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THE Q-SHAPED DERIVED CATEGORY OF A RING —
COMPACT AND PERFECT OBJECTS

HENRIK HOLM AND PETER JORGENSEN

ABSTRACT. A chain complex can be viewed as a representation of a certain
self-injective quiver with relations, Q. To define @Q, include a vertex ¢, and an
arrow qn — qn—1 for each integer n. The relations are 92 = 0.

Replacing @ by a general self-injective quiver with relations, it turns out
that some of the key properties of chain complexes generalise. Indeed, consider
the representations of such a @ with values in 4 Mod where A is a ring. We
showed in earlier work that these representations form the objects of the Q-
shaped derived category, Dg(A), which is triangulated and generalises the
classic derived category D(A). This follows ideas of Iyama and Minamoto.

While Dg(A) has many good properties, it can also diverge dramatically
from D(A). For instance, let @ be the quiver with one vertex ¢, one loop 9, and
the relation 82 = 0. By analogy with perfect complexes in the classic derived
category, one may expect that a representation with a finitely generated free
module placed at ¢ is a compact object of Dg(A), but we will show that this
is, in general, false.

The purpose of this paper, then, is to compare and contrast Dg(A) and
D(A) by investigating several key classes of objects: Perfect and strictly per-
fect, compact, fibrant, and cofibrant.

1. INTRODUCTION

A chain complex over a ring A can be viewed as an 4 Mod-valued representation
of the quiver

(ﬁl) I'= ... 9 ° o ° 9 ° 9

with the relations 92 = 0. Expressed more formally, the category of chain complexes
Ch A can be identified with g, 4 Mod, the category of additive functors () — 4 Mod,
where @ is the path category of I with these relations.

A key property of I is that it is a self-injective quiver with relations; equivalently,
@ has a Serre functor (see [Z6]). Following ideas of Iyama and Minamoto [24], [25],
we showed in [I8] that many properties of chain complexes can be generalised to
@, aMod when @ is another suitable category with a Serre functor. This permits
Q@ to be the path category of many different quivers with relations. Among them
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are cyclic quivers, like:

D QN
NSNSNS
SNSNSN
NSNSNS

and double quivers, like:

To wit, the following was proved in [I8] when @ has a Serre functor.

e There is a notion of “quasi-isomorphism” in g 4Mod, which generalises
the usual notion of quasi-isomorphism in Ch A. Inverting the quasi-isomor-
phisms in ¢, 4 Mod gives a category Dg(A), which we call the Q-shaped
derived category of A.

e Dg(A) is a triangulated category. If @ is the path category of ({Il) with
the relations 8% = 0, then Dg(A) can be identified with the classic derived
category D(A).

e (, A Mod contains three classes of objects, &, +&, and & L which generalise
the exact, semi-projective, and semi-injective complexes (see Example B.3]).

e These classes provide g, 4 Mod with two model category structures, which
generalise the standard projective and injective model category structures
on Ch A (see 2I0I).

e Either model category structure on g 4 Mod has the associated homotopy
category Ho(g, 4aMod) = Dg(A).

However, there are key properties of the (classic) derived category D(A) which do
not generalise to Dg(A), and the purpose of this paper is to compare and contrast
these categories by investigating several key classes of objects.

1.1 (Strictly perfect objects). Recall that a strictly perfect complex P is a bounded
complex of finitely generated projective modules. It is well-known that a strictly
perfect complex is compact in D(A), that is, Hompa)(P, —) preserves set-indexed
coproducts. However, as shown in Theorem [A3], the corresponding property does
not always hold for Dg(A).

Theorem A. Let @ be the path category of the Jordan quiver

] Q 17}
with the relation 0% = 0. There exists a commutative noetherian ring A and an
object
M= A D x
in Dg(A) which is not compact in Dg(A), despite having the finitely generated
projective module A at the (unique) verter.
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Note that for this quiver, ¢, 4 Mod is the category of differential A-modules,
i.e. A-modules equipped with an endomorphism squaring to zero. Differential mod-
ules have been studied intensively in the literature, see for instance [I], but Theo-
rem A is new.

The object M in Theorem A is an obvious generalization of a strictly perfect
complex. Indeed, we will say that a functor K: Q — 4 Mod in g, 4 Mod is strictly
perfect if it has finite support, that is, if the set supp K = {q € @ | K(q) # 0} is
finite, and the A-module K(q) is finitely generated and projective for each ¢ € Q
(see Definition [5.3). As shown by Theorem A, strictly perfect objects need not be
compact in Dg(A), but we do have the following (positive) result, which is proved
in Section Bl For the notion of cycles in the category @, see Definition [5.13] under
the assumptions in Setup 2.9

Theorem B. Assume Setup 2.9 and one of the next conditions:

(1) The category @ has no cycles, or
(2) The ring A has finite left global dimension.

The following assertions hold:

(a) Every strictly perfect object is compact in Dg(A).

(b) Every strictly perfect object is cofibrant in the projective model struc-
ture on g, 4 Mod; that is, every strictly perfect object is in ~& (see Defini-
tion [5.3)).

(c) An object in Dg(A) is perfect if and only if it is isomorphic to a strictly
perfect object.

Notice that in the special case of chain complexes, the category @ has no cycles
and hence condition (1) in Theorem B holds. Also note that by condition (2) in
Theorem B, the ring in Theorem A must necessarily have infinite global dimension
(and, indeed, it has). We now turn to perfect objects in Dg(A), which are already
mentioned in part (c) of Theorem B.

1.2 (Perfect objects). Since strictly perfect objects in the category g, a Mod need
not be compact in Dg(A), we propose in the following definition:

There is an isomorphism X = K in Dg(A)

X € Dq(A) is perfect {for some strictly perfect object K € +&.

Observe that if condition (1) or (2) in Theorem B holds, then by part (c) of that
theorem, the perfect objects are just those which are isomorphic in Dg(A) to a
strictly perfect object.

With this definition, we show in Section [l the following result where Dgerf(A) is
the class of perfect objects and Dg(A)° is the class of compact objects in Dg(A):

Theorem C. Assume Setup2.9l. There is an inclusion of triangulated subcategories
of the Q-shaped derived category of A,

DY (A) € Do(A)°.
Equality holds if and only if the subcategory D%erf(A) is thick.

A triangulated subcategory of a triangulated category is called thick if it is
closed under direct summands (see also Definition F3]). In the special case of
chain complexes, it is known that DP°™(A) is a thick subcategory of D(A); whence
equality holds in Theorem C. We conjecture that the same is true in general:
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Conjecture. Assume Setup B9l There is always an equality of triangulated sub-
categories of the Q-shaped derived category of A,

DY (A) = Do (A)°.

1.3 (Compact objects). The notion of (strictly) perfect objects aside, another main
result is the following, generalizing that the (classic) derived category is compactly
generated. This will be proved in Section | (the objects in the set S are defined in
p8):

Theorem D. Assume Setup 29 Then Dg(A) is a compactly generated triangu-
lated category; in fact,
S = {Sq(A)|q S Q}

is a set of compact generators for Dg(A). In particular, one has
Dg(A) = Loc(S) and  Dg(A)°¢ = Thick(S).

1.4 (Cofibrant and fibrant objects). Our final main result concerns the two model
category structures on the functor category g, 4 Mod. In the projective model struc-
ture on g, aMod, the class of cofibrant objects is +& and in the injective model
structure the class of fibrant objects is &+, see [18, Thm. 6.1]. The following shows
that over a ring with finite global dimension, it is possible to give hands-on descrip-
tions of these classes:

Theorem E. Assume Setup 2.9l There are inclusions:
L& C{X €g aMod | X(q) € aPrj forallg € Q} and
&+ C{X € g.aMod | X(q) € aInj for all g € Q},

and equalities hold if A has finite left global dimension.

In this theorem, 4 Prj and 4Inj denote the classes of projective and injective
left A-modules. Theorem E, which is proved in Section [3] generalises well-known
descriptions of semi-projective and semi-injective complexes over a ring with finite
left global dimension; see Avramov and Foxby [2] and Example B3 for further
details. By contrast, a complete understanding of +& and &+ is generally not
available, not even for chain complexes. An illustration of how complicated the
class +& can be is found in Appendix [Al

This concludes the introduction. In the next section we recap some main defini-
tions and results from [I8] which are key to understanding the present paper.

2. PREREQUISITES
We start by recalling some general facts about (abelian) model categories.

2.1. Let W be a collection of morphisms in a category C. By definition, the lo-
calization of C with respect to W is a category C[W 1] together with a functor
C — C[W™Y satisfying the expected universal property; see for evample Krause
[27, §1.1] or Weibel [34, §10.3]. There is a standard construction of the category
CIW 1] and the functor C — C[W ~!] that always works if one ignores set-theoretical
difficulties. In this construction, the category C[W '] has the same objects as C;
however, in general, the hom “sets” in C[W 1] need not be small, so the “category”
CIW =1 might not exist within the same set-theoretic universe as C. In the situ-
ation where C is a model category and W is the collection of weak equivalences
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in C (which is the situation of interest in this paper), the localization C[W ] does
exist; it is called the homotopy category of C and denoted by Ho(C); see e.g. Hovey
19, §1.2].

We assume that the reader has basic knowledge of cotorsion pairs; in particular,
(s)he must know what a cotorsion pair is and what it means for such a pair to be
complete or hereditary. The book [I4] (Chaps. 2 and 3) by Gobel and Trlifaj is
an excellent account on cotorsion pairs in module categories. Cotorsion pairs in
general abelian or exact categories are treated in various papers, see e.g. Saorin
and Stovicek [33] and Gillespie [T1L12).

2.2. Let M be an abelian category. An abelian model structure on M is a model
structure compatible with the abelian structure in the sense of [20, Dfn. 2.1]. By
Thm. 2.2 in loc. cit. any abelian model structure on M corresponds to a triple
(O, W, R) of classes of objects in M for which W is thick and (Q N W,R) and
(Q,WNR) are complete cotorsion pairs. Such a triple is called a Hovey triple in M;
in fact, Q is the class of cofibrant objects, R is the class of fibrant objects, and W is
the class of trivial objects, i.e. objects that are weakly equivalent to 0. If the complete
cotorsion pairs (QNW,R) and (Q, WNR) are hereditary, then (Q, W, R) is called
a hereditary Hovey triple and the associated abelian model structure on M is called
a hereditary abelian model structure. In this case, the full subcategory M = QNR
of cofibrant and fibrant (also called bifibrant) objects in M is a Frobenius exact cat-
egory whose class of pro-injective objects is QNWNR, see Gillespie [12], Prop. 4.2].
The stable category Stab(Mcr) = (QNR)/(QNWNR) is by [12, Thm. 4.3] trian-
gulated equivalent to the homotopy category Ho(M) = M[{weak equivalences}~!];
in fact, the inclusion functor M — M induces a triangulated equivalence,

(42) Stab(M.;) — Ho(M)

whose quasi-inverse is the bifibrant replacement functor #2 described in
[12, Lem. 2.5]: For X € M write 2X for a cofibrant replacement and #X for
a fibrant replacement of X. A bifibrant replacement of X is Z2X. Note that
22X e€Q, ZX €R, and Z2X € QNR.

As explained in Happel [I5l, Chap. 18§2], the stable category of any Frobenius
category is triangulated in a canonical way, so the triangulated equivalence ([E2)
provides a rather explicit description of the triangulated structure on Ho(M). This
will be useful for us.

We now give a brief summary of some definitions and results from [18], which
are key to this paper.

2.3 (Blanket assumption). Unless otherwise stated, k denotes in this paper any
commutative ring, @ any small k-preadditive category, and A any k-algebra.

2.4 (Notation). We will use the notation from [I8]. In particular, 4 Mod denotes
the category of left A-modules and g, aMod is the category of k-linear functors
Q — aMod, see [I8, Dfn. 3.1]. Further symbols along with references to where they
appear in [18] will follow.
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2.5. Recall from [18, Cor. 3.9] that for every q € Q there is an adjoint triple
(Fg Eq, Gq):

Fq
RN Fy(M) = Qlg,—)@&x M
0,AMod ———— 4 Mod given by E,(X) = X(9
\/ Gq(M) = Homy(Q(—,q), M)
Gq

for M € 4Mod and X € g, aMod. Note that E, is the evaluation functor at q.

Some of the definitions below are borrowed from Dell’Ambrogio, Stevenson, and
Stovicek [6, Dfns. 4.1, 4.5 and Rmk. 4.7]. Note that Serre functors were originally
introduced by Bondal and Kapranov in [4] (in the case where k is a field). The
definitions play a key role in [I8] and in the present work.

2.6. We consider the following conditions on k and Q (which may or may not
hold).
(1) Hom-finiteness: Fach hom k-module Q(p,q) is finitely generated and
projective.
(2) Local boundedness: For each q € Q there are only finitely many objects

in @ mapping nontrivially into or out of q, that is, the following sets are
finite:
N_(¢) ={peQ|Q(p.q) # 0} and
Ni(q) ={re@|Q(gr) #0}.
(3) Existence of a Serre functor: There exists a k-linear autoequivalence
S: Q@ — Q and a natural isomorphism Q(p, q) = Homg(Q(g,S(p)), k).
(4) Strong Retraction Property: For q € Q the unit map k — Q(q,q) given

by x — x -id, has a k-module retraction; whence there is a k-module de-
composition:

Qg,q) = (k- idq) D tqg.

Moreover, the k-submodules t, are compatible with composition in @ as
follows:

() vgorg C vy forallg e Q.
(1) Q(g,p) 0o Q(p,q) Ctp for allp # q in Q.

2.7. The Strong Retraction Property, i.e. condition ) in 2.6, makes it possible
to define the pseudo-radical tv. This important ideal in Q is explained in detail in
18, Rmk. 7.4 and Lem. 7.7]. Using the pseudo-radical one can for every q € Q
define stalk functors:

S(q) = Q(g,—)/x(q,—) € ¢Mod and  S{q} = Q(—,q)/t(—,q) € Modg,

see [I8, Dfn. 7.9 and Lem. 7.10]. Using the stalk functors one can for each q € Q
and i > 0 define (co)homology functors:

Hiy) = Exto(S(a),?) and  HY = Tor?(5{q},?),

which are functors from g, aMod to 4 Mod; see [18, Dfn. 7.11].
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2.8. Assume that Q) satisfies the Strong Retraction Property, i.e. condition {) in
28 Recall from [18, Prop. 7.15] (see also Setup 7.13 in loc. cit.) that for every
q € Q there is an adjoint triple (Cy, Sy, Ky):

Cy

N ) = Seex
aMod ———— o 4 Mod given by SqM) = S(g) @ M
Ky(X) = Homg(S(g), X)

Kq
for M € 4Mod and X € g, 4 Mod.
Many of the results in [I8] and in this paper require the following setup.

Setup 2.9. The commutative ring k and the k-preadditive category @ from 2.3
satisfy:

e () is Hom-finite, locally bounded, has a Serre functor, and has the Strong

Retraction Property, that is, all four conditions in hold.
e The pseudo-radical t from Z7is nilpotent, that is, t™ = 0 for some N € N.

e The ring k is noetherian and hereditary (e.g. k is a field or k = Z).
e A can be any k-algebra.

Let us explain the importance and the power of this setup:
2.10. Assume Setup 29l In this case, there is by [I8, Din. 4.1] an equality:
& ={X € g AMod|X* has finite projective dimension in gMod}
={X € g aMod | X" has finite injective dimension in oMod},
where (—)% is the forgetful functor, see [I8, Dfn. 3.2]. Objects in & are called exact
and the class & is by [18, Thm. 6.1] part of two different hereditary Hovey triples,
(QW,R)=("&,8,g,4aMod)  and  (QW,R) = (g,aMod, &, &),
which, as explained in 22, yield two different model structures on g, 4 Mod:

e The projective model structure on g, 4 Mod where L& is the class of cofi-
brant objects, & is the class of trivial objects, and every object is fibrant.
e The injective model structure on g, 4 Mod where &+ is the class of fibrant
objects, & is the class of trivial objects, and every object is cofibrant.
These two model structures have by [I8, Prop. 6.3] the same weak equivalences and
the associated homotopy category is, as in [18, Din. 6.4], denoted by

DQ (A) = HO(QVAMOd).

It is called the @Q-shaped derived category of A. By the general theory from 2.2,
the category +&, respectively, &+, is a Frobenius exact category whose class of
pro-injective objects is &N & = 0, APrj (the projective objects in g aMod), re-
spectively, &N &L = Q, aInj (the injective objects in g, aMod). As mentioned in
and recorded in [I8, Thm. 6.5] there are equivalences of triangulated categories,
1_6@ @@J_
Q,ALT] Q,A11])
Finally, the (co)homology functors qu], HEQ] 1 9, aAMod — 4 Mod from 2.1 detect
exact objects and weak equivalences in g, aMod as described in [18, Thms. 7.1
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and 7.2]. In particular, the functors qu] and HEQ] map weak equivalences into
isomorphisms, and hence they induce well-defined functors on the Q-shaped derived
category Do (A).

Not all results in this paper require the full strength of Setup Z9 as the reader
will notice we sometimes only assume some of the conditions in This is the
case e.g. Lemma [B.4] and Proposition B.7, and it is also the case for a number of
results in Sections d and [l

3. (CO)FIBRANT OBJECTS IN ¢, 4 Mod

In general, the class & of cofibrant objects in the projective model structure
and the class &+ of fibrant objects in the injective model structure on g, 4 Mod (see
210) are hard to perceive. The main purpose of this section is to prove Theorem E
from Section [Il which gives hands-on descriptions of the classes +& and &+ in
the case where A has finite global dimension. Theorem E is also an important
ingredient in the proof of Theorem B (from Section [), which is established in
Section Another goal in this section is Theorem [B.9] which shows how that
classes - & and &+ behave in short exact sequences.

To parse the next definition, recall from [16] 6.4 and 6.7] the definitions of filtra-
tions and cofiltrations with respect to some class of objects in an abelian category.

Definition 3.1. For a class C of objects in a bicomplete abelian category M we
set

Filt(C) = {M € M | M has a C-filtration},
coFilt(C) = {M € M | M has a C-cofiltration}.

This definition is important in the next result, and so are the (stalk) functors S,
from 2.8l Furthermore, 4 Prj and 4 Inj denote the classes of projective and injective
left A-modules.

Proposition 3.2. Assume Setup 29l The following assertions hold.

(a) With P ={S4(P) | q € Q and P € oPrj} there are inclusions,

Filt(P) € +& C {X € g aMod | X(q) € aPrj for all g € Q}.

(b) WithZ ={S,(I) | ¢ € Q and I € oInj} there are inclusions,

coFilt(Z) € &+ C {X € g, aMod | X(q) € aInj for all q € Q}.
Proof. (a): To prove the first inclusion, it suffices by Eklof’s lemma [16, Lem. 6.6]
to show that P is a subset of *&. Let ¢ € Q and P € 4Prj be given. Recall
from [Z§ that the functor S, is exact with right adjoint K,. The first right derived
functor R'K,, is the cohomology functor H[lq] from 271 Thus, for every E € & one
has R'K,(F) = H;,(E) =0 by [I8, Thm. 7.1}, and the first isomorphism below
now follows from [I7, Lem. 1.3]. The second isomorphism holds as P € 4 Prj.

EXté},A(Sq(P)vE) = Exth(P, Kq(E)) = 0.

This proves that S,(P) belongs to &, and hence P C +&, as desired.
To prove the second inclusion, let X € +& and ¢ € Q be given. The evaluation
functor F, at ¢ has by a right adjoint G, so there is a natural isomorphism,

Homa (X (q),—) = Homa(E,(X), —) =2 Homg, 4(X, G4(—)).
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Thus, we must prove that the last functor above is exact. Let £ = 0 — M’ —
M — M" — 0 be an exact sequence in 4 Mod. As the category Q is assumed to be
Hom-finite, the functor G, is exact by [I8] Cor. 3.9(b)] and hence G4(&) is an exact
sequence in g 4Mod. To prove exactness of the sequence Homg 4(X,G4(§)), it
suffices to argue that one has

(#3) Bxthy, (X, Gy(M")) = 0.

By the assumptions on @), we can apply [I8, Thm. 7.1 and Lem. 7.14(b)] to conclude
that G,(M') € &; and since one has X € 1 &, it follows that (3] holds.

(b): Dual to the proof of part (a). Note that instead of Eklof’s lemma [16]
Lem. 6.6] and [I7, Lem. 1.3] one uses Trlifaj’s lemma [16, Lem. 6.8] and [17]
Lem. 1.2]. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem E from Section [l

Proof of Theorem E. The inclusions were established in Proposition Now as-
sume that A has finite left global dimension. We only prove that the first inclusion
is an equality; a similar argument shows that the second inclusion is an equality.
Let X € g, aMod be an object that satisfies X(¢) € 4Prj for all ¢ € Q. We
must argue that X belongs to *&. Since (+&, &) is a complete cotorsion pair in
0, 4aMod, see 210 (or [I8, Thm. 5.5]), there exists an exact sequence,

(#4) 0—F—P—X—0

with P € +& and E € &. The goal is to show that this sequence splits; this will
imply that X € +& since P € +&. We have P(q), X(q) € 4Prj for all ¢ € Q
by Proposition B.2(a) and by assumption. As the sequence 0 — E(q) — P(q) —
X (q) — 0 is exact, it follows that also F(q) € 4 Prj for all ¢ € Q.

At this point, we pause to make a general observation: Let n € Ny be the left
global dimension of A. Evidently, the category 4 Mod is locally n-Gorenstein in the
sense of [6, Dfns. 2.1 and 2.5], so by definition (see the remarks above [0, Thm. 4.6]),
this means that A is an n-Gorenstein algebra. Hence [6], Cor. 4.8] implies that an
object M € g 4Mod is Gorenstein projective if and only if the A-module M (q) is
Gorenstein projective for every ¢ € @). Since A has finite left global dimension, the
latter condition just means that M(q) € 4 Prj for every ¢ € @, see [8, Prop. 10.2.3].

By the observation above, it follows that X, P, and F are Gorenstein projective
objects in g, 4 Mod. We will now show that F is even a projective object in g 4 Mod.
Once this has been shown, it follows immediately from the definition of Gorenstein
projective objects, see [7, Dfn. 2.20], that ExtaA(X, E) = 0, and thus ([{) will
split. We already know that F € &. Thus, to show that E is projective, we need
by [18, Thms. 7.1 and 7.29] to argue that the A-module Cy(E) is projective for
every ¢ € @, where Cy is the functor from [Z8 As E is a Gorenstein projective
object in g, 4 Mod there is, by definition, an exact sequence,

(45) 0—F—P  — ... P L FE 0
in 9. 4 Mod where each P? is projective (and E’ is Gorenstein projective, but that

is not important here). By another application of [I8, Thms. 7.1 and 7.29], each

INote that [6], Cor. 4.8] deals with A® Q-modules M, i.e. k-linear functors M: A®Q — ; Mod,
where A ® Q is the extension of Q by A defined above [6l, Thm. 4.6]. However, it is easy to see
that the category agg Mod of A ® Q-modules is equivalent to the category g, 4 Mod of k-linear
functors Q@ — 4 Mod.
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P? belongs to &, and hence E’ belongs to & by the last assertion in [I8, Thm. 4.4].
Now fix ¢ € ). The right exact functor Cy is, in general, not exact; indeed, its ith
left derived functor L;Cy is the homology functor ng] from 271 Since E' is in & we
have L;C,(E') = HY(E") = 0 for all i > 0 by [I8, Thm. 7.1, and thus (5] does,
in fact, induce an exact sequence,

00— Cy(E) — Cy(P°) — -+ — Oy (P 1) — Cy(E') — 0,

of left A-modules. Each module C,(P?) is projective by [I8, Thm. 7.29], and the
module C,(E’) has projective dimension at most n (= the left global dimension of
A). The exact sequence therefore shows that Cy(E) is projective, as desired. O

Example 3.3. Consider the situation where @ is the mesh category of the repetitive
quiver of Ay =o— o; in other words, @ is the path category of the quiver ([{Il) with
the relations % = 0. In this case, g, 4 Mod is equivalent to the category Ch A of
(chain) complexes of left A-modules, see [I8, Rmk. 8.5 and Exa. 8.13]. For the class
& one has:

& = {exact (or acyclic) complexes},
L& = {semi-projective (or DG-projective) complexes}, and

&+ = {semi-injective (or DG-injective) complexes}.

Indeed, the first equality follows easily from [I8, Thm. 7.1] and the other two follow
from Garcfa Rozas [10, Props. 2.3.4 and 2.3.5].

In this case, the class P from PropositionB.2lis just {X?P | ¢ € Z and P € 4 Prj},
where ¥ is the shift functor on Ch A. It is easily seen that every bounded below
complex of projective A-modules, P, =+ — P49 > P11 > P, —-0—->0—>0—
.-+, is in Filt(P). Hence every such complex is semi-projective by the first inclusion
in part (a) of Proposition Similarly, the first inclusion in part (b) of the same
result shows that every bounded above complex of injective A-modules, I, = --- —
0—-0—-0—-1, » I,y - I,_5 — ---, is semi-injective. This is of course
well-known. The second inclusions in parts (a) and (b) of Proposition assert
that every semi-projective/injective complex must consist of projective/injective
modules, which is also well-known. Theorem E in Section [Il shows that over a ring
with finite global dimension, a semi-projective/injective complex is nothing but a
complex consisting of projective/injective modules. This special case of Theorem E
can be found in [2, Prop. 3.4] by Avramov and Foxby. Applications of their result
(and related results) can be found in [211[22] by Iacob and Iyengar.

An important fact, which we shall now prove, is that when @ is Hom-finite and
has a Serre functor, the family {F, }4cq is just a permutation of the family {G,}4c0,
see

Lemma 3.4. Assume that QQ is Hom-finite and has a Serre functor, i.e. conditions
@ and @) in hold. For every q € Q there is a natural isomorphism of functors
Gsq) = Fy.
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Proof. Let g € Q be given. For every M € 4 Mod and p € @) one has the following
isomorphisms of left A-modules:

G s(¢)(M)(p) = Homy(Q(p,S(q)), M)

= Homy (Q(p, S(q)), k) @x M

= Q¢ p) @ M

= Fy(M)(p).
In this computation, the first and last isomorphisms hold by the definitions of
the functors G'g(q) and Fy, see The second isomorphism is induced by the
so-called tensor evaluation map, which in this case is an isomorphism as the k-
module Q(p,S(q)) is finitely generated and projective by Hom-finiteness of ). This
isomorphism can easily be proved but it can also be found in e.g. [23] Lem. 1.1]. The

third isomorphism holds by the definition of the Serre functor. All the isomorphisms
above are natural in p and M. (Il

P, S
;S

Definition 3.5. A family {X;};cr of objects in ¢, 4 Mod is called locally finite if
for each q € Q the set {i € I | X;(q) # 0} is finite.

Lemma 3.6. If {X;}icr is a locally finite family of objects in g, 4 Mod, then there
is an isomorphism @, ; X = [[,c; Xi.

Proof. Straightforward. |

Proposition 3.7. Assume that Q is locally bounded, that is, condition ([2) in 2.6
holds. For every family {M,}q.cq of objects in 4 Mod, there are isomorphisms:

Gaqu Fy(M,y) = quQ Fy(M,) and @qu Gq(M,y) = quQ Gq(M,).

Proof. By Lemma it suffices to argue that the families {F,(M;)}qcq and
{G4(My)}qeq are locally finite. We only consider the first family. It must be
proved that for every r € Q the set {q € Q|F,(M,)(r) # 0} is finite. By definition
one has F,(M,)(r) = Q(q,r) @k M,, see 2] so the desired conlusion follows from
the local boundedness of @), which yields that the set N_(r) = {¢ € Q | Q(¢,7) # 0}
is finite. g

Definition 3.8. A short exact sequence £ =0 — X' - X — X” — 0 in ¢, 4 Mod
is said to be objectwise split if the sequence E,(§) = &(q) =0 — X'(¢) — X(q) —
X"(q) — 0 splits in 4 Mod for every object g € Q.

We end by proving Theorem B9 announced in the beginning of this section. This
result plays an important role in the proof of Proposition [5.11] which yields certain
canonical conflations in the exact categories & and & .

Theorem 3.9. Assume that Setup 2.9 holds and let £ =0— X' - X - X" =0
be a short exvact sequence in g aMod. For the class +& the following assertions
hold:

(a) Assume that X" € +&. One has X' € L& if and only if X € +&.
(b) Assume that £ is objectwise split. If one has X', X € +&, then X" € L &.

Dually, for the class &+ the following assertions hold:

(c) Assume that X' € &+. One has X € &+ if and only if X" € &+.
(d) Assume that ¢ is objectwise split. If one has X, X" € &+, then X' € &+.
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Proof. Parts (a) and (c) follow immediately from the fact that the cotorsion pairs
(+&,&) and (&, &) are hereditary, see 210 (or [I8, Thm. 4.4]). It remains to
show parts (b) and (d); we only prove (b) as the proof of (d) is dual. Write «
for the monomorphism X’ — X in the given exact sequence £. By assumption,
a(q) is split monic in 4 Mod for every ¢ € @ and the objects X’ and X belong
to - &. Tt must be shown that Exté’A(X”,E) = 0 holds for every E € &. Fix
E € &. Application of the functor Homg 4(—, E) to the sequence & yields an exact
sequence,

Homgq, a(o,E)
_—

HOIIIQ,A(AX7 E) HomQ7A(X’,E)

—— Ext 4(X", E) —— Ext, 4(X,E) =0,

so it suffices to argue that the homomorphism Homg, 4(«, E) is surjective. The
category ¢, 4 Mod has enough projectives, see e.g. [I8, Prop. 3.12], so there exists
an exact sequence 0 — E’ — P =5 E — 0 with P projective. As P € g aP1jC &
it follows from [I8, Thm. 4.4] that E’ € &. Application of Homg 4(X’, —) to this
sequence yields an exact sequence,

Homg, 4 (X',m)

Homg, 4(X', P) Homg, 4(X', E) —— Extg 4(X',E') =0,

so the map Homg 4 (X', ) is surjective. In view of this and of the commutative
diagram

Homg, 4 (X, )

HOHlQ7A(X, P) HOTHQHA(AX7 E)

HomQ,A(a,P)l lHomQ,A(a,E)

Homg, a (X', )
—>)

Homg, 4(X', P) Homg, a(X', E),

surjectivity of Homg a(a, E) will follow if we can prove surjectivity of
Homg, a(e, P). Recall from [I8 Prop. 3.12(a)] that {F,(A)}seq is a family of
projective generators of g 4Mod, and hence the projective object P is a direct
summand in an object of the form €, F,(A)U4) for suitable index sets I,. Note
that one has

@qu Fq(A)(IQ) = @qu Fq(A(Iq)) = quQ Gs(q) (AU).
The first isomorphism holds as each functor F, preserves coproducts; indeed, Fj
is a left adjoint by The second isomorphism follows from Lemma [B.4] and
Proposition 371 These considerations, and the fact that the functor Homg, 4(«, —)
preserves products, show that without loss of generality we may assume that P has
the form P = G,(AM) for some object p € Q and index set I. Set M = AU) and
note that one has

Homg, a(e, P) = Homg, (o, Gp(M)) = Homy (a(p), M)

since G, is right adjoint of the evaluation functor at p, see 2.5l By assumption,
a(p) is split monic, and hence Hom 4 (a(p), M) is (split) surjective, as desired. O

Remark 3.10. Easy examples show that the conclusions in parts (b) and (d) in
Theorem [3.9 fail if the exact sequence £ is not objectwise split.
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4. COMPACT OBJECTS IN Dg(A)

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem D from Section [l We will
obtain this theorem as a special case of Theorem [£5] which is akin to Hovey’s
[19, Cor. 7.4.4].

We begin with a familiar looking Ext-formula for the hom sets in the homotopy
category of an abelian model category. This formula can certainly be found in
various special cases in the literature. Even in the generality below, the formula is
probably known to the experts; however, since we were not able to find a reference,
we have included a proof. To parse the result, recall from 2.2 that % and .2 denote
the fibrant and cofibrant replacement functors.

Proposition 4.1. Let M be an abelian category equipped with a hereditary abelian
model structure. Consider the associated triangulated homotopy category Ho(M)
whose translation functor we denote by 3. For every X,Y € M and n > 0 there
are isomorphisms:

Homyo ) (57" X, Y) 2 Ext’y (22X, Z#2Y) = Homyo ar) (X, S"Y).

Proof. Since ¥ is an autoequivalence on Ho(M), the abelian groups
Homggo(a) (X7 X,Y) and Homge(ag) (X, E"Y) are isomorphic, so we only need
to prove the second of the asserted isomorphisms. Let (Q, W, R) be the hereditary
Hovey triple that corresponds to the given hereditary abelian model structure on
M via [20, Thm. 2.2]. As explained in 2.2] the bifibrant replacement functor Z2
yields a triangulated equivalence Ho(M) — Stab(M.). We will use the standard
notation Hom ,, for the hom-sets in the stable category, that is, for bifibrant objects
A and B in M one has

(#6) Hom (4, B) = Homum(4, B)/Z(A, B),

where Z(A, B) is the subgroup of Hom (A, B) consisting of morphisms A — B in
M that factor through some object in QNWNR. As Z2: Ho(M) — Stab(M.r)
is a triangulated equivalence there is an isomorphism,

Homyo ) (X, £"Y) = Hom ((Z2X, 5" Z2Y ),

for every X, Y € M and n € Z. In view of this isomorphism, the second isomor-
phism in the proposition will follow if we can establish an isomorphism

(#7) Hom (A, £"B) = Ext/. (A, B)

for all objects A, B € QN TR (for example A = Z2X and B =#2Y) and n > 0.

To establish the isomorphism (7)), we start with the case n = 1. By definition of
the translation functor ¥ in the stable category of a Frobenius category, see Happel
[15, Chap. 1§2], the (translated) object ¥B € QNR fits into a short exact sequence
in M,

(48) 0—B—W -2

YB 0,

where W is in QNWNR. Application of the functor Homa(A, —) to this sequence
yields the exact sequence

Homxq(A,0)
—

Hom (A, W) Hom (A, ¥B) — Exth (A, B) — Extj (4, W) =0;
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here Ext}\,l(A, W) is zero as (Q, WNTR) is a cotorsion pair, A is in QNR C Q, and

Wisin QNWNR CWNR. Thus, Ext}\/l(A7 B) is the cokernel of Homp (A4, 0)

and the isomorphism ({7), still for n = 1, will follow if we can show the equality
Im Hom (4, 6) = Z(A,XB).

The inclusion “C” is clear as W belongs to QNWNR. Conversely, let a: A — X B
be any morphism that factors through an object in @ N W N R, i.e. there is some
factorization,

A—2  4¥B

%4
with Ve QNWNR. Application of the functor to Homa,(V, —) to the short exact
sequence ([E8)) yields an exact sequence

Hom aq (V,0)
—

Hom, (V, W) Hom (V, £B) — Ext),(V,B) =0 ;

here Ext),(V, B) is zero since (Q N W,R) is a cotorsion pair, V is in QN W N
R CONW, and Bisin QNR C R. Thus the homomorphism Homu(V,0) is
surjective, so there exists a morphism w: V — W in M with 6w = 1. Therefore
a = o = 0wy = Hompq (A, 0)(we). This proves the other inclusion “2” and hence
the isomorphism in (7)) is proved for n = 1.

Now assume, by induction, that for some n > 0 an isomorphism (f7)) exists for
every A, B € QNR. As also ¥ B belongs to Q N'R, the induction hypothesis yield:

(19) Hom (A, X" B) = Hom (A, X"Y.B) = Ext'y,(A, XB).
Moreover, by applying Hom (A, —) to the short sequence (E8]) we get an exact
sequence

0 = Ext}((A, W) — Ext}((4,B) — Ext’tI (A, B) — Ext 1 ' (A, W) =0 ;

note that Ext’ (A, W) = 0 for all i > 1 as (Q,W N R) is a hereditary cotor-
sion pair, Aisin QNR C Q, and W isin QN WNR C WNWR. Hence
Ext}((A,£B) = Ext}{'(A, B), which in combination with {3) yields an isomor-
phism Hom (A4, 5" "'B) = Ext’[' (A, B). O

Next we recall some standard definitions.

Definition 4.2. Let A be an additive category (e.g. an abelian or a triangulated
category) with set-indexed coproducts. An object C' € A is called compact if the
functor Hom 4(C, —) preserves coproducts, that is, if the canonical map

EBZEI Hom4(C, X;) — Hom4(C, EBiel X;)
is an isomorphism for every (set-indexed) family {X;};cs of objects in A. We set

A¢ = {C’ eA ’ C is compact}.

Definition 4.3. Let T be a triangulated category with set-indexed coproducts.
o One says that T is compactly generated if there exists a set (as opposed to
a proper class) S of compact objects in 7 with the property that the only
object X € T that satisfies Hom+ (S, X) = 0 for every S € Sis X = 0. See
Neeman [29, Dfn. 1.7].
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Next, let S be a triangulated subcategory of 7.

e One says that S is thick (or épaisse) if it is closed under direct summands
in 7. See Neeman [30, Dfn. 2.1.6] (and Rickard [3I], Prop. 1.3]).

e One says that S is localizing if it is closed under coproducts in 7. Such a
subcategory is thick, see Bokstedt and Neeman [3, Dfn. 1.3, Rmk. 1.4, and
Prop. 3.2].

Finally, let S be any collection (usually a set) of objects in 7.

o Write Thick(S) for the thick subcategory generated by S, that is, the small-
est thick triangulated subcategory of T containing S.

o Write Loc(S) for the localizing subcategory generated by S, that is, the
smallest localizing triangulated subcategory of T containing S.

The next two results, Lemma 4] and Theorem L5 are akin to Hovey’s [19]
Thm. 7.4.3 and Cor. 7.4.4]. Our proof of Theorem uses the Ext-formula from
Proposition 11

Lemma 4.4. Let M be a cocomplete abelian category equipped with a hereditary
abelian model structure, and assume that the class R of fibrant objects is closed
under coproducts in M (for example, if R = M). Let C be an object in M that
is both cofibrant and fibrant. If C is compact in M, then C is also compact in the
homotopy category Ho(M).

Proof. Let (Q,W,R) be the hereditary Hovey triple that corresponds to the given
hereditary abelian model structure on M. As the object C' € M is both cofibrant
and fibrant, it can be viewed as an object in the stable category Stab(M.¢) =
(QNR)/(QNWNTR). As this category is equivalent to Ho(M), it suffices to show
that compactness of C' in M implies compactness of C' in Stab(M,¢). Let {X,;}icr
be any family of objects in @ N'R. Assuming that C' is compact in M, we know
that the canonical homomorphism

(410) o: @, Hompy (C, X;) — Homp (C, P, Xi)

is bijective. By definition, o is given by (ci)ier = D ;c;ti i where ¢: X; —
@, Xi is the canonical injection. Recall that in any model category, the class Q
of cofibrant objects is closed under coproducts while the class R of fibrant objects
is closed under products. We have assumed that R is closed under coproducts in
M, and hence so is the intersection @ NR. The class Q N W N R is also closed
under coproducts in M. Indeed, R is closed under coproducts by assumption,
and QN W is closed under coproducts as it is equal to R, see This implies
that the coproduct of the family {X;}ic; computed in Stab(Me.f) is just @, ; Xi,
i.e. the coproduct in M, and the canonical injections are [1;]: X; — @, Xi, where
[]: @N R — Stab(M,s) denotes the canonical functor. Consequently, for the
category A = Stab(M.s), the canonical homomorphism from Definition takes
the form

71 @,y Hom y((C, X;) — Hom (C, D, Xi) given by
([ailier ¥ Yiesleillou] = [Xicr v il

Here we have used the same notation as in the proof of Proposition A1l see (HGI).
We want to show that 7 is an isomorphism. In view of the definitions of 7 and
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the hom-sets Hom ,,, this amounts to showing that the isomorphism o from (FI0)
restricts to an isomorphism

o: ®i€I I(C, Xl) — I(C, @ie] Xl)

This is straightforward to prove and left to the reader. O

Theorem 4.5. Let M be a cocomplete abelian category equipped with a hereditary
abelian model structure induced by the Hovey triple (Q, W, R). Assume that:

(1) The model structure is projective, i.e. one has R = M.
(2) The cotorsion pair (Q, W) is generated by a set of compact objects in
M, i.e. there exists a subset S C M with St = W.

In this case, the homotopy category of M is a compactly generated triangulated
category; in fact, S is a set of compact objects in Ho(M) that generates Ho(M).
In particular,

Ho(M) = Loc(S) and Ho(M)¢ = Thick(S).

Proof. First observe that S is contained in Q since S* = W implies that S C
L(S*+) = YW = Q. Evidently, S is also contained in R = M. We have assumed
that S C M°€, so Lemma 4] implies that S is a set of compact objects in Ho(M).
To see that S generates Ho(M), in the sense of Definition 3] note that for every
S eSand Y € M one has:

Homypo(a) (S, Y) 2 Hompoa) (S, (E7'Y)) 2 Ext), (S, 2(57'Y)).

Indeed, the first isomorphism is trivial and the second follows from Proposition E.1]
where it has been used that every object in M is a fibrant replacement of itself
(since R = M) and S is a cofibrant replacement of itself (since S C Q). Thus, if
Homgo(ag) (S, Y) = 0 holds for every S € S, then 2(X71Y) belongs to S* = W, and
hence one has 2(X~'Y) = 0 in Ho(M). But in Ho(M) there is an isomorphism
2(27Y) =2 ¥71Y, and consequently ¥7'Y = 0 in Ho(M), which implies that
Y = 0. This proves that S generates Ho(M).
The last assertion is now an immediate consequence of Neeman [29, Thm. 2.1].
O

To parse the next result, recall that the definition of the (co)homology functors
from [Z7 only requires the Strong Retraction Property (condition () in 26]). Recall
also the functors Cy and K, from 2.8

Proposition 4.6. Assume that QQ is Hom-finite, locally bounded and satisfies the
Strong Retraction Property, i.e. conditions [0l), @), and (@) in hold, and that
k is noetherian. For every q € Q and i > 0 the (co)homology functors

Hi,), H”: g, 4Mod — 4Mod
preserve products and filtered colimits. In particular, the left adjoint functor Cy

preserves products and right adjoint functor K, preserves filtered colimits.

Proof. Under the given assumptions [I8, Lem. 5.6] shows that the Grothendieck
categories gMod and Modg are locally noetherian; in fact, {Q(p, —)}peq and
{Q(—,p)}pecq are generating families of noetherian projective objects in these cat-
egories. Thus, the noetherian objects S(q) € gMod and S{q} € Modg from [27]
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have projective resolutions,

P=--—P — Fh—0 in gMod

and P/ =---— P/ — P, — 0 in Modg,

where each P; and each P/ is a finite direct sum of representable objects, that is,
objects of the form Q(p, —) and Q(—, p), respectively. By the Yoneda isomorphisms
[26], eq. (3.10)] the functors Homg(Q(p, —),?) and Q(—,p) ®¢ ? are both naturally
isomorphic to the evaluation functor E,(?): g, 4 Mod — 4Mod from [Z5] which
evidently preserves all limits and colimits. It follows that for every ¢ > 0 the
functors Homg (P;, ?) and P} ®¢ ? preserve all limits and colimits and hence so does
the functors Homg(P,,?) and P! ®¢ 7, which goes from ¢, 4 Mod to the category
Ch A of chain complexes of left A-modules. Since homology H,: Ch A — 4 Mod
preserves products and filtered colimits, it follows that the functors

H{, = Ext(S(q), ?) = H_; Homg(P,, ?)
and  HY = Tor?(8{q},?) = Hi(P. ®¢ ?)

preserve products and filtered colimits too. The last assertion in the proposition
now follows immediately as one has Cy = ng] and K, = H?q] by definition. (]

Remark 4.7. Let M be a Grothendieck category. Following Gillespie [13], Dfn. 3.1],
an object F' € M is said to be of type F Py if the functors EthM (F,—) preserve
filtered colimits for all ¢ > 0. Evidently, every such object is also compact in the
sense of Definition

As mentioned in the proof above, the category ¢ Mod is locally noetherian and
the object S(g) is noetherian (under the assumptions in Proposition E.6]). Thus
[13, Thm. 3.17] shows that S(g) is of type FPs, and hence H, = ExtiQ(S(q),?)
preserves filtered colimits for every i > 0. So part of the statement in Proposition
follows directly from [I3].

Corollary 4.8. Adopt the assumptions from Proposition 6l If M € sMod is
finitely generated, then S,(M) is a compact object in ¢, 4 Mod for every q € Q.

Proof. Fix q € Q. By 2.8 there is a natural isomorphism,
(#11) Homg, 4(Sq(M), —) = Homa (M, K¢(—)).

The functor K, preserves coproducts by Proposition .6l and Hom4 (M, —) pre-
serves coproducts as M is finitely generated. Thus, the functor in ({11 preserves
coproducts. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem D from Section [l

Proof of Theorem D. We will apply Theorem to the abelian category M =
Q, AMod equipped with the projective model structure corresponding to the hered-
itary Hovey triple

(QW,R) = (+&,6, M),
see 2100 It remains to verify condition (2) in Theorem We have S € M€ by
Corollary Furthermore, for every X € M = g a4Mod and q € @ there are
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isomorphisms:
EXtég,A(Sq(A)a X) = EXté},A(S<Q> ®k A, X)

= Extgy(S(g), X*)

~Y 1

= Hiy) (XF)

~Y 1

~ H, (X)".
Indeed, the 1st isomorphism holds by definition, see 2.8 By [I8, Lem. 7.10], the
stalk functor S(g): @ — xMod satisfies S(q)(p) € xPrj C x GPrj for every p € Q.
Hence S(g) is a Gorenstein projective object in g Mod by [I8, Thm. 2.7]; in symbols:
S(q) € ¢ GPrj. Thus, the 2nd isomorphism above follows from [I8, Lem. 4.3(a)].
The 3rd and 4th isomorphisms hold by [I8, Dfn. 7.11 and Rmk. 7.12]. From these

isomorphisms the first equivalence below follows; the second equivalence holds by
[18, Thm. 7.1]:
Exté?,A(Sq(A),X) =0foreachge @ <= Hllq](X) =0 for each ¢ € Q
—= Xeé.

Consequently, one has S* = & = W, as desired. (]

5. PERFECT OBJECTS IN Dg(A)

In this section, we introduce perfect objects and compare them to compact ob-
jects.

Definition 5.1. The support of an object X in g, 4 Mod is defined as
supp X = {q € Q | X(q) # 0};
it is a subset of Ob(Q). We say that X has finite support if supp X is a finite set.

The next lemma follows immediately from the definition.

Lemma 5.2. For every short exact sequence 0 - X' — X — X" — 0 in g, 4 Mod
one has

supp X = supp X' Usupp X".
Thus, the class of objects in g, o Mod with finite support is a Serre subcategory. [

Definition 5.3. We introduce the following notions.

e An object K in g, 4 Mod is called strictly perfect if it has finite support
and K (q) is a finitely generated projective left A-module for every ¢ € Q.
We set

@.4K = {K € ¢, aMod | K is strictly perfect}.

o Assume Setup 20 An object X in Dg(A) is called perfect if it has a
strictly perfect cofibrant replacement in the projective model structure on
Q, AMod; that is:

There is an isomorphism X = K in Dg(A)

X is perfect <= {for some object K € & N g, aK.

We set
DY (A) = {X € Dg(A) | X is perfect }.
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Example 5.4. As mentioned in Section[I} In the special case of chain complexes,
strictly perfect objects are bounded complexes of finitely generated modules.

Beware that a strictly perfect object need not be perfect; see Theorem [A3] for
a counterexample. On the positive side, one does have Theorem B (part (c)) from
Section [I, which will be proved later in this section.

The next result follows immediately from Lemma and the definition, B3] of
strictly perfect objects.

Lemma 5.5. Let 0 - X' — X — X" — 0 be an ezxact sequence in g, 4 Mod with
X" € g, aK. Then one has X' € g, aK if and only if X € ¢, aK. O

Construction 5.6. Consider the adjoint triple from We introduce the nota-
tion:

e ¢, for the counit of the adjunction (Fy, Ey).
o 1), for the unit of the adjunction (E,, G,).

Consider the endofunctors on the category g, 4 Mod given by
F=@,cq FeFq and G =[], o GoEq

By the universal properties of coproducts and products, there exist unique mor-
phisms ¢ and 7 in g, 4 Mod that make the diagrams

F,E, GpEyp
(412) LPJ \ and / JW”
F:@qu FyEg - ~31d Id" P >quQ GoEy =G

commutative for every p € @; here ¢, is the injection, 7, is the projection, and Id
denotes the identity functor on g, 4 Mod. We set

K=Kere and C = Cokn,
which are also endofunctors on ¢ 4 Mod.

Proposition 5.7. With the notation from Construction one has short exact
sequences of endofunctors on g, 4 Mod,

F=0—oK-—F-1d—0 and G =0-—Id-5G-—C—0.

For every object X in g aMod, the short exact sequences F(X) and &(X) in
0,aMod are objectwise split (see Definition B.8).

Proof. We only prove the assertions about the sequence § as the sequence & can
be handled similarly. For every X in g, 4 Mod, Construction yields an exact
sequence

0 K(X) —F(X) S5 X .

Here we have used the notation X instead of ¢(X). We must prove that e¥ is epic,
i.e. the morphism ¥ (p) in 4 Mod is epic for every p € Q. We will even show that
£X(p) is split epic, which also takes care of the last assertion in the lemma. By
evaluating the leftmost diagram in (fI2)) at X and applying the functor E, to the
resulting diagram, one gets

(#13) Ep(EX) o Ep(bi:() = Ep(gi:()‘
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Let ¢, be the unit of the adjunction (F),, E,). By the triangle (or the zigzag)
identities for adjoint functors, see [28, Chap. IV.1, Thm. 1(ii)], the composite
CPEP

Epep
E, —— E,F,E, —— E,

is the identity transformation on Ej,, so the morphism Q,E” %) is a right inverse of
E,(e;'). Combined with identity (I3)), it follows that the composite £, (z; )o pE”(X)

is a right inverse of the morphism E,(¢X) = X (p), as desired. O

Lemma 5.8. Assume that Q is Hom-finite and locally bounded, i.e. QQ satisfies con-
ditions [A) and @) in 20l For every object X € g, aMod the following assertions
hold.

(a) If X has finite support, then F(X), G(X), K(X), and C(X) have finite

support.

(b) If X belongs to g A, then F(X), G(X), K(X), and C(X) belong to
Q, AK.

(c) If X belongs to g, aK, then F(X) is a finitely presented projective object
m Q, AMOd.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 5.7 that there are short exact sequences,
FX)=0—KX) —FX)— X —0
and &(X)=0—X — G(X) — C(X) —0.
(a): Assume that X has finite support. By the short exact sequences above and by
Lemma [52it suffices to argue that the objects F(X) and G(X) have finite support.

By Construction and by the definition of support, see 5.1l there are for each
p € @ equalities:

F(X)(p) = Byeq Fo(X () (P) = Byesupp x Fa(X(2)(P),

G(X)(p) = Ilgeq Ga(X(@)(P) = [1jesupp x Ga(X(a))(p)-
Now fix ¢ € supp X and recall from that one has
(415) Fo(X())(p) = Q(g, p) ®x X(q),

G¢(X(q))(p) = Homy(Q(p, q), X (q))-

We see that if F;(X(¢))(p) # 0 then p must be in the set N, (¢), and if G4(X (¢))(p)
# 0 then p must be in the set N_(q); the sets N (q) are defined in condition (2) in
Hence there are inclusions:

supp ]F(X) g Uquupr N+(q) a‘nd supp G(X) g Uquupr N*(q)

By assumption, the set supp X is finite, and so are the sets Ny (gq) for each g as
Q is locally bounded. Thus, the inclusions above show that F(X) and G(X) have
finite support.

(b): Assume that X belongs to g, K. From part (a) we know that F(X), G(X),
K(X), and C(X) have finite support, so it remains to show that for each p € @
the left A-modules F(X)(p), G(X)(p), K(X)(p), and C(X)(p) are finitely generated
projective. Proposition 5.7 shows that for each p € @ the sequences §(X)(p) and
&(X)(p) are split exact in 4 Mod, so it suffices to see that F(X)(p) and G(X)(p)
are finitely generated projective. Fix p € Q). As @ is Hom-finite, the k-modules
Q(g,p) and Q(p, q) are finitely generated projective for every g € Q. As X(q) is a
finitely generated projective left A-module for every ¢ € @, it follows from ({I5)

(#14)
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that Fy,(X(q))(p) and G4(X(q))(p) are finitely generated projective left A-modules
for every ¢ € Q. Since supp X is a finite set, ([{I4)) now shows that F(X)(p) and
G(X)(p) are finite direct sums of finitely generated projective left A-modules; hence
F(X)(p) and G(X)(p) are finitely generated projective left A-modules.

(c): From (f14) we know that F(X) is the finite direct sum €D, ¢ ..., x F4(X(2));
and by [I8, Lem. 3.11] each object F,(X(g)) is finitely presented and projective in
Q,A Mod. ([l

Proposition 5.9. Assume that Q is Hom-finite and locally bounded, i.e. Q satis-
fies conditions @) and @) in 2Bl Every strictly perfect object in g, aMod is of
type F Py, (see Remark ET); in particular, there is an inclusion:

QﬁA]C Q (Q)AMOd)C.

Proof. Consider the endofunctors F and K on g, 4 Mod from Construction For
i > 0 we denote by K the i-fold composite K o - -- o K with the convention that
K® = Id is the identity functor. Let X € g aMod. Pasting together the short
exact sequences,

FEK(X)= 0 —KTX) —-FK (X)) —K(X)—0 (i=0)
coming from Proposition B.7, we get a long exact sequence,
(416) o — FK*(X)) — FK(X)) — F(X) — X — 0.

If X € g, 4K, then successive applications of Lemma [5.8(b) show that K'(X) €
0., aK for every i > 0, and hence each F(K'(X)) is finitely presented and projective
by Lemma [5.8(c). Thus (EI6) is a projective resolution of X by finitely presented
(and projective) objects, and it follows that X is of type FP.,. O

Corollary 5.10. Assume Setup [Z9. Every perfect object in Dg(A) is compact,
that is:
DY (A) € Do(A).

Proof. The class of compact objects in Dg(A) is closed under isomorphisms, so
to prove the inclusion Dgcrf(A) C Dg(A)° it suffices by Definition 53] to argue
that every object K € -& N g 4K is compact in Dg(A4). Recall from 210 that
Dg(A) is the homotopy category of g, 4 Mod equipped with the hereditary abelian
model structure where Q = +& is the class of cofibrant objects and every object is
fibrant. Thus every object K € -& N g 4K is both cofibrant and fibrant, and by

Proposition it is also compact in ¢ 4 Mod. Thus, Lemma [£4] implies that K is
also compact in Ho(g, 4 Mod) = Dg(A). O

Our next goal is to show that Dgerf(A) is even a triangulated subcategory of
Do (A)°.
Proposition 5.11. Assume Setup 229 Consider for X € g aMod the ezact se-
quences,
FX)=0—KX) —FX)— X —0
and H(X)=0—X —G(X) —C(X)—0
in g, AMod from Proposition 5. The following assertions hold:

(a) If X € &, then one has F(X),G(X) € g, aPrj and K(X),C(X) € L&,
and hence:
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o The sequences §(X) and &(X) are conflations in the exact category
L&,

e In the triangulated stable category L@@/Q’ A Prj, whose translation func-
tor we denote by %3, there are isomorphisms XX = C(X) and ™1 X =
K(X).

(b) If X € &+, then one has F(X),G(X) € g, aInj and K(X),C(X) € &+,
and hence:

o The sequences §(X) and &(X) are conflations in the exact category
&L

e In the triangulated stable category éEJ—/Q, AInj, whose translation func-
tor we denote by %3, there are isomorphisms XX = C(X) and ¥~ 1X =
K(X).

Proof. (a): Assume that X belongs to ~&. For every ¢ € Q the left A-module
E,(X) = X(q) is projective by Proposition B.2(a), and hence F,E,(X) is a projec-
tive object in g, 4 Mod by [18, Lem. 3.11]. Since the class g aPrj is closed under
coproducts, it follows that the object F(X) = €P,c FoEq(X) belongs to g, 4 Prj.
Lemma [5.4] and Proposition B.7 now imply that also G(X) = [[,cq G4E¢(X) be-
longs to g, o Prj. In particular, the objects X, F(X), and G(X) are in +&. As
the exact sequences §F(X) and &(X) are objectwise split by Proposition [57] it now
follows from Theorem [B.9(a,b) that K(X) and C(X) are in 1 &.

As the class L& is closed under extensions in the abelian category ¢, 4 Mod,
it naturally inherits the structure of an exact category where the conflations are
short exact sequences 0 — Y’ — Y — Y” — 0in g 4Mod with Y'Y, Y"” € 1&.
This explains the first bullet point. The second bullet point is evident from the
general construction/definition of the translation functor in the stable category of
a Frobenius category; see Happel [I5 Chap. 1§2].

(b): Dual to the proof of part (a). O

Theorem 5.12. Assume Setup 9. The subcategory Dgcrf(A) of Dg(A) is trian-
gulated.

Proof. Write T =+& / Q, APrj for the stable category of the Frobenius category
L&, Set

K'=+&n g ak.
By [I8, Thm. 6.5] there is an equivalence of triangulated categories, Dg(A4) ~ T;
and via this equivalence, the full subcategory Dgcrf(A) C Dg(A) corresponds, in
view of Definition [5.3] to the full subcategory 7P C T defined by

There is an isomorphism X = K }

perf __
T = {X €T in T for some object K € K’

Thus, it suffices to argue that 7 P°f is a triangulated subcategory of 7. We will
verify the requirements in Neeman [30, Dfn. 1.5.1].

As K’ is clearly an additive subcategory of +& C o 4 Mod, it follows that T Perf
is an additive subcategory of 7. By definition, 7 P**f is closed under isomorphisms
in T.

Let ¥ denote the translation functor in the triangulated category 7. We must
show that one has ¥(7 Petf) = T Perf: equivalently, that the following two inclusions
hold:

Z(Tperf) C Tperf and 2—1(7-perf) C Tperf'
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By the definition of 7P, it suffices to prove the inclusions:
S(K)CcTP and  XTHK) C TP

To establish these inclusions, let X be an object in K’. By part (a) in Proposition
EI1 we have ¥X = C(X) and X7'X = K(X), so it suffices to argue that the
objects C(X) and K(X) belong to K', but this follows from Lemma E8(b) and
Proposition [B.1Tla).

It remains to prove that if X - Y — Z — XX is a distinguished triangle in
T with X, Y € TP then one has Z € TP, Without loss of generality, we can
assume that X and Y belong to K. Let [a]: X — Y be the morphism from X to
Y in the given distinguished triangle; here av: X — Y is a morphism in g, 4 Mod
(between objects X,Y € K’ C +&) and [a] denote its class (image) in the stable
category 7. Consider in the abelian category ¢ 4 Mod the pushout diagram below
where the upper exact sequence comes from Proposition B.7

0 X G(X) C(X) ——0
(ﬁl?) Oé\ (pushout) JV H
0 Y P C(X) —— 0.

Recall from Proposition BITj(a) that C(X) =2 XX in 7. The diagram X oy

P — ¥X is a distinguished triangle in T (called a standard triangle), see Happel
[15, Chap. I§2, (2.5)], and hence there exists by [30, Rmk. 1.1.21] an isomorphism
Z = Pin T. Thus, to show Z € TP it suffices to argue that P € K'. As X € K’
we have, as above, C(X) € K'. Since also Y € K’ we can now apply Lemma to
the bottom exact sequence in ([{I7) to conclude that P € K’, as desired. O

We are now ready to show Theorem C from Section [

Proof of Theorem C. Theorem shows that ’Dgerf(A) is a triangulated subcat-
egory of Dg(A). And it is a general fact that the subcategory Dg(A)° of com-
pact objects is triangulated and thick, see [3, Property 6.3] or more generally
[B0, Lem. 4.2.4, Rmk. 4.2.6, and Dfn. 4.2.7]. Corollary B.I0] shows that there is
always an inclusion Dgerf(A) C Dg(A)e.

For each ¢ € @ the object S,(A) is evidently strictly perfect, see Definition 5.3
and it also belongs to & by Proposition B.2(a). Thus, S,(A) belongs to Dgerf(A)7
again by Definition By Theorem D in Section [I] (proved in Section []) we have

Dq(A) = Thick({S;(A)|g € @})-

It follows that if the subcategory D%erf(A) is thick, then one has Dg(A)¢ C ’Dgerf (A),
and hence equality holds, i.e. Dg(A)°® = Dgerf(A). Conversely, if this equality holds,
then the subcategory D%erf(A) must be thick, as this is true for Dg(A)°. O

The Strong Retraction Property allows one to define a notion of cycles.

Definition 5.13. Assume that @ satisfies the Strong Retraction Property, i.e. con-
dition () in holds. A cycle in @ (more precisely, a t-cycle, where t is the
pseudo-radical of Q) is a sequence of n > 1 morphisms in Q,

g1 g2 In—1 9n
q1 q2 te dn qn+1
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where ¢1 = gn41 and 0 # g; € v for every i = 1,...,n. The number n is called the
length of the cycle. A cycle of length n = 1 is called a loop.

Recall from 2.8 the functor K,. Let X € ¢, 4 Mod. As shown in [I8], Prop. 7.18]
the left A-module K4(X) is isomorphic to [, ¢ (, ., Ker X (g) where the intersection

is taken over all morphisms g € v with domain ¢. In particular, K,(X) can be seen
as a submodule of X (q).

Lemma 5.14. Assume that QQ satisfies the Strong Retraction Property, i.e. condi-
tion (@) in holds. Assume furthermore that QQ has no cycles. If an object X # 0
in g, AMod has finite support, then there exists q € supp X with K,(X) = X(q).

Proof. Suppose (for contradiction) that K,(X) # X (¢) holds for every ¢ € supp X.
Since X is non-zero, it has non-empty support, so we can choose an element ¢; €
supp X. By assumption we have K, (X) # X(¢1); this means that there exists
some ¢1: q1 — g2 in v with X (g1) # 0; in particular, g; # 0 and ¢ € supp X. Note
that ¢1 # g2 as @ has no cycles. By assumption we have K, (X) # X(¢2), so as
before there exists some go: go — g3 in v with X (g2) # 0; in particular, go # 0 and
g3 € supp X. Note that g3 # g1 and g3 # g2 as @ has no cycles. Continuing in this
manner, we construct an infinite sequence,

g1 g2 93
q1 qz q3 ER

of morphisms in t where each X (g;) is non-zero and ¢, g2, g3, . . . are different objects
in supp X. However, this contradicts the assumption that X has finite support. [

Remark 5.15. A similar argument shows that if an object X # 0 in g, 4 Mod has
finite support, then there also exists some p € supp X with C,(X) = X (p).

We now prove Theorem B from Section [l

Proof of Theorem B. (b): If A has finite left global dimension, the inclusion g, 4KC C
L& follows from Definition and Theorem E from Section [ (proved in Section

B).

Next consider the case where ) has no cycles (and A is arbitrary). Let X € g, 4K;
we must show that X belongs to +&. We argue by induction on the cardinal-
ity n = |supp X| of the support of X. If n = 0, then supp X = & and hence
X =0 € +&. Now assume that n > 0 and that every Y € g 4K with |supp Y| < n
belongs to +&. By Lemma [5.14] there exists ¢ € supp X with K,(X) = X(q). Let
€4 be the counit of the adjunction (S,, K,) from 2.8 and note that the morphism

Sy(X(0)) = Sy (X) s X

is monic as €, (q): X(¢q) — X(q) is the identity map and & (p): 0 — X (p) is the

zero map for p # ¢. Thus there is a short exact sequence in g, 4 Mod,
0— S4(X(g)) — X —Y —0,

where Y(¢) = 0 and Y(p) = X(p) for p # ¢. It follows that ¥ € g 4K with
|supp Y| = n — 1, and hence Y belongs to +& by the induction hypothesis. As the
left A-module X(g) is (finitely generated and) projective, one has S,(X(q)) € +&
by Proposition B.2(a). As the class +& is closed under extensions, see Theorem
B9(a), we conclude that X is in +&.
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(c): Having established the inclusion g 4K C +&, the assertion follows directly
from the definition, [5.3] of perfect objects.

(a): By part (c), every strictly perfect object is perfect in Dg(A) and every such
object is compact in Dg(A) by Corollary 101 O

We end this paper with an appendix that contains a proof of Theorem A from
Section [l In fact, we prove the more general Theorem [A3] which shows that
the conclusions in parts (a)—(c) of Theorem B (from Section [I) may fail without
further assumptions on the category @ or the ring A (like conditions (1) or (2) of
that theorem).

APPENDIX A. AN EXAMPLE OF A STRICTLY PERFECT NON-COMPACT OBJECT

Let k be any commutative, noetherian, and hereditary ring (e.g. k is a field or
k =7Z) as in Setup 2.9 and consider the commutative noetherian k-algebra

A=Kk[X,Y]/(X? XY).

We write x and y for the images of X and Y in the quotient ring A. Note that in A
one has ¥? = zy = 0; moreover, A is a free k-module with basis {1, z,y,vy%, 33,...}.
We consider the Jordan quiver; it has a single vertex (x) and a single loop (g):

I: *Qs

equipped with the relation €2 = 0. Let @ be the path category of I" over k modulo
the ideal generated by €2; in symbols: @ = kI'/(g2). Clearly there is an equivalence
of categories,

Q,AMOd ~ Diff(A)7
where Diff (A) denotes the category of differential A-modules. An object in Diff (A)
is a pair (X,d) where X is an A-module and d is an endomorphism of X with
d?> = 0.

Remark A.1. As the path algebra of I' over k modulo the ideal generated by &2 is
the ring k[e]/(¢?) of dual numbers over k, the category ¢, 4 Mod is also equivalent
to the category of modules over Ale]/(¢?). However, we will work with the category
Diff (A) instead.

A.2. It is easily seen that Q satisfies all the assumptions in and the ideal v = (¢)
generated by € is a pseudo-radical in Q with v> = 0. Hence we are in the setting of
Setup so the results and definitions from 210 apply. The category Q has only
one object, which we denote by “«”. In this case the funtors F, and S, from
and 2.8 are given by

FM)= (M2[98])  and  S.(M) = (M,0)
for M € 4Mod; elements in M? are viewed as column vectors. The stalk differen-
tial module S(x) = S.(k) = (k,0) in Diff(k), see [T, has the following projective
resolution:

00 00 00

. [70] Fu(k) [ 0] Fu(k) [1 0] Fu(k) [10] S(x) 0.

Let (X,d) be in Diff(A). Applying the functor Homp;g ) (—, (X, d)) to the non-
augmented version of the projective resolution above, and using the natural isomor-
phism

HomDif‘f(]k) (F*(k)7 (Xu d)) = Homk(k7 X) =X
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from 2.3l one gets the complex 0 — X Sx L xY .o follows that the
cohomology M, (X, d) for i > 0, see B0, is the ordinary (co)homology H(X,d) =
Ker d/Imd for differential modules. The same is true for homology, i.e. Hg*] =H
for every i > 0. Thus:

o A differential A-module (X,d) is exact in the sense of [18, Din. 4.1] (see
also ZI0)) if and only if H(X,d) = 0, that is, Kerd = Im d. This follows
from [18, Thm. 7.1].

o A morphism ¢ of differential A-modules is a weak equivalence in the pro-
jective (or ingective) model structure on Diff (A), see [I8, Thm. 6.1 and
Prop. 6.3] (and 2I0) if and only if H(p) is an isomorphism. This follows
from [18, Thm. 7.2].

As 22 = 0 holds in A the pair (4,x) is a differential A-module. The goal of
this appendix is to prove the next result; it contains Theorem A from Section
[[ and shows that the conclusions in parts (a)—(c) of Theorem B (from Section
) may fail without further assumptions on @Q or A. Note that the category @
under investigation in this appendix has a loop, and the ring A has infinite global
dimension, so neither assumption (1) nor (2) in Theorem B is satisfied in this case.

Theorem A.3. Let the rings k and A be as above. The following assertions hold.

(a) (A,x) is a strictly perfect object in Diff (A).
(b) (A, ) does not belong to +&.
(¢) (A,x) is neither perfect nor compact in Ho(Diff (A)).

As stated in part (b) of the theorem above, (A, x) does not belong to +&; that
is, (A, z) is not a cofibrant object in the projective model structure on Diff (A). In
Proposition [A-T3 we give a cofibrant replacement of (A, x); to construct it we need
Zeckendorf expansions, which we now explain.

A.4. Consider the Fibonacci numbers F_o, F_1, Fy, F1, F5, F3, ... defined by
F,=0 F_ =1 and F,=F,_1+F,_o for i>0;

thatiSF():l, F1=2, F2=3, F3:5, F4:8, F5:13, F6=21, F7=34 etc.

Zeckendorf’s theorem [35] (see also Dekking [5]) asserts that for every n € Ny
there exists a unique sequence [n]y = ---dodidy of digits d; € {0,1}, called the
Zeckendorf expansion of n, satisfying

7’L=d0F0+d1F1+d2F2+"' and di'di_H:O forall 220

The last condition means that in the Zeckendorf expansion the digit combination
<o 11--+ (with two consecutive 1’s) is not allowed. Without this condition the
Zeckendorf expansion would not be unique as e.g. 6 = Fy + Fy + F» = Fy + F3.

A number n € Ny is said to have even respectively, odd, Zeckendorf expansion if
one has dyg = 0, respectively, dy = 1, in the Zeckendorf expansion [n]z = - - - dadidy
of n. For example, the numbers 49 and 50 have even Zeckendorf expansions [49]7 =
10100010 and [50]z = 10100100 while 51 has odd Zeckendorf expansion [5l]z =
10100101.
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For every i > 1 we let e(7), respectively, o(i) be the ith number in Ny whose
Zeckendorf expansion is even, respectively, odd. The first few values of the functions

e and o are:

| i 1234 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

0 2 3 5 7 8 10 11 13 15 16 18 20 21 23

14 17 19 22 25 27 30 33 35 38

oi) |1 4 6 9 12

The number sequences e(1),e(2),e(3), ...

and o(1),0(2),0(3), ... can be found in the

OFIS [9, [A022342 and [A003622]. By Zeckendorf’s theorem, mentioned above, one

has

{6(1), 6(2)3 6(3)v .- } W {0(1)a 0(2)7 0(3)’ . } = No.

We shall need the following well-known formula, also recorded in the OEIS [9,

A003622],
(£18)

Definition A.5. Define an N x N matrix 0 with entries from A as follows:

o(i) =e(e(i)+ 1)+ 1 forevery i>1.

e If i € N is a number with odd Zeckendorf expansion (i = 1,4,6,9,..

then
if j=e(i+1)

x
(#19) 0ij = {0 otherwise.

e If i € N is a number with even Zeckendorf expansion (i = 2,3,5,7,8, ..

then
x if j=e(i+1)
aij: Yy if j:e(i+1)—|—1
0 otherwise.

Thus, the upper left 13 x 20 corner of 0 looks like this:

(#20)

X

For every n > 1 let 9,, denote the n x n upper left corner of 9, for example

0z 0 0 2 0 O
0 =z 0 0 2 vy
31 = [O] ) 82 = , 33 =1(0 0 =z s and 84 =
0 0 00 0 0 0 0 O
0 0 0 O
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Remark A.6. Note that 9 is both row and column finite, that is, each row and each
column in O contains only finitely many (actually at most two) non-zero entries.
Futhermore, every entry in 0 is either 0, x or y.

We view elements in AN and A™ as column vectors.

Lemma A.7. One has 8> = 0 and 92 = 0 for every n > 1; whence the pairs
(AM 9) and (A™,0,) are differential A-modules.

Proof. Note that for each n > 1 we can write 9 as a block matrix of the form

2
0= [ On | * } and hence 8% has the form 5 = [&'L} )
0 | = 0 | x

Thus, it suffices to argue that % = 0 holds. Fix 4,j € N. Entry (4, j) in the matrix
9? is the sum s; = > ken OikOkj, S0 we must argue that sy is zero.

If 4 has odd Zeckendorf expansion, then by (fI9) one has s = x - Oc(i41),;, which
is zero as Je(;11),; belongs to {0,z,y} and 22 = zy = 0 holds in A.

If ¢ has even Zeckendorf expansion, then (E20) yields s; = = - O¢(i41),; + ¥ -
Oec(i+1)+1,5- As above, the first term in this sum is zero. As the number i has even
Zeckendorf expansion, it has the form i = e(¢) for some ¢ > 1. Thus e(i +1)+1 =
e(e(f) + 1) + 1 = o(¥) by ({I8), so the number e(i + 1) + 1 has odd Zeckendorf
expansion. Hence O(;y1)+41,; is in {0,x} by (1Y), and since yx = 0 holds in A the
second term in the sum s; is zero as well. (]

Lemma A.8. For every n > 1 there is a short exact sequence of differential A-
modules,

= 1
0— (A%, 0) =10, (amit g, ) 1M (4 0) 0

Proof. Since the differential module (A"*1 9, 1) can be written as
e (4 [3:])

the assertion follows immediately. ]

Lemma A.9. In the abelian category Diff (A), the (filtered) colimt of the telescope

(#21) (4,00) " (42,05) " (4%, 05) " - -

is the differential module (A™),0). In symbols: (AN, 9) = lim (A", 0n).

—rn=
Proof. This is evident from the definitions of (4™, 8,) and (A™, 9). O

Proposition A.10. The differential modules (AM,0) and (A™,8,) for n > 1
belong to +&.

Proof. The class P in Proposition B2(a) is P = {(P,0) | P € 4Prj}. By Lemma
[A] each ¢, is a monomorphism with cokernel (4, 0), which belongs to P. Recall
from Definition [AH that d; = 0 holds, and therefore (A, d;) is also equal to (4,0).
Hence (2] is a P-filtration of (AN, 9) = @n>l(A”, 0Op) and the assertion follows
from Proposition B2(a). O
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To parse the next result, recall from Neeman [30, Dfn. 1.6.4] the definition of ho-
motopy colimits in a triangulated category. Recall from 210 that - & is a Frobenius
category and its stable category is therefore triangulated by Happel [15, Chap. 1§2].

Corollary A.11. In the stable category of the Frobenius category ~&, the object
(AM) 9) is the homotopy colimit of the sequence [EZI). In symbols: (AN, 9) =
hocolim ,,>1(A™, 0y,).

Proof. We know from Proposition [A10] that (A", d,) and (A®™,9) are objects in
L& As (AN 9) is the direct limit of (E2I) in Diff(A) there is a short exact
sequence in Diff(A),

(#22) 0— P, cn(A",0n) — D,en(A”,0p) — (AN 9) — 0,
where ¢ is the morphism given by

(z1, x2,23,...) = (21, 2 — t1(x1), 3 — t2(x32), .. .).

As the class - & is closed under coproducts in Diff (A), the sequence ({22)) is a con-
flation in the Frobenius category +&. It now follows from Happel [15, Chap. 1§2.7]
that there is a distinguished triangle,

@nEN(An’ 8'”) % @nEN(An7 a") — (A(N)a 6) —

in the stable category of ~&. By definition, see [30, Dfn. 1.6.4], this means that
(AM9) is the homotopy colimit of the sequence (B2I]) the stable category of +&.
O

Lemma A.12. For a,b € A one has ax + by = 0 if and only if a € (z,y) and
be(x).

Proof. This follows easily from the fact that A is free over k with basis
{1,2,9,9% 93, ...} and from the relations 2% = xy = 0 in A. (Il

Proposition A.13. There is a weak equivalence in Diff (A),
©: (A(N)7 9) — (A, x) given by (a1,az2,as,...) — yas;
50 (AM,9) is a cofibrant replacement of (A, x) in the projective model structure on
Diff(A).
Proof. For every element (ai,as,...) in AN one has
wo(ay,as,...) = p(xag, xag + yaq,...) = yras = 0 = zya; = xp(ai,as,...),

S0 ¢ is a morphism of differential A-modules. As (A 9) is in +& by Proposition
[AT0Q it is a cofibrant object in the projective model structure on Diff (A), see 2101
Below we show

(#23) HAM,0) = A/(z) ® 0B 0@ -+ -,

and clearly H(A,z) = (x,y)/(x). Thus, the map H(y) is the map A/(zx) —
(z,y)/(z) given by multiplication with the element y. Since this is evidently an
isomorphism, ¢ is a weak equivalence by It remains to prove ([{23]), which
requires a bit more work:
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It follows directly from the definition of 9, see Definition [A5] that its image is
a direct sum, Im 9 = @, I;, where

ieN
~_ J (=) if i has odd Zeckendorf expansion .
(#24) L= {(x, y) if 4 has even Zeckendorf expansion (i €N).
That is,
md = LhohoLoLdold - = ()@Y o2y o (@) & (r,y) .

If (ay,a9,as,...) € AN belongs to Ker 9, then the definition of d shows that one
has

{ Tae(ir1) =0 %f z has odd Zeckendorf expansif)n (i € N).

TQe(it1) T Yae(i+1)+1 =0 if ¢ has even Zeckendorf expansion

By Lemma [A.12] this means that

Ae(it1)+1 € (T) for every i € N with even Zeckendorf expansion, and
e(it1) € (x,y) for every i € N.

When 4 ranges over N, the values e(i+ 1) ranges over all natural numbers with even
Zeckendorf expansion; thus the last condition above is equivalent to saying that
a; € (z,y) for every j € N with even Zeckendorf expansion. As just mentioned,
every i € N with even Zeckendorf expansion has the form i = e({) for some ¢ > 2,
so the first condition above can be phrased as: ac(c(r)4+1)+1 € (2) for every £ > 2.
By using (I8)), this is exactly the same as: aq() € () for every £ > 2. When ¢
ranges over numbers > 2, the values o({) ranges over all natural numbers j with
odd Zeckendorf expansion — except for j = 1. Thus the first condition above is
equivalent to saying that a; € () for every j > 1 with odd Zeckendorf expansion.
In conclusion: an element (ai,as9,as,...) € AM) belongs to Ker 9 if and only if

a; € (z) for every j > 1 with odd Zeckendorf expansion, and
a; € (z,y) for every j € N with even Zeckendorf expansion;

note that there is no condition on the element a; € A. Consequently, the kernel of
0 is a direct sum, Ker 0 = @jeN K, where

A if j=1

(425) K; = x) if j>1 has odd Zeckendorf expansion (j eN).
(x,y) if j has even Zeckendorf expansion

That is,

Kerd = K18 Ky @ K3 Ky KD = A (2,y) D (z,9) ® () ® (z,y)D - .

Comparing ([{24) and (f25) we see that I; = (z) C A = K; while I; = K for every

i > 1. As one has Ker 9/Im 0 = @, K;/I;, equality (23] follows. O

Remark A.14. Since we view elements in A™ as column vectors, the map ¢ from
Proposition [AT3] could be written as the 1 x N matrix p =[y 0 0 ---].

Proof of Theorem [A3l (a): Tt is immediate from Definition .3 that (A4,z) is a

strictly perfect object in Diff (A). (In the situation at hand, the category @ has

just one object, so every object in g, 4 Mod ~ Diff(A) actually has finite support.)
(b): Note that there is an epimorphism of differential A-modules:

[1z]

Fu(A)= (A% [88]) — (4,2) .

This is a free offprint provided to the author by the publisher. Copyright restrictions may apply.



THE Q-SHAPED DERIVED CATEGORY — COMPACT OBJECTS 3125

By adding this epimorphism to the morphism ¢ from Proposition [A-13] we get, in
view of Remark [A.T4] the epimorphism

A2 28] 0 Y =[1a|y00 -]

As F,(A) is exact and ¢ is a weak equivalence, the morphism 1) is a weak equivalence
too. Now, consider in Diff (A) the short exact sequence,

0 ——Kery)— (L,d) —2 (A,2) — 0.

In the projective model structure on Diff (A) every object is fibrant, see 210, and
hence the fibrations in this model structure are nothing but epimorphisms, see
[20, Dfn. 5.1]. Thus, ¢ is a fibration. Since ¢ is also a weak equivalence, it
follows from [20, Lem. 5.8] that its kernel is exact, that is, Ker¢ € &. (Using
the same method as in the proof of Proposition [A.13] it is not hard to show that
H(Ker ¢) = 0. Some readers may prefer this more direct approach.) Thus, if (A, z)
were an object in - &, then Ext})iﬁc(A)((A, x),Ker 1) = 0 would hold and hence the
short exact sequence above would split. But this is impossible; indeed, we now
prove that 1) does not have a right inverse (= a section).

Suppose that o: (A,2) — (L, d) is a right inverse of ¢ in Diff (A). Every A-linear
map A — A% @ AM™; in particular, o, has the form

U(a’) = (b/a/, b”a7 bla/g bza, .. ) s = A

for some fixed elements ', b",b1,bs, ... in A (of which only finitely many are non-
zero). As o is a morphism of differential modules, one has do = oz; in particular:

0,0, box, ...) =d', 0", by, ...) =do(1) =0o(z) = (V'x, bz, by, ...).

By comparing the second coordinates (which is all we need for the argument), we
see that b’ = bz holds. As o is a right inverse of 1) we have:

1=40(1) = w(bl, b, by, b, .. ) =b +b'x+ by = 26"z 4 by,

where the last equality holds by the just established relation ¥’ = b”x. But this is
impossible since 1 does not belong to the maximal ideal (x,y) C A.

(c): To prove that (A, z) is neither perfect nor compact in Dg(A) ~ Ho(Diff (A4)),
it suffices by Corollary B0 to argue that (A,x) is not compact. To this end,
let 7 be the stable category of the Frobenius category ~& and recall from
that the inclusion functor +& — Diff(A4) induces a triangulated equivalence T —
Ho(Diff(A)). By Proposition [A13] the objects (A, x) and (AM, ) are isomorphic
in Ho(Diff(A)) and by Proposition the object (AM™ ) is in 7. Hence (A, z)
will be a compact object in Ho(Diff(A)) if and only if (A, 9) is a compact object
in 7. We now show that (A®™,9) is not compact in 7.

By Corollary [A11 we have (A, 9) = hocolim > (A", d,,) in T, so if (AN, 9)
is compact, then the canonical homomorphism

(ﬁ26) hﬂn}l HomT((A(N)7 8)7 (An’ an)) — HomT((A(N)7 8)7 (A(N)v a))

is an isomorphism; see Neeman [29] Lem. 2.8] or Rouquier [32, Lem. 3.12]. In
particular, the identity morphism on (A®™ 9) is in the image of the map (E20),
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which implies that:
(427) In 7 the object (A®),9) is a direct summand of some (A", d,).

Now consider the ring homomorphism A — A/(z,y) = k and the following compo-
sition of functors, where the first functor is the inclusion and the third functor is
the canonical one:

L& Diff(A) “247, Diff(k) — Ho(Diff (k) .

The functor k ® 4 — preserves projective objects, and every projective object in
Diff (k) is exact and hence mapped to zero in Ho(Diff(k)). It follows that the
composite functor above induces a functor k ® 4 —: T — Ho(Diff (k)). From ({Z1)
we now conclude that

(428)  In Ho(Diff(k)) the object (k™) 0) is a direct summand of some (k™,0).

Here we have used that k ® 4 @ = 0 and k ® 4 0,, = 0 since the matrices 9 and
O, have entries in the ideal (z,y) C A, see Definition [AL5l Finally, we apply the
homology functor H: Ho(Diff(k)) — x Mod. From (f28)) we now conclude that in
the category  Mod the module k™ is a direct summand of k™ for some n > 1. But
this is impossible. ([l
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