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HEREDITARY COTORSION PAIRS ON EXTRIANGULATED SUBCATEGORIES

YU LIU AND PANYUE ZHOU

Abstract. Let B be an extriangulated category with enough projectives and enough injectives. We
define a proper m-term subcategory G on B, which is an extriangulated subcategory. Then we give a
correspondence between cotorsion pairs on G, support τ -tilting subcategories on an abelian quotient
of G when m = 2. If such G is induced by a hereditary cotorsion pair, then we give a correspondence
between cotorsion pairs on G and intermediate cotorsion pairs on B under certain assumptions. At
last, we study an important property of such extriangulated subcategory G.

1. Introduction

Cotorsion pairs were first introduced by Salce [Sa] in the category of abelian groups, and then in
abelian, exact and triangulated categories. Cotorsion pairs give a perspective of resolutions in these
categories, and are related with many important homological notions in category theory and represen-
tation theory. If one considers a cotorsion pair in a triangulated category, it becomes essentially the
analogue of a torsion pair. It gives a generalization of t-structure, co-t-structure and cluster tilting
subcategory.

Let T be a triangulated category with a shift functor Σ. There are many articles discussing the
relation between co-t-structures and the silting theory. For example, it was shown in [MSSS] that there
exists a bijection between the bounded co-t-structures in T and the silting subcategories of T . If (X ,Y )
and (X ′,Y ′) are co-t-structures of T , then (X ′,Y ′) is called intermediate if X ⊆ X ′ ⊆ ΣX . Iyama,
Jørgensen and Yang [IJY] proved that intermediate co-t-structures are in bijection with two-term silting
subcategories, and also with support τ -tilting subcategories under certain assumptions.

Assume that (X ,Y ) is a co-t-structure with coheart S = ΣX ∩ Y and extended coheart C =
Σ2

X ∩ Y = S ∗ ΣS, then C is an extriangulated subcategory of T . Pauksztello and Zvonareva [PZ]
showed that there exists a bijection between intermediate co-t-structures in T and cotorsion pairs in
C. They also showed further that there exists a bijection between complete cotorsion pairs in C and
functorially finite torsion pairs in modS when it is Notherian.

The extriangulated category, introduced by Nakaoka and Palu [NP], is a simultaneous generalization
of exact category and triangulated category. There are many examples of extriangulated categories which
are neither exact triangulated categories nor triangulated categories, see [HZZ, NP, ZZ1]. Nakaoka and
Palu [NP] defined the notion of a cotorsion pair on an extriangulated category, which is a generalization
of cotorsion pairs on exact categories and on triangulated categories.

We want to investigate if there are similar bijections on exact categories, we also want to generalize
the bijections given in [PZ]. Hence we are considering the bijections under a more general setting. Let
k be a field and (B,E, s) be a Krull-Schmidt Hom-finite, k-linear extriangulated category. We denote by
P (resp. I) the subcategory of projective (resp. injective) objects. When we say that C is a subcategory
of B, we always assume that C is full and closed under isomorphisms.

Definition 1.1. Let B′ and B′′ be two subcategories in B. Denote by Cone(B′,B′′) the subcategory

{X ∈ B | there exists an E-triangle B′ // B′′ // X //❴❴ , B′ ∈ B′ and B′′ ∈ B′′}.

Let ΣB′ = Cone(B′, I) and ΣiB′ = Cone(Σi−1B′, I).
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Definition 1.2. A subcategory W is called n-rigid if Ei(W ,W) = 0, i = 1, 2, ..., n. A subcategory G is
called a proper m-term subcategory induced by W if W is n-rigid, m ≤ n and

G = {X | there exist E-triangles Xi+1
// Wi

// Xi
//❴❴ , where i = 1, ...,m,Xm+1,Wi ∈ W , X1 = X}.

Our first main result shows that cotorsion pairs on a proper 2-term subcategory G induced by W
correspond bijectively with support τ -tilting subcategories on the ideal quotient G/ΣW when it is
abelian, giving a link between cotorsion pairs and τ -tilting theory.

Theorem 1.3. (See Theorem 3.15 for details) Let W be a 2-rigid subcategory such that I ( W and
G = Cone(W ,W) be the proper 2-term subcategory induced by W. Assume that G/ΣW is abelian. Then
we have a one-to-one correspondence

Φ: (X ,Y ) 7→ (X /ΣW) ∩ (Y /ΣW)

from the first of the following sets to the second.

(i) Cotorsion pairs (X ,Y ) in G.

(ii) Support τ-tilting subcategories in G/ΣW.

Since we don’t have the concept of co-t-structure on the extriangulated category, we introduce the
notion of hereditary cotorsion pair (which become a co-t-structure when B is tirangulated), see Definition
4.2. Our second main result gives a bijection between cotorsion pairs on proper (i+1)-term subcategory
Wi and intermediate cotorsion pairs on B.

Theorem 1.4. (See Theorem 4.6 for details) Let (U ,V) be a hereditary cotorsion pair in B and W =
U ∩ V. Denote Cone(W ,W) by W1 and Cone(Wi,W) by Wi+1, where W0 := W. Assume that

(⊥1(ΣV),ΣV) and (⊥1(ΣiV),ΣiV)

are also cotorsion pairs in B. Then there exists a one-to-one correspondence from the first of the
following sets to the second.

(a) Cotorsion pairs (U ′,V ′) in B such that U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV).

(b) Cotorsion pairs (X ,Y ) in Wi.

Our third main result shows an important property of Wi (i > 0) under the settings of the above
theorem.

Theorem 1.5. (See Theorem 5.8 for details) Let (U ,V) be a hereditary cotorsion pair in B and W =
U ∩ V. If I ( W, then (Wi,Σ

iWj−i−1) is a hereditary cotorsion pair in Wj when 0 < i < j.

2. Preliminaries

In this article, let k be a field and (B,E, s) be a Krull-Schmidt Hom-finite, k-linear extriangulated
category (see [NP] for details of extriangulated categories). Let P (resp. I) be the subcategory of
projective (resp. injective) objects. When we say that C is a subcategory of B, we always assume that
C is full and closed under isomorphisms.

Definition 2.1. [NP, Definition 2.1] Let U and V be two subcategories of B which are closed under
direct summands. We call (U ,V) a cotorsion pair if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) E(U ,V) = 0.

(b) For any object B ∈ B, there exist two E-triangles

VB → UB → B99K, B → V B → UB99K

satisfying UB, U
B ∈ U and VB , V

B ∈ V.

By the definition of a cotorsion pair, we can immediately conclude the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let (U ,V) be a cotorsion pair in B.

(a) V = U⊥1 := {X ∈ B | E(U , X) = 0}.
(b) U = ⊥1V := {Y ∈ B | E(Y,V) = 0}.
(c) U and V are closed under extensions.
(d) I ⊆ V and P ⊆ U .
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This lemma immediately yields the following conclusion.

Corollary 2.3. Let (U ,V) and (U ′,V ′) be two cotorsion pair in B. If U ⊆ U ′ and V ⊆ V ′, then U = U ′

and V = V ′.

The following lemma gives a sufficient condition when a pair (U ,V) becomes a cotorsion pair.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that B has enough projectives. Let U and V be two subcategories of B which are
closed under direct summands and E(U ,V) = 0. If U is extension closed, P ⊆ U and for any object
B ∈ B, there exists an E-triangle

B → V B → UB 99K

where UB ∈ U and V B ∈ V, then (U ,V) is a cotorsion pair in B.

Proof. By the definition of a cotorsion pair, we need to show that for any object B ∈ B, there exists an
E-triangle

VB → UB → B 99K

where UB ∈ U and VB ∈ V . Since B has enough projectives, there exists an E-triangle

ΩB → P → B 99K

where P ∈ P ⊆ U . By hypothesis, there exists an E-triangle

ΩB → V → U 99K

where U ∈ U and V ∈ V . By [NP, Proposition 3.15], we have a commutative diagrammade of E-triangles
as follows.

ΩB //

��

P //

��

B //❴❴❴

V

��

// U ′

��

// B //❴❴❴

U

��✤
✤
✤ U

��✤
✤
✤

Since P,U ∈ U and U is extension closed, we obtain U ′ ∈ U .
Thus the E-triangle V → U ′ → B 99K is what we need. �

From now on, we assume that B has enough projectives and enough injectives. Then according to
[LN, Section 5], we can define the higher extension functor Ei.

The proof of the following lemma is left to the readers.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a proper m-term subcategory induced by W. Then G is closed under direct
summands.

We show the following property for proper 2-term subcategories.

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a proper m-term subcategory induced by W. Then G is closed under extensions,
hence it is an extriangulated subcategory of B. Moreover, G has enough porjectives W. If I ( W, then
G has enough injectives ΣW, in particular, any injective object is projective-injective in G.
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Proof. Assume we have an E-triangle A → B → C 99K where A,C ∈ G, then we have the following
commutative diagram

W ′
1

��

W ′
1

��
A // A⊕W ′

0
//

��

W ′
0

��

//❴❴❴

A // B //

��✤
✤
✤ C //❴❴❴

��✤
✤
✤

where W ′
0,W

′
1 ∈ W . The second row splits since W is 2-rigid and G ⊆ W⊥1 . Then we have the following

commutative diagram

W1

��

W1

��
W1 ⊕W ′

1
//

��

W0 ⊕W ′
0

//

��

B //❴❴❴

W ′
1

//

��✤
✤
✤

A⊕W ′
0

��✤
✤
✤

// B //❴❴❴

which implies B ∈ G.
Since G ⊆ W⊥1 , W is the enough projectives in G.
Assume I ( W . Any object A ∈ G admits a commutative diagram

W1
c // W0

a //

i

��

A //❴❴❴❴

a′

��
W1

// I0 //

��

ΣW1
//❴❴❴

��
ΣW0

��✤
✤
✤ ΣW0

��✤
✤
✤

where W1,W0 ∈ W and I0 ∈ I. For any object ΣW where W ∈ W , the morphisms in HomB(W1,ΣW )
factor through I, which implies it also factors through c, we have the following exact sequence

HomB(W0,ΣW )
HomB(c,ΣW )
−−−−−−−−−→ HomB(W1,ΣW )

0
−→ E(A,ΣW ) → E(W0,ΣW ) = 0.

This implies that ΣW is the enough injectives in G. Moreover, since I ⊆ W ∩ ΣW , we get that I is
projective-injective in G. �

3. Cotorsion pairs and support τ-titling subcategories

In this section, let G = Cone(W ,W) be a proper 2-term subcategory. From this section, we assume
that B satisfies condition (WIC), see [NP, Condition 5.8]:

• If we have a deflation h : A
f

−−→ B
g

−−→ C, then g is also a deflation.

• If we have an inflation h : A
f

−−→ B
g

−−→ C, then f is also an inflation.

Note that this condition automatically holds on triangulated categories and Krull-Schmidt exact
categories.

We show the following extriangulated version Wakamatsu’s Lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let D be an extension closed subcategory of B. If we have an E-triangle A
d
−→ D → B 99K

where d is a minimal left D-approximation, then B ∈ ⊥1D.

Proof. Applying the functor HomB(−, D′) with D′ ∈ D to the E-triangle A
d
−→ D → B 99K, we have the

following exact sequence:

HomB(D,D′)
HomB(d,D′)
−−−−−−−−→ HomB(A,D

′)
α
−→ E(B,D′)

β
−→ E(D,D′)

E(d,D′)
−−−−−→ E(A,D′).

Since d is a left D-approximation, we get that HomB(d,D
′) is an epimorphism. It follows that α = 0.

We claim that the E(d,D′) is a monomorphism whence β = 0. This forces E(B,D′) = 0 which implies
B ∈ ⊥1D.

To see that the E(d,D′) is a monomorphism, let η ∈ E(D,D′) be any E-extension, realized by an
E-triangle

D′ u // C
v // D

η //❴❴❴

such that E(d,D′)(η) = 0. We obtain a morphism of E-triangles

D′ x // M
y //

g

��

A
0 //❴❴❴

d

��
D′ u // C

v // D
η //❴❴❴ .

By [NP, Corollary 3.5], we know that y is a retraction, hence there exists a morphism y′ : A → M such
that yy′ = 1. Since D is extension closed, we have C ∈ D. Since d is a left D-approximation, there
exists a morphism w : D → C such that wd = gy′. It follows that d = dyy′ = vgy′ = vwd. Since d is
left minimal, we have that vw is an isomorphism. In particular, v is a retraction. By [NP, Corollary
3.5], η splits and then η = 0, as desired. �

Remark 3.2. Under the condition (WIC), if we have an inflation d : A → D which is a left D-
approximation, then we can take a minimal left D-apporximation d0 : A → D0 which is still an inflation.

We have the following corollary, which is a special case of the dual of Lemma 2.4.

Corollary 3.3. Let D be an extension closed subcategory which contains I. If any object X admits an
E-triangle X → D → E 99K where D ∈ D and E ∈ ⊥1D, then (⊥1D,D) is a cotorsion pair.

We introduce the following notions.
Let B′ be a subcategory of B. Denote by [B′](A,B) the subgroup of HomB(A,B) such that f ∈

[B′](A,B) if f factors through an object in B′.
We denote by B′ the category which has the same objects as B′, and

HomB′(A,B) = HomB(A,B)/[I](A,B)

where A,B ∈ B′. For any morphism f ∈ HomB(A,B), we denote its image in HomB′(A,B) by f .

We denote by B
′
the category which has the same objects as B′, and

Hom
B

′(A,B) = HomB(A,B)/[ΣW ](A,B)

where A,B ∈ B′. For any morphism f ∈ HomB(A,B), we denote its image in Hom
B

′(A,B) by f .

In this section, let W be a 2-rigid subcategory and G be a 2-term subcategory induced by W . We
assume that I ( W .

Lemma 3.4. If we have E-triangle X
x

−−→ Y
y

−−→ Z 99K in G, then

Hom
B
(W,X)

Hom
B
(W,x)

−−−−−−−→ Hom
B
(W,Y )

Hom
B
(W,y)

−−−−−−−→ Hom
B
(W,Z) → 0

is exact for any W ∈ W.

Proof. Since W is projective in G, then for E-triangle X
x

−−→ Y
y

−−→ Z 99K in G, we get an exact
sequence

HomB(W,X)
HomB(W,x)
−−−−−−−→ HomB(W,Y )

HomB(W,y)
−−−−−−−→ HomB(W,Z) → 0.

Hence Hom
B
(W, y) is an epimorphism and Hom

B
(W, yx) = 0. For any morphism w ∈ Hom

B
(W,Y )

such that yw = 0, since HomB(W ,ΣW) = 0, we have yw : W
w1−−→ I

w2−−→ Z where I ∈ I. Since I is
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projective in G, there is a morphism w3 : I → Y such that yw3 = w2, hence y(w − w3w1) = 0. Then
there is a morphism w′ : W → X such that w1w

′ = w − w3w1. Hence w = w1w′, which implies that

Hom
B
(W,X)

Hom
B
(W,x)

−−−−−−−→ Hom
B
(W,Y )

Hom
B
(W,y)

−−−−−−−→ Hom
B
(W,Z) → 0

is an exact sequence. �

Lemma 3.5. G has enough projectives W.

Proof. For any object A ∈ G, we have the following commutative diagram

W1
// W0

a //

i

��

A //❴❴❴❴

a′

��
W1

// I0 //

��

ΣW1
//❴❴❴

��
ΣW0

��✤
✤
✤ ΣW0

��✤
✤
✤

where W1,W0 ∈ W and I0 ∈ I. For any morphism x : A → X such that xa = 0, we have xa factors
through I, hence it factors through i. Then there is a morphism w1 : ΣW1 → X such that w1a

′ = x,
which implies that x = 0. Hence a is an epimorphism.
For an epimorphism f : A → B in G, we have the following commutative diagram.

W0
//

��

I0 //

��

ΣW0
//❴❴❴

A
a′

//

f

��

ΣW1
//

h

��

ΣW0
//❴❴❴

B
g // C // ΣW0

//❴❴❴

Since G is extension closed, we have C ∈ G. Since f is an epimorphism and gf = 0, we get g factors
through ΣW . By Lemma 3.4, for any object W , we have the following exact sequence

Hom
B
(W,B)

Hom
B
(W,g)=0

−−−−−−−−−→ Hom
B
(W,C) → Hom

B
(W,ΣW0) = 0

which implies Hom
B
(W,C) = 0. C admits the following commutative diagram

W ′′
1

// W ′′
0

c //

i′

��

C //❴❴❴❴

��
W ′′

1
// I ′′0 //

��

ΣW ′′
1

//❴❴❴

w′

��
ΣW ′′

0

��✤
✤
✤

ΣW ′′
0

��✤
✤
✤

where W ′′
1 ,W

′′
0 ∈ W and I ′′0 ∈ I. Since c factors through I, it factors through i′, which implies that

1ΣW ′′

0
factors through w′. Hence C is a direct summand of ΣW ′′

1 , which means C ∈ ΣW . Since

we have an E-triangle A

(

f

a′

)

−−−→ B ⊕ ΣW1
( g −h )
−−−−−→ C 99K, by Lemma 3.4, we get an epimorphism

Hom
B
(W,A)

Hom
B
(W,f)=0

−−−−−−−−−→ Hom
B
(W,B) → 0 for any object W ∈ W . Hence W is the enough projetives

in G. �

We have the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.6. G ≃ modW ≃ modW.

Proof. Since G has enough projectives W ,

F : G −→ modW

M 7−→ Hom
B
(−,M)|

W

is an equivalence.
Since W = W , we have modW ≃ modW . �

By Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 3.4, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. If we have an E-triangle X
x

−−→ Y
y

−−→ Z 99K in G, then X
x

−−→ Y
y

−−→ Z → 0 is exact
in G.

The following lemma is useful.

Lemma 3.8. For any indecomposable objects X,Y ∈ G, E(X,Y ) = 0 implies Ext1
G
(X,Y ) = 0.

Proof. Let

(�) 0 → Y
g
−→ Z

f
−→ X → 0

be a short exact sequence in G. The morphism g admits the following commutative diagram

Y
w //

g

��

ΣW0
//

v

��

ΣW1
//❴❴❴

Z
f ′

// X ′ // ΣW1
//❴❴❴

where W0,W1 ∈ W . Then we have an E-triangle Y
(wg )
−−−→ ΣW0 ⊕ Z

(−v f ′ )
−−−−−→ X ′ 99K, which induces an

exact sequence (♦) 0 → Y
g
−→ Z

f
′

−→ X ′ → 0. It is isomorphic to (�). Hence X ′ = X ⊕ X0 where

X0 ∈ ΣW . Denote morphism ΣW0 ⊕ Z
(−v f ′ )
−−−−−→ X ′ by ΣW0 ⊕ Z

(

−v1 f1
−v2 f2

)

−−−−−−−→ X ⊕ X0, then f1 = f
′
.

Since E(X,Y ) = 0, we have a commutative diagram.

X

( 10 )
��

(x1

x2
)

uu
Y

(wg )
// ΣW0 ⊕ Z

(

−v1 f1
−v2 f2

)

// X ⊕X0
//❴❴❴

Then we have f1x2 = 1 Hence (♦) splits, so is (�). �

For a subcategory N ⊆ G, denote P(N ) by the subcategory {N ∈ N | Ext1
G
(N,N ) = 0}; denote by

FacN by the subcategory {B ∈ G | there is an epimorphism N → B → 0, where N ∈ N}.

Lemma 3.9. Let (X ,Y ) be a cotorsion pair in G. Then Y = FacY = Fac(X ∩ Y ).

Proof. We first show that Y ⊇ FacY .
Let Z ∈ FacY . Then Z admits an epimorphism y : Y → Z → 0 where Y ∈ Y . Thus we can get the
following commutative diagram

Y //

y

��

ΣW 1

��

// ΣW 2 //❴❴❴

Z
z // A // ΣW 2 //❴❴❴

where W 1,W 2 ∈ W and A ∈ G. It induces an E-triangle Y → Z ⊕ ΣW 1 → A 99K. By Corollary 3.7,

we get an exact sequence Y
y
−→ Z

z
−→ A → 0 in G. Hence z = 0 and A ∈ ΣW . Then we have Z ∈ Y .

Now we show Y ⊆ Fac(X ∩ Y ).
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Any object Y ∈ Y admits an epimorphism W0
y

−−→ Y → 0. Since W0 ∈ G and (X ,Y ) is a cotorsion
pair in G, there exists an E-triangle

W0
y0 // Y0

// X0
//❴❴❴

where Y0 ∈ Y and X0 ∈ X . Since W0 ∈ X , we have Y0 ∈ X . We have the following commutative
diagram of E-triangles

W0
y0 // Y0

//

��

X0
//❴❴❴

��
W0

// I0 // ΣW0
//❴❴❴

where I0 ∈ I. It induces an exact sequence W0
y0

−→ Y0
x0−→ X0 → 0. It also induces an E-triangle

Y0 → X0 ⊕ I0 → ΣW0 99K which implies X0 ∈ Y . Since y0 is a left Y -approximation of W0, there is
a morphism a : Y0 → Y such that y = ay0. Moreover, a is an epimorphism. Hence Y ⊆ Fac(X ∩ Y ).

This shows that Y = FacY = Fac(X ∩ Y ). �

According to this lemma, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.10. Let (X ,Y ) be a cotorsion pair on G and Z be an object in G. If E(X ∩Y , Z) = 0
and E(Z,X ∩ Y ) = 0, then Z ∈ X ∩ Y . This means X ∩ Y is maximal rigid in G.

Proof. We can assume that Z is indecomposable. Since Z ∈ G, it admits an E-triangle W1 → W0
w0−−→

Z 99K where W1,W0 ∈ W . By the proof of Lemma 3.9, W0 admits an E-triangle W0
y0

−→ Y0 → X0 99K

where Y0, X0 ∈ X ∩ Y . Since E(X0, Z) = 0, there is a morphism z : Y0 → Z such that zy0 = w0.

Since w0 is an epimorphism in G, z is also an epimorphism, which implies Z ∈ Fac(X ∩ Y ) = Y by
Lemma 3.9. Then Z admits an E-triangle Y1 → X1 → Z 99K where X1 ∈ X ∩ Y and Y1 ∈ Y . Since
G = Cone(W ,W) has enough projectives W and enough injectives, the higher extensions will vanish in
G, hence we have an exact sequence 0 = E(X1,Y ) → E(Y1,Y ) → 0 which implies Y1 ∈ X ∩ Y . Then
we have E(Z, Y ) = 0, Z becomes a direct summand of X1. Hence Z ∈ X ∩ Y . �

Based on [IJY, Definition 1.3], we have the following definition.

Definition 3.11. Let M be a subcategory in G.

(i) M is said to be τ-rigid if any object M ∈ M admits an exact sequence W1
f
−→ W0 → M → 0

such that W1,W0 ∈ W and Hom
B
(f,M ′) is a surjection for any M ′ ∈ M.

(ii) M is said to be support τ-tilting if it is τ-rigid and any projective object W admits an exact

sequence W
m
−→ M0 → M1 → 0 such that M0,M1 ∈ M and m is a left M-approximation.

By the proof of [IJY, Lemma 5.2 and Proposition 5.3], we get the following important lemmas.

Lemma 3.12. A subcategory M ⊆ G is τ-rigid if and only if Ext1
G
(M,FacM) = 0.

Lemma 3.13. If M ⊆ G is τ-rigid, then FacM is closed under extensions.

We have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.14. Let (X ,Y ) be a cotorsion pair in G. Then X ∩ Y is support τ-tilting. Moreover,

X ∩ Y = P(Y ).

Proof. By Lemma 3.9 and 3.8, we have Ext1
G
(X ∩ Y ,Fac(X ∩ Y )) = Ext1

G
(X ∩ Y ,Y ) = 0. Hence

X ∩ Y is τ -rigid. According to the proof of Lemma 3.14. any projective object W0 in G admits an

exact sequence W0
y0

−→ Y0
x0−→ X0 → 0 where X0, Y0 ∈ X ∩ Y and y0 is a left Y -approximation. By

Definition 3.11, it is support τ -tilting. We also have X ∩ Y = P(Fac(X ∩ Y )) = P(Y ). �

Now we can state and show the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.15. Let W be a 2-rigid subcategory such that I ( W and G = Cone(W ,W) be the proper
2-term subcategory induced by W. Assume that G is abelian. Then we have a one-to-one correspondence

Φ: (X ,Y ) 7→ X ∩ Y

from the first of the following sets to the second.
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(i) Cotorsion pairs (X ,Y ) in G.

(ii) Support τ-tilting subcategories M in G.

Proof. By Corollary 3.14, we have that Φ is injective.

Now we show that Φ is surjective. Let M be a support τ -tilting subcategory in G. Let N = FacM.
We assume N ∩ ΣW = 0, let Y = add(N ∪ ΣW). We show (X = ⊥1Y ∩ G,Y ) is a cotorsion pair in

G. Then X ∩ Y = P(Y ) = P(FacM) = M.

Let Y0
y0

−→ Y1
y1

−→ Y2 99K be an E-triangle where Y0, Y2 ∈ Y . By Lemma 3.7, we have an exact

sequence Y0
y0

−→ Y1
y1

−→ Y2 → 0 in G. It induces a short exact sequence 0 → Im y0 → Y1 → Y2 → 0.
Since Im y0, Y2 ∈ N , by Lemma 3.13, we have Y1 ∈ N . Hence Y1 ∈ Y , Y is extension closed.

Any object Z ∈ G admits an E-triangle W0 → Z ⊕ I1 → ΣW1 99K where W0,W1 ∈ W , I1 ∈ I. Since
M is support τ -tilting, we have left M-approximation m1 : W0 → M1. Then we can get the following
commutative diagram

W0
i1 //

m1

��

I0 //

��

ΣW0
//❴❴❴

M1
// X1

// ΣW0
//❴❴❴

where I0 ∈ I. Since M1,ΣW0 ∈ Y , we have X1 ∈ Y ⊆ G. It is not hard to check that in the E-triangle

W0

(

m1

i1

)

=α

−−−−−−→ M1 ⊕ I0 → X1 99K,

α is a left Y -approximation. Hence W0 admits an E-triangle W0
w0−−→ Y0 → X0 99K where w0 is a

minimal left Y -approximation. Then by Lemma 3.1, X0 ∈ ⊥1Y . Moreover, X0 is a direct summand of
X1, by Lemma 2.5, X0 ∈ G. Hence X0 ∈ X . Now we have the following commutative diagram

W0
α //

w0

��

Z1 ⊕ I0 //

( a b )

��

ΣW1
//❴❴❴

Y0
//

��

Y1
//

��

ΣW1
//❴❴❴

X0

��✤
✤
✤ X0

��✤
✤
✤

where Y1 ∈ Y . Since ( a b ) is a left Y -approximation, Z1 admits an E-triangle Z1
a
−→ Y1 → X ′

0 99K

where a is a left Y -approximation. Hence we can get an E-triangle Z1
a′

−→ Y ′
1 → X ′′

0 99K where a′ is
a minimal left Y -approximation. Then X ′′

0 becomes a direct summand of X0, hence X ′′
0 ∈ X . By

Corollary 3.3, we obtain that (X ,Y ) is a cotorsion pair in G. �

4. Hereditary cotorsion pairs

Definition 4.1. Let B′ and B′′ be two subcategories in B.

(a) Denote by CoCone(B′,B′′) the subcategory

{X ∈ B | there exists an E-triangle X // B′ // B′′ //❴❴ , B′ ∈ B′ and B′′ ∈ B′′}.

(b) Let ΩB′ = CoCone(P ,B′). We write an object D in the form ΩB if it admits an E-triangle

D // P // B //❴❴ where P ∈ P.

Definition 4.2. A cotorsion pair is called hereditary if ΩU ⊆ U .

The following lemma gives several equivalent conditions of a cotorsion pair being hereditary.

Lemma 4.3. Let (U ,V) be a cotorsion pair in B. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(I) ΩU ⊆ U ;
(II) ΣV ⊆ V;
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(III) E2(U ,V) = 0;
(IV) Ei(U ,V) = 0, i ≥ 1.

Proof. For any V ∈ V , there exists an E-triangle

V → I → ΣV 99K

where I ∈ I. Applying the functor HomB(U ,−) to the above E-triangle, we have the following exact
sequence:

0 = Ei(U , I) → Ei(U ,ΣV ) → Ei+1(U , V ) → Ei+1(U , I) = 0, i ≥ 1.

Thus Ei(U ,ΣV ) ≃ Ei+1(U , V ). If E2(U ,V) = 0, then E(U ,ΣV ) = 0, which implies ΣV ⊆ V . On the
other hand, if ΣV ⊆ V , we have E2(U ,V) = 0. Hence (II) and (III) are equivalent.

By the same method, we can show that ΩU ⊆ U if and only if E2(U ,V) = 0, then (I) and (III) are
equivalent.

(III) ⇒ (IV). When i = 2, we have E2(U ,ΣV) = 0 since ΣV ⊆ V . Then we get E3(U ,V) = 0.
Proceeding inductively, we deduce that Ei(U ,V) = 0 for any i ≥ 1.

(IV) ⇒ (III). This is trivial. �

In this section, let (U ,V) be a hereditary cotorsion pair in B. A cotorsion pair (U ′,V ′) is called
intermediate if U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣV). Denote U ∩ V by W , we call W the co-heart of (U ,V).

Definition 4.4. For convenience, we give the following notations.

(a) Denote Cone(ΣV , I) by Σ2V and Cone(ΣiV , I) by Σi+1V.
(b) Denote Cone(W ,W) by W1 and Cone(Wi,W) by Wi+1. We also denote W by W0

We show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. V ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV) = Wi, i > 0.

Proof. We first show the case when i = 1.
For any M ∈ W1, there exists an E-triangle

W2 → W1 → M 99K (4.1)

where W1,W2 ∈ W . Applying the functor HomB(U ,−) to the E-triangle (4.1), we have the following
exact sequence:

0 = E(U ,W1) → E(U ,M) → E2(U ,W2) = 0.

It follows that E(U ,M) = 0, then M ∈ V by Lemma 2.2.
Applying the functor HomB(−,V) to the E-triangle (4.1), we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(W2,V) → E2(M,V) → E2(W1,V) = 0.

It follows that E2(M,V) = 0. Note that E(M,ΣV) ≃ E2(M,V) = 0, thus we have M ∈ ⊥1(ΣV).
Conversely, for any N ∈ V ∩ ⊥1(ΣV), since (U ,V) is a cotorsion pair, there exists an E-triangle

V0 → U0 → N 99K (4.2)

where U0 ∈ U and V0 ∈ V .
Since V0, N ∈ V and V is extension closed, we obtain U0 ∈ V which implies U0 ∈ U ∩ V = W .
Applying the functor HomB(−,V) to the E-triangle (4.4), we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(U0,V) → E(V0,V) → E2(N,V) = 0.

It follows that E(V0,V) = 0 implies V0 ∈ U by Lemma 2.2. That is to say, V0 ∈ U ∩ V = W . Hence
N ∈ W1.

Now we assume the lemma holds when i = k− 1. Let i = k. For any M ∈ Cone(Wi,W), there exists
an E-triangle

Q → W → M 99K (4.3)

where W ∈ W and Q ∈ Wi. Then by hypothesis, Q ∈ V ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV). Applying the functor HomB(U ,−)
to this E-triangle (4.3), we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(U ,W ) → E(U ,M) → E2(U , Q) ≃ Ei+2(U,Q) = 0.

It follows that E(U ,M) = 0, then M ∈ V by Lemma 2.2.
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Applying the functor HomB(−,ΣkV) to the E-triangle (4.1), we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(Q,ΣkV) → E2(M,ΣkV) → E2(W1,Σ
kV) = 0.

It follows that E(M,Σk+1V) ≃ E2(M,ΣkV) = 0, thus we have M ∈ ⊥1(Σk+1V).
On the other hand, for any N ∈ V ∩ ⊥1(Σk+1V), there exists an E-triangle

V0 → U0 → N 99K (4.4)

where U0 ∈ W and V0 ∈ V .
Applying the functor HomB(−,ΣkV) to the E-triangle (4.4), we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(U0,Σ
kV) → E(V0,Σ

kV) → E2(N,ΣkV) ≃ E(N,Σk+1V) = 0.

It follows that E(V0,Σ
kV) = 0, which implies V0 ∈ Wk. Hence N ∈ Cone(Wk,W) = Wk+1. �

By this lemma, Wi (i ≥ 1) is closed under extensions, it is an extriangulated subcategory of B.

We show the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6. Let (U ,V) be a hereditary cotorsion pair in B. Assume that

(⊥1(ΣV),ΣV) and (⊥1(ΣiV),ΣiV)

are also cotorsion pairs in B. Then there exists a one-to-one correspondence from the first of the
following sets to the second.

(a) Cotorsion pairs (U ′,V ′) such that U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV).

(b) Cotorsion pairs (X ,Y ) in Wi.

Proof. We first denote the correspondences:

Φ : (U ′,V ′) 7→ (V ∩ U ′,V ′ ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV)), Ψ : (X ,Y ) 7→ (add(U ∗ X ), add(Y ∗ ΣiV)).

For a cotorsion pairs (U ′,V ′) such that U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV), we show that (V ∩ U ′,V ′ ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV)) is a
cotorsion pair in Wi.

• Since U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV), we have ΣiV ⊆ V ′ ⊆ V . Hence by Lemma 4.5, we have X := V ∩U ′ ⊆ Wi

and Y := V ′ ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV) ⊆ Wi. Moreover, E(X ,Y ) = 0.
By Lemma 2.4, it suffices to show that any object G ∈ Wi admits an E-triangle G → Y → X 99K

where X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y .
Since (⊥1(ΣiV),ΣiV) is cotorsion pair, there exists an E-triangle

ΣiV → R → G 99K

where R ∈ ⊥1(ΣiV) and ΣiV ∈ ΣiV . Since (U ′,V ′) is cotorsion pair, there exists an E-triangle

R → V ′ → U ′ 99K

where U ′ ∈ U ′ and V ′ ∈ V ′. We get the following commutative diagram made of E-triangles

ΣiV // R //

��

G //❴❴❴

��
ΣiV // V ′

��

// Y

��

//❴❴❴

U ′

��✤
✤
✤ U ′

��✤
✤
✤

Since V is extension closed and ΣiV ∈ V , G ∈ V , we obtain R ∈ V . Applying the functor HomB(U ,−)
to the E-triangle R → V ′ → U ′ 99K, we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(U , V ′) → E(U , U ′) → E2(U , R) = 0.

It follows that E(U , U ′) = 0 implies U ′ ∈ V by Lemma 2.2. Thus U ′ ∈ V ∩ U ′ = X .
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Since U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV) ⊆ ⊥1(Σi+1V), applying the functor HomB(U ′,−) to the E-triangle V → V ′ →
Y 99K, we have the following exact sequence:

0 = E(U ′, V ′) → E(U ′, Y ) → E2(U ′,ΣiV ) ≃ E(U ′,Σi+1V ) = 0.

It follows that E(U ′, Y ) = 0 implies Y ∈ V ′ by Lemma 2.2.
Since G,U ′ ∈ ⊥1(ΣiV), we have Y ∈ ⊥1(ΣiV). Thus Y ∈ V ′ ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV) = Y .

• Now let (X ,Y ) be a cotorsion pair in Wi. Let add(U ∗ X ) =: U ′ and add(Y ∗ ΣiV) =: V ′. We
show that (U ′,V ′) is a cotorsion pair such that U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV).
Since U ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV) and X ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV). By the definition we have U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV). By Lemma 4.5
and Lemma 4.3, we have E(U ,Y ) = 0, E(U ,ΣiV) = 0 and E(X ,ΣiV) = 0. Since (X ,Y ) is a cotorsion
pair in Wi, by the definition we have E(X ,Y ) = 0. Hence we have E(U ′,V ′) = 0.
Let B ∈ B be any object. It admits an E-triangle B → V → U 99K where U ∈ U and V ∈ V . Since
(⊥1(ΣiV),ΣiV) is a cotorsion pair, V admits an E-triangle ΣiV0 → R → V 99K where V0 ∈ V and
R ∈ ⊥1(ΣiV). Since V is closed under extension, R ∈ V and thus R ∈ Wi. Then R admits an E-triangle
R → Y → X 99K where X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y . We have the following commutative diagram

ΣiV0

��

ΣiV0

��
R //

��

Y //

��

X //❴❴❴

V //

��✤
✤
✤ V ′ //

��✤
✤
✤ X //❴❴❴

We also have the following commutative diagram

ΣiV0
// Y

��

// V ′ //❴❴❴❴

��
ΣiV0

// I0 // Σi+1V0
//❴❴❴

which induces an E-triangle Y → V ′ ⊕ I0 → Σi+1V0 99K. Since Σi+1V0 ∈ ΣiV , we get V ′ ∈ V ′. In the
following commutative diagram

B // V //

��

U //❴❴❴

��
B // V ′ //

��

U ′

��

//❴❴❴

X

��✤
✤
✤ X

��✤
✤
✤
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we have U ′ ∈ U ′. Hence B admits an E-triangle B → V ′ → U ′ 99K where U ′ ∈ U ′ and V ′ ∈ V ′. Since
(⊥1(ΣV),ΣV) is also a cotorsion pair, B admits the following commutative diagram

ΣiV1

��

ΣiV1

��
R1

//

��

ΣV2
//

��

R2
//❴❴❴

B //

��✤
✤
✤ B′ //

��✤
✤
✤ R2

//❴❴❴

where V1, V2 ∈ V , R1 ∈ ⊥1(ΣiV) and R2 ∈ ⊥1(ΣV). Moreover, we have ΣV2 ∈ W1 ⊆ Wi, hence it
admits an E-triangle Y0 → X0 → ΣV2 99K where X0 ∈ X and Y0 ∈ Y . Then we have the following
commutative diagrams

Y0

��

Y0

��
U ′
0

//

��

X0
//

��

R2
//❴❴❴

R1
//

��✤
✤
✤ ΣV2

//

��✤
✤
✤ R2

//❴❴❴ ,

ΩR2
//

��

P2
//

��

R2
//❴❴❴

U ′
0

// X0
// R2

//❴❴❴

where P2 ∈ P . The second diagram induces an E-triangle ΩR2 → U ′
0⊕P2 → X0 99K. Since E(ΩR,V) ≃

E(R,ΣV) = 0, we get ΩR ∈ U , hence U ′
0 ∈ U ′. Now we have the following commutative diagram

Y0

��

Y0

��
V ′
0

//

��

U ′
0

//

��

B //❴❴❴

ΣV1
//

��✤
✤
✤ R1

//

��✤
✤
✤ B //❴❴❴

where V ′
0 ∈ V ′. Hence B admits an E-triangle V ′

0 → U ′
0 → B 99K where U ′

0 ∈ U ′ and V ′
0 ∈ V ′. By

definition (U ′,V ′) is a cotorsion pair.

• We show that ΦΨ = id and ΨΦ = id.
Let (X ,Y ) be a cotorsion pair in Wi. Let (U ′,V ′) = Ψ((X ,Y )) and (X ′,Y ′) = Φ((U ′,V ′)). Since
Y ′ = V ′ ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV) ⊆ V ′ = add(Y ∗ΣiV) and X ′ = V ∩ U ′ = V ∩ add(U ∗ X ), we have E(X ,Y ′) = 0.
Hence Y ′ ⊆ Y . Since X ′ = V ′ ∩ U , we have E(X ′,Y ) = 0, hence X ′ ⊆ X . Then by Corollary 2.3,
we have (X ,Y ) = (X ′,Y ′). Hence ΦΨ = id.

Let (U ′,V ′) be a cotorsion pair such that U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣiV). Consider the cotorsion pair

(U ′′,V ′′) = (add(U ∗ (V ∩ U ′)), add(V ′ ∩ ⊥1(ΣiV)) ∗ ΣiV),

we have U ′′ ⊆ U ′ and V ′′ ⊆ V ′. Then by Corollary 2.3, we have (U ′′,V ′′) = (U ′,V ′). Hence ΨΦ = id. �

Remark 4.7. The assumption

(⊥1(ΣV),ΣV) and (⊥1(ΣiV),ΣiV) are cotorsion pairs

is automatically satisfied when B is a triangulated category.
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We give an example of our main results.

Example 4.8. Let Q be the following quiver.

·
x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

x
−→ ·

Put A = kQ/[x4]. The AR-quiver of modA is the following

P1

��✺
✺✺

✺✺
P2

��✺
✺✺

✺✺
P3

��✺
✺✺

✺✺
P4

��✺
✺✺

✺✺
P5

��✸
✸✸

✸✸
P6

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

M3
1

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

DD✠✠✠✠✠
M1

2

DD✠✠✠✠✠

��✹
✹✹

✹✹
M4

3

DD✠✠✠✠✠

��✹
✹✹

✹✹
M6

3

DD✠✠✠✠✠

��✹
✹✹

✹✹
M3

3

��✸
✸✸
✸✸
✸

EE✡✡✡✡✡
H6

��✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷

EE☛☛☛☛☛
M4

1

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

M2
1

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M5

2

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M2

2

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M5

3

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M2

3

��✹
✹✹
✹✹
✹

DD✡✡✡✡✡
H5

��✷
✷✷
✷✷
✷

FF☞☞☞☞☞☞
H2

��✸
✸✸
✸✸
✸

EE☛☛☛☛☛☛
M5

1

��✹
✹✹

✹✹

M1
1

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M4

2

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M6

2

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M3

2

DD✡✡✡✡✡
M1

3

DD✡✡✡✡✡
H4

EE☛☛☛☛☛☛
H3

FF☞☞☞☞☞☞
H1

DD✡✡✡✡✡✡
M6

1

Note that A =
⊕3

i=1 M
i
1 ⊕

⊕6
i=1 Pi.

Pick a hereditary cotorsion pair (U ,V) of modA where U = add(A⊕
⊕6

i=1 M
i
2). We have ΣV :

◦

��✵
✵✵
✵ ◦

��✵
✵✵
✵ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍

��✵
✵✵
✵ ·

GG✍✍✍✍

��✵
✵✵
✵ ·

FF✌✌✌✌

��✶
✶✶
✶ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

·

��✳
✳✳
✳

GG✏✏✏✏
·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

·

GG✏✏✏✏
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍
◦

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

and Σ2V :

◦

��✵
✵✵
✵ ◦

��✵
✵✵
✵ ◦

��✵
✵✵
✵ ◦

��✵
✵✵
✵ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶ ◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍

��✵
✵✵
✵ ·

GG✍✍✍✍

��✵
✵✵
✵ ·

GG✍✍✍✍

��✵
✵✵
✵ ·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

·

��✳
✳✳
✳

GG✏✏✏✏
·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

��✵
✵✵
✵

GG✍✍✍✍
·

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

��✶
✶✶
✶

·

GG✏✏✏✏
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

GG✍✍✍✍
·

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

FF✌✌✌✌
◦

They are extension closed, hence (⊥1(ΣV),ΣV) and (⊥1(Σ2V),Σ2V) are cotorsion pairs. We have W =

add(
⊕3

i=1 M
i
2 ⊕

⊕6
i=1 Pi)and indecomposable of objects in G − W are {M i

3, i = 1, 2, ..., 6}. Let U ′ =

add(A ⊕
⊕6

i=1 M
i
2 ⊕

⊕6
i=4 M

i
3). We have U ⊆ U ′ ⊆ ⊥1(ΣV) ⊆ ⊥1(Σ2V). Then by Theorem 4.6 we

can get a cotorsion pair (X ,Y1) in G (resp. (X ,Y2) in W2) where then indecomposable of objects in
X −W are {M4

3 ,M
5
3 ,M

6
3 }.

5. A study on proper m-term subcategories

In this section, let W = U ∩ V where (U ,V) is a hereditary cotorsion pair. We will use the notions
associated with W in Section 4. We also assume I ( W .

Proposition 5.1. Wi is contravariantly finite in Wj when i < j.

Proof. It is enoguh to show that Wi is contravariantly finite in Wi+1. The case i = 0 is trivial.
Assume that we have shown Wi−1 is contravariantly finite in Wi. We show that Wi is contravariantly

finite in Wi+1.
Let A ∈ Wi+1. Then we have two E-triangles

A1
a1 // W1

w1 // A //❴❴❴ and C // A2
a2 // A1

//❴❴❴
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where W1 ∈ W , A1 ∈ Wi and w2 is a right minimal Wi−1-approximation. Then C ∈ W⊥1

i−1. We can get
a commutative diagram

A2
i2 //

a2

��

I2 //

��

ΣA2
//❴❴❴

A1

a1

��

// ΣC //

��

ΣA2
//❴❴❴

W1 u
//

��

B //

b

��

ΣA2
//❴❴❴

A

��✤
✤
✤ A

��✤
✤
✤

Since W1,ΣA2 ∈ Wi, we have B ∈ Wi. Let D ∈ Wi. It admits an E-triangle D1 −→ W ′
1 → D 99K

where W ′
1 ∈ W and D1 ∈ Wi−1. Let d : D → A be any morphism. We have the following commutative

diagram:

D1
d1 //

c

��

W ′
1

//

��

D

d

��

//❴❴❴

ΣC // B
b // A //❴❴❴

Since c factors through an object in I, it factors through d1, hence d factors through b. Thus Wi is
contravriantly finite in Wi+1. �

By the same method, we can get the following corollary when B is a triangulated category.

Corollary 5.2. If W is contravariantly finite, then for any i > 0, Wi is also contravariantly finite.

Lemma 5.3. Wi (i > 0) has enough projectives W and enough injectives ΣiW.

Proof. Since Wi = V ∩ ⊥1ΣiV, we can easily get that W is the enough projecitves in Wi, and ΣiW is
injective in Wi. We only need to show that ΣiW is enough.

We have already shown that the property holds when i = 1. Assume that we have shown that the
property holds when i = k, we prove that it still holds when i = k + 1.

Let A ∈ Wk+1. Then we have two E-triangles

A1
a1 // W1

w1 // A //❴❴❴ and A1
// ΣkW // B //❴❴❴

where where W,W1 ∈ W , A1, B ∈ Wk. We have the following commutative diagram

A1
a1 // W1

��

w1 // A //❴❴❴❴

a

��
A1

// I1

��

// ΣA1

��

//❴❴❴

ΣW1

��✤
✤
✤ ΣW1

��✤
✤
✤

where I1 ∈ I. We also have the following commutative diagram

A1
// ΣkW

��

// B //❴❴❴

��
A1

// I1 // ΣA1
//❴❴❴
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which induces an E-triangle ΣkW → I1 ⊕ B → ΣA1 99K. Then we can get the following commutative
diagram

ΣkW // I1 ⊕B //

��

ΣA1

��

//❴❴❴❴

ΣkW // I1 ⊕ IB //

��

Σk+1W

��

//❴❴❴

ΣB

��✤
✤
✤ ΣB

��✤
✤
✤

Now we get the following commutative diagram

A // ΣA1
//

��

ΣW1

��

//❴❴❴

A // Σk+1W //

��

B1

��

//❴❴❴

ΣB

��✤
✤
✤ ΣB

��✤
✤
✤

Since ΣW1,ΣB ∈ Wk+1, we have B1 ∈ Wk+1. Hence Σk+1W is the enough injectives in Wk+1. �

Lemma 5.4. Em(Wi,Wj) = 0 when i ≤ j and i < m.

Proof. We first show the case i = j = 1.
Let A,B ∈ W1. It admits an E-triangle W1 → W0 → A 99K where W1,W0 ∈ W . Then we have the

following exact sequence 0 = Em(B,W0) → Em(B,A) → Em+1(B,W1) = 0 when m ≥ 2, which implies
Em(W1,W1) = 0.

Now we assume that the property holds true when i = 1 and j = k. Let j = k + 1, A ∈ Wj

and B ∈ W1. A admits an E-triangle A1 → W0 → A 99K where W0 ∈ W and A1 ∈ Wk. Then we
have the following exact sequence 0 = Em(B,W0) → Em(B,A) → Em+1(B,A1) = 0, which implies
Em(W1,Wk+1) = 0.

Now we assume that the property holds true when i = k and j ≥ i. Let i = j = k+ 1, A,B ∈ Wk+1.
A admits an E-triangle A1 → W0 → A 99K where W0 ∈ W and A1 ∈ Wk. Then we have the following
exact sequence 0 = Em(A1, B) → Em+1(A,B) → Em+1(W0, B) = 0 whenm > k, hence Em(Wi,Wi) = 0
when m > k + 1.

Now we assume that the property holds true when i = k + 1 and j = k′ ≥ i. Let j = k′ + 1, A ∈ Wj

and B ∈ Wi. A admits an E-triangle A1 → W0 → A 99K where W0 ∈ W and A1 ∈ Wk′ . Then we
have the following exact sequence 0 = Em(B,W0) → Em(B,A) → Em+1(B,A1) = 0 when m > i, which
implies Em(Wi,Wk′+1) = 0.

Hence we get that Em(Wi,Wj) = 0 when i ≤ j, i < m. �

By the similar method, we can show the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Em(Wi,Wj) = 0 when j < i, j + 1 < m.

By the two lemmas above, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.6. Ei+1(Wi,Wj−i−1) = 0 when i < j.

By definition, one can show the following lemma, the proof is left to the readers.

Lemma 5.7. ΣiWj is closed under direct summands for i > 0 and j ≥ 0.

Now we show the main theorem in the section.
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Theorem 5.8. (Wi,Σ
iWj−i−1) is a hereditary cotorsion pair in Wj when 0 < i < j.

Proof. We first show that (Wi,Σ
iW) is a cotorsion pair in Wi+1.

When i = 1, for any object A ∈ W2, by the proof of Proposition 5.1, there is an E-triangle ΣW →
B → A 99K where W ∈ W and B ∈ W1. By Proposition 5.3 and the dual of Lemma 2.4, we get that
(W1,ΣW) is a hereditary cotorsion pair in W2.
Assume that we have shown (Wi,Σ

iW) is a hereditary cotorsion pair in Wi+1 when i < k + 1. Let
i = k + 1 and A ∈ Wk+2. We have two E-triangles

A1
a1 // W1

w1 // A //❴❴❴ , ΣkW // A2
// A1

//❴❴❴

where W1,W ∈ W , A1 ∈ Wk+1 and A2 ∈ Wk. Again by the proof Proposition 5.1, we can get an
E-triangle Σk+1W → B → A 99K where B ∈ Wk+1.
Assume that we have shown (Wi,Σ

iWk) is a hereditary cotorsion pair in Wi+k+1, we show that
(Wi,Σ

iWk+1) is a hereditary cotorsion pair in Wi+k+2.
Let A ∈ Wi+k+2. We have the following commutative diagram

ΣiB

��

ΣiB

��
A2

//

��

A1
//

��

A //❴❴❴

Σi+k+1W0
//

��✤
✤
✤ A0

��✤
✤
✤

// A //❴❴❴

where W0,W1 ∈ W , A0 ∈ Wi+k+1, A1 ∈ Wi and B ∈ Wk. We have the following commutative diagrams

Σi+kW0

��

Σi+kW0

��
ΣiB // ΣiB ⊕ I0 //

��

I0 //❴❴❴❴❴

��
ΣiB // A2

//

��✤
✤
✤ Σi+k+1W0

��✤
✤
✤

//❴❴❴

Σi−1B

��

Σi−1B

��
A3

//

��

I1 ⊕ I0 //

��

A2
//❴❴❴

Σi+kW0
//

��✤
✤
✤ ΣiB ⊕ I0 //

��✤
✤
✤ A2

//❴❴❴

Continue this process, finally we can get the following commutative diagrams

Σk+1W0

��

Σk+1W0

��
ΣB // ΣB ⊕ I ′0

//

��

I ′0
//❴❴❴❴

��
ΣB // Ai+1

//

��✤
✤
✤

Σk+2W0

��✤
✤
✤

//❴❴❴

B

��

B

��
Ai+2

//

��

I ′1 ⊕ I ′0 //

��

Ai+1
//❴❴❴

Σk+1W0
//

��✤
✤
✤ ΣB ⊕ I ′0

//

��✤
✤
✤

Ai+1
//❴❴❴

Since B,Σk+1W0 ∈ Wk+1, we have Ai+2 ∈ Wk+1. Hence A2 ∈ ΣiWi+k+1. Now by Lemma 5.7,
Corollary 5.6, Proposition 5.3 and the dual of Lemma 2.4, we get that (Wi,Σ

iWj−i−1) is a hereditary
cotorsion pair in Wj when 0 < i < j. �
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