

Cly,— C(x,— E(y,— E(z,—
cc, ) e, ) L e, ) —F o wme, o) 2w, o) B g4, ),

C(—x) C(—w) ] B(—,z) E(—y)

c(—,A) ——(C(—,B) ——=(C(—,C) ——=E(—,A) —— E(—,B) ——=E(—,0).

Suppose that (C,E,s) is an extriangulated category with enough projectives and injectives.
If A—s P—— (C--> is an E-triangle with P € Proj(C), then A is called the syzygy
of C and is denoted by Q(C). Similarly, for any E-triangle A —— [ —— C - —> with
I €Inj(C), C is called the cosyzygy of A and is denoted by 3(A).

For a subcategory B < C, put Q°B = B, and for i > 0, we define Q'B inductively to be the
subcategory consisting of syzygies of objects in Q~15, i.e.,

Q'B=Q('B).
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We call QB the i-th syzygy of B. Dually we define the i-th cosyzygy %8B by £°B = B and
YiB = N(XIB) for i > 0.
In [21], Liu and Nakaoka defined higher extension groups in an extriangulated category having

enough projectives and injectives as
EFNX,Y) = E(X,2Y) ~ E(Q'X,Y)
for ¢ > 0, and they showed the following result:

Lemma 2.3. [21, Proposition 5.2] Let A —— B Yoo bean E-triangle. For any
object X € B, there are long exact sequences

. — Ei(X, A) X Ei(X, B) 2 E{(X,C) — Ei*(X, A) = E+1(X,B) 2% ... (i > 1),

B0, X) > BB, X) 2 E(A,X) — EF(C,X) L BB, X) T (> 1),

From now on to the end of the paper, we always suppose that C := (C,E,s) is an
extriangulated category with enough projectives and injectives.

3. Computation of coresolution dimensions

This section is devoted to preparations for the proof of our main results in this paper. First,
we introduce the notion of coresolution dimensions of objects in C, and then give some criteria
for computing coresolution dimensions relative to different subcategories in C.

Definition 3.1. Let & be a subcategory of C.
(1) For any non-negative integer n, we denote by /EL (resp., ./'/\,’,\1) the class of objects C' € C

such that there exists an E-triangle sequence
C*)XO*)”’*)anJrl —>an (resp., Xn"anl HHXOHC)
with each X; € X. Moreover, we set

=UXn, XzUXn
n=0

(2) For any C € C, the X-coresolution dimension of C' is defined as
coresdimy (C) := min{ne N: C e /'\\f';}
IfC¢ /\1’:1 for any n € N, then coresdimy (C) = .
Recall from the introduction that

={YeC|E(X,Y)=0foralli>1, and all X € &}

for any subcategory X of C. Similarly, we can define *X. The following definition is an extrian-
gulated analog of [22, Definition 5.1].

Definition 3.2. Let X and W be two subcategories of C. We say that

(1) W is a generator for X, if W < X and for each object X € X, there exists an E-triangle
X' —W —X- > withWeWand X €X.
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(2) W is X-projective if W < +X.
(3) W is an X-projective generator for X if W is a generator for X and W < +X.

Example 3.3. (1) Assume that C = R-Mod is the category of left R-modules for a ring R. A
left R-module N is called Gorenstein projective [11, 16] if there is an exact sequence of projective
left R-modules
P= - >P >P—>P,—>Py—--

with N =~ Ker(P-; — P_3) such that Hompg(P, Q) is exact for any projective left R-module
Q. Let GP(R) be the subcategory of R-Mod consisting of all Gorenstein projective modules
and P(R) the subcategory of R-Mod consisting of all projective modules. Then P(R) is a
GP(R)-projective generator for GP(R).

(2) Let C be a triangulated category and M a silting subcategory. Then M is an M*-
projective generator by [10, Lemma 2.6].

(3) Recall from [30] that a subcategory X < C is called tilting if X is a generator for X't
and X < 7/-2, where H = Proj(C) is the class of projective objects in C. It follows that X is an
X+-projective generator for X

In the following, let X and W be two subcategories of C such that W < X.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that X is an extension-closed subcategory of C. Consider two E-triangles
N % X, oD~ and D% Xo LN Y in C with Xo, X1 € X. If W is a generator
for X, then there exist two E-triangles N — X{ —= D' — = and D' — Wy — M - >
with Wo € W and X € X.

Proof. Note that W is a generator for X. Then we have an E-triangle X — Wy — Xy — > with
WoeW and X € X. By (ET4)°P, we obtain a commutative diagram in C

’

X D D

|

X — Wy —— X

|

M:M.

By [24, Proposition 3.15], we have the following commutative diagram in C

N
X—>X{
X——D ——=D.

Since X is closed under extensions, it follows that X| € X. By the above two diagrams, we have
the desired E-triangles. O

]
|
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Lemma 3.5. Suppose that X is closed under extensions and VW is a generator for X. Then for

any C € X and non-negative integer n, C' € /'\L’; if and only if there exists an E-triangle sequence
C—>Xog>W_4—->W_ 11 ->W_,

with Xoe X and W_; e W for 1 <i <n.

Proof. The “if” part is trivial. We prove the “only if” part by induction on n. If n = 1, then there
exist E-triangles ¢ — Xg— X_1- > and X 1 — X 1 —0- > with X_1,Xye X.
By Lemma 3.4, we obtain an E-triangle C' — X — W_; — > with X, e X and W_; e W,
as desired.

Suppose now n > 2. Then we have an E-triangle ¢ — Xj — K — > with X € X and

K e /?n: By induction, there exists an E-triangle sequence K — X_; S, W_o—--->W_,
with X_; € X and W_; € W for 2 < i < n. Hence we have an E-triangle sequence K’ A,

W_9 — .- — W_, and an E-triangle K — X_; —> K' - = with fifo = f. Applying

Lemma 3.4 to E-triangles ¢ — X — K - > and K — X_; ELN K’ — =, we obtain

two E-triangles C — Xg—= K" - > and K’ —W_; — K - > with Xy € X and
W_1 € W. Therefore, we have an E-triangle sequence C - Xg - W_1 —> - > W_,,1 > W_,
with Xge X and W_; e W for 1 <i < n. ]

The following proposition is an extriangulated analog of [10, Theorem 2.2] and [22, The-
orem 5.4]. It shows that any object in X admits two [E-triangles: one giving rise to a left
X-approximation and the other to a right W-approximation.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that X is closed under extensions and VW is a generator for X.
Consider the following conditions:
(1) C is in X,

C

(2) There exists an E-triangle C v X¢ YC " withXCe X and YC € Whn-1.

(3) There ezists an E-triangle X¢ — Yo Lo L with Xc € X and Yo € )7\//”

Then (1) < (2) = (3). If X is also closed under cones of inflations, then (3) = (2), and hence
all three conditions are equivalent. If W is X -projective, then ¥ is a left X -approzimation of
C and pc is a right W—appma:z’matz’on of C.

Proof. (1) < (2) follows from Lemma 3.5.
(2) = (3). Since X¢ € X and W is a generator for X, we have an E-triangle

Xo—W — X© -
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with W e W and X¢ € X. By (ET4)°, we obtain a commutative diagram

Xco Yo C
X W X¢
Yy¢ =——Y¢C.

From the second column, it follows that Y¢ € )7\//” Hence the first row is the desired one.
Suppose that X is also closed under cones of inflations. We show (3) = (2). Since Yo € W,
we have an E-triangle Yo — W — Y% — = with W e W and Y© € W,_;. By (ET4), we

obtain a commutative diagram

Xe Yo C
X w X¢
Y —=Y°.

Since X is closed under cones of inflations, it follows that X¢ € X. Hence the third column is
the desired E-triangle.
Assume that W is X-projective. Applying C(—, X) to the E-triangle

wC

C X¢ yc _?

>

Cc(y®.X
S C(C,X) —E(YY X). Since

E‘OW, X) = 0 for all i > 1, it is easy to see that E(Y®, X) = 0. It follows that C(¢“,C) is an
epimorphism, hence ¥ is a left X-approximation of C. Similarly, we can prove that ¢¢ is a

for any X € X, we have an exact sequence C(X, X)

right W-approximation of C. U

Corollary 3.7. Let X be closed under extensions such that VW is an X -projective generator for
X. Then X is closed under extensions.

Proof. Suppose that A 4. B> Cc-%> isan E-triangle with A and C'in X. We proceed
by induction on n := coresdimy(A). Assume n = 0, which means that A isin X. As C' is in X,
there exists an E-triangle C 2 XC VO~ with XCeX and YCeW by Proposition
3.6. Since W C L X, it is easy to see that W < LX. Tt follows that E(p, A) : E(XY A) — E(C, A)

is an isomorphism. Hence we obtain a commutative diagram

A—d>B—e>C—5—>

|k

A—>Z—>X07€,>
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with p*0 = §. By (ET4)°P, we have the commutative diagram

A B C
| b
A 7Z X¢

YC ——Y°.

Since X¢ and A are in X, the object Z € X as X is closed under extensions. Note that Y e )7\/’/,
hence in X , it follows that B € X.

Assumethat n > 0and A — X% — [ — > isan E-triangle with X° € X and coresdimy (L) =
n — 1. By the dual of [24, Proposition 3.15], we have a commutative diagram

L
Since Xo € X, it follows that E(p, X°) : E(X%, X°) — E(C, X°) is an isomorphism. Hence we

have a commutative diagram

*6
X0~y ol

b

X0V — X¢ 5

Using (ET'4)°P, we obtain a commutative diagram

X0 174 C
| b
X0 1% X¢
Yy¢ =——Y¢C.

By (ET4), we also have the following commutative diagram

B v’ L
B V U

|

Yy¢ ——Y¢C.
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By the induction hypothesis, U is in X. Since X© and X© are in X, V belongs to X, as & is
closed under extensions. It follows that B € X. O

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that X is closed under extensions and cones of inflations, and W is an

X-projective generator for X. Given an E-triangle K ——= X oot with X e X.

Then C € X if and only szer
Proof. By definition, if C' € Xv, then so is K. Now assume that K € X. By Proposition 3.6,

we have an E-triangle K P xK YE %o with XX € X and YK ¢ W. Note that
p: K — XK is a left X-approximation of K. Hence we obtain a commutative diagram

K-LoxKk L yKk

N

K X c-2 .

with ¢g*6 = #. Since Y € )7\//, there exists an E-triangle Y5 —= W — [ Y. with
WeW and LeW. By [21, Proposition 1.20], we also have a commutative diagram

!

YKLW4L767>

b

5/
c_“oy_ .o,

H R

such that Y& CoWw V — == is an E-triangle. By (ET4)°, we obtain a

commutative diagram

yrE - >

i [ZQWE BN )
[ )

Vv
|
| vE§

Y

K

o

K

H
XoWw
Vv
\

\
¥

where the second row can be obtained by the proof similar to that of [17, Lemma 3.7(2)]. Note

that ¢*d = 6. Then we have the following commutative diagram

| ]

K- xK L yK_ %

It follows that H is isomorphic to X¥. Hence we can replace H by X in (). Since W and X
are in X, it follows that V is in X' as X is closed under cones of inflations. By Corollary 3.7, we
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have C® W € X. So there exists an E-triangle C®W —— XCOCOW L yOOW _ _ o with
XCOW ¢ x and YOOW € W by Proposition 3.6. By (ET4), there is a commutative diagram

C—CoOoW ——W

L]

C—= Xxew____ . 7

L

YC@W . YC@W
which implies that Z € X as YOOV and W are in X. So C € /'\v,’, as desired. U

Now we give characterizations of X’-coresolution dimensions of objects in X.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose that X is closed under extensions and cones of inflations, and VW is
an X-projective generator for X. The following statements are equivalent for any C € X and
non-negative integer n.

(1) coresdimy(C) < n.

(2) If C - X9 — -+ = X_p11 — U is an E-triangle sequence with X_; € X for 0 < i <

n—1, then U € X.
(3) En*i(Y,C) = 0 for any object Y € W and all i > 1.
(4) EMYY(W,C) = 0 for any object W € W and all i > 1.

Proof. The proof is modeled on that of [22, Lemma 4.2] and [23, Lemma 4.7].

(3) = (4) and (2) = (1) are trivial.

(1) = (3). By Lemma 3.5, we have an E-triangle sequence C — Xy — W_; — -+ —
W_pni1 — W_, with Xge X and W_; e W for 1 <i < n. Since W < L/\f', it is easy to see that
Y e LX for any Y € W. Thus we have E+(Y,C) = E(Y,W_,) =0 for all i > 1.

4)=2.IfC - Xy —> - - X_,41 — U is an E-triangle sequence with X_; € X for
0<i<n—1 We have E{(W,U) = E""(W,C) = 0 for all i > 1. Note that U € X by Lemma
3.8. Hence there exists an E-triangle U — XV — YV — >~ with XY e X and YV € w by
Proposition 3.6. Since E{(W,U) = 0 for all i > 1, it is easy to see that E(VV/, U) = 0. Thus the
above E-triangle splits. So U € X and (2) follows. O

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we first give a method to construct cotorsion pairs on the extriangulated
category X for some extension closed subcategory X of an extriangulated category C, and then
establish relations between silting subcategories in the stable category of a Frobenius extriangu-
lated category C and certain covariantly finite subcategories in C linked by the cotorsion pairs
constructed above.

Definition 4.1. [24, Definition 4.1] Let U, V < C be a pair of full additive subcategories closed
under isomorphisms and direct summands. The pair (U, V) is called a cotorsion pair on C if it
satisfies the following conditions:
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(1) EU,V) = 0;
(2) For any C € C, there exists a conflation V¢ — U® — C satisfying U® € Y and V¢ € V;
(3) For any C € C, there exists a conflation C' — Vi — U satisfying Uc € U and Vi € V.

In this case, put Z = UV, and call it the core of (U, V).

The following proposition is an extriangulated analog of the dual of [22, Prposition 5.2] and
[23, Theorem 3.5(b)].

Proposition 4.2. Let W < X be two subcategories of C such that W is X-projecive. Then the

following statements hold.

(1) W is X -projective.
(2) If W is a generator for X, then W = X (| *X = Xﬂw/
(3) If W is a generator for X, then W = /XjﬂLX.

Proof. (1). Let C' € W. Then there exists an E-triangle sequence
CoWo->Wy—- oW 11 ->W,

for some n > 0 with W_; e W for 1 <i < n. It follows that E/(C, X) = E"*{(W_,, X) = 0 for
all i > 1. Hence W is X-projective.

(2). It is obvious that W < X[)*X. Let X € X()*X. Then we have an E-triangle
X —W-—X-> with X’ € X and W € W as W is a generator for X. Moreover,
X € +X implies that the above E-triangle splits and so X € W. Hence W = X (| 1X. On the
other hand, it is easy to see that W < X' () W. Since W is X -projective by (1), it follows that
XMW < X(N1X. Hence W = X W

(3). Let C € X(LX. Then we have an E-triangle € —> X¢ —>YC - > with YO e W
and X¢ € X by Proposition 3.6. Since Y¢ and C are in - X, it follows that X¢ € X (| *X. Hence
X% e W by (2), implying XvﬂiX C W. On the other hand, it is obvious that = XvﬂiX.
SoW = XN*x. O

Proposition 4.3. Let X be closed under extensions such that W is an X -projective generator
for X. If X is closed under cones of inflations, then X is closed under direct summands.

Proof. Suppose C1 @ Cs € X. We proceed by induction on n = coresdimy(C; @ Cs). If n = 0,
then €7 and Cy are in X.
[yl yz]

Suppose n > 0. There is an E-triangle Cy @ Cy X K - LI with X € X
and coresdimy(K) = n — 1. By (ET4), we obtain the following commutative diagram
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1 C1 @ Co———»>
| L
o — M x Tt
| |
K K
r :
Y Y

1
Similarly, we can obtain an E-triangle Cs Elx 2 Ly —2 = . Hence there is an E-triangle

5 ) 5 2
0 y2 0 @ 61Dd2

Li®Ly—="—>.
By Lemma 3.8, L1 ® Ly € Av’, and Proposition 3.9 shows that coresdimy(L; @ Ly) < n — 1. By
the induction hypothesis, L; and Lo are in X. Tt follows that C; and (5 are in X. ]

Ci®Cy XX

The following corollary which can be viewed as an extriangulated analog of [23, Theorem 3.5]
gives a method to construct cotorsion pairs on the extriangulated category X.

Corollary 4.4. Let X be closed under extensions such that W is an X -projective generator for
X. Then X is an extriangulated category. Moreover, if X is closed under cones of inflations,

then (17\//, X) is a cotorsion pair on the extriangulated category X.

Proof. By Corollary 3.7 and [24, Remark 2.18], we have that X is an extriangulated category.
We only need to show that W is closed under direct summands by Proposition 3.6. Since W =
X N LX by Proposition 4.2, it follows that W is closed under direct summands by Proposition
4.3. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. For a cotorsion pair (U,V) on C, the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) U is resolving.
(2) V is coresolving.
(3) EXU,V) =0 for all i > 1.
In this case, the cotorsion pair (U, V) is called hereditary.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [14, Lemma 5.24]. O

Recall from the introduction that a subcategory H < C is called specially covariantly finite in
C provided that for any C' € C, there is an E-triangle ¢ — H — K — > such that H € H
and E(K,H) = 0.

Lemma 4.6. Let H be a subcategory of C. Suppose that H is coresolving and specially covariantly
finite. Then H(\*H is an H-projective generator for H.
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Proof. Let H € H. Then there is an E-triangle X — P — H — > with P € Proj(C) as
C has enough projective objects. Since H is specially covariantly finite, we have an E-triangle
X —H — K- > with H € H and E(K,H) = 0. By the dual of [24, Proposition 3.15],

we have the commutative diagram

B —— ——

X P
H—M—H

K p— K‘
Since H is closed under extensions, it follows that M € H. Note that E(P,H) = E(K,H) = 0.
Then one has E(M,H) = 0. We claim that M e H()*H. Indeed, for any positive integer
n and H” € H, we have an E-triangle sequence H” — Iy — Iy — -+ — I_, ;1 — L with
I ;e Inj(C) for 0 <i<mn—1. We have E""}(M, H") ~ E(M, L) = 0 as H is coresolving and

E(M,H) = 0. Hence M € H () *H. The second row in the above diagram implies that H (] *H
is an H-projective generator for H. O

When C is a Frobenius extriangulated category, the following theorem which is essential to
the proof of Theorem 1.1 gives a characterization of hereditary cotorsion pairs (i, )) on C with
U=CandV =C.

Theorem 4.7. Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. The assignments
UYV)—>V and H— (M,H),
where M = H(\*H, give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:
(1) Hereditary cotorsion pairs (U,V) on C with U=V=C.
(2) Subcategories H of C, which are specially covariantly finite and coresolving in C such that
H = C and for any H € H, there exists a positive integer t = 1 making E*(H,H) = 0 for
alli>1t.

Proof. Let (U, V) be a hereditary cotorsion pair on C with Ul =V =C. Then V is coresolving in
C by Lemma 4.5.

For any Ve V,V e u by assumption. Hence there exists a positive integer n such that
Uyp—-Upq4—-—>Uy—V

is an E-triangle sequence with U; € U for 0 < i < n. We have E"*(V,V) = E(U,,V) = 0.
Clearly, n + 1 is the desired t.

Assume that H is a subcategory of C satisfying the condition in (2). By Lemma 4.6, M =
H () *H is an H-projective generator for . By Proposition 4.2, M = ’ﬁﬂi% — %, where
the second equality is due to H=C. Therefore, (M/ ,H) is a hereditary cotorsion pair on C by
Corollary 4.4 and Lemma 4.5.

Let X be an object in C. Then we have an E-triangle L —Y — X — > with YV € M

S

and L € #. We claim that L € M := (M). Indeed, note that there exists a positive integer ¢
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such that EY(L,H) = 0 for all i > t. If t = 1, then L € M by the above E-triangle, as desired.
Assume ¢ > 1, then EY(L,H) = E(Q"Y(L),H) = 0. Since H is coresolving, Q'"1(L) € +H.
Meanwhile Q= 1(L) € H as H contains Proj(C). Hence Q"1(L) e H*H = M by Proposition
4.2. Since Proj(C) € M, it follows that L € M. Hence C = @, as desired.

Based on the above argument, it is enough to check that the compositions

UYV) >V VNV, V) and H— (M, H)—H

are identities. Since V() 1V is a V-projective generator for V, VLV = VOV = U = U,
where the first equality is due to Proposition 4.2 and the second equality is due to [24, Remark
4.4]. This completes the proof. O

Next we recall the triangulated structure of C which is induced by a Frobenius extriangulated
category C (see [29]).
Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. For any A € C, we have an E-triangle

A1 L D-2 >, where I € Inj(C). Define G(A) = D to be the image of D in C.

Then [1] := G : C — C is an equivalence as an additive functor.

Let A—2~pB-—2-(C % . bean E-triangle in C. Then there exists the following com-

mutative diagram

At oco_% .
| b
AL>I—B>A[1] oL

y
as [ is injective. So we have the sequence A S B—C0-—= A[1] in C, which is called a
standard triangle. The triangles in C are defined as the sequences which are isomorphic to some
standard triangle obtained in this way:.

Lemma 4.8. Let (C,E,s) be a Frobenius extriangulated category.

(1) X is a zero object in C if and only if X is an injective object in C.
(2) Let X andY be in C. Then X =Y in C if and only if there exist two injective objects I
and Q such that X @1 >~Y ® Q.

Proof. (1). If X is a zero object in C, then Idy = 0. So there exist u: X — Q and h : Q —
X with hu = Idx and @ € Inj(C). Since C has enough injectives, there exists an inflation
f X — I with I € Inj(C). Hence there exists ¢t : I — @ with tf = u. Set g := ht. Then

gf = htf = hu = Idx. Therefore, we have a split E-triangle X i> I — D - >. Thus X is
a direct summand of I, and hence X is an injective object. The converse is clear.

(2). Assume that we have X ER Y 4 X with gf =ldx and fg =Idy in C. Then there exists

a commutative diagram in C
gf—ldx

N

Q

X X
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such that @ is an injective object. So [¢ —b][ ]— Idx. Without loss of generality we may

assume that a is an inflation. Thus [ﬁ ] is also an inflation by [24, Corollary 3.16]. Hence we

d

X—>YG—)Q6—>179>.

have an E-triangle

Thus we have the following commutative diagram

HE

X xeor—sr-2%-
oy
X—>Y@Q—>I—9>.

Soh: XBI - YPQ is an isomorphism and [Z]z h [é] Then [(1)] : X — X@I is an isomorphism
in C as f is an isomorphism. Therefore, there exists a morphism [m n]: X @I — X such that
[(1)] [m n] = [% %] = [é i] . It follows that Id; = 0 in C, then [ is injective in C by (1). This
completes the proof. O

lle

Lemma 4.9. Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. If A and B are in C, then EY(A, B)
C(A,Bli]) for alli>1

Proof. By [9, Lemma 3.8|, we have E(A, B) = C(A, B[1]). We proceed by induction. Note
that we have E‘(A, B) =~ E~1(QA, B) and C(QA, B[i — 1]) = C(A, B[i]) for all i > 1. Thus
Ei(A, B) = E1(QA, B) = C(QA, B[i — 1]) = C(A, BJ[i]) by the induction hypothesis. O

We recall the definition of a (bounded) co-t-structure.

Definition 4.10. [7, 26] Let 7 be a triangulated category. A co-t-structure on T is a pair
(A, B) of subcategories of 7 such that

(1) A[-1] € A and B[1] < B.

(2) Hom7(A[-1],B) = 0.

(3) Any object T'€ T has a distinguished triangle

X —T—Y — X[1],
in 7 with X e A[-1] and Y € B.

Recall from [23] that a co-t-structure (A, B) is said to be bounded if | J A[n] =T = |J B[n].

nez nez
Moreover, the bijective correspondence between bounded co-t-structures on a triangulted cate-

gory T and silting subcategories of 7 has been shown by Mendoza Herndndez, Sdenz, Santiago

Vargas and Souto Salorio in [23].

Theorem 4.11. [23, Corollary 5.9] Let T be a triangulated category. The assignments
M (M, ML) and (A,B)— ANB
give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:

(1) Silting subcategories M of T .
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(2) Bounded co-t-structures (A,B) on T.

Lemma 4.12. [9, Corollary 3.10] Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. Suppose that U
and V are two subcategories of C such that Proj(C) < U(\V. Then (U,V) is a cotorsion pair
with the core T =U()V on C if and only if (U,V) is a cotorsion pair with the core Z on C.

Proposition 4.13. Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. Suppose thatU andV are two
subcategories of C such that Proj(C) € U(\V. Then (U,V) is a hereditary cotorsion pair on C
if and only if (U,V) is a co-t-structure on C.

Proof. “=". By Lemma 4.12 and the definition of co-t-structures, it suffices to check that U

is closed under [—1]. Let U; A = Us — U, [1] be a triangle in C with Uy and Us in
U. Then there exists a standard triangle U} = Uy — U, = U,[1] which is isomorphic
to the above triangle. Therefore Ui/ @ Pi, ~ U; ® P; by Lemma 4.8, where P; and Pi, are in
Proj(C), i =1,2,3. Then Ué and U:; are in U, it follows that U{ is in U as U is resolving. So
Uy € U. It follows that U is closed under cocones. Note that U is closed under extensions and
cocones if and only if U is closed under extensions and [—1]. It follows that U is closed under
[—1]. Hence (U,V) is a co-t-structure on C.
“<”. Let X — U; — Us — = be an E-triangle with U; and Us in U. Then

Us[-1] — X — U — U,

is a distinguished triangle in C. Since (U,V) is a co-t-structure on C, one has Us[—1] € Y. Thus
X €U, and hence there exists Y € U such that X ® P =~ Y @ Q, where P and @ are in Proj(C).
It follows that X € U. So (U, V) is a hereditary cotorsion pair on C by Lemmas 4.5 and 4.12. [

Proposition 4.14. Let C be a Frobenius extriangulated category. Suppose thatU and )V are two
subcategories of C such that Proj(C) € U(\V. Then (U,V) is a hereditary cotorsion pair on C
withtl =V =C if and only if (U,V) is a bounded co-t-structure on C.

Proof. By Proposition 4.13, one has that (U, V) is a hereditary cotorsion pair on C if and only
if (U,YV) is a co-t-structure on C. On the one hand, if (i4,V) is a hereditary cotorsion pair on
Cwithid =V = C, then (U,V) is a co-t-structure on C with @ = (\X/) = C. Hence (U,V) is
a bounded co-t-structure on C bz/[23, Remark 4.2]. On the other hand, if (U4,V) is a bounded

co-t-structure on C, then (i) = (V) = C by [23, Remark 4.2]. We claim that U=v-=c.
Take C' € C. We proceed by induction on n = coresdimy(C). If n = 0, then C' € V by

Lemma 4.8. Suppose n > 0. There is a triangle C Ly —Q> X -5 C[1] with V € V and
coresdimy (X) = n—1inC. Therefore, we have a standard triangle o= v i> p =yl (1]

which is isomorphic to the above triangle. By the induction hypothesis, X € V. Since there is an
isomorphism X@®P ~ X' @ P with P, P’ € Proj(C) by Lemma 4.8, X is in % by the proof that
V is closed under direct summands in the proof of Proposition 4.3. Hence €’ is in V. Similarly,
we have C € V. So V = C. Dually, we can show that U = C. This completes the proof. O
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In the following, given a subcategory M of C with Proj(C) < M, the stable category of M
respect to the subcategory Proj(C) will be denoted by M. Note that M < C, and we let

Mt ={NeC|CM,NTIi]) =0 for all i > 0}

and
*M={NecC|C(N,M[i]) =0 for all i > 0}.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.1 from the introduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assume that # is a subcategory satisfying the condition in (2).
Then one has Proj(C) < H()*H. It follows from Theorem 4.7 that (*#,H) is a hereditary
cotorsion pair on C with (T\H) — H = C. Since H1H = H(1H by Lemma 4.12, we get that
H (1 H is a silting subcategory of C with Proj(C) < H () *H by Proposition 4.14 and Theorem
4.11. So @ is well defined.

Let M be a silting subcategory of C with Proj(C) € M. Then (-(M*1), M1) is a bounded
co-t-structure on C by Theorem 4.11. We claim that (H(M™*), M*) = (1(M*), ML), Indeed,

by Lemma 4.9, one has M+ € ML, If X € M', then there exists an object Y in M+ with
X®P =Y ®Q by Lemma 4.8, where P and @ are in Proj(C). Hence

C(M, X[i]) = C(M, (X ® P)[i]) =C(M, (Y @ Q)[i]) = E(M,Y Q) =0,

where the third equality is due to Lemma 4.9. Thus X € M™*. Next, we show that L(ML) =
L(M™b). For C € H(M™), there exists an object Y in +(M™1) such that C® P, =~ Y @ Q; by

Lemma 4.8, where P; and Q)1 are in Proj(C). Hence one has
C(C, MMi]) = C(C. M2[i]) = C(C ® P, MI[i]) = C(Y @ Q1, M[i]) = E'(Y @ Q1. M) =0

for all i = 1. Thus H(M*) € (ML), If Y € L (M), one has

E' (Y, M) = C(Y, ML[i]) = C(Y, M*[i]) = 0.

Hence Y € H(M*1). So H(M*) = H(ML). So M satisfies the condition of (2) by Theorem 4.7

and Proposition 4.14.

Let My and My be two subcategories of C with Proj(C) € Mj (| Maz. Assume that M; =
M. Indeed, for any X € My, we have X @ P = Y ® Q by Lemma 4.6, where Y is in My, P
and Q are in Proj(C). Thus X+ = Y+ in C, and hence Myt = Myt in C. So U is well defined
by the above argument.

Let M be a silting subcategory of C with Proj(C) < M. Then ®¥(M) = &(ML) =
MENL (ML), By the above argument, (1(M*1),M*) = (F(M1), ML) is a bounded co-t-

structure. Hence, one has
MEPE M) = ME() P M) = M (M) = M,

where the first equality is due to Lemma 4.12, and the third equality is due to Theorem 4.11.
Thus @V is an identity. Assume that H is a subcategory satisfying the condition in (2). Then
UO(H) = UW(HNH) = (HN*H)*:. Note that (M/,H) is a hereditary cotorsion pair with
M = H()*H by Theorem 4.7. It is easy to check that ML = (M)L. Thus (K 1H)t =
Mt = (./T/(/)L = H, and hence V® is an identity. This completes the proof. O
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Using Theorem 1.1, we have the following Auslander-Reiten type correspondence for silting

subcategories over a triangulated category.

Corollary 4.15. [10, Corollary 3.7] Let T be a triangulated category. The assignments
M M- and H—HOH
give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:
(1) Silting subcategories M of T .
(2) Subcategories H of T, which are specially covariantly finite and coresolving in C such that
H = C and for any H € H, there exists a positive integer t = 1 making Homy(H, H[i]) =
0 for alli>t.

Remark 4.16. Let T be a triangulated category. Then resolving subcategories are often called

cosuspended or desuspended and coresolving subcategories are often called suspended (see [22]).

In what follows, let A be an abelian category with enough projective objects. We denote by
C(A) the category of complexes and by K(A) the homotopy category over A. Let S be the
class of short exact sequences which split in each degree. Then (C'(A),S) is a Frobenius exact
category whose S-projective objects are precisely the contractible complexes and ﬂ = K(A)

by [8, Section 13.4]. Hence we get the following characterization for silting subcategories of

K(A).

Corollary 4.17. Consider the above Frobenius exact category C(A) = (C(A),S) and its stable
category K(A) = C(A). The assignments

M MY and He—HOH
give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:

(1) Silting subcategories M of K(A) with M containing all contractible complexes.
(2) Subcategories H of the Frobenius exact category C(A), which are specially covariantly

finite and coresolving in C(A) such that H = C(A) and for any H € H, there exists a
positive integer t = 1 making ExtiC(A)(H, H) =0 foralli>t.

Let A be a Grothendieck category with enough projectives and P the subcategory of projective
objects in A. Recall from [28] that a complex P over A is called K -projective if Hom g 4)(P, E) =
0 for any exact complex E over A. We denote by Cjpoj(A) the category of K-projective
complexes over A and by Kjpoi(A) the category of complexes obtained from Cpproi(A) by
factoring out null-homotopic chain maps. Furthermore, we set Cygproj(A) = Chproj(A) [ C(P),
where C(P) is the category of complexes over P. Note that every complex X admits a quasi-
isomorphism f : P — X with P € Cygproj(A) by [28, Corollary 3.5]. It follows that Kjpp;(A) =
D(A), where D(A) is the unbounded derived category. Note that Cygproj(A) is an extension-
closed subcategory of C'(A). Let S’ be the class of short exact sequences whose all terms are in
Clgproj(A). Then (Cagpro;j(A),S’) is a Frobenius exact category and Cggproj(A) = Kiproj(A).
Thus D(A) = Cygproj(A). Hence we get the following characterization for silting subcategories

of D(A).

Corollary 4.18. Consider the above Frobenius exact category (Cagproj(A),S’) and its stable
category D(A) = Cagproj(A). The assignments
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M MY and He—HOH
give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:

1) Silting subcategories M of D(A) with M containing all contractible complexes whose all
( g g g
terms are in P.
2) Subcategories H of C, ((A), which are specially covariantly finite and coresolving in
( ) q dgproj ; D Y Y g
Clgproj(A) such that H = Cagproj(A) and for any H € H, there exists a positive integer
t = 1 making Ext’é(A) (H,H) =0 for alli >t.

Let R be a ring. Denote by GP(R) the class of Gorenstein projective left R-modules and by
P(R) the class of projective left R-modules. Then GP(R) is a Frobenius exact category (see [18,
4.1)).

Corollary 4.19. Consider the above Frobenius exact category GP(R) and its stable category
GP(R). The assignments

M— ML and H—HOH
give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:

(1) Silting subcategories M of GP(R) with P(R) < M.

(2) Subcategories H of GP(R), which are specially covariantly finite and coresolving in
GP(R) such that H = GP(R) and for any H € H, there exists a positive integer t > 1
making Extiy(H,H) = 0 for all i > t.
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