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Abstract. In this paper we consider representations of generalized k-linear Reedy categories C, a common

generalization of k-linear Reedy categories introduced by Georgiois-Št’ov́ıček and k-linearizations of gener-
alized Reedy categories introduced by Berger-Moerdijk, and construct abelian model structures on C -Mod.

In the first part, we show that C can be viewed as an infinite categorical analogue of standardly stratified

algebras. Explicitly, we give a parameterization of irreducible representations of C, provide several sufficient
criteria such that C -Mod is equivalent to the Cartesian product of module categories over the “local” endo-

morphism algebras of C, and describe applications of these results to representation theory of some important

combinatorial categories including categories of spans and the category of finite dimensional vector spaces
over a finite field and linear maps. In the second part, using the technique of Grothendieck bifibrations, we

glue a family of complete cotorsion pairs in the module categories of these “local” endomorphism algebras

to a complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod, and deduce that under certain mild conditions a family of abelian
model structures on these “local” module categories can be glued to an abelian model structure on C -Mod.

As applications, we obtain a few abelian model structures on generalized k-linear direct or inverse categories.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. The simplex category of finite totally ordered sets and order-preserving maps plays a
prominent role in various areas including algebraic topology, homotopy theory, model structures, and higher
category theory [16]. Via extracting the following fundamental combinatorial properties of this category,
Kan introduced the notion of Reedy categories C :

(a) there is a total ordering on the object set Ob(C ) given by a degree function;

(b) it has two subcategories C+ and C− sharing the same objects as C such that non-identity morphisms
in C+ increase the degree and non-identity morphisms in C− decrease the degree;

(c) every morphism in C can be uniquely expressed as a composite of a morphism in C− followed by a
morphism in C+.

Reedy categories are widely used to construct model structures on functor categories. In particular, given
a model category M , then the functor category Fun(C ,M ) has a natural model structure called the Reedy
model structure; for details, see [18] or [19].

Recently, Reedy categories have been generalized from different aspects. To overcome the restriction that
all automorphisms in Reedy categories are identities, Berger and Moerdijk introduced generalized Reedy
categories in [5] to encompass non-identity automorphisms, and Shulman defined g-Reedy categories and
c-Reedy categories in [38] to include non-identity endomorphisms. These generalized constructions loose
the strict uniqueness of factorizations in (c) to the uniqueness of factorizations up to a certain equivalence
relation, and hence contain quite a lot new examples, such as the category of finite sets and maps, Segal’s
category Γ [37], Connes’ cyclic category Λ [9], and categories of spans of orbit categories of finite groups [12].

To study enriched Reedy model structures on enriched functor categories, Angeltveit introduced enriched
Reedy categories in [1]. More recently, to consider k-linear Reedy abelian model structures on k-linear functor
categories where k is a field, Georgiois and Št’ov́ıček defined k-linear Reedy categories in [11] via replacing
the unique factorization property (c) by the unique factorization via tensors over k, and established many
interesting representation theoretic properties of these special k-linear categories. In particular, they showed
that k-linear Reedy categories can be viewed as infinite dimensional analogue of quasi-hereditary algebras,
and built a bijective correspondence between the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations
and the set of objects.

Note that k-linearizations of classical Reedy categories are k-linear Reedy categories, so the work of [11]
recovers many results on representations of Reedy categories. However, since k-linearizations of generalized
Reedy categories, g-Reedy categories, and c-Reedy categories are not k-linear Reedy categories in the sense
of [11], one may wonder to introduce a notion of generalized k-linear Reedy categories to unify k-linear Reedy
categories and k-linearizations of the above mentioned generalized Reedy categories. Furthermore, we want
to extend the representation theoretic results and abelian module structures in [11] to this generalized
framework. Besides, since many combinatorial categories such as

• the category of finite sets and partial injections considered in [8, 24, 25],

• the category of finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field and linear maps studied in [24, 25],

• the category of finite sets and all maps considered in [31, 32, 42],

• Segal’s category Γ studied in [25, 29, 37, 39],

• Connes’ cyclic category Λ considered in [9, 13, 25, 26, 39],

• the category of spans studied in [10, 12, 17, 39]
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are generalized Reedy categories in the sense of [5], and their representations have been extensively studied
in the literature, we also hope to provide a systematic approach to unify the various proofs of some important
results.

1.2. Definition and representations. Throughout this paper let k be a commutative ring. By reasonably
modifying the three axioms listed in the previous subsection, we say that a small skeletal k-linear category
C is a generalized k-linear Reedy category if the following conditions are fulfilled:

(a) there is a total ordering on Ob(C) given by a degree function d from Ob(C) to an ordinal λ;

(b) it has two k-linear subcategories C+ and C− sharing the same objects as C such that nonzero morphisms
between distinct objects in C+ increase the degree and nonzero morphisms between distinct objects in
C− decrease the degree;

(c) for each x ∈ Ob(C), one has C+(x, x) = C−(x, x), denoted by A0
x;

(d) for all x, y ∈ Ob(C), the composition map gives an (A0
y, A

0
x)-bimodule isomorphism⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z) −→ C(x, y).

It is easy to see that this definition indeed unifies the concept of k-linear Reedy categories in [11] and k-
linearizations of generalized Reedy categories in [5]. Denote by C0 the intersection of C+ and C−, which
viewed as a k-algebra is a coproduct of “local” endomorphism algebras A0

x’s with x ranging over all objects
in C.

Georgiois and Št’ov́ıček have shown in [11] that k-linear Reedy categories are infinite categorical analogue
of quasi-hereditary algebras. As a natural generalization, under certain mild conditions we prove that
generalized k-linear Reedy categories can be viewed as infinite categorical analogue of standardly stratified
algebras. That is, for each object x in C, we construct a special C-module ∆x (called the standard module)
satisfying the following properties:

Theorem A. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that C+ is a right projective C0-module.
Then:

(a) ∆x
∼= C⊗C− A0

x as left C-modules;

(b) EndC(∆x) ∼= (A0
x)

op as k-algebras;

(c) HomC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 only if x = y or d(x) > d(y);

(d) ExtnC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 for n ⩾ 1 only if d(x) > d(y).

Moreover, one can show that every representable functor C(x,−) has a (transfinite) filtration whose factors
are closely related to these standard modules. For details, please refer to Proposition 3.11 and Remark 3.12.

When C is a k-linear Reedy category in the sense of [11], Georgiois and Št’ov́ıček established a bijective
correspondence between Ob(C) and the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible C-modules. This is no
longer true for generalized k-linear Reedy categories. However, with some extra assumption, we obtain the
following result, extending their parametrization.

Theorem B. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that A0
x is a semi-perfect k-algebra

for each x ∈ Ob(C), C+ is a right projective C0-module, and C− is a left projective C0-module. There is a
bijective correspondence between the following sets:

(1) {isomorphism classes of irreducible C-modules};
(2)

⊔
x∈Ob(C){isomorphism classes of irreducible A0

x-modules }.

1.3. Applications to representations of combinatorial categories. As we mentioned before, represen-
tation theory of many important combinatorial categories with an underlying generalized Reedy structure
has been widely studied in the literature. In particular, based on the work of Kovács [23], Kuhn proved
in [24] the following surprising result: when q is invertible in k, the category of functors from the category
of finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field Fq and Fq-linear maps to the category of k-modules is
equivalent to the Cartesian product of module categories of kGLn(Fq) for all n ⩾ 0. Via taking q = 1, one
can recover a result proved in [8] for the category of finite sets and partial injections. Similar results in a
more abstract setup have been established by quite a few authors; see for instances [25, 39, 41].
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One of the main goals of this paper is to obtain several sufficient criteria for generalized k-linear Reedy
categories such that the above equivalence of functor categories holds. The first criterion is motivated by
the work of Kuhn [24], relying on the existence of certain special central idempotents. Explicitly, we have:

Theorem C. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category satisfying the following conditions:

(a) C+ is a projective right C0-module, and C− is a projective left C0-module;

(b) for each x ∈ Ob(C), there is a central idempotent ex ∈ Ax = C(x, x) such that

exAxex =
⊕
z ̸=x

C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z);

(c) for x, y ∈ Ob(C), the left A0
y-module C−(x, y) contains a free direct summand whenever C+(y, x) ̸= 0.

Then one has an equivalence

C -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C)

A0
x -Mod .

The strategy to establish this theorem is a formalization of that in [24]. We can show with the given
conditions that the set {∆x | x ∈ Ob(C)} of standard modules forms an orthogonal family of projective
generators in C -Mod, and the conclusion then follows from a categorical version of Morita equivalence.

The above result indeed covers [24, Theorem 1.1] and [8, Theorem 1.7]. However, in practice it is not an
easy task to find central idempotents satisfying the condition (b) in Theorem C. In the next theorem we give
another criterion, which can be applied to many combinatorial categories more conveniently.

Given x, y ∈ Ob(C) and a nonzero morphism g ∈ C+(x, y), we get a k-linear map

φg : C
−(y, x) → Ax = C(x, x), f 7→ fg.

We say that g is non-degenerate if φg ̸= 0. With respect to this notion, one has:

Theorem D. Let k be a field and C a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that the following
conditions hold for all x, y ∈ Ob(C):

(a) C+(x, y) is a finite dimensional vector space over k;

(b) C+(x, y) is a projective right A0
x-module and C−(y, x) is a free left A0

x-module;

(c) dimk C
+(x, y) = dimk C

−(y, x);

(d) every nonzero morphism g ∈ C+(x, y) is non-degenerate.

Then one has an equivalence

C -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C)

A0
x -Mod .

One may use this theorem as well as its dual version Theorem 5.3 to investigate representations of
categories of spans. Explicitly, let C be small skeletal category such that every endomorphism in C is an
automorphism. Then the binary relation ⩽ on Ob(C ) such that x ⩽ y if and only if C (x, y) ̸= ∅ is a partial
order. We say that C is an artinian EI category if this partial order satisfies the descending chain condition.

In the case that C has pullbacks, one can define the category Ĉ of spans as follows: it has the same objects

as C ; a morphism in Ĉ (x, y) is represented by a diagram x z
f
oo

g
// y with f and g morphisms in C ,

and two pairs (f, g) and (f ′, g′) represent the same morphism in Ĉ if there is an automorphism σ : z → z
such that the following diagram commutes:

z

σ

��

g

��

f

��

x z
f ′
oo

g′
// y

Composition of morphisms are induced by pullbacks; see Subsection 5.2 for details. We mention that many
interesting combinatorial categories are equivalent to categories of spans, for examples, the category of finite
sets and partial injections, the category of finite dimensional vector spaces and linear partial injections, etc.

We can deduce the following result from Theorem D.
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Theorem E. Let k be a field and C an artinian EI category satisfying the following conditions:

(a) C has pullbacks;

(b) C (x, y) is a finite set for all x, y ∈ Ob(C );

(c) the order of each group Gx = C (x, x) is invertible in k;

(d) every morphism in C is a monomorphism.

Then one has an equivalence

Ĉ -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C )

kGx -Mod,

where Ĉ is the k-linearization of Ĉ .

1.4. Abelian model structures. A significant motivation to consider Reedy categories and its variants
is to construct model structures on functor categories over them. Since in this paper we mainly study the
category Fun(C,A) of k-linear functors from a generalized k-linear Reedy category C to another k-linear
abelian category A, we are more interested in the construction of abelian model structures on Fun(C,A). By
definition (see Hovey [20]), they are model structures compatible with the abelian structure of Fun(C,A);
that is, cofibrations coincide with monomorphisms with cofibrant cokernels and fibrations coincide with
epimorphisms with fibrant kernels. By Hovey’s correspondence, this is equivalent to constructing Hovey
triples (Q,W,R) of classes of objects in Fun(C,A) such that both (Q,W ∩ R) and (Q ∩W,R) are complete
cotorsion pairs, and W is thick. Compared to abelian model structures defined in terms of morphisms, Hovey
triples can be described by properties of objects, which are much more transparent in practice.

We need to introduce a few more notions before stating our main result in the second part of this paper.
Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Given any family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes of objects

in those A0
x -Mod’s, denote by C -ModS the class of C -Mod consisting of all C-modules Y such that Y (x)

belongs to Sx for each x ∈ Ob(C). We also consider two classes Φ(S) and Ψ(S) of C-modules:

Φ(S) =

{
Y ∈ C -Mod

∣∣∣∣ for each x ∈ Ob(C) with the degree α,
lαY (x) is monic and coker(lαY (x)) ∈ Sx

}
, and

Ψ(S) =

{
Y ∈ C -Mod

∣∣∣∣ for each x ∈ Ob(C) with the degree α,
mα
Y (x) is epic and ker(mα

Y (x)) ∈ Sx

}
.

Here, lαY (x) : 1xC⊗Cα
Resα Y → Y (x) is the counit of the adjunction

Inα : Cα -Mod ⇌ C -Mod : Resα

evaluated at Y and x, and mα
Y (x) : Y (x) → HomCα

(C1x,Resα Y ) is the unit of the adjunction

Resα : C -Mod ⇌ Cα -Mod : coInα

evaluated at Y and x, where Cα is the full subcategory of C consisting of objects with degree less than α;
see Section 7 for details.

The next result asserts that under some mild conditions, a family of (hereditary) Hovey triples in those
A0
x -Mod’s induces a (hereditary) Hovey triple in C -Mod.

Theorem F. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category with C+ a projective right C0-module and C−

a projective left C0-module. Suppose that (Q,W,R) = {(Qx,Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) is a family with (Qx,Wx,Rx)

a (hereditary) Hovey triple in A0
x -Mod. If {Qx ∩ Wx}x∈Ob(C) is compatible and {Wx ∩ Rx}x∈Ob(C) is co-

compatible, then
(Φ(Q), C -ModW, Ψ(R))

forms a (hereditary) Hovey triple in C -Mod.

For definitions of compatible and co-compatible conditions, see Definition 10.1.

Remark. For the case that the target category of representations is the category of k-modules, Theorem
F extends [11, Theorem 7.2] from k-linear Reedy categories with k a field to generalized k-linear Reedy
categories. As in [11], the key construction relies on a transfinite induction to glue a family of (complete)
cotorsion pairs in those A0

x -Mod’s to obtain a (complete) cotorsion pair in C -Mod. However, for our conve-
nience, we use a new approach based on Grothendieck bifibrations. In details, the strategy to carry out the
induction step can be divided into the three steps:
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(1) We give a transparent description of the fiber Cα+1 -ModV of a Cα-module V , and show that the
restriction functor Resα : Cα+1 -Mod → Cα -Mod induced by the embedding ια : Cα → Cα+1 is a
Grothendieck bifibration; see Theorem 8.8.

(2) Given a Grothendieck bifibration p : T → B, Stanculescu [40] provided a method to construct a weak
factorization system in the total category T via combining weak factorization systems in the fibers TA
for A ∈ Ob(B) and a weak factorization system in the basis category B; see also Cagne and Melliès
[7, Lemma 2.4]. Applying this result, we obtain a weak factorization system in Cα+1 -Mod via gluing
weak factorization systems in the fibers Cα+1 -ModV for all Cα-modules V and a weak factorization
system in Cα -Mod.

(3) Finally, by the bijective correspondence between complete cotorsion pairs and weak factorization sys-
tems established in [20] (see also Positselski and Šťov́ıček [30, Theorem 2.4]), we obtain desired complete
cotorsion pairs in Cα+1 -Mod, completing the induction step.

We then give some examples of Theorem F in Gorenstein homological algebra, and construct several
Hovey triples in C -Mod for some special kinds of generalized k-linear Reedy categories. Explicitly, if C is
a generalized k-linear direct category (that is, C = C+) such that it is projective both as a left and a right
C0-module (see Example 10.18), then

(Φ(PGF), C -ModPGF⊥ , C -Mod) and (Φ(GF), C -ModPGF⊥ , C -ModCT)

form hereditary Hovey triples in C -Mod; see Corollaries 10.15 and 10.16. Dually, if C is a generalized k-linear
inverse category (that is, C = C−) such that it is projective both as a left and a right C0-module, then

(C -Mod, C -Mod⊥GI, Ψ(GI))

forms a hereditary Hovey triple in C -Mod; see Corollary 10.17.

1.5. Organization. The paper is divided into two parts, the first one of which handles representation theory
of generalized k-linear Reedy categories C. Specifically, in Section 2 we introduce generalized k-linear Reedy
categories, and study their elementary properties. Standard modules are introduced in Section 3, where we
prove Theorem A and give a parameterization of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations of C.
Theorem C is proved in Section 4, while in Section 5 we prove Theorem D and describe a few applications,
including representations of categories of spans as well as semisimplicity of Mackey functors.

In the second part we focus on abelian model structures on C -Mod. For the convenience of the reader,
we describe in Section 6 necessary background knowledge on abelian model structures and Grothendieck
(op)fibrations. The main technical tools, namely the restriction functor and its adjoints, are considered in
Section 7. In Section 8, we further study the restriction functor, revealing its bifibrational structure. In
Section 9, we show that a given family of complete cotorsion pairs in A0

x -Mod’s can be glued to a complete
cotorsion pair in C -Mod. As a direct consequence of this result, we show in the last section that a given
family of abelian model structures on A0

x -Mod’s can be also glued to an abelian model structure on C -Mod,
and describe a few examples.

Part I. Representations of Reedy categories

In this part, we introduce generalized k-linear Reedy categories, explore their representations, and pur-
sue applications to representation theory of combinatorial categories with an underlying generalized Reedy
structure.

2. Preliminaries on Reedy categories and representations

In this section we describe some preliminary knowledge on generalized k-linear Reedy categories.

2.1. Linear categories and representations. Throughout the paper let k be a commutative ring with
identity, and let C be a small skeletal k-linear category. Given x, y ∈ Ob(C), denote by C(x, y) the set of all
morphisms from x to y, which has a natural structure of a k-module. In particular, when x = y, we denote
C(x, x) by Ax, which is a k-algebra. It is clear that C(x, y) is an (Ay, Ax)-bimodule.

Given two k-linear subcategories D and E of C, define the intersection D ∩ E to be the k-linear category:
Ob(D ∩ E) = Ob(D) ∩Ob(E); for x, y ∈ Ob(D ∩ E), set (D ∩ E)(x, y) = D(x, y) ∩ E(x, y).
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By definition, a representation of C, or a left C-module, is a k-linear covariant functor V from C to k -Mod,
the category of all k-modules. Fixing an object x, we denote by Vx or V (x) the value of V on x. Morphisms
between two representations of C are k-linear natural transformations. We say that C is locally finite if
C(x, y) is a finitely generated k-module for all x, y ∈ Ob(C). Similarly, a left C-module V is called locally
finite if each Vx is a finitely generated k-module.

Sometimes it is more convenient to view C as a (non-unital) k-algebra AC. More explicitly, as (k, k)-
bimodules, one has

AC =
⊕

x,y∈Ob(C)

C(x, y),

and given two morphisms f ∈ C(x, y) and g ∈ C(z, w), one defines the product gf to be the composite if
y = z, and to be 0 otherwise. It is easy to check that AC is an associative k-algebra. Moreover, if D and E
are k-linear subcategories of C, then AD and AE are (non-unital) k-subalgebras of AC, and

AD∩E = AD ∩AE.

Every left C-module can be viewed as a left AC-module in a natural way, but the converse statement only
holds if Ob(C) is a finite set. Indeed, a left AC-moduleM is a left C-module if and only if it has the following
decomposition

M =
⊕

x∈Ob(C)

1xM,

where 1x is the identity morphism on x, and in this case we call M a graded left AC-module. It is well
known that C -Mod, the category of left C-modules, is isomorphic to the category of graded left AC-modules,
and hence can be viewed as a full subcategory of AC -Mod. Moreover, for each object x, the projective left
AC-module AC1x is a graded left AC-module, which is nothing but the representable functor C(x,−), and
sometimes we also denote it by C1x by abuse of notations.

2.2. Generalized k-linear Reedy categories. Now we introduce generalized k-linear Reedy categories.
Let λ be an ordinal, and d : Ob(C) → λ be a degree function.

2.1 Definition. A small skeletal k-linear category C is called a generalized k-linear Reedy category with
respect to the degree function d if it has two subcategories C+ and C− such that the following conditions
hold:

(a) Ob(C+) = Ob(C) and (C+(x, y) ̸= 0) ⇒ (x = y) ∨ (d(y) > d(x));

(b) Ob(C−) = Ob(C) and (C−(x, y) ̸= 0) ⇒ (x = y) ∨ (d(x) > d(y));

(c) C+(x, x) = C−(x, x) for x ∈ Ob(C);

(d) Let C0 = C+ ∩ C−. Then the composition induces a (C0,C0)-bimodule isomorphism

ρ : AC+ ⊗AC0 AC− → AC.

2.2 Remark. Although AC+ ⊗AC0 AC− is a tensor of two rings, in general it cannot be equipped with a
ring structure given by the tensor product. However, the above isomorphism ρ allows one to define a ring
structure on it. Explicitly, given f+ ⊗ f− and g+ ⊗ g− in AC+ ⊗AC0 AC− , their product is defined to be

(f+ ⊗ f−) ∗ (g+ ⊗ g−) = ρ−1(ρ(f+ ⊗ f−)ρ(g+ ⊗ g−)) = ρ−1(f+f−g+g−).

Via this construction ρ becomes a (non-unital) ring isomorphism, so we identify AC+ ⊗AC0 AC− with AC.
With respect to this identification, the subring AC+ ⊗AC0 AC0 (resp, AC0 ⊗AC0 AC− and AC0 ⊗AC0 AC0) of
AC+ ⊗AC0 AC− is identified with the subring AC+ (resp., AC− and AC0) of AC.

In the rest of this paper we always equip AC+ ⊗AC0 AC− the multiplication ∗. To simplify notation,

from now on we identity k-linear categories C, C+, C− and C0 with their associated k-algebras. Although as
pointed out before, not all AC-module are C-modules, this identification does not cause troubles to us since in
this paper we only consider graded AC-modules, which are precisely C-modules. Hopefully this simplification
does not cause confusions for reader to figure out the precisely meaning (a k-linear category or a k-algebra)
of C from the context.

By these conventions, one can restate the condition (d) as (C+ ⊗C0 C−, ∗) ∼= C as rings.
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2.3 Remark. The above definition can extend to non-skeletal k-linear categories if we loose the requirement
x = y in (a) and (b) to the weaker condition x ∼= y. To simplify superficial technical issues, we do not pursue
this full generality in this paper.

Let us describe a few immediate consequences of the above definition. The degree function d does not
induce a partial order ≼ on Ob(C) via setting x ≼ y when d(x) ⩽ d(y), since distinct objects can have
the same degree, and hence the anti-symmetry fails. Instead, we can use morphisms in C− to obtain a
satisfactory partial order on Ob(C). Explicitly, given objects x and y, define y ≼ x if there exists a finite
sequence of objects x = x0, x1, . . . , xn = y such that C−(xi, xi+1) ̸= 0.

2.4 Lemma. The binary relation ≼ is an artinian partial order on Ob(C).

Proof. It is clear that ≼ is reflexive and transitive. Suppose that y ≼ x and x ≼ y. Then we can find two
sequences

x = x0, x1, . . . , xm = y and y = y0, y1, . . . , yn = x

such that C−(xi, xi+1) ̸= 0 and C−(yi, yi+1) ̸= 0. Accordingly, one has

d(x) = d(x0) ⩽ d(x1) ⩽ . . . ⩽ d(xm) = d(y) and d(y) = d(y0) ⩽ d(y1) ⩽ . . . ⩽ d(yn) = d(x).

Thus, all degrees are equal. But C−(xi, xi+1) ̸= 0 implies that xi = xi+1 since they share the same degree.
Consequently, one has x = y, so ≼ also has the anti-symmetry property. In conclusion, the binary relation
≼ is a partial order on Ob(C).

We claim that d(y) < d(x) if y ≺ x. Indeed, since y ≺ x, we can find a finite sequence x = x0, x1, . . . , xn =
y such that C−(xi, xi+1) ̸= 0 and there is at least one i with xi ̸= xi+1. But this forces d(xi+1) < d(xi), so
d(y) < d(x), as claimed. Thus, d is an order-preserving map from the poset (Ob(C),≼) to the ordinal λ, so
≼ must be artinian. □

2.5 Remark. One can define another partial order ≼′ on Ob(C) via C+. Explicitly, given objects x and y,
define x ≼′ y if there exists a finite sequence of objects x = x0, x1, . . . , xn = y such that C+(xi, xi+1) ̸= 0.
The reader can check that this is also an artinian partial order, but in general we cannot expect that ≼ and
≼′ coincide. For example, let C be the k-linearization of the category whose objects are [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}
and morphisms are injections. Define d : Ob(C) → λ by setting d([n]) = n where λ is an arbitrary infinite
ordinal. Then C = C+. It is easy to see that ≼ is the discrete partial order, while ≼′ is isomorphic to the
usual linear order on N.

Note that if C−(x, y) ̸= 0, then y ≼ x. Similarly, if C+(x, y) ̸= 0, then x ≼′ y. But the converse statements
fail since the composite of two nonzero morphisms might be 0. Furthermore, in the proof of Lemma 2.4 we
have shown that d is an order-preserving map from (Ob(C),≼) to the cardinal λ. The same conclusion holds
while replacing (Ob(C),≼) by (Ob(C),≼′). Therefore, we have the following strict implications:

C+(x, y) ̸= 0 ⇒ x ≼′ y ⇒ (x = y) ∨ (d(x) < d(y)), and

C−(x, y) ̸= 0 ⇒ y ≼ x⇒ (x = y) ∨ (d(y) < d(x)).

Throughout this paper, we always use the partial order ≼ on Ob(C) unless otherwise specified.
The following results can also be easily deduced from the definition.

2.6 Lemma. Suppose that C is a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Then for any x, y ∈ Ob(C),

(a) C0(x, y) ̸= 0 if and only if x = y;

(b) the composition ρ induces an isomorphism of (A0
y, A

0
x)-modules⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z) ∼= C(x, y),

where A0
z = C0(z, z);

(c) if d(x) = d(y) is minimal but x ̸= y, then C(x, y) = 0.

Proof. The if direction of (a) is trivial. Conversely, if C0(x, y) ̸= 0, then both C+(x, y) and C−(x, y) are
nonzero. In the case x ̸= y, one shall have d(x) < d(y) and d(x) > d(y), which is impossible. Thus, x = y.
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By (a), we have the following decomposition of k-algebras

C0 =
⊕

x∈Ob(C)

C0(x, x) =
⊕

x∈Ob(C)

A0
x.

Correspondingly, for x ∈ Ob(C), the left C0-module C−1x has the following decomposition

C−1x =
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

1zC
−1x =

⊕
z∈Ob(C)

C−(x, z)

since each C−(x, z) is a left A0
z-module, and hence, is a left C0-module.

Now we prove (b). Let 1x and 1y be the identity morphisms on x and y respectively. Then

C(x, y) = 1yC1x
∼= 1yC

+ ⊗C0 C−1x

∼= 1yC
+ ⊗C0 (

⊕
z∈Ob(C)

1zC
−1x)

∼=
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

(1yC
+)⊗C0 (1zC

−1x)

=
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

(1yC
+1z)⊗C0 (1zC

−1x)

=
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗C0 C−(x, z)

∼=
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z),

where the first isomorphism holds by the condition (d) in the definition of Reedy categories,1 and the last
isomorphism follows from the observation that C0 is a direct sum of A0

z’s, C
+(z, y) is a right A0

z-module, and
C−(x, z) is a left A0

z-module.
Statement (c) immediately follows from the isomorphism in (b). Indeed, if C(x, y) ̸= 0, then by the

isomorphism in (b), we shall have a certain object z such that C−(x, z) ̸= 0 ̸= C+(z, y). But since d(x) = d(y)
is minimal, one must have x = z = y by the definition of generalized k-linear Reedy categories. □

2.7 Remark. By the statement (b) in the previous lemma, given a morphism f : x → y in C, one obtains
the decomposition f = f+1 f

−
1 + . . . + f+n f

−
n with f+i ∈ C+(xi, y) and f−i ∈ C−(x, xi). Furthermore, this

expression is unique in the following sense. Let f = g+1 g
−
1 + . . . + g+mg

−
m be another decomposition with

g+i ∈ C+(yi, y) and g
−
i ∈ C−(x, yi). Without loss of generality, assume that

x1 = x2 = . . . = xi1 , xi1+1 = xi1+2 = . . . = xi2 , . . . , xir−1+1 = . . . = xir

with ir = n and

y1 = y2 = . . . = yj1 , yj1+1 = yj1+2 = . . . = yj2 , . . . , yjs−1+1 = . . . = yjs

with js = m such that xit ’s (resp., yjt ’s) are distinct for 1 ⩽ t ⩽ r (resp., 1 ⩽ t ⩽ s). Then r = s, yit = xit
for 1 ⩽ t ⩽ s, and

g+it−1+1 ⊗ g−it−1+1 + . . .+ g+it ⊗ g−it = f+it−1+1 ⊗ f−it−1+1 + . . .+ f+it ⊗ f−it

in C+(xit , y)⊗A0
xit

C−(x, xit) for each t. We call this expression the Reedy factorization of f .

The following two examples show that the notion of generalized k-linear Reedy categories unifies k-linear
Reedy categories introduced in [11] and k-linearizations of generalized Reedy categories introduced in [5].

2.8 Example. Let k be a field. Recall from [11, Definitions 3.1 and 3.6] that C is called a k-linear Reedy
category with respect to a degree function d : Ob(C) → λ if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) C has a subcategory C+ sharing the same objects such that C+(x, x) ∼= k and C+(x, y) ̸= 0 only if
x = y or d(x) < d(y);

1Here we do not require the conclusion that ρ induces a ring isomorphism given in Remark 2.2.
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(b) C has a subcategory C− sharing the same objects such that C−(x, x) ∼= k and C−(x, y) ̸= 0 only if
x = y or d(x) > d(y);

(c) for x, y ∈ Ob(C), the composition induces a k-linear isomorphism⊕
z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗k C−(x, z) ∼= C(x, y).

Clearly, a k-linear Reedy category is a generalized k-linear Reedy category satisfying two extra conditions:
k is a field, and A0

x
∼= k for x ∈ Ob(C).

2.9 Example. Recall from [5, Definition 1.1] that a small skeletal category C is called a generalized Reedy
category with respect to a degree function d : Ob(C ) → λ if C satisfies the following conditions:

(a) C has a subcategory C+ sharing the same objects such that C+(x, y) ̸= ∅ only if x = y or d(x) < d(y);

(b) C has a subcategory C− sharing the same objects such that C−(x, y) ̸= ∅ only if x = y or d(x) > d(y);

(c) for x ∈ Ob(C ), C+(x, x) = C−(x, x) is the group of automorphisms on x;

(d) every morphism f in C has a factorization f = f+f−, where f+ is a morphism in C+ and f− is a
morphism in C−, and this factorization is unique up to automorphisms;

(e) C−(y, y) acts freely on C−(x, y) for x, y ∈ Ob(C ).

Let k be a commutative ring. Then the k-linearization C is a generalized k-linear Reedy category satisfying
two extra conditions: A0

x is a group algebra for x ∈ Ob(C ), and C (x, y) is a left free A0
y-module for

x, y ∈ Ob(C ).

2.3. The induction functor. Since C− is a subcategory of C, the inclusion functor ι : C− → C induces a
restriction functor ι∗ : C -Mod → C− -Mod. It has a left adjoint given by the left Kan extension, called the
induction functor, which is nothing but the tensor functor C ⊗C− −, and a right adjoint given by the right
Kan extension, called the coinduction functor. In this paper we mainly consider the induction functor, and
particularly its exactness.

2.10 Lemma. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. One has:

(a) C− is a projective left C0-module (resp., projective right C0-module) if and only if for all x, y ∈ Ob(C),
C−(x, y) is a projective left A0

y-module (resp., projective right A0
x-module). A similar conclusion holds

for C+.

(b) If C− is a projective left C0-module, then C as a left C+-module is also projective. Dually, if C+ is a
projective right C0-module, then C as a right C−-module is projective.

Proof. (a) Note that C0 is a direct sum of A0
x’s for all x ∈ Ob(C). Consequently, as a left C0-module, one

has the following decomposition

C− =
⊕

x,y∈Ob(C)

C−(x, y).

Thus, C− is a projective left C0-module if and only each C−(x, y) is a projective left A0
y-module. The other

cases can be proved similarly.
(b) By Remark 2.2 and Lemma 2.6, for every x ∈ Ob(C), one has

C(x,−) ∼=
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z)

as left C+-modules. If C− is a projective left C0-module, by (a), C−(x, z) is a projective left A0
z-module, so the

tensor product C+(z,−) ⊗A0
z
C−(x, z) is a projective left C+-module. Consequently, C(x,−) is a projective

left C+-module for x ∈ Ob(C), so is C.
To prove the second statement, we use the isomorphism

C(−, x) ∼=
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
C−(−, z)

of right C−-modules. □

An immediate consequence of this lemma is:
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2.11 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. If C+ is a projective right C0-module, then
the functor C⊗C− − is exact. Dually, if C− is a projective left C0-module, then the functor −⊗C+ C is exact.

3. Standard modules and filtrations

Standard modules introduced in [11] play a key role for studying representations of k-linear Reedy categories.
The main goal of this section is to generalize many important results in [11] to the framework of generalized
k-linear Reedy categories.

Setup. In the rest of this part, let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category with d : Ob(C) → λ its degree
function.

3.1. Ideals and quotient categories. Let α be an ordinal with α ⩽ λ. Define

I−α =
⊕

d(y)<α

C−(−, y).

This is clearly a right ideal of C−. Furthermore, for any f : x → y in I−α and any morphism g : y → z in
C−, the composite gf : x → z also satisfies d(z) ⩽ d(y) < α, so I−α is also a left ideal of C−, and hence, a
two-sided ideal of C−. Consequently,

I−α (x,−) =
⊕

d(y)<α

C−(x, y)

is a left C−-module for each x ∈ Ob(C).
Similarly, we define

Iα =
⊕

d(z)<α

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(•, z) and

Iα(x,−) =
⊕

d(z)<α

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z)

for a fixed object x.
The following lemma asserts that Iα is a two-sided ideal of C,2 and can be obtained from I−α via applying

the induction functor.

3.1 Lemma. The set Iα is a two-sided ideal of C. Furthermore, as left C-modules, one has

Iα ∼= C⊗C− I−α .

Proof. To establish the first statement, it is enough to show: for x, y ∈ Ob(C), a morphism

f ∈ Iα(x, y) =
⊕

d(z)<α

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z),

and morphisms g : u → x and h : y → v in C, one has hf ∈ Iα(x, v) and fg ∈ Iα(u, y). We only show
hf ∈ Iα(x, v) as the second one can be established similarly.

By the Reedy factorization, one can find finitely many objects z1, . . . , zn (which might not be distinct)
with d(zi) < α such that f = f+1 f

−
1 + . . .+ f+n f

−
n , where f−i ∈ C−(x, zi) and f

+
i ∈ C+(zi, y). Thus it suffices

to show hf+i f
−
i ∈ Iα(x, v) for each i. Similarly, we have another Reedy factorization h = h+1 h

−
1 +. . .+h+mh

−
m.

It reduces to show that h+j h
−
j f

+
i f

−
i ∈ Iα(x, v) for each i and j. But for each fixed i and j we have

h−j f
+
i = l+1 l

−
1 + . . .+ l+r l

−
r ,

so it reduces further to show h+j l
+
s l

−
s f

−
i ∈ Iα(x, v) for each i, j and s. But from the diagram

x
f−
i
// zi

l−s
// as

l+s
// wj

h+
j
// v

one clearly has d(as) ⩽ d(zi) < α, so indeed h+j l
+
s l

−
s f

−
i ∈ Iα(x, v). This finishes the proof.

2To be more precisely, we shall say that the image of Iα =
⊕

d(z)<α C+(z,−) ⊗A0
z
C−(•, z) under the composition map ρ is

a two-sided ideal of C; see Remark 2.2.
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Now we prove the isomorphism. We just proved that Iα(x,−) is a left C-module. Since

Iα =
⊕

x∈Ob(C)

Iα(x,−) and I−α =
⊕

x∈Ob(C)

I−α (x,−),

it suffices to check the C-module isomorphism Iα(x,−) ∼= C⊗C− I−α (x,−). But by Remark 2.2 we have

C⊗C− I−α (x,−) ∼= (C+ ⊗C0 C−)⊗C− I−α (x,−) ∼= C+ ⊗C0 I−α (x,−).

It remains to verify the isomorphism

Iα(x,−) =
⊕

d(z)<α

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z) ∼= C+ ⊗C0 I−α (x,−).

This can be checked via showing that the images of both sides under the composition map ρ coincide. Here
we prove it using the observation that C0 is a direct sum of A0

z’s. Indeed, one has

C+ ⊗C0 I−α (x,−) = C+ ⊗C0 (
⊕

d(z)<α

C−(x, z))

∼=
⊕

d(z)<α

C+(z,−)⊗C0 C−(x, z)

∼=
⊕

d(z)<α

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z).

This finishes the proof. □

With respect to Iα, one can define a quotient category Cα whose objects are those x ∈ Ob(C) with
d(x) ⩾ α. For two objects x, y with d(x) ⩾ α and d(y) ⩾ α, one sets

Cα(x, y) = C(x, y)/Iα(x, y)

∼= (
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z))/(

⊕
d(z)<α

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z))

∼=
⊕

d(z)⩾α

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z).

From this construction one immediately has:

3.2 Lemma. The quotient category Cα is also a generalized k-linear Reedy category.

Fix an ordinal α ⩽ λ. If d(x) < α and d(y) < α, then

C(x, y) =
⊕

z∈Ob(C)

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z) =

⊕
d(z)<α

C+(z, y)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z)

since C−(x, z) = 0 when d(z) ⩾ α. Thus, one can define a full subcategory Cα of C consisting of objects x
with d(x) < α, which is a generalized k-linear Reedy category by the above equality. Similarly, for an object
x, we can define a full subcategory Cx of C consisting of objects y with y ≺ x, which is also a generalized
k-linear Reedy category.

3.2. Standard modules. In this subsection we define standard modules and study their homological prop-
erties. These special modules were introduced in [11].

3.3 Definition. For x ∈ Ob(C) with d(x) = α, the standard left C-module ∆x is defined as

∆x = C(x,−)/Iα(x,−) ∼= C/Iα ⊗C C1x = Cα ⊗C C1x,

where C is viewed as a k-algebra in the last two terms; see Remark 2.2. Dually, using corresponding right
C-modules, one can define the standard right C-module

∆x = C(−, x)/Iα(−, x) ∼= 1xC⊗C C/Iα = 1xC⊗C Cα.
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We can use partial orders ≼ and ≼′ on Ob(C) to reformualte standard modules. Define

Ix =
⊕
z≺x

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z), and

I′x =
⊕
z≺′x

C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
C−(−, z).

3.4 Lemma. Let x be an object in C with d(x) = α. Then Ix = Iα(x,−) and ∆x = C1x/Ix. Similarly, one
has I′x = Iα(−, x) and ∆x = 1xC/I

′
x.

Proof. We only prove the first statement. By definitions, it suffices to show⊕
z≺x

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z) =

⊕
d(z)<α

C+(z,−)⊗A0
z
C−(x, z).

Clearly, if z ≺ x, then d(z) < α, so the left side is contained in the right side. On the other hand, if
C−(x, z) ̸= 0, then z ≼ x. But d(z) < α = d(x), so z ≺ x, and hence, the right side is also contained in the
left side. □

3.5 Remark. It is clear that ∆x is only supported on objects y with d(y) ⩾ d(x) = α. Since the quotient
category Cα is also a generalized k-linear Reedy category by Lemma 3.2, one may view Cα -Mod as a full
subcategory of C -Mod. With respect to this identification, ∆x is isomorphic to Cα(x,−). But x is a minimal
object in Cα -Mod, so one has

Cα(x,−) ∼= C
+

α ⊗
C

0
α
C
−
α (x,−) = C

+

α ⊗
C

0
α
C
−
α (x, x)

∼= C
+

α (x,−) ∼= C+(x,−).

Therefore, we may identify ∆x, C
+(x,−) and Cα(x,−) as C0-modules. Dually, we can identify ∆x, C−(−, x)

and left Cα(−, x) as right C0-modules.

It is clear that A0
x

∼= C−(x,−)/I−α (x,−) when d(x) = α, so one can view A0
x as a left C−-module

concentrated on the single object x. We show under a mild condition that standard modules are induced
from A0

x, and have nice homological properties, generalizing [11, Theorems 4.3 and 4.7].

3.6 Theorem. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module. Then:

(a) ∆x
∼= C⊗C− A0

x as left C-modules;

(b) EndC(∆x) ∼= (A0
x)

op as k-algebras;

(c) HomC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 only if x = y or d(x) > d(y);

(d) ExtnC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 for n ⩾ 1 only if d(x) > d(y).

Proof. (a) Let d(x) = α. Applying the functor C ⊗C− −, which is exact by Corollary 2.11, to the exact
sequence

0 → I−α (x,−) → C−(x,−) → A0
x → 0

of left C−-modules, we get another short exact

0 → C⊗C− I−α (x,−) −→ C⊗C− C−(x,−) −→ C⊗C− A0
x → 0

of left C-modules. But C ⊗C− C−(x,−) ∼= C(x,−) and C ⊗C− I−α (x,−) ∼= Iα(x,−) by Lemma 3.1. The
conclusion follows.

(b) Let d(x) = α. Note that Cα is a quotient category of C, so Cα -Mod is a full subcategory of C -Mod.
Moreover, ∆x viewed as a left Cα-module coincides with Cα(x,−). Thus, one has

EndC(∆x) ∼= EndCα
(Cα(x,−)) ∼= (1xCα1x)

op = (A0
x)

op.

(c) We first consider the case that d(y) = β > α = d(x). We want to show that HomC(∆x,∆y) vanishes.

Since Cα is again a generalized k-linear Reedy category, viewed as k-algebras one has

Cβ = C/Iβ ∼= (C/Iα)/(Iβ/Iα).

Thus, one may view Cβ as a quotient algebra of Cα, and Iβ/Iα is precisely the two-sided ideal of Cα to define

this quotient; see the construction before Lemma 3.2. Moreover, Cα -Mod is a full subcategory of C -Mod
and it contains ∆x and ∆y, so

HomC(∆x,∆y) = HomCα
(∆x,∆y) ∼= HomCα

(Cα(x,−),∆y),
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as ∆x
∼= Cα(x,−) in this full subcategory. But the last term is isomorphic to the value of ∆y on x, which is

clearly 0 since ∆y is only supported on objects z with d(z) ⩾ d(y) = β.
Then we consider the case that d(y) = d(x) but x ̸= y. As in the previous paragraph, one has

HomC(∆x,∆y) = HomCα
(∆x,∆y) ∼= HomCα

(Cα(x,−),Cα(y,−)) ∼= Cα(y, x) = 0

by Lemma 2.6 since x and y are minimal in Cα.
(d) By (a), ∆x

∼= C⊗C− A0
x. By Eckmann-Shapiro’s lemma (see [4, p47], which also holds for rings with

a complete family of orthogonal idempotents), one has

ExtnC(∆x,∆y) ∼= ExtnC(C⊗C− A0
x,∆y) ∼= ExtnC−(A0

x,∆y).

We want to show that this extension group vanishes whenever d(x) ⩽ d(y).
Construct a projective resolution . . . → P 1 → P 0 → A0

x → 0 in C− -Mod with P 0 = C−(x,−). By the
structure of C−, for n ⩾ 1, one can assume that the value of P i on each object z is 0 if d(z) ⩾ d(x). In
other words, Pn is supported on objects z with d(z) < d(x) ⩽ d(y). On the other hand, we know that ∆y is
supported on objects z with d(z) ⩾ d(y). Consequently, HomC(P

i,∆y) = 0 for all n ⩾ 1, and the conclusion
follows. □

3.7 Remark. When C is a generalized k-linear Reedy category, so is the opposite category Cop with (Cop)+ =
(C−)op and (Cop)− = (C+)op. In this case, the right standard module ∆x of C is a left standard module
over Cop. Therefore, all results established in this subsection hold for ∆x with suitable modifications. In
particular, we obtain a dual version of the above theorem.

3.8 Theorem. Suppose that C− is a projective left C0-module. Then one has:

(a) ∆x ∼= A0
x ⊗C+ C as right C-modules;

(b) EndC(∆
x) ∼= A0

x as k-algebras;

(c) HomC(∆
x,∆y) ̸= 0 only if x = y or d(x) > d(y);

(d) ExtnC(∆
x,∆y) ̸= 0 for n ⩾ 1 only if d(x) > d(y).

3.9 Remark. Carefully checking the proof of Theorem 3.6, one can strengthen (c) and (d) using the partial
orders ≼ on Ob(C) (see Lemma 2.4 and the paragraph before it for details of this order). Explicitly, we
actually proved the following stronger conclusions:

(c’) HomC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 only if x ≼ y;

(d’) ExtnC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 for n ⩾ 1 only if x ≺ y.

Stronger versions of (c) and (d) in Theorem 3.8 can be formulated via ≼′ (see Remark 2.5) similarly.

3.3. Filtrations and irreducible modules. It was shown in [11] that a k-linear Reedy category is similar
to a quasi-hereditary algebra; that is, every representable functor has a filtration by standard modules, see
[11, Theorem 4.5]. Moreover, standard modules are used to classify all irreducible modules; see [11, Theorem
4.14]. In this subsection we extend these results to generalized k-linear Reedy categories.

Since a classification of irreducible modules of an arbitrary k-algebra in general is not available, in this
subsection we impose an extra condition: each A0

x is a semi-perfect k-algebra. Therefore, for each x ∈
Ob(C), one can fix a finite complete set Ex of orthogonal primitive idempotents in A0

x. In particular, every
indecomposable projective left A0

x-module is isomorphic to A0
xe for a certain e ∈ Ex. Since Ce is a projective

left C-module, one can define ∆x,e = Ce/Iαe, where α = d(x). Consequently, ∆x,e is a direct summand of

∆x, and ∆x =
⊕

e∈Ex
∆x,e. Moreover, ∆x,e is indecomposable, since EndC(∆x,e) ∼= EndCα

(Cαe) ∼= (eA0
xe)

op

is a local ring.

3.10 Lemma. Suppose that each A0
x is a semi-perfect k-algebra for x ∈ Ob(C). Let V be a left C−-module

such that V (x) is a projective left A0
x-module for each x ∈ Ob(C). Then V admits a transfinite filtration

0 = V<0 ⊆ V<1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ V<λ+1 = V

such that for 0 ⩽ α ⩽ λ, each Vα = V<α+1/V<α is isomorphic to a direct sum of members in the family

Fα = {A0
xe | d(x) = α, e ∈ Ex}.
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Proof. For each α, define a submodule V<α of V as follows: for x ∈ Ob(C),

V<α(x) =

{
V (x) if d(x) < α;

0 else.

Clearly, one has V ∼= lim−→α
V<α. Furthermore, one has

Vα(x) = V<α+1(x)/V<α(x) =

{
V (x) if d(x) = α;

0 else.

Note that if d(x) = α = d(y) but x ̸= y, then C−(x, y) = 0 = C−(y, x). Thus, Vα =
⊕

d(x)=α V (x) as left

C−-modules. But since V (x) is a projective left A0
x-module, we get a further decomposition

Vα =
⊕

d(x)=α

V (x) ∼=
⊕

d(x)=α

⊕
e∈Ex

(A0
xe)

cx,e ,

where cx,e is the multiplicity which can be infinity. □

3.11 Proposition. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module, C− is a projective left C0-module, and
each A0

x is a semi-perfect k-algebra for x ∈ Ob(C). Then every C(x,−) can be filtered by a coproduct of
∆z,e with d(z) ⩽ d(x) and e ∈ Ez.

Proof. Let x ∈ Ob(C) with d(x) = β and let V = C−(x,−). Since C− is a projective left C0-module, V (y)
is a projective left A0

y-module for each y ∈ Ob(C) by Lemma 2.10(a). Applying Lemma 3.10, we obtain a
transfinite filtration

0 = V<0 ⊆ V<1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ V<β+1 = V

such that for α ⩽ β, each Vα = V<α+1/V<α is a coproduct of A0
ze with d(z) = α and e ∈ Ez. Since C+ is

a projective right C0-module, C ⊗C− − is exact by Corollary 2.11. Applying it to the above filtration and
observing that ∆z,e

∼= C⊗C− A0
ze by Theorem 3.6, we establish the conclusion. □

3.12 Remark. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module. Without the assumption that each A0
x

is a semi-perfect k-algebra, using the same argument, one can get a filtration of C(x,−) whose factors are⊕
d(z)=α C ⊗C− C−(x, z) for each α ⩽ d(x), where C−(x, z) is viewed as a left C−-module concentrated on

the object z. Moreover, one has the following isomorphisms of left C-modules:

C⊗C− C−(x, z) ∼= C⊗C− (A0
z ⊗A0

z
C−(x, z))

∼= (C⊗C− A0
z)⊗A0

z
C−(x, z)

∼= ∆z ⊗A0
z
C−(x, z).

Given a left C-module M , denote by [M ] its isomorphism class. The following result gives parameteriza-
tions of isomorphism classes of irreducible left C-modules under some mild assumptions.

3.13 Theorem. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module, C− is a projective left C0-module, and
each A0

x is a semi-perfect k-algebra. Then there are bijections between the following sets:

(1) {[S] | S is an irreducible left C-module};
(2) {∆x,e | x ∈ Ob(C), e ∈ Ex};
(3)

⊔
x∈Ob(C)Ex.

Proof. We claim that ∆x,e
∼= ∆x′,e′ if and only if x = x′ and e = e′, which trivially gives a bijective

correspondence between (2) and (3). One direction is trivial. Conversely, if ∆x,e
∼= ∆x′,e′ , then

HomC(∆x,∆x′) ̸= 0 ̸= HomC(∆x′ ,∆x).

This forces x = x′ by Theorem 3.6. Furthermore, ∆x,e
∼= ∆x,e′ as left Cα-modules with α = d(x). In

particular, their values on x are isomorphic as left Cα(x, x)-modules. But Cα(x, x) = A0
x, and their values

on x are A0
xe and A0

xe
′, so A0

xe
∼= A0

xe
′ as left A0

x-modules. Since e, e′ ∈ Ex, we have e = e′.
To obtain a bijective correspondence between (1) and (2), we first show that each ∆x,e has a unique simple

quotient. View ∆x,e as a left Cα-module with α = d(x). Since its endomorphism ring is local, it has a unique
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maximal submodule, and hence a unique simple quotient, which is also simple viewed as a left C-module.
Consequently, from each ∆x,e we obtain a simple left C-module Sx,e, and hence a map Φ from (2) to (1).

We prove the surjectivity of Φ by showing that each simple left C-module S is isomorphic to the unique
simple quotient Sx,e of a certain ∆x,e. Take an object x such that Sx ̸= 0 and d(x) = α is minimal. We obtain
a nonzero left C-module homomorphism φ : C(x,−) → S. For each f ∈ C(x, y) with a Reedy factorization
f+1 f

−
1 + . . .+ f+n f

−
n , one has

φ(f) = φ(

n∑
i=1

f+i f
−
i ) =

n∑
i=1

(f+i f
−
i ) · φ(1x) =

n∑
i=1

f+i · (f−i · φ(1x)).

Note that f−i · φ(1x) ∈ Szi with zi the target of f−i . If f ∈ Iα(x, y), then d(zi) < α, so Szi = 0, and hence
φ(f) = 0. Consequently, Iα(x,−) is sent to 0 by φ, and we can factorize φ as follows:

C(x,−)
φ

//

((

S

∆x = C(x,−)/Iα(x,−)

ψ

77

Since ∆x =
⊕

x∈Ex
∆x,e, we can find an e ∈ Ex such that the restriction ∆x,e → S of φ : ∆x → S is nonzero;

that is, S is isomorphic to Sx,e. This proves the surjectivity of Φ.
We prove the injectivity of Φ by showing that Sx,e ∼= Sx′,e′ implies that ∆x,e = ∆x′,e′ . Since these two

simple modules are isomorphic, they have the same support (that is, the set of objects z such that the value
of the module on z is nonzero), so d(x) = d(x′). Let α = d(x). Then one can view Sx,e, Sx′,e′ , ∆x,e and

∆x′,e′ as Cα-modules. But in this case ∆x,e and ∆x′,e′ are projective covers of Sx,e and Sx′,e′ in Cα -Mod,
so ∆x,e

∼= ∆x′,e′ , and hence ∆x,e = ∆x′,e′ by the claim at the beginning of the proof. □

Throughout this paper, for a small category C , we denote its k-linearization by C .

3.14 Example. Let C be the category with objects [n] for n ∈ N and morphisms the usual maps, whose
representation theory has been considered in [31, 32, 42]. It is a generalized Reedy category with C+ the
subcategory of injections and C− the subcategory of surjections. By Theorem 3.13, isomorphism class of
irreducible C -modules are parameterized by pairs (n, [L]), where n ∈ N and [L] is the isomorphism class of
a simple kSn-module L. In particular, if k is a field of characteristic 0, then each irreducible C -module is
isomorphic to the top of a standard module

∆n,µ = C+ ⊗kSn
Lµ ∼= C+([n],−)⊗kSn

Lµ,

where µ is a partition of n, and Lµ is the corresponding irreducible kSn-module. The reader can compare
this result to [42, Theorem 5.5] and [31, Theorem 2].

3.15 Example. Let C be the category whose objects are [n] equipped with the cyclic order with n ∈ N
and whose morphisms are order-preserving maps. This is a skeleton of the cyclic category Λ introduced by
Connes [9], which has been widely applied in algebraic topology and homology theory. In particular, people
have obtained a Dold-Kan type theorem for this category; see for instance [13, 26, 39]. It is easy to check
that C is a generalized Reedy category with C+ the subcategory of order-preserving injections and C− the
subcategory of order-preserving surjections.

By Theorem 3.13, isomorphism class of irreducible C -modules are parameterized by pairs (n, [L]), where
n ∈ N and [L] is the isomorphism class of a simple kCn-module L with Cn the cyclic group of order n. If k
is a field of characteristic 0, then each irreducible C -module is isomorphic to the top of a standard module

∆n,ξ = C+ ⊗kCn
Lξ ∼= C+([n],−)⊗kCn

Lξ,

where ξ is an n-th root of the unity, and Lξ is the corresponding irreducible kCn-module.

4. Decomposition of module categories I: central idempotents

As we mentioned in the introduction, there are quite a few interesting combinatorial categories C such that C
are generalized k-linear Reedy categories, and C -Mod is equivalent to C 0 -Mod. In this and the next section
we give two sufficient criteria such that this equivalence holds for generalized k-linear Reedy categories.
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Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. For x ∈ Ob(C), recall that A0
x = C+(x, x) = C−(x, x),

Ax = C(x, x) = 1xC1x ∼=
⊕
y≼x

C+(y, x)⊗A0
y
C−(x, y),

where the isomorphism of k-algebras is given by the composition ρ (see Remark 2.2), and

Ix =
⊕
y≺x

C+(y,−)⊗A0
y
C−(x, y).

The short exact sequence

(∗) 0 → Ix → C1x → ∆x → 0

of C-modules induces a short exact sequence

(∗∗) 0 → 1xIx → 1xC1x = Ax → 1x∆x = A0
x → 0.

It is routine to check that

Ix = 1xIx =
⊕
y≺x

C+(y, x)⊗A0
y
C−(x, y)

is a two-sided ideal of Ax. Thus, we may view A0
x as a quotient k-algebra of Ax.

4.1 Lemma. If there exists a central idempotent ex ∈ Ax such that Ix = exAxex, then the short exact
sequences (∗) and (∗∗) split. Furthermore, Ix ∼= Cex and ∆x

∼= Cfx as left C-modules, where fx = 1x − ex.

Proof. Note that ex is contained in Ix and serves as the identity of Ix as a k-algebra. Thus, the short exact
sequence (∗∗) becomes to

0 → exAxex → (exAxex ⊕ fxAxfx) → A0
x → 0

which forces A0
x
∼= fxAxfx, and hence, (∗∗) splits. We identify A0

x with fxAxfx and under this identification,
the identity of this ring is fx rather than 1x. In particular, the value ∆x(x) becomes fxAxfx. Thus,

HomC(Cex,∆x) ∼= ex∆x(x) = exfxAxfx = 0

and similarly HomC(Cfx, Ix) = 0. Consequently, ∆x is a quotient module of Cfx and Ix is a quotient module
of Cex.

Applying the snake lemma to the commutative diagram of exact rows

0 // Cex //

��

C1x // Cfx //

��

0

0 // Ix // C1x // ∆x
// 0,

where the third vertical arrow is an epimorphism, we deduce another short exact sequence

0 → Cex → Ix → K → 0

where K is the kernel of the third vertical map in the commutative diagram. In particular, it is a submodule
of Cfx.

Since Ix is a quotient of Cex, and K is a quotient of Ix by the above short exact sequence, we obtain
a surjection from Cex to K. But K is also a submodule of Cfx, so if K ̸= 0, we shall obtain a nonzero
morphism from Cex to Cfx, which is impossible since

HomC(Cex,Cfx) ∼= exCfx = exAxfx = 0.

Thus, K must be the zero module. Consequently, ∆x
∼= Cfx and Ix ∼= Cex, so the exact sequence (∗) also

splits. □

Under one more assumption, we show that the family {∆x | x ∈ Ob(C)} is orthogonal.

4.2 Lemma. Under the following assumptions:

(a) the condition in Lemma 4.1 holds for every x ∈ Ob(C);

(b) for x, y ∈ Ob(C), the left A0
y-module C−(x, y) contains a free direct summand whenever C+(y, x) ̸= 0,

one has HomC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0 if and only if x = y.
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Proof. Suppose that HomC(∆x,∆y) ̸= 0. By Lemma 4.1, one can assume that ∆x = Cfx and ∆y = Cfy,
where fx and fy are central idempotents in Ax and Ay respectively. Thus,

HomC(∆x,∆y) ∼= fxCfy ∼=
⊕
z

fxC
+(z, x)⊗A0

z
C−(y, z)fy.

If y ̸= z, then C−(y, z) ∈ Iy. But by the proof of Lemma 4.1, Iyfy = Ceyfy = 0, so one has

0 ̸= HomC(∆x,∆y) ∼= fxCfy = fxC
+(y, x)⊗A0

y
C−(y, y)fy.

In particular, fxC
+(y, x) ̸= 0. By the condition (b), one has fxC

+(y, x) ⊗A0
y
C−(x, y) ̸= 0. If x ̸= y, then

C+(y, x)⊗A0
y
C−(x, y) ⊆ Ix, so fxIx = fxexAxex ̸= 0, which is impossible as fxex = 0. Thus, x must coincide

with y. □

4.3 Remark. The conclusion fails without the extra assumption (b) in Lemma 4.2. For instance, if C = C+,
then ∆x = C1x and ∆y = C1y, so HomC(∆x,∆y) ∼= 1yC1x = C(x, y), which might not be 0 even if x ̸= y.

The following lemma gives us a new family of projective generators in C -Mod.

4.4 Lemma. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module, and C− is a projective left C0-module. If
each ∆x is a projective left C-module, then {∆x | x ∈ Ob(C)} is a set of projective generators in C -Mod.

Proof. By Remark 3.12, for each x ∈ Ob(C), the representable functor C(x,−) has a filtration with factors⊕
d(z)=α

C⊗C− C−(x, z) ∼=
⊕

d(z)=α

∆z ⊗A0
z
C−(x, z)

for α ⩽ d(x). Since C−(x, z) is a projective left A0
z-module by Lemma 2.10(a), up to isomorphism ∆z ⊗A0

z

C−(x, z) is a direct summand of a direct sum of copies of ∆z. In particular, it is projective. Thus, from the
filtration we deduce that

C(x,−) ∼=
⊕

α⩽d(x)

⊕
d(z)=α

C⊗C− C−(x, z) ∼=
⊕

α⩽d(x)

⊕
d(z)=α

∆z ⊗A0
z
C−(x, z)

as C-modules, so C(x,−) can be generated by the given family. This finishes the proof. □

Now it is ready to prove the main result in this section.

4.5 Theorem. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module, C− is a projective left C0-module, and the
assumptions in Lemma 4.2 hold. Then

C -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C)

A0
x -Mod .

In particular, if each A0
x is a semisimple k-algebra, then C -Mod is semisimple as well.

Proof. Lemma 4.1 tells us that each ∆x is projective, so by Lemma 4.4 they form a family of projective
generators in C -Mod. Lemma 4.2 asserts that this family is orthogonal. The conclusion then follows from
the Morita equivalence and the isomorphism EndC(∆x) ∼= (A0

x)
op proved in Theorem 3.6. □

The following example has been studied in [8, 24, 39].

4.6 Example. Let Fq be a finite field of q elements, and k a commutative ring such that q is invertible in
k. Let C be the category consisting of objects Fnq with n ∈ N and Fq-linear maps. Then C is a generalized

Reedy category with C+ the subcategory of linear injections and C− the subcategory of linear surjections.
For n ⩽ m, the general linear group GLn(Fq) acts freely on C+(Fnq ,Fmq ) from the right side and freely

on C−(Fmq ,Fnq ) from the left side. Furthermore, the existence of central idempotents required in Lemma 4.1
was proved in [23] (see also [24, Theorem 2.1]). Thus, by [24, Theorem 1.1] one has

C -Mod ≃
∏
n∈N

kGLn(Fq) -Mod .



REPRESENTATIONS OF GENERALIZED LINEAR REEDY CATEGORIES AND ABELIAN MODEL STRUCTURES 19

When q = 1, C is equivalent to the category of finite sets and partial injections, and the category of finite
pointed sets and pointed injections; see [8, Section 4] and [24, Section 4]. In this case, one has

C -Mod ≃
∏
n∈N

kSn -Mod,

where Sn is the symmetric group on n letters; see [8, Theorem 1.7] and [24, Theorem 4.1].

5. Decomposition of module categories II: non-degenerate elements

The conditions in Theorem 4.5, in particular the existence of central idempotents, are hard to check in many
situations. In this section we provide another criterion for a special family of generalized k-linear Reedy
categories such that the conclusion of Theorem 4.5 still holds.

5.1. Another sufficient criterion. Let C ∼= C+ ⊗C0 C− be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Given
x, y ∈ Ob(C) and a nonzero g ∈ C+(x, y), the composition ρ gives rise to a k-linear map

φg : C
−(y, x) −→ Ax = C(x, x) −→ A0

x, f 7→ fg 7→ fg,

where the second arrow is the natural quotient map since A0
x is a quotient algebra of Ax. We say that g is

non-degenerate if φg is nonzero. Similarly, for a nonzero f ∈ C−(y, x), we have a k-linear map

ψf : C+(x, y) −→ Ax = C(x, x) −→ A0
x, g 7→ fg 7→ fg,

and we say that f is non-degenerate if ψf is nonzero.

5.1 Theorem. Let k be a field and C a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that the following
conditions hold for all x, y ∈ Ob(C):

(a) C+(x, y) is a finite dimensional vector space over k;

(b) C+(x, y) is a projective right A0
x-module and C−(y, x) is a free left A0

x-module;

(c) dimk C
+(x, y) = dimk C

−(y, x);

(d) every nonzero g ∈ C+(x, y) is non-degenerate.

Then one has an equivalence

C -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C)

A0
x -Mod .

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.5, we show that {∆x | x ∈ Ob(C)} is an orthogonal family of
projective generators in C -Mod. The proof is based on a transfinite induction.

Firstly, if x and y are distinct objects such that d(x) = d(y) = 0, then ∆x = C(x,−) and ∆y = C(y,−)
are projective C-modules. Furthermore, these two standard modules are orthogonal by Lemma 2.6.

Now we carry out the induction step. Suppose that for

S<α = {x ∈ Ob(C) | d(x) < α}
we have proved the following facts:

(1) HomC(∆x,∆y) = 0 for x, y ∈ S<α with x ̸= y;

(2) each ∆x is projective.

We want to show the facts for the subset S⩽α ⊆ Ob(C).

Proof of (1). Take distinct x, y ∈ S⩽α. Clearly, the conclusion holds if x, y ∈ S<α. Suppose that d(y) = α
and d(x) ⩽ α. If d(x) = α, then HomC(∆y,∆x) = 0 by Theorem 3.6, so we may assume that d(x) < α.
Applying HomC(−,∆x) to the short exact sequence

0 → Iy → C1y → ∆y → 0,

one obtains another exact sequence

0 → HomC(∆y,∆x) → HomC(C1y,∆x) → HomC(Iy,∆x) → Ext1C(∆y,∆x) → 0.

By Remark 3.12, Iy has a filtration whose factors are coproducts of the form

C⊗C− C−(y, z) ∼= ∆z ⊗A0
z
C−(y, z)
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with d(z) < α. But C−(y, z) is a free left A0
z-module by the condition (b) and ∆z is a projective left C-module

by the induction hypothesis, so every filtration factor is a projective left C-module. Consequently, we obtain
an isomorphism of left C-modules:

Iy ∼=
⊕

d(z)<α

∆z ⊗A0
z
C−(y, z).

Again, the induction hypothesis implies that HomC(∆z ⊗A0
z
C−(y, z), ∆x) = 0 if z ̸= x, it follows

HomC(Iy,∆x) = HomC(∆x ⊗A0
x
C−(y, x), ∆x).

Thus the above exact sequence becomes

(†) 0 → HomC(∆y,∆x) → HomC(C1y,∆x)
φ−→ HomC(∆x ⊗A0

x
C−(y, x), ∆x) → Ext1C(∆y,∆x) → 0.

We will show that the middle map φ is an isomorphism in the next lemma, so one has

HomC(∆y,∆x) = 0 = Ext1C(∆y,∆x).

Proof of (2). We have shown that Ext1C(∆y,∆x) = 0 whenever d(x) < d(y) = α. Since

Iy ∼=
⊕

d(x)<α

∆x ⊗A0
x
C−(y, x),

it follows that Ext1C(∆y, Iy) = 0. Consequently, the short exact sequence

0 → Iy → C1y → ∆y → 0

splits, so ∆y is a projective left C-module.

Now we have proved (1) and (2) for the family {∆x | d(x) ⩽ α}. A transfinite induction tells us that
{∆x | x ∈ Ob(C)} is an orthogonal family of projective generators in C -Mod. The conclusion then follows. □

5.2 Lemma. Under the assumptions in the previous theorem, the middle map φ in the short exact sequence
(†) is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Remark 3.5, for each f ∈ C+(x, y), we denote by f the corresponding elements in ∆x(y). Via
this correspondence,

C+(x, y) ∼= ∆x(y) ∼= HomC(C1y,∆x)

with an explicit isomorphism

ϕ : C+(x, y) −→ HomC(C1y,∆x), g 7→ (ϕg : 1y 7→ g)

Via this isomorphism, the middle map

φ : HomC(C1y,∆x) −→ HomC(∆x ⊗A0
x
C−(y, x), ∆x)

can be described as
ϕg 7→ [φ(ϕg) : h⊗ f 7→ hfg, ∀h ∈ ∆x(z), f ∈ C−(y, x)].

This map is injective. Indeed, if ϕg ̸= ϕg′ , then g ̸= g′, so g − g′ ̸= 0. But g − g′ ∈ C+(x, y) is non-

degenerate by the condition (d), so one can find an f ∈ C−(y, x) such that fg ̸= fg′. In particular, for
h = 1x, one has

φ(ϕg)(1x ⊗ f) = fg ̸= fg′ = φ(ϕg′)(1x ⊗ f),

so φ(ϕg) ̸= φ(ϕg′); that is, φ is injective.
Now we show that φ is also surjective. Note that C−(y, x) ∼=

⊕n
i=1A

0
x for a certain n ∈ N since C−(y, x)

is a free left A0
x-module of finite rank by the conditions (a) and (b). Consequently, ∆x ⊗A0

x
C−(y, x) is

isomorphic to the coproduct of n copies of ∆x, so

HomC(∆x ⊗A0
x
C−(y, x), ∆x) ∼=

n⊕
i=1

HomC(∆x,∆x) ∼=
n⊕
i=1

A0
x,

as vector spaces over k. By comparing dimensions, we have

dimk HomC(∆x ⊗A0
x
C−(y, x), ∆x) = ndimk A

0
x = dimk C

−(y, x), and

dimk HomC(C1y,∆x) = dimk C
+(x, y) = dimk C

−(x, y),
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where the last equality follows from the condition (c). Since φ is an injective linear map between two finite
dimensional vector spaces with the same dimension, it must be surjective. □

Using the right standard module ∆x (see Remark 3.7), one may obtain the dual version of this theorem.

5.3 Theorem. Let k be a field and C a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that the following
conditions hold for x, y ∈ Ob(C):

(a) C+(x, y) is a finite dimensional vector space over k;

(b) C+(x, y) is a free right A0
x-module and C−(y, x) is a projective left A0

x-module;

(c) dimk C
+(x, y) = dimk C

−(y, x);

(d) every nonzero f ∈ C−(y, x) is non-degenerate.

Then one has an equivalence

C -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C)

A0
x -Mod .

5.4 Remark. The condition (b) in the above two theorems can be replaced by other conditions for some
special cases. For instance, if each A0

x is the group algebra kGx of a finite group Gx whose order is invertible
in k, then in the proof of Lemma 5.2, by the tensor-hom adjunction one has

HomC(∆x ⊗kGx
C−(y, x), ∆x) ∼= HomkGx

(C−(y, x), EndC(∆x))

∼= HomkGx(C
−(y, x), kGx)

∼= C−(y, x),

as vector spaces over k, so the map φ is surjective. Note that the assumption that the order of each Gx is
invertible in k is essential to guarantee that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left
C0-module.

5.2. Applications. In this subsection we give some applications of Theorem 5.1 and its dual version.
Let C be a small EI category (that is, every endomorphism in C is an isomorphism) with pullbacks.

Without loss of generality we can assume that C is skeletal since if C has pullbacks, so does each of its
skeletal subcategories. Under this extra assumption it is easy to check that the relation ≼ on Ob(C ) defined
via setting x ≼ y if C (x, y) ̸= ∅ is a partial order on Ob(C ). Denote by Gx the group of automorphisms on
x for x ∈ Ob(C ).

5.5 Definition. A small skeletal EI category C is called an artinian EI category if (Ob(C ),≼) satisfies the
descending chain condition. It is locally finite if C (x, y) is a finite set for all x, y ∈ Ob(C ).

From now on, we assume that C is a locally finite skeletal artinian EI category with pullbacks. Define a
degree function d from Ob(C ) to a sufficiently large ordinal λ as follows: for minimal elements in the artinian
poset (Ob(C ),≼), set their degree to be 0. While removing these objects from Ob(C ), we obtain a new
artinian poset, and let minimal elements in the new poset have degree 1. The degree function can be defined
via a transfinite process. Let C 0 be the subcategory of C consisting of all objects and all isomorphisms.

The category of spans Ĉ is defined as follows. It has the same objects as C . For x, y ∈ Ob(C ), the
morphism set is defined to be

Ĉ (x, y) =
⊔

z∈Ob(C )

C (z, y)×Gz C op(x, z).

More explicitly, a morphism in Ĉ (x, y) is represented by a diagram x z
f
oo

g
// y with f and g mor-

phisms in C , and two pairs (f, g) and (f ′, g′) represent the same morphism if there is an automorphism
σ ∈ Gz such that the following diagram commutes:

z

σ

��

g

��

f

��

x z
f ′
oo

g′
// y
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The composite of morphisms (f, g) : x→ y and (f ′, g′) : y → w is (fl, g′h) : x→ w, where the top square is
a pullback:

v
h
//

l

��

u

f ′

��

g′
// w

z
g
//

f

��

y

x

For more details, please refer to [3] or [10].

It is easy to check that Ĉ is almost a generalized Reedy category in the sense of [5]. Indeed, by setting

Ĉ+ = C and Ĉ− = C op, we see that all conditions except the last one specified in Example 2.9 hold. Thus,

its k-linearization Ĉ is a generalized k-linear Reedy category.
Applying Theorem 5.1 we obtain the following result:

5.6 Theorem. Let k be a field and C an artinian EI category satisfying the following conditions:

(a) C has pullbacks;

(b) C is locally finite;

(c) the order of Gx is invertible in k for each x ∈ Ob(C );

(d) every morphism in C is a monomorphism.

Then one has

Ĉ -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C )

kGx -Mod .

Proof. We need to check the conditions (a)-(d) specified in Theorem 5.1. Clearly, the condition (a) holds

as C is locally finite, and the condition (b) holds by Remark 5.4. Noting that Ĉ+ = C and Ĉ− = C op.
Then the condition (c) automatically holds. Thus it is sufficient to show the condition (d) in Theorem 5.1.

Given a nonzero g ∈ Ĉ+(x, y) = C (x, y), write g = a1g1 + . . . + angn with distinct gi ∈ C (x, y) and

0 ̸= ai ∈ k. Let g′1 ∈ Ĉ−(y, x) = C op(y, x) = C (x, y) be the morphism corresponding to g1. Then the

product g′1gi ∈ Ĉ (x, x) is represented by the pair (pi, qi) appeared in the diagram

z
pi
//

qi

��

x

g1

��

1x
// x

x
gi
//

1x

��

y

x

When i = 1, since g1 is monic, it follows that z = x and pi = qi = 1x; see [17, Proposition 3.12]. If i ̸= 1,
then (pi, qi) is not equivalent to (1x, 1x) since otherwise we have a commutative diagram

x

σ

��

1x

  

1x

~~

x x
pi
oo

qi
// x

so pi = qi = σ−1, and hence gi = g1 from the pullback diagram. Thus, g′1gi and g
′
1g1 are different morphisms

in Ĉ (x, x) if i ̸= 1. Consequently, g′1g = a1g
′
1g1 + a2g

′
1g2 + . . .+ ang

′
1gn ∈ Ĉ (x, x) is nonzero. Furthermore,

its image in the quotient algebra kGx of Ĉ (x, x) is nonzero as well since g′1g1 is the identity element in Gx.
Thus, g is non-degenerate. □

Theorem 5.6 may apply to many combinatorial categories. We give a few examples, most of which have
been studied in literature such as [8, 25]. The reader can easily find more.
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5.7 Example. Let C be an artinian poset such that every two elements in it have the greatest lower bound.
It is easy to see that all conditions in Theorem 5.6 hold. Therefore, for a field k with any characteristic, one
has

Ĉ -Mod ≃
∏

x∈Ob(C )

k -Mod .

5.8 Example. Let C be the category consisting of objects Fnq with n ∈ N and Fq-linear injections. The

category Ĉ of spans is equivalent to the category of finite dimensional spaces over Fq and partial linear
injections. When q = 1, it is equivalent to the category FI♯ studied in [8]. One can check that all conditions
in Theorem 5.6 hold for C . Thus when k is a field of characteristic 0, we deduce the following equivalences
for q = 1 (see [25, Corollary 7.7] and [8, Theorem 4.1.5]):

Ĉ -Mod ≃
∏
n∈N

kGLn(Fq) -Mod and Ĉ -Mod ≃
∏
n∈N

kSn -Mod .

5.9 Example. Let k be a field of characteristic 0. Let C be the category consisting of objects Fnq with
n ∈ N and Fq-linear surjections. Then C op satisfies all conditions in Theorem 5.6. Consequently, one has

Ĉ op -Mod ≃
∏
n∈N

kGLn(Fq) -Mod .

Similarly, if we let C be the category consisting of objects [n] with n ∈ N and surjections, then

Ĉ op -Mod ≃
∏
n∈N

kSn -Mod .

5.10 Remark. The conclusions of the above two examples actually hold for any commutative ring k in
which q is invertible, as asserted in [25, Theorem 6.7]. It follows from the facts that indempotents split and
finite direct sums exsit in these categories.

Part II. Abelian model structures

In this part we focus on abelian model structures on the representation category C -Mod of a generalized
k-linear Reedy category C. In particular, using the technique of Grothendieck bifibrations, we construct
various abelian model structures on C -Mod from families of abelian model structures on A0

x -Mod’s.

Setup. Throughout this part, let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category with d : Ob(C) → λ its degree
function, and recall that A0

x = C0(x, x) for each x ∈ Ob(C).

6. Preliminaries on model structures and Grothendieck bifibrations

For the convenience of the reader, in this section we give some necessary preliminaries on abelian model
structures and Grothendieck bifibrations.

6.1. Abelian model structures. The main content of this subsection includes weak factorization systems,
(abelian) model structures, cotorsion pairs as well as various close relations among them.

Let l : A→ B and r : C → D be morphisms in a category E. Recall that l has the left lifting property with
respect to r (or r has the right lifting property with respect to l) if for every pair of morphisms f : A → C
and g : B → D with rf = gl, there exists a morphism t : B → C such that f = tl and g = rt. Given a class
C of morphisms in E, let C2 denote the class of all morphisms r in E having the right lifting property with
respect to all morphisms l in C. The class 2C is defined dually.

Following Bousfield [6], a pair (C,D) of classes of morphisms in E is called a weak factorization system if
C2 = D and C = 2D, and every morphism α in E can be decomposed as α = fc with c ∈ C and f ∈ D.
Elements in C (resp., in D) are called left maps (resp., right maps) of the weak factorization system.

There are many examples of weak factorization systems. We only recall the following one, which will be
used in next sections.

6.1 Example. Given a morphism f : X → Y in E, denote by X\Ef /Y the coslice category of E/Y under f

(or equivalently, the slice category of X\E over f):



24 Z.X. DI, L.P. LI, AND L. LIANG

• objects in X\Ef /Y are morphisms h in E such that the next diagram commutes:

X
h

//

f   

•.
g~~

Y

• morphisms in X\Ef /Y from (f
h−→ g) to (f

h′

−→ g′) are morphisms l in E such that the following diagram
commutes:

•

l

$$

g

$$

X

f

��

h′
//

h
oo ⋆.

g′

yy

Y

It is routine to verify that each weak factorization system (C,D) in E induces a weak factorization system
(X\Cf/Y , X\Df /Y ) in X\Ef /Y , where

X\Cf/Y = { l ∈ X\Ef /Y | as a morphism in E, l is contained in C} and

X\Df /Y = { r ∈ X\Ef /Y | as a morphism in E, r is contained in D}.

The following definition of a model category is adopted from Hüttemann and Röndigs [21]. It requires
the existence of small limits and colimits, and hence, is a strengthening of Quillen’s axioms for a closed
model category [33]. It is also slightly more general than the definition given by Hovey [19] in which the
factorizations have to be functorial.

6.2 Definition. Let E be a bicomplete category. A model structure on E is a triple (C,W,F) of classes of
morphisms satisfying the following conditions:

(a) (C,W ∩ F) and (C ∩W,F) are weak factorization systems;

(b) W satisfies the 2-out-of-3 property: if two of the three morphisms α, β and βα are contained in W,
then so is the third one.

A morphism in C (resp., W, F) is said to be a cofibration (resp., weak equivalence, fibration). A morphism
in C ∩W (resp., F ∩ W) is called a trivial cofibration (resp., trivial fibration). An object in E is said to be
cofibrant if the map to it from the initial object is a cofibration. Dually, an object in E is called fibrant if the
map from it to the terminal object is a fibration. An object in E is trivial if the map to it from the initial
object is a weak equivalence, or equivalently, the map from it to the terminal object is a weak equivalence.

The following definition of an abelian model structure is taken from [20].

6.3 Definition. Let A be a bicomplete abelian category. A model structure on A is said to be abelian if
the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) every cofibration is a monomorphism;

(b) a map is a (trivial) fibration if and only if it is an epimorphism with a (trivial) fibrant kernel.

6.4 Remark. By [20, Proposition 4.2], a model structure on A in which every cofibration is a monomorphism
and every fibration is an epimorphism, is abelian if trivial cofibrations are monomorphisms with trivially
cofibrant cokernels and cofibrations coincide with monomorphisms with cofibrant cokernels.

Weak factorization systems and abelian model structures are closely related to cotorsion pairs, which was
first introduced by Salce [35] and rediscovered by Enochs and Jenda in [14]. As an analogue to torsion pairs,
cotorsion pairs are defined using the Ext functor instead of the Hom functor. Explicitly, let A be an abelian
category. Following [14], a pair (C,D) of classes of objects in A is called a cotorsion pair if C⊥ = D and
⊥D = C, where

C⊥ = { M ∈ A | Ext1A(C,M) = 0 for all objects C ∈ C} and

⊥D = { M ∈ A | Ext1A(M,D) = 0 for all objects D ∈ D}.
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A cotorsion pair (C,D) is said to be complete if for any object M in A, there exist short exact sequences

0 → D → C →M → 0 and 0 →M → D′ → C ′ → 0

in A with D,D′ ∈ D and C,C ′ ∈ C.
For a class S of objects in an abelian category A, set

Mon(S) = { f ∈ A | f is a monomorphism with coker(f) ∈ S} and

Epi(S) = { f ∈ A | f is an epimorphism with ker(f) ∈ S}.

The next result, essentially due to Hovey [20] (see also Positselski and Šťov́ıček [30, Theorem 2.4]), provides
a close relation between weak factorization systems and complete cotorsion pairs.

6.5 Lemma. Let (C,D) be a pair of classes of objects in A. Then (C,D) is a complete cotorsion pair if and
only if (Mon(C), Epi(D)) is a weak factorization system in A.

The following result, now known as Hovey’s correspondence, is a central result on abelian model structures.
Recall that a class of objects in A is called thick if it is closed under direct summands, extensions, kernels of
epimorphisms and cokernels of monomorphisms.

6.6 Theorem (Hovey’s correspondence). Let A be a bicomplete abelian category. Then there exists a
bijective correspondence between

(1) abelian model structures (C,W,F) on A and

(2) triples (Q,W,R) of classes of objects in A such that both (Q,W ∩ R) and (Q ∩ W,R) are complete
cotorsion pairs, and W is thick.

Explicitly, given an abelian model structure (C,W,F) on A, the corresponding triple of classes of objects in
A consists of the cofibrant, trivial and fibrant objects. Conversely, given a triple (Q,W,R) satisfying the
requirements in (2), the associated abelian model structure is (Mon(Q), W, Epi(R)), where

W = {w |w can be decomposed as w = fc with c ∈ Mon(Q ∩W) and f ∈ Epi(W ∩ R)}.

By the Hovey’s correspondence, an abelian model structure on a bicomplete abelian category A can be
succinctly represented by a triple of classes of objects in A satisfying the conditions in (2). Therefore, one
often refers to such a triple as an abelian model structure, and call it a Hovey triple.

Recall that a cotorsion pair (C,D) in A is called resolving if C is closed under kernels of epimorphisms.
Dually, one can define coresolving cotorsion pairs. We say that a cotorsion pair (C,D) is hereditary if it is
both resolving and coresolving. The following result by Becker [2] asserts that the resolving condition and
coresolving condition are equivalent when (C,D) is complete.

6.7 Lemma. Let (C,D) be a complete cotorsion pair in an abelian category A. Then (C,D) is hereditary if
and only if it is resolving, and if and only if it is coresolving.

A Hovey triple (Q,W,R) in A is said to be hereditary if both cotorsion pairs (Q,W ∩ R) and (Q ∩W,R)
are hereditary. The reader may refer to [15] for more on hereditary abelian model structures.

6.2. Grothendieck bifibrations. The main content of the subsection includes notations, definitions and
elementary facts on Grothendieck bifibrations.

6.8. Let p : T → B be a functor. Following Cagne and Melliès [7], an object Y in T is called above an object
V in B if p(Y ) = V ; similarly, a morphism f : Y → Z in T is called above a morphism u : V → W in B if
p(f) = u. Given an object V in B, the fiber of V with respect to p, denoted by TV , is the subcategory of T
with objects Y in T such that p(Y ) = V and morphisms f in T such that p(f) = 1V .

Given a morphism f : Y → Z in T which is above a morphism u : V → W in B, we say that f is
cartesian with respect to p if for every morphism v : U → V in B and a morphism g : X → Z that is above
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u◦v : U →W , there is a unique morphism h : X → Y such that it is above v and f ◦h = g, as shown below:

X ∀ g

''

∃ |h

''
Y

f
// Z

U
∀ v
''

u◦v

''

V
u

// W

Dually, a morphism f : Y → Z in T that is above a morphism u : V → W in B is called cocartesian with
respect to p if for every morphism v :W → U in B and a morphism g : Y → X that is above v ◦ u : V → U ,
there exists a unique morphism h : Z → X such that it is above v and h ◦ f = g, as shown below:

X

Y
f

//

∀ g ..

Z

∃ |h 77

-- U

V
u

//

v◦u

W

∀ v
77

It is easy to check that the class of all (co)cartesian morphisms is closed under compositions. We refer the
reader to [7] for another way to define (co)cartesian morphisms via pullbacks. Recall that a Grothendieck
fibration is a functor p : T → B, such that for any morphism u : V → W in B and any object Z in TW ,
there is a cartesian morphism ϕ with codomain Z that is above u; it is called a cartesian lifting of Z along
u. Dually, a Grothendieck opfibration is a functor p : T → B, such that for any morphism u : V → W in
B and any object Y in TV , there is a cocartesian morphism ϕ with domain Y that is above u; it is called
a cocartesian lifting of Y along u. A functor p : T → B is called a Grothendieck bifibration if it is both a
Grothendieck fibration and a Grothendieck opfibration.

6.9 Definition. Recall from [7] that a cloven Grothendieck bifibration is a functor p : T → B together with

(G1) for each morphism u : V → W in B and each object Z in TW , an object u∗(Z) in T and a cartesian
morphism ρu,Z : u∗(Z) → Z that is above u. Pictorially:

u∗(Z)
ρu,Z

// ∀Z

V
u

// W ;

(G2) for each morphism u : V → W in B and each object Y in TV , an object u!(Y ) in T and a cocartesian
morphism λu,Y : Y → u!(Y ) that is above u. Pictorially:

∀Y
λu,Y

// u!(Y )

V
u

// W.

In this paper, we always consider cloven Grothendieck bifibrations, and call them simply Grothendieck
bifibrations. Indeed, if T and B are small relatively to a universe U in which the axiom of choice is assumed,
then cloven Grothendieck bifibrations coincide with the original notion of Grothendieck bifibrations; see [27]
for details.

6.10 Lemma. Let p : T → B be a Grothendieck bifibration and f : Y → Z a morphism in T that is above a
morphism u : V →W in B. Then f can be factored uniquely as the cocartesian morphism λu,Y : Y → u!(Y )
followed by a morphism f▷ : u!(Y ) → Z in the fiber TW , and f can also be factored uniquely as a morphism
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f◁ : Y → u∗(Z) in the fiber TV followed by the cartesian morphism ρu,Z : u∗(Z) → Z. Diagrammatically:

Y

f◁

��

f

##

λu,Y
// u!(Y )

f▷

��

u∗(Z)
ρu,Z

// Z

Proof. We only prove the first statement as the other one may be proved dually. Consider the following
diagram of solid arrows:

(6.10.1)

Z

Y
λu,Y

//

f ..

u!(Y )
f▷

66

-- W

V
u

//

u

W

By the cocartesian universal property of λu,X , there is a unique morphism f▷, which is clearly contained in
the fiber TW , such that f▷ ◦ λu,X = f . □

6.11 Remark. Let p : T → B be a Grothendieck bifibration and u : V → W a morphism in B. Then
the assignment u∗ appearing in Definition 6.9 forms a functor from TW to TV . To specify its action on
morphisms, let k : Z ′ → Z be a morphism in TW , and consider the morphism k ◦ρu,Z′ : u∗(Z ′) → Z which is
above u. By Lemma 6.10, the morphism k ◦ ρu,Z′ can be factored as ρu,Z ◦ (k ◦ ρu,Z′)◁, that is, the following
diagram commutes:

u∗(Z ′)

(k◦ρu,Z′ )◁

��

ρu,Z′
// Z ′

k

��

u∗(Z)
ρu,Z

// Z

Set u∗(k) = (k ◦ ρu,Z′)◁. It is easy to check that this construction is functorial.
Dually, one may prove that the assignment u! appearing in Definition 6.9 also forms a functor from TV

to TW . Its sends a morphism l : Y → Y ′ in TV to the morphism (λu,Y ′ ◦ l)▷ appearing in the following
commutative diagram whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma 6.10:

Y

l

��

λu,Y
// u!(Y )

(λu,Y ′◦l)▷

��

Y ′ λu,Y ′
// u!(Y

′)

The above functors u∗ and u! are called the reindexing functors of u. By Lemma 6.10, it is routine to
check that they form an adjoint pair between TV and TW :

u! : TV ⇄ TW : u∗.

The reader can refer to [7] for more details.

The following result, taken from [7, Lemma 2.4], provides a method to construct weak factorization systems
in the total category of a Grothendieck bifibration via weak factorization systems in the basis category and
all fibers; see also Stanculescu [40].

6.12 Lemma. Let p : T → B be a Grothendieck bifibration with a weak factorization system (CB,DB) in
B and a weak factorization system (CV ,DV ) in the fiber TV for each V ∈ Ob(B). If u!(CV ) ⊆ CW for each
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morphism u : V →W in B, then there exists a weak factorization system (CT,DT) in T, which is defined as

CT = { f : Y → Z ∈ T | p(f) ∈ CB and f▷ ∈ Cp(Z)} and

DT = { f : Y → Z ∈ T | p(f) ∈ DB and f◁ ∈ Dp(Y ) }.

6.13 Remark. By the proof of [7, Lemma 2.4], for any morphism f in T, we have a factorization

X
f

//

l̃
  

Y

•
r̃

??

given by the induced weak factorization system (CT,DT) as well as a factorization

p(X)
p(f)

//

l
""

p(Y )

p(•)
r

<<

of p(f) given by the weak factorization system (CB,DB). Then one has p(l̃) = l and p(r̃) = r. Moreover,

the lifting morphism h̃ in the diagram

X //

��

V

��

Y //

h̃

>>

W

in T, which is constructed to prove the lifting property of (CT,DT), is above the lifting morphism h in the
diagram

p(X) //

��

p(V )

��

p(Y ) //

h

;;

p(W )

in B given by the lifting property of (CB,DB).

7. Restriction functors and its adjoints

For every non-zero ordinal α, define Cα to be the full subcategory of C consisting of objects x with d(x) < α.
It is easy to see that Cα inherits a generalized k-linear Reedy structure from C. Consequently, we obtain the
chain

∅ = C0 ⊆ C1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Cλ ⊆ Cλ+1 = C

of C by generalized k-linear Reedy subcategories. Throughout this section, we let β ⩽ λ+1 be a non-zero
ordinal, and consider the generalized k-linear Reedy category Cβ .

7.1 Adjoint triples. For each non-zero ordinal α < β, the fully faithful embedding functor ια : Cα → Cβ
induces a restriction functor

Resα : Cβ -Mod → Cα -Mod .

It admits a left adjoint Inα and a right adjoint coInα given by the left and right Kan extensions, respectively;
see for instance [28, Section 4]. Pictorially:

(7.1) Cβ -Mod Resα // Cα -Mod

Inα

zz

coInα

ee
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More explicitly, given a left Cα-module V and x ∈ Ob(Cβ), one has

(Inα V )(x) = 1xCβ ⊗Cα
V = Cβ(ια(−), x)⊗Cα

V, and

(coInα V )(x) = HomCα(Cβ1x, V ) = HomCα(Cβ(x, ια(−)), V ).

Furthermore, given a left Cβ-module Y and x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α, the counit lα of the adjunction
(Inα,Resα), evaluated at Y and x, is the A0

x-homomorphism

(7.1.1) lαY (x) : 1xCβ ⊗Cα
Resα Y → Y (x), ϕ⊗ ξ 7→ Y (ϕ)(ξ),

and the unit mα of the adjunction (Resα, coInα), evaluated at Y and x, is the A0
x-homomorphism

(7.1.2) mα
Y (x) : Y (x) → HomCα(Cβ1x,Resα Y ), ξ 7→ [f 7→ Y (f)(ξ)].

In literature 1xCβ ⊗Cα
Resα Y is called the latching object of Y at x, and HomCα

(Cβ1x,Resα Y ) is called
the matching object of Y at x.

Now we state the main result of this section, generalizing [11, Theorem 5.6].

7.2 Theorem. Let Y be a left Cβ-module and x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α. Then one has the following
natural isomorphisms of left A0

x-modules:

(a) 1xCβ ⊗Cα
Resα Y ∼= 1xC

+
β ⊗C+

α
Resα Y ;

(b) HomCα
(Cβ1x,Resα Y ) ∼= HomC−

α
(C−
β 1x,Resα Y ).

We need some preparatory work before proving Theorem 7.2. In the rest of this section, for each
non-zero ordinal α < β, we still use the symbol Iα to denote the following two-sided ideal of Cβ :⊕

d(z)<α

C+
β (z,−)⊗A0

z
C−
β (•, z).

7.3 Lemma. For all x, y ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α, there is an isomorphism

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cβ1y ∼= 1xIα1y.

Proof. Since C+
β as a (C+

α ,C
0)-bimodule is the same as C+

α , it follows that

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cβ1y ∼= 1xC

+
β ⊗C+

α
(C+
β ⊗C0 C−

β 1y) = 1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
(C+
α ⊗C0 C−

β 1y).

Note that C+
α1z = 0 provided that d(z) = α, so

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
(C+
α ⊗C0 C−

β 1y)
∼= 1xC

+
β ⊗C0 (

⊕
d(z)<α

1zC
−
β 1y).

But as (A0
x,C0)-bimodules, one has (C+

β )C+
α
⊕A0

x = 1xC
+
β . Furthermore, one also has

A0
x ⊗C0 (

⊕
d(z)<α

1zC
−
β 1y) = 0.

Consequently, one gets

1xC
+
β ⊗C0 (

⊕
d(z)<α

1zC
−
β 1y)

∼=
⊕

d(z)<α

1xC
+
β 1z ⊗A0

z
1zC

−
β 1y,

which is precisely Iα(y, x) = 1xIα1y. □

The following result will be used frequently in the sequel.

7.4 Lemma. For each x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α, there is an isomorphism

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cα ∼= 1xCβ

of (A0
x,Cα)-bimodules.
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Proof. Note that for each y with d(y) < α, as left C+
α -modules, one has Cα1y = Cβ1y. It follows that

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cα ∼= 1xC

+
β ⊗C+

α
(
⊕

d(y)<α

Cα1y)

= 1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
(
⊕

d(y)<α

Cβ1y)

∼=
⊕

d(y)<α

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cβ1y.

Applying Lemma 7.3, one has ⊕
d(y)<α

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cβ1y ∼=

⊕
d(y)<α

1xIα1y.

But ⊕
d(y)<α

1xIα1y =
⊕

d(y)<α

⊕
d(z)<α

C+
β (z, x)⊗A0

z
C−
β (y, z) =

⊕
d(y)<α

Cβ(y, x),

which is precisely the (A0
x,Cα)-bimodule 1xCβ . The conclusion follows. □

Now, we can give the proof of Theorem 7.2.

7.5 Proof of Theorem 7.2. We prove the isomorphism in (a); the one in (b) may be proved dually. Note
that

1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Resα Y ∼= 1xC

+
β ⊗C+

α
(Cα ⊗Cα

Resα Y ) ∼= (1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cα)⊗Cα

Resα Y.

But 1xCβ ∼= 1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cα as right Cα-modules by Lemma 7.4. Thus, the conclusion follows. □

The next technical result will be applied in the proofs of Proposition 7.7 and Lemma 10.8.

7.6 Lemma. Let Y be a left Cβ-module. Then for each x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α, there is an isomorphism

1xIα ⊗Cβ
Y ∼= (Inα Resα Y )(x).

Proof. For all y ∈ Ob(Cβ), by Lemma 7.3, one has 1xIα1y ∼= 1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cβ1y. On the other hand, by

Lemma 7.4, one also has

1xCβ ⊗Cα
Cβ1y ∼= (1xC

+
β ⊗C+

α
Cα)⊗Cα

Cβ1y ∼= 1xC
+
β ⊗C+

α
Cβ1y.

Consequently, 1xIα1y ∼= 1xCβ ⊗Cα Cβ1y, and hence, 1xIα ∼= 1xCβ ⊗Cα Cβ as right Cβ-modules. Therefore,
one has 1xIα ⊗Cβ

Y ∼= (1xCβ ⊗Cα
Cβ)⊗Cβ

Y ∼= 1xCβ ⊗Cα
Resα Y = (Inα Resα Y )(x). □

By Lemma 7.6 and its dual result, one has the following observation.

7.7 Proposition. Let Y be a left Cβ-module. Then for each x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α,

(a) the morphism lαY (x) : (Inα Resα Y )(x) → Y (x) in (7.1.1) is naturally isomorphic to the obvious mor-
phism

1xIα ⊗Cβ
Y → 1xCβ ⊗Cβ

Y ∼= Y (x);

(b) the morphism mα
Y (x) : Y (x) → (coInα Resα Y )(x) in (7.1.2) is naturally isomorphic to the obvious

morphism

Y (x) ∼= HomCβ
(Cβ1x, Y ) → HomCβ

(Iα1x, Y ).

Proof. We only show the first statement as the second one may be proved dually. Since 1xIα ⊗Cβ
Y ∼=

(Inα Resα Y )(x) by Lemma 7.6, the conclusion follows readily as one can obtain the the counit morphism
lαY (x) : (Inα Resα Y )(x) → Y (x) via tensoring the inclusion 1xIα → 1xCβ by Y . □

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 7.7, one has:

7.8 Corollary. Let Y be a left Cβ-module and x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α. Then the following hold.

(a) The cokernel of lαY (x) is isomorphic to ∆x ⊗Cβ
Y , and lαY (x) is a monomorphism if and only if

Tor
Cβ

1 (∆x, Y ) = 0;
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(b) The kernel of mα
Y (x) is isomorphic to HomCβ

(∆x, Y ), and mα
Y (x) is an epimorphism if and only if

Ext1Cβ
(∆x, Y ) = 0.

Proof. As before, we only prove the first statement. Applying −⊗Cβ
Y to the short exact sequence

0 → 1xIα → 1xCβ → ∆x → 0

of right Cβ-modules, we deduce the conclusion from Proposition 7.7. □

8. The bifibrational nature of the restriction functor

In this section, we consider the embedding ια : Cα → Cα+1 for each non-zero ordinal α ⩽ λ, and show that
the restriction functor Resα : Cα+1 -Mod → Cα -Mod is a Grothendieck bifibration.

8.1 A natural transformation. Note that ια : Cα → Cα+1 is fully faithful. It follows that both the
functors Inα and coInα in (7.1) are also fully faithful; see [22, Proposition 4.23]. Consequently, both the unit
ηα of (Inα,Resα) and the counit ϵα of (Resα, coInα) are isomorphisms. Thus, there is a natural transformation

τα : Inα → coInα,

which can be described as the map

Inα
mα◦Inα−−−−−→ coInα ◦Resα ◦ Inα

coInα ◦(ηα)−1

−−−−−−−−−→ coInα,

or equivalently, the map

Inα
Inα ◦(ϵα)−1

−−−−−−−−→ Inα ◦Resα ◦ coInα
lα◦coInα−−−−−−→ coInα,

where mα is the unit of (Resα, coInα) and l
α is the counit of (Inα,Resα); see [11, Lemmas 2.28]. Moreover,

one has a commutative diagram

(8.1.1)

Inα Resα
τα∗1Resα

//

lα
##

coInα Resα

1Cα+1 -Mod

mα

::

of natural transformations, where “∗” denotes the Godment product; see [11, Lemma 2.29] for details.

In the following, we describe the fiber Cα+1 -ModV of a left Cα-module V with respect to the restriction
functor Resα : Cα+1 -Mod → Cα -Mod.

8.2. Let Y be in Cα+1 -ModV . By (8.1.1), one gets a factorization

Inα V = Inα Resα Y
lαY−−→ Y

mα
Y−−−→ coInα Resα Y = coInα V

of ταV . In particular, for all objects x in Cα+1 with d(x) = α, the above factorization restricts to factorizations

(Inα V )(x)
lαY (x)

// Y (x)
mα

Y (x)
// (coInα V )(x)

of A0
x-homomorphism factorizations of those ταV (x).

Conversely, given a family {(Inα V )(x)
φ(x)−−−→ Mx

ψ(x)−−−→ (coInα V )(x)}d(x)=α of A0
x-homomorphism fac-

torizations of those ταV (x), one may define a left Cα+1-module Y as follows:
For any object x in Cα+1, set

(8.2.1) Y (x) =

{
V (x) if d(x) < α, i.e. x ∈ Ob(Cα);

Mx if d(x) = α.

In the next three steps we define the values of Y on morphisms in Cα+1.

Step 1. Given a f+ ∈ C+
α+1(x, y), we have the following cases:

(1) If d(x) = α, then d(y) = α as well. Hence, C+
α+1(x, y) = 0 or x = y, and correspondingly f+ = 0 or

f+ ∈ A0
x. If f+ = 0, we set Y (f+) = 0; otherwise, we set Y (f+) to be Mx(f

+) by noting that Mx is
a left A0

x-module.
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(2) If d(x) < α and d(y) = α, then Y (x) = V (x). Consider the following diagram of solid arrows:

(Inα V )(x) = (Inα Resα V )(x)
lαV (x)

//

(Inα V )(f+)

��

V (x) = Y (x)

Y (f+)

��

(Inα V )(y)
φ(y)

// My = Y (y)

Since d(x) < α, the top morphism lαV (x) is an isomorphism. We define Y (f+) to be the morphism
such that the above diagram commutes, that is,

Y (f+) = φ(y) ◦ (Inα V )(f+) ◦ (lαV (x))−1.

(3) If d(x) < α and d(y) < α, then f+ ∈ C+
α (x, y), and Y (x) = V (x) and Y (y) = V (y). In this case, set

Y (f+) to be V (f+).

Step 2. Given a f− ∈ C−
α+1(x, y), we have the following cases:

(1′) If d(y) = α, then d(x) = α as well. Hence, C−
α+1(x, y) = 0 or x = y, and correspondingly f− = 0 or

f− ∈ A0
x. If f

− = 0, then set Y (f−) = 0; otherwise, f− ∈ A0
x, so we can define Y (f−) to be Mx(f

−).

(2′) If d(y) < α and d(x) = α, then Y (y) = V (y). Since mα
V (y) in the following diagram is an isomorphism

Y (x) =Mx

ψ(x)
//

Y (f−)

��

(coInα V )(x)

(coInα V )(f−)

��

Y (y) = V (y)
mα

V (y)
// (coInα Resα V )(y) = (coInα V )(y)

we set
Y (f−) = (mα

V (y))
−1 ◦ (coInα V )(f−) ◦ ψ(x).

(3′) If d(y) < α and d(x) < α, then f− ∈ C−
α (x, y), and Y (y) = V (y) and Y (x) = V (x). In this case, we

set Y (f−) to be V (f−).

Step 3. Given an arbitrary f ∈ Cα+1(x, y), we have a Reedy decomposition f = f+1 f
−
1 + . . .+ f+n f

−
n , so we

define Y (f) = Y (f+1 ) ◦ Y (f−1 ) + . . .+ Y (f+n ) ◦ Y (f−n ).

8.3 Lemma. The above construction gives a left Cα+1-module Y in Cα+1 -ModV .

Proof. It suffices to prove that the construction of Y (f) in Step 3 is independent of the choice of Reedy
factorizations of f . But as we explained in Remark 2.7, Reedy factorizations are unique up to tensor
product over C0. Thus, we only need to check the construction of Y (f) respects the balanced relation
f+ ⊗k ϕf− − f+ϕ⊗k f−, where f+ ∈ C+

α+1(z, y), ϕ ∈ C0
α+1(z, z) and f

− ∈ C−
α+1(x, z). Explicitly, given the

following diagram

x
f−

// z
f+

//

ϕ

��

y

of morphisms in Cα+1, we need to show that the diagram

Y (x)
Y (ϕf−)

//

Y (f−)

��

Y (z)

Y (f+)

��

Y (z)
Y (f+ϕ)

// Y (y)

commutes; that is, Y (f+) ◦ Y (ϕf−) = Y (f+ϕ) ◦ Y (f−).
If d(z) = α, then d(x) = α = d(y). We may suppose that x = z = y because for the other cases one has

f+ = 0 or f− = 0, and the desired equality holds clearly. Under this assumption, all of f−, ϕ and f+ are
contained in A0

x and Y (x) = Mx is a left A0
x-module. Thus, the desired equality clearly follows from the

axiom of modules.
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Now, suppose that d(z) < α. We establish the conclusion by showing Y (ϕf−) = Y (ϕ) ◦ Y (f−) and
Y (f+ϕ) = Y (f+) ◦ Y (ϕ).

If d(x) = α, then one has

Y (ϕf−) = (mα
V (z))

−1 ◦ (coInα V )(ϕf−) ◦ ψ(x) by (2′)

= (mα
V (z))

−1 ◦ (coInα V )(ϕ) ◦ (coInα V )(f−) ◦ ψ(x) as ϕ, f− ∈ Cα+1

= V (ϕ) ◦ (mα
V (z))

−1 ◦ (coInα V )(f−) ◦ ψ(x) as mα
V is a natural transformation

= V (ϕ) ◦ Y (f−) by (2′) again

= Y (ϕ) ◦ Y (f−) by (3′)

Otherwise, if d(x) < α, then all of ϕ, f− and ϕf− are contained in C−
α , and so by (3′), one has

Y (ϕf−) = V (ϕf−) = V (ϕ) ◦ V (f−) = Y (ϕ) ◦ Y (f−).

Consequently, we always have Y (ϕf−) = Y (ϕ) ◦ Y (f−).
Similarly, if d(y) = α, then one has

Y (f+ϕ) = φ(y) ◦ (Inα V )(f+ϕ) ◦ (lαV (z))−1 by (2)

= φ(y) ◦ (Inα V )(f+) ◦ (Inα V )(ϕ) ◦ (lαV (z))−1 as f+, ϕ ∈ Cα+1

= φ(y) ◦ (Inα V )(f+) ◦ (lαV (z))−1 ◦ V (ϕ) as lαV is a natural transformation

= Y (f+) ◦ V (ϕ) by (2) again

= Y (f+) ◦ Y (ϕ) by (3)

Otherwise, if d(y) < α, then all of f+, ϕ, and f+ϕ are contained in C+
α , and so by (3), one has

Y (f+ϕ) = V (f+ϕ) = V (f+) ◦ V (ϕ) = Y (f+) ◦ Y (ϕ).

Consequently, we always have Y (f+ϕ) = Y (f+) ◦ Y (ϕ). The conclusion then follows. □

One can easily deduce the following result from 8.2 and the above lemma.

8.4 Theorem. Let V be a left Cα-module. Then there exists a one-to-one correspondence between modules
in the fiber Cα+1 -ModV and families

{(Inα V )(x) −→ • −→ (coInα V )(x)}d(x)=α
of left A0

x-homomorphism factorizations of ταV (x).

8.5 Remark. Let V and W be left Cα-modules, and Y ∈ Cα+1 -ModV and Y ′ ∈ Cα+1 -ModW . By Theorem
8.4, the commutative diagram (8.1.1) of natural transformations, and an argument similar to that in [34,
Observation 3.11], one concludes that an extension of a morphism u : V → W in Cα -Mod to a morphism

f : Y → Y ′ in Cα+1 -Mod that is above u uniquely corresponds to a family {Y (x)
δ(x)−−−→ Y ′(x)}d(x)=α of

morphisms of left A0
x-modules such that the following diagram commutes:

(Inα V )(x) //

(Inα u)(x)

��

Y (x) //

δ(x)

��

(coInα V )(x)

(coInα u)(x)

��

(InαW )(x) // Y ′(x) // (coInαW )(x).

We mention that for each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1), the morphism f(x) : Y (x) → Y ′(x) is as follows:

f(x) =

{
u(x) if d(x) < α, i.e. x ∈ Ob(Cα);

δ(x) if d(x) = α.

8.6. Let V be a left Cα-module. We give a description for the category Cα+1 -ModV . For each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1)

with d(x) = α, recall from Example 6.1 the category (Inα V )(x)\A
0
x -Mod
τα
V (x)

/(coInα V )(x). Define a rule

R : Cα+1 -ModV −→
∏

d(x)=α

(Inα V )(x)\A
0
x -Mod
τα
V (x)

/(coInα V )(x)
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as follows:

• For any Y ∈ Cα+1 -ModV , set R(Y ) to be the family

{(Inα V )(x)
lαY (x)−−−−→ Y (x)

mα
Y (x)−−−−−→ (coInα V )(x)}d(x)=α

of left A0
x-homomorphism factorizations of those ταV (x) given in 8.2.

• Let f : Y → Y ′ be a morphism in Cα+1 -ModV . Then for each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1) with d(x) = α, f(x)
makes the diagram

(Inα Resα Y )(x)
lαY (x)

// Y (x)
mα

Y (x)
//

f(x)

��

(coInα Resα Y )(x)

(Inα V )(x) (coInα V )(x)

(Inα Resα Y
′)(x)

lα
Y ′ (x)

// Y ′(x)
mα

Y ′ (x)
// (coInα Resα Y )(x)

commutes; see Remark 8.5. Therefore, f(x) is a morphism in the cateogry (Inα V )(x)\A
0
x -Mod
τα
V (x)

/(coInα V )(x).

Set R(f) to be the family {f(x)}d(x)=α.
It is routine to check that R is a functor.

The next result can be easily deduced from Theorem 8.4.

8.7 Corollary. Let V be a left Cα-module. Then R : Cα+1 -ModV →
∏
d(x)=α (Inα V )(x)\A

0
x -Mod
τα
V (x)

/(coInα V )(x)

is an isomorphism of categories.

Now we state the main result in this section, which exhibits the bifibrational nature of the restriction
functor Resα.

8.8 Theorem. The restriction functor Resα : Cα+1 -Mod → Cα -Mod with respect to the embedding ια :
Cα → Cα+1 is a Grothendieck bifibration.

Proof. We first prove (G2) in Definition 6.9. To this end, given a morphism u : V → W in Cα -Mod and
a module Y in the fiber Cα+1 -ModV , we have to construct a Cα+1-module u!(Y ) in the fiber Cα+1 -ModW
and a cocartesian morphism λu,Y : Y → u!(Y ) that is above u.

Step 1: Constructions of u!(Y ) and λu,Y . By Theorem 8.4, the module Y gives rise to a family

{(Inα V )(x)
lαY (x)−−−−→ Y (x)

mα
Y (x)−−−−−→ (coInα V )(x)}d(x)=α

of left A0
x-homomorphism factorizations of those ταV (x) (see 8.2 for details.) For each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1) with

d(x) = α, the pushout

(8.8.1)

(Inα V )(x)

⌟

(Inα u)(x)
//

lαY (x)

��

(InαW )(x)

φ(x)

��

Y (x)
θ(x)
// (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)

in A0
x -Mod fits into the following diagram of solid arrows:

(Inα V )(x)

τα
V (x)

**

⌟

(Inα u)(x)
//

lαY (x)

��

(InαW )(x)

τα
W (x)

tt

φ(x)

��

Y (x)
θ(x)

//

mα
Y (x)

��

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)

ψ(x)

��

(coInα V )(x)
(coInα u)(x)

// (coInαW )(x).
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Since (coInα u)(x) ◦ ταV (x) = ταW (x) ◦ (Inα u)(x) and mα
Y (x) ◦ lαY (x) = ταV (x), one has

(coInα u)(x) ◦mα
Y (x) ◦ lαY (x) = ταW (x) ◦ (Inα u)(x).

By the universal property of the pushout (8.8.1), there exists a unique morphism ψ(x) such that the whole
diagram commutes. Consequently, one obtains a family

{(InαW )(x)
φ(x)−−−→ (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)

ψ(x)−−−→ (coInαW )(x)}d(x)=α

of left A0
x-homomorphism factorizations of those ταW (x) as well as a family

{Y (x)
θ(x)−−−→ (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)}d(x)=α

of left A0
x-modules homomorphisms such that the following diagram commutes:

(Inα V )(x)
lαY (x)

//

(Inα u)(x)

��

Y (x)
mα

Y (x)
//

θ(x)

��

(coInα V )(x)

(coInα u)(x)

��

(InαW )(x)
φ(x)

// (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
ψ(x)

// (coInαW )(x).

Consequently, one gets a left Cα+1-module u!(Y ) in Cα+1 -ModW by Theorem 8.4 and a morphism λu,Y :
Y → u!(Y ) in Cα+1 -Mod that is above u by Remark 8.5. More explicitly, for any object x in Cα+1, the
morphism λu,Y (x) : Y (x) → u!(Y )(x) is as follows:

λu,Y (x) =

{
u(x) if d(x) < α, i.e. x ∈ Ob(Cα);

θ(x) if d(x) = α.

Step 2: λu,Y is cocartesian. Consider the following diagram of solid arrows with f above v ◦ u:

Z

Y
λu,Y

//

f

00

u!(Y )

g

==

Resα7−→

U

V
u
//

v◦u
00

W

v

>>

We have to construct a unique morphism g that is above v such that the left triangle in Cα+1 -Mod commutes.
To this end, apply the commutative diagram (8.1.1) of natural transformations to f , one obtains the following
commutative diagram

Inα V = Inα Resα Y
lαY

//

Inα v◦u=Inα Resα f

��

Y
mα

Y
//

f

��

coInα Resα Y = coInα V

coInα Resα f=coInα v◦u

��

Inα U = Inα Resα Z
lαZ

// Z
mα

Z
// coInα Resα Z = coInα U

in Cα+1 -Mod. Restricting further to each object x in Cα+1 with d(x) = α, one obtains the following
commutative diagram

(8.8.2)

(Inα V )(x)
lαY (x)

//

(Inα v◦u)(x)

��

Y (x)
mα

Y (x)
//

f(x)

��

(coInα V )(x)

(coInα v◦u)(x)

��

(Inα U)(x)
lαZ(x)

// Z(x)
mα

Z(x)
// (coInα U)(x)



36 Z.X. DI, L.P. LI, AND L. LIANG

in A0
x -Mod, which fits into the following diagram of solid arrows:

(Inα U)(x)

lαZ(x)

��

(Inα V )(x)
(Inα u)(x)

//

(Inα v◦u)(x)
..

lαY (x)
��

(InαW )(x)
(Inα v)(x)

33

φ(x)
��

f(x)
.. Z(x)

mα
Z(x)

��

Y (x)
θ(x)

//

mα
Y (x)

��

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
δ(x)

33

ψ(x)
��

(coInα U)(x)

(coInα V )(x)
(coInα u)(x)

//

(coInα v◦u)(x)
..

(coInαW )(x)
(coInα v)(x)

33

By the commutativity of the left square of (8.8.2) and the universal property of the pushout (8.8.1), there
exists a unique morphism δ(x) such that the upper half of the above diagram commutes. It is routine to
check that the equality

mα
Z(x) ◦ δ(x) = (coInα v)(x) ◦ ψ(x)

holds by the universal property of the pushout (8.8.1) again. Thus, one gets a family

{(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
δ(x)−−−→ Z(x)}d(x)=α

of left A0
x-modules homomorphisms such that the following diagram commutes:

(InαW )(x)
φ(x)

//

(Inα v)(x)

��

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
ψ(x)

//

δ(x)

��

(coInαW )(x)

(coInα v)(x)

��

(Inα U)(x)
lαZ(x)

// Z(x)
mα

Z(x)
// (coInα U)(x)

According to Remark 8.5, one obtains a (unique) morphism g : u!(Y ) → Z in Cα+1 -Mod that is above v.
More explicitly, for any object x in Cα+1, the morphism g(x) : u!(Y )(x) → Z(x) is as follows:

g(x) =

{
v(x) if d(x) < α, i.e. x ∈ Ob(Cα);

δ(x) if d(x) = α.

Now it is routine to check that g ◦ λu,Y = f , as desired.

Dually, one may prove (G1) in Definition 6.9. Thus, the functor Resα is a Grothendieck bifibration. □

8.9 Remark. Let f : Y → Z be a morphism in Cα+1 -Mod that is above the morphism u : V → W in
Cα -Mod. Then by Lemma 6.10, f can be factored uniquely as

• the cocartesian morphism λu,Y : Y → u!(Y ) followed by a morphism f▷ : u!(Y ) → Z in the fiber
Cα+1 -ModW , and

• a morphism f◁ : Y → u∗(Z) in the fiber Cα+1 -ModV followed by the cartesian morphism ρu,Z :
u∗(Z) → Z.

Under the identification given by the isomorphism functor R established in Corollary 8.7,

• the fiber morphism f▷ is the family

{(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
σ(x)−−−→ Z(x)}d(x)=α
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of morphisms of left A0
x-modules, where σ(x) is the unique morphism, obtained by the universal

property of the pushout (8.8.1), such that the following diagram in A0
x -Mod commutes:

(8.9.1)

(InαW )(x)

lαZ(x)

��

(Inα V )(x)
(Inα u)(x)

//

(Inα u)(x)
..

lαY (x)
��

(InαW )(x)

φ(x)
��

f(x)
.. Z(x)

mα
Z(x)

��

Y (x)
θ(x)

//

mα
Y (x)

��

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
σ(x)

33

ψ(x)
��

(coInα u)(x)
.. (coInαW )(x).

(coInα V )(x)
(coInα u)(x)

// (coInαW )(x)

• dually, the fiber morphism f◁ is the family

{Y (x)
ς(x)−−−→ Z(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x)}d(x)=α

of morphisms of left A0
x-modules, where ς(x) is the unique morphism, obtained by the universal property

of the pullback

(8.9.2)

Z(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x) //

��

Z(x)

mα
Z(x)

��

(coInα V )(x)
(coInα u)(x)

// (coInαW )(x)

⌜

such that the following diagram in A0
x -Mod commutes:

(Inα V )(x)

++

��

(Inα V )(x) //

��

(InαW )(x)

��

Y (x)

��

ς(x)
++

**
Z(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x) //

��

Z(x)

��

(coInα V )(x)

++

(coInα V )(x) // (coInαW )(x).

8.10 Remark. Let u : V →W be a morphism in Cα -Mod. Under the identification given by R established
in Corollary 8.7, we can give explicit descriptions of u!(l) for any morphism l : Y → Y ′ in Cα+1 -ModV as
well as u∗(k) for any morphism k : Z ′ → Z in Cα+1 -ModW .

Recall from Remark 6.11 that u!(l) is the fiber morphism (λu,Y ′ ◦ l)▷ in Cα+1 -ModW , which modulo
identification R, is the family

{(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
ϱ(x)−−−→ (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y

′(x)}d(x)=α
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of morphisms of left A0
x-modules, where ϱ(x) is the unique morphism given by the universal property of the

pushout (8.8.1) such that the following diagram in A0
x -Mod commutes (see Remark 8.9):

(Inα V )(x) // (InαW )(x)

��

(Inα V )(x)

��

//

��

(InαW )(x)

��

Y ′(x) // (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y
′(x)

��

Y (x)

l(x) 66

//

��

��

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)

ϱ(x) 22

��

(coInα V )(x) // (coInαW )(x)

(coInα V )(x) // (coInαW )(x)

Note that both upper squares in the front and back of the above diagram are pushouts. By the pasting
lemma, the square

(8.10.1)

Y (x)

⌟

//

l(x)

��

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)

ϱ(x)= (u!(l))(x)

��

Y ′(x) // (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y
′(x)

is also a pushout.
Dually, by Remark 6.11, u∗(k) is the fiber morphism (k ◦ ρu,Z′)◁ ∈ Cα+1 -ModV , which modulo identifi-

cation R, is the family

{Z ′(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x)
ζ(x)−−−→ Z(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x)}d(x)=α

of morphisms of left A0
x-modules, where ζ(x) is the unique morphism given by the universal property of the

pullback (8.9.2), such that the following diagram in A0
x -Mod commutes:

Inα V (x) //

��

InαW (x)

Inα V (x) //

��

��

InαW (x)

��

Z ′(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x)

��

ζ(x)

,,

// Z ′(x)
k(x)

((

Z(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x)

��

//

��

Z(x)

��

coInα V (x) // coInαW (x)

coInα V (x) // coInαW (x)

Since both lower squares in the front and back of the above diagram are pullbacks, the square

Z ′(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x) //

(u∗(k))(x)= ζ(x)

��

Z ′(x)

k(x)

��

Z(x)×(coInαW )(x) (coInα V )(x) // Z(x)

⌜

is also a pullback.
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9. Lifting of complete cotorsion pairs

In this section, our main goal is to show that under some mild assumptions, a family {(Cx,Dx)}x∈Ob(C) of

complete cotorsion pairs in those A0
x -Mod’s induces a complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod.

We begin by introducing the following classes of objects, which constitute the key components of the above
mentioned induced complete cotorsion pair as well as the induced Hovey triple given in the next section. We
refer the reader to 7.1 for the adjoint triple induced by the embedding ια : Cα → Cβ with α < β ⩽ λ+1 and
for some relevant facts.

9.1 Definition. Let S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each Sx a class of objects in A0
x -Mod. For each

ordinal β with β ⩽ λ+ 1, we define the following classes of objects in Cβ -Mod:

Φβ(S) =

{
Y ∈ Cβ -Mod

∣∣∣∣ for each x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α,
lαY (x) is monic and coker(lαY (x)) ∈ Sx

}
, and

Ψβ(S) =

{
Y ∈ Cβ -Mod

∣∣∣∣ for each x ∈ Ob(Cβ) with d(x) = α,
mα
Y (x) is epic and ker(mα

Y (x)) ∈ Sx

}
.

Alternatively, by Corollary 7.8, Φβ(S) and Ψβ(S) can be described as follows:

Φβ(S) = {Y ∈ Cβ -Mod | ∀x ∈ Ob(Cβ), Tor
Cβ

1 (∆x, Y ) = 0,∆x ⊗Cβ
Y ∈ Sx}, and

Ψβ(S) = {Y ∈ Cβ -Mod | ∀x ∈ Ob(Cβ), Ext
1
Cβ

(∆x, Y ) = 0,HomCβ
(∆x, Y ) ∈ Sx}.

If β = λ + 1, then Cβ -Mod = C -Mod obviously. In this case, we use the symbols Φ(S) and Ψ(S) for short
instead of Φβ(S) and Ψβ(S).

The next result will be used frequently in the rest of the paper, which can be proved easily.

9.2 Proposition. Let Resα : Cβ -Mod → Cα -Mod be the restriction functor with respect to the embedding
ια : Cα → Cβ with α < β ⩽ λ + 1. Then for each family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes of objects in those

A0
x -Mod’s, one has Resα(Φβ(S)) ⊆ Φα(S) and Resα(Ψβ(S)) ⊆ Ψα(S).

The main result in this section is as follows:

9.3 Theorem. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module. If
(C,D) = {(Cx,Dx)}x∈Ob(C) is a family of complete cotorsion pairs in those A0

x -Mod’s, then (Φ(C),Ψ(D))
forms a complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod.

As one may expect, the proof of Theorem 9.3 relies on a transfinite induction. To carry out the induction
step, we need some preparations. The next result is essentially a dual version of Remark 3.12.

9.4 Lemma. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module. Then
for each x ∈ Ob(C) with d(x) = α, the right Cα-module 1xCβ = Cβ(ια(−), x) admits a filtration of right
Cα-modules with each factor ⊕

d(z)=γ

C+
β (z, x)⊗A0

z
∆z

for 0 ⩽ γ < α, where ∆z is the standard right Cα-module.

Proof. Consider the right C+
α -module 1xC

+
β . Since C

+ is a projective right C0-module, it follows from Lemma

2.10(a) that C+
β (z, x) is a projective right A0

z-module for each z ∈ Ob(Cα). By the dual version of Lemma

3.10 (taking C = Cα), the right C+
α -module 1xC

+
β admits a filtration

0 = (1xC
+
β )<0 ⊆ (1xC

+
β )<1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ (1xC

+
β )<α = 1xC

+
β

such that each factor is

(1xC
+
β )<γ+1/(1xC

+
β )<γ =

⊕
d(z)=γ

C+
β (z, x)

for 0 ⩽ γ < α. Since C− is a projective left C0-module, so is C−
α . Hence, by Corollary 2.11, − ⊗C+

α
Cα is

exact. Applying it to the above filtration of 1xC
+
β and noting that 1xCβ ∼= 1xC

+
β ⊗C+

α
Cα by Lemma 7.4, one
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gets a filtration of the right Cα-module 1xCβ with each factor

(
⊕
d(z)=γ

C+
β (z, x))⊗C+

α
Cα ∼=

⊕
d(z)=γ

(C+
β (z, x)⊗A0

z
(A0

z ⊗C+
α
Cα))

∼=
⊕
d(z)=γ

(C+
β (z, x)⊗A0

z
∆z)

for 0 ⩽ γ < α, where the second isomorphism holds by Theorem 3.8(a). □

The following technical result is well known; see [11, Lemma 6.7] for a proof.

9.5 Lemma. Let U be a left C-module and let W be a right C-module admitting a filtration

0 =W0
ι0,1−−−→W1

ι1,2−−−→W2 → · · · →Wµ =W

such that TorC1 (coker(ιω,ω+1), U) = 0 for each ω < µ. Then one has TorC1 (W,U) = 0.

The next result will play a key role in the proof of Theorem 9.3.

9.6 Lemma. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module. Let
x ∈ ObC with d(x) = α, and let 0 → V → W → U → 0 be an exact sequence in Cα -Mod such that

TorCα
1 (∆z, U) = 0 for all z ∈ Ob(Cα). Then there is a short exact sequence in A0

x -Mod:

0 → (Inα V )(x) → (InαW )(x) → (Inα U)(x) → 0

Proof. Applying 1xCα+1 ⊗Cα − to the given short exact sequence, one gets an exact sequence

· · · → TorCα
1 (1xCα+1, U) → 1xCα+1 ⊗Cα

V → 1xCα+1 ⊗Cα
W → 1xCα+1 ⊗Cα

U → 0.

It suffices to prove TorCα
1 (1xCα+1, U) = 0. But the right Cα-module 1xCα+1 has a filtration of right Cα-

modules with each factor
⊕

d(z)=γ(C
+
α+1(z, x)⊗A0

z
∆z) for 0 ⩽ γ < α (see Lemma 9.4), so one only needs to

show that TorCα
1 (C+

α+1(z, x) ⊗A0
z
∆z, U) = 0 for each z ∈ Ob(Cα) by Lemma 9.5. Since C+ is a projective

right C0-module, it follows from Lemma 2.10 (a) that C+
α+1(z, x) is a projective right A0

z-module. Hence,

one has TorCα
1 (C+

α+1(z, x) ⊗A0
z
∆z, U) ∼= C+

α+1(z, x) ⊗A0
z
TorCα

1 (∆z, U) = 0 as TorCα
1 (∆z, U) = 0 by the

assumption. □

Now we are ready to give a proof of Theorem 9.3.

9.7 Proof of Theorem 9.3. We prove that for each ordinal β ⩽ λ+ 1, (Φβ(C),Ψβ(D)) forms a complete
cotorsion pair in Cβ -Mod. The conclusion then follows.

The case that β = 1. In this case C1 only contains objects of degree zero, so

C1 -Mod ∼=
∏

x∈Ob(C1)

A0
x -Mod .

Meanwhile, for each Y ∈ C1 -Mod and each x ∈ Ob(C1), it is clear that

1xC1 ⊗C0 Res0 Y = 0 = HomC0(C11x,Res0 Y )

as C0 = ∅, so both l0Y (x) and m
0
Y (x) are zero. Consequently, one has

Φ1(C) ∼=
∏

x∈Ob(C1)

Cx and Ψ1(D) ∼=
∏

x∈Ob(C1)

Dx.

But each (Cx,Dx) is a complete cotorsion pair in A0
x -Mod, so (Φ1(C),Ψ1(D)) is also a complete cotorsion

pair in C1 -Mod.

The case that β = α+1 is a successor ordinal. We carry out the induction procedure with the following
strategy. By Lemma 6.5, it suffices to show that (Mon(Φα+1(C)), Epi(Ψα+1(D))) is a weak factorization
system in Cα+1 -Mod. Since (Φα(C),Ψα(D)) is a complete cotorsion pair in Cα -Mod by the induction
hypothesis, it follows from Lemma 6.5 that (Mon(Φα(C)),Epi(Ψα(D)) is a weak factorization system in
Cα -Mod. But the restriction Resα : Cα+1 -Mod → Cα -Mod is a Grothendieck bifibration by Theorem 8.8.
Thus, one may use Lemma 6.12 to construct an induced weak factorization system (CCα+1 -Mod, DCα+1 -Mod)
in Cα+1 -Mod, and show further that Mon(Φα+1(C)) = CCα+1 -Mod and Epi(Ψα+1(D)) = DCα+1 -Mod.
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Step 1: Construct the weak factorization system (CCα+1 -Mod,DCα+1 -Mod). Firstly, we show that the
fiber Cα+1 -ModV admits a weak factorization system for each V ∈ Cα -Mod. It follows from Corollary 8.7
that the functor R gives an isomorphism

Cα+1 -ModV
∼=

∏
d(x)=α

(Inα V )(x)\A
0
x -Mod
τα
V (x)

/(coInα V )(x).

For each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1) with d(x) = α, since (Cx,Dx) is a complete cotorsion pair in A0
x -Mod, it follows

form Lemma 6.5 that (Mon(Cx),Epi(Dx)) is a weak factorization system in A0
x -Mod. This induces a weak

factorization system

(wfs 1) ( (Inα V )(x)\Mon(Cx)
τα
V (x) /(coInα V )(x), (Inα V )(x)\Epi(Dx)

τα
V (x) /(coInα V )(x) )

in the category (Inα V )(x)\A
0
x -Mod
τα
V (x)

/(coInα V )(x); see Example 6.1. Thus, under the indentification via R, one

gets the following weak factorization system in Cα+1 -ModV :

(wfs 2) (
∏

d(x)=α

(Inα V )(x)\Mon(Cx)
τα
V (x) /(coInα V )(x),

∏
d(x)=α

(Inα V )(x)\Epi(Dx)
τα
V (x) /(coInα V )(x) ).

In what follows, in order to simplify the symbols, denote the weak factorization system (wfs 1) by
(CV (x),DV (x)) and in turn, (wfs 2) by (CV ,DV ).

Next, for any morphism u : V →W ∈ Cα -Mod, consider the adjunction

u! : Cα+1 -ModV ⇄ Cα+1 -ModW : u∗.

We prove that u! preserves the left maps in (wfs 2). By the explicit description of the action of u! on
morphisms (see Remark 8.10), it suffices to prove that for any morphism l ∈ Cα+1 -ModV and each x ∈
Ob(Cα+1) with d(x) = α, if l(x) is contained in Mon(Cx), then so is (u!(l))(x). But this is clear since (8.10.1)
is a pushout and (Mon(Cx),Epi(Dx)) is a weak factorization system.

Finally, applying Lemma 6.12, one gets a weak factorization system (CCα+1 -Mod,DCα+1 -Mod) in Cα+1 -Mod,
where

CCα+1 -Mod = { f : Y → Z ∈ Cα+1 -Mod | Resα f ∈ Mon(Φα(C)) and f▷ ∈ CResα Z}, and
DCα+1 -Mod = { f : Y → Z ∈ Cα+1 -Mod | Resα f ∈ Epi(Ψα(D) and f◁ ∈ DResα Y }.

Step 2: Prove CCα+1 -Mod = Mon(Φα+1(C)) and DCα+1 -Mod = Epi(Ψα+1(D)). We only prove the first
equality; the second one may be proved dually.

Let f : Y → Z be a morphism in Cα+1 -Mod and let u = Resα f : V →W . Then one has

(1) f is contained in Mon(Φα+1(C)) if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) f is monic, that is, f(x) is monic for each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1);

(ii) coker(f) ∈ Φα+1(C), that is, l
d(x)

coker(f)
(x) is monic with its cokernel contained in Cx for each

x ∈ Ob(Cα+1).

(2) f is contained in CCα+1 -Mod if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) u is monic, that is, u(x) is monic for each x ∈ Ob(Cα).

(b) coker(u) ∈ Φα(C), that is, l
d(x)

coker(u)
(x) is monic with its cokernel contained in Cx for each x ∈

Ob(Cα).

(c) The fiber morphism f▷ is in CW , that is, up to the identification given by R, the family

{(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)
σ(x)−→ Z(x)}d(x)=α
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belongs to CW (see Remark 8.9), where σ(x) appears in the following commutative diagram with
the inner square a pushout:

(9.7.1)

(Inα V )(x)

lαY (x)

��

(Inα u)(x)
//

⌟

(InαW )(x)

φ(x)

��

lαZ(x)

��

Y (x)
θ(x)

//

f(x) 00

(InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x)

σ(x)

''

Z(x).

Thus, the condition (c) is equivalent to

(c’) σ(x) is monic with its cokernel contained in Cx for each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1) with d(x) = α.

We mention that no matter which class f belongs to, one has Resα f = u ∈ Mon(Φα(C)) by Proposition
9.2, so one gets that

0 → V
u−→W → coker(u) → 0

is an exact sequence in Cα -Mod with coker(u) ∈ Φα(C). By Lemma 9.6, for each x ∈ Ob(Cα+1) with
d(x) = α, the sequence

0 → (Inα V )(x)
(Inα u)(x)−−−−−−−→ (InαW )(x) → (Inα coker(u))(x) → 0

is exact. Since the inner square in (9.7.1) is a pushout, one gets the next commutative diagram with exact
rows:

0 // (Inα V )(x)
(Inα u)(x)

//

lαY (x)

��
⌟

(InαW )(x) //

φ(x)

��

(Inα coker(u))(x) // 0

0 // Y (x)
θ(x)

// (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x) // (Inα coker(u))(x) // 0

Then one has the following commutative diagram:

(9.7.2)

0 // (Inα V )(x)
(Inα u)(x)

//

lαY (x)

��
⌟

(InαW )(x) //

φ(x)

��

(Inα coker(u))(x) // 0

0 // Y (x)
θ(x)

// (InαW )(x) ⊔(Inα V )(x) Y (x) //

σ(x)

��

(Inα coker(u))(x) //

κ

��

0

Y (x)
f(x)

// Z(x) // coker(f(x)) // 0

Since Resα f = u, it is easy to see that (Inα coker(u))(x) = (Inα Resα coker(f))(x). But σ(x)◦φ(x) = lαZ(x) by
the commutative diagram (9.7.1). By the universal property of cokernels, one can check that κ = lαcoker(f)(x).

Applying the Five Lemma to the lower part of (9.7.2), one gets that

(9.7.3) coker(σ(x)) ∼= coker(κ) = coker(lαcoker(f)(x)), and

(9.7.4) σ(x) is monic if and only if κ is monic if and only if lαcoker(f)(x) is monic.

Now we prove that Mon(Φα+1(C)) = CCα+1 -Mod. Let f be in Mon(Φα+1(C)). Then by (9.7.3) and (9.7.4)
one gets that the condition (c’) holds. It is easy to see that the conditions (a) and (b) hold, so one gets that
f ∈ CCα+1 -Mod. Conversely, let f be in CCα+1 -Mod, that is, the conditions (a), (b) and (c’) hold. Then by
(9.7.3) and (9.7.4) one gets that the condition (ii) holds. On the other hand, since f(x) = σ(x) ◦ θ(x) and
θ(x) is monic by the diagram (9.7.2), one gets that the condition (i) holds as σ(x) is monic by (c’).
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The case that β is a limit ordinal. We mention that the weak factorization systems

(Mon(Φα(C)), Epi(Ψα(D))

constructed for all α < β are compatible; see Remark 6.13. Then they fit together to a weak factorization
system (Mon(Φβ(C)), Epi(Ψβ(D)) in Cβ -Mod. □

The next result shows that the induced complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod inherits the hereditary property.

9.8 Proposition. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module.
If (C,D) = {(Cx,Dx)}x∈Ob(C) is a family of hereditary complete cotorsion pairs in those A0

x -Mod’s, then
(Φ(C),Ψ(D)) forms a hereditary complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod.

Proof. Theorem 9.3 asserts that (Φ(C),Ψ(D)) is a complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod, so we only need to
deal with the hereditary property. By Lemma 6.7, it suffices to show that it is resolving; that is, Φ(C) is
closed under kernels of epimorphisms in C -Mod. Explicitly, given a short exact sequence

0 → Y → Z → T → 0

in C -Mod with both Z and T in Φ(C), we need to show that Y ∈ Φ(C) as well.
For each x ∈ Ob(C) with d(x) = α, one gets a short exact sequence

0 → Resα Y → Resα Z → Resα T → 0

in Cα -Mod. But Resα T ∈ Φα(C) by Proposition 9.2 as T ∈ Φ(C), and so by Lemma 9.6, it induces an exact
sequence

0 → (Inα Resα Y )(x) → (Inα Resα Z)(x) → (Inα Resα T )(x) → 0

in A0
x -Mod, which fits into the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 // (Inα Resα Y )(x) //

lαY (x)

��

(Inα Resα Z)(x) //

lαZ(x)

��

(Inα Resα T )(x) //

lαT (x)

��

0

0 // Y (x) // Z(x) // T (X) // 0

Since Z and T belong to Φ(C), it follows that lαZ(x) and lαT (x) are monic, and both coker(lαZ(x)) and
coker(lαT (x)) are in Cx. By the Snake Lemma one gets that lαY (x) is monic, and obtain an exact sequence

0 → coker(lαY (x)) → coker(lαZ(x)) → coker(lαT (x)) → 0.

of left A0
x-modules. But Cx is resolving as the cotorsion pair (Cx,Dx) is hereditary by assumption, so one

has coker(lαY (x)) ∈ Cx, and hence Y ∈ Φ(C) as desired. □

In the rest of the section, we consider two special types of generalized k-linear Reedy categories.

9.9 Definition. Let C be a generalized k-linear Reedy category.

(1) If C+ = C, then C is called a generalized k-linear direct category ; in this case one has C− = C0.

(2) If C− = C, then C is called a generalized k-linear inverse category ; in this case one has C+ = C0.

Given a family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes of objects in those A0
x -Mod’s, denote by C -ModS the subcate-

gory of C -Mod consisting of C-modules Y such that Y (x) belongs to Sx for each x ∈ Ob(C).

9.10 Lemma. If C is a generalized k-linear direct category, then for any family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes

of objects in those A0
x -Mod’s, there is an equality Ψ(S) = C -ModS.

Proof. For each C-module Y and any x ∈ Ob(C) with d(x) = α, one has

(coInα Resα Y )(x) = HomCα(C1x,Resα Y )

∼= HomC−
α
(C−1x,Resα Y )

= HomC0
α
(C01x,Resα Y )

= 0,

where the first isomorphism holds by Theorem 7.2(b), the second equality holds as C− = C0, and the last
equality follows from Lemma 2.6(a). Consequently, one has Ψ(S) = C -ModS. □
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Dually, we have the next result.

9.11 Lemma. If C is a generalized k-linear inverse category, then for any family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes

of objects in those A0
x -Mod’s, there is an eaulity Φ(S) = C -ModS.

In what follows, for any category E, denote by P(E) (resp., I(E)) the class of all projective (resp., injective)
objects in E. The following result gives a characterization of projective objects in C -Mod when C is a
generalized k-linear direct category.

9.12 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is a projective right C0-module.
Then P(C -Mod) = Φ({Px}x∈Ob(C)), where Px is the class of all projective left A0

x-modules.

Proof. It is known that (Px, A
0
x -Mod) is a complete cotorsion pair for each x ∈ Ob(C), and so it follows

from Theorem 9.3 and Lemma 9.10 that (Φ({Px}x∈Ob(C)),C -Mod) is a complete cotorsion pair in C -Mod.
Thus one has P(C -Mod) = Φ({Px}x∈Ob(C)). □

A dual version of the above result gives a characterization of injective objects in C -Mod when C is a
generalized k-linear inverse category.

9.13 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear inverse category such that it is a projective left C0-module.
Then I(C -Mod) = Ψ({Ix}x∈Ob(C)), where Ix is the class of all injective left A0

x-modules.

10. Lifting of abelian model structures

In this section, as an application of Theorem 9.3, we show that under the extra (co)compatible condition, a
family {(Qx,Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) of (hereditary) Hovey triples in those A0

x -Mod’s induces a (hereditary) Hovey
triple in C -Mod. We then give some examples in Gorenstein homological algebra.

10.1 Definition. Let S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each Sx a class of objects in A0
x -Mod. Then S is

called

(1) cocompatible if S ∈ Sy implies that C+(y, x)⊗A0
y
S ∈ Sx for all x, y ∈ Ob(C);

(2) compatible if S ∈ Sy implies that HomA0
y
(C−(x, y), S) ∈ Sx for all x, y ∈ Ob(C).

10.2 Remark. If C is a k-linear Reedy category in the sense of [11], then A0
x

∼= k is a field for each
x ∈ Ob(C). In this case, C+(y, x) and C−(x, y) are free k-modules for all x, y ∈ Ob(C). Thus, if S is closed
under coproducts then it is cocompatible, and if S is closed under products then it is compatible.

10.3 Example. Let P = {Px}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each Px the class of all projective objects in A
0
x -Mod,

and let F = {Fx}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each Fx the class of all flat objects in A0
x -Mod. If C+ is a projective

left C0-module, then both P and F are cocompatible. Dually, let I = {Ix}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each Ix
the class of all injective objects in A0

x -Mod. If C− is a projective right C0-module, then I is compatible.

10.4 Example. If C is a generalized k-linear direct category, then any family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes of

objects in those A0
x -Mod’s is compatible. Indeed, for all x, y ∈ Ob(C) and S ∈ Sy,

• if x ̸= y, then HomA0
y
(C−(x, y), S) = HomA0

y
(C0(x, y), S) = 0 ∈ Sx;

• if x = y, then HomA0
y
(C−(x, x), S) = HomA0

x
(C0(x, x), S) ∼= S ∈ Sx.

Dually, If C is a generalized k-linear inverse category, then any family S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) of classes of objects

in those A0
x -Mod’s is cocompatible.

Now we state the main result in this section.

10.5 Theorem. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module.
Let (Q,W,R) = {(Qx,Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each (Qx,Wx,Rx) a Hovey triple in A0

x -Mod. If
Q ∩W = {Qx ∩Wx}x∈Ob(C) is cocompatible and W ∩ R = {Wx ∩ Rx}x∈Ob(C) is compatible, then

(Φ(Q), C -ModW, Ψ(R))

forms a Hovey triple in C -Mod.
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Before giving a proof, we need some auxiliary facts and results. The next result can be proved similarly
as in Lemma 9.4.

10.6 Lemma. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module. For
each x ∈ Ob(C), the right C-module 1xC admits a filtration of right C-modules with factors⊕

d(z)=γ

C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z

for 0 ⩽ γ ⩽ λ, where ∆z is the standard right C-module.

10.7 Lemma. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module. Let
S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) be a cocompatible family of classes of objects in those A0

x -Mod’s such that Sx is closed
under filtrations and coproducts for each x ∈ Ob(C). Then one has Φ(S) ⊆ C -ModS.

Proof. Let Y be in Φ(S) and x ∈ Ob(C). Since Y (x) ∼= 1xC ⊗C Y and Sx is closed under filtrations in
A0
x -Mod, it suffices to show that 1xC⊗C Y admits a filtration whose factors are in Sx. By Lemma 10.6, the

right C-module 1xC has a filtration of right C-modules with factors
⊕

d(z)=γ C
+(z, x)⊗A0

z
∆z for 0 ⩽ γ ⩽ λ.

Since Y is contained in Φ(S), one has TorC1 (∆
z, Y ) = 0. Hence, TorC1 (C

+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z, Y ) = 0 as C+(z, x) is

a projective right A0
z-module by Lemma 2.10(a). It follows that

TorC1 (
⊕
d(z)=γ

C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z, Y ) = 0.

Consequently, 1xC⊗C Y admits a filtration with factors (
⊕

d(z)=γ C
+(z, x)⊗A0

z
∆z)⊗C Y for 0 ⩽ γ ⩽ λ.

It remains to show that (C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z)⊗C Y ∈ Sx as Sx is closed under coproducts in A0

x -Mod. This
is clear. Indeed, by the definition of Φ(S), we know that ∆z ⊗C Y ∈ Sz. Therefore, by the cocompatible
assumption, (C+(z, x)⊗A0

z
∆z)⊗C Y ∼= C+(z, x)⊗A0

z
(∆z ⊗C Y ) is in Sx, as desired. □

The following result plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 10.5.

10.8 Lemma. Suppose that C+ is a projective right C0-module and C− is a projective left C0-module. Let
S = {Sx}x∈Ob(C) and W = {Wx}x∈Ob(C) be families with both Sx and Wx classes of objects in A0

x -Mod. If
the family S∩W = {Sx∩Wx}x∈Ob(C) is cocompatible, and for each x ∈ Ob(C) the following conditions hold:

(a) Sx ∩Wx is closed under filtrations and coproducts in A0
x -Mod, and

(b) Wx is closed under cokernels of monomorphisms in A0
x -Mod,

then one has Φ(S ∩W) = Φ(S) ∩ C -ModW.

Proof. It is clear that Φ(S ∩ W) ⊆ Φ(S). On the other hand, by Lemma 10.7, we have Φ(S ∩ W) ⊆
C -ModS∩W ⊆ C -ModW. Thus, Φ(S ∩W) ⊆ Φ(S) ∩ C -ModW.

For the other inclusion, take a left C-module Y ∈ Φ(S) ∩ C -ModW. For each x ∈ Ob(C) with d(x) = α,
one gets that lαY (x) is a monomorphism with ∆x ⊗C Y ∈ Sx. Hence, to show Y ∈ Φ(S ∩W), it suffices to
prove ∆x ⊗C Y ∈ Wx. We check this fact by transfinite induction on d(x) = α.

If α = 0, then ∆x ∼= 1xC, and so ∆x ⊗C Y ∼= Y (x) ∈ Wx as Y ∈ C -ModW.
Suppose that α > 0 and ∆z ⊗C Y ∈ Wz for all z ∈ Ob(C) with d(z) < α. Since Y ∈ Φ(S), one has

TorC1 (∆
x, Y ) = 0. So we have a short exact sequence

0 → 1xIα ⊗C Y → 1xC⊗C Y → ∆x ⊗C Y → 0

in A0
x -Mod. Note that 1xC ⊗C Y ∼= Y (x) ∈ Wx as Y ∈ C -ModW and Wx is closed under cokernels of

monomorphisms in A0
x -Mod by assumption. To check ∆x ⊗C Y ∈ Wx, one has to prove 1xIα ⊗C Y ∈ Wx.

By Lemma 7.6, one has

1xIα ⊗C Y ∼= (Inα Resα Y )(x) = 1xC⊗Cα Resα Y.

Note that Resα Y ∈ Φα(S) by Proposition 9.2 as Y ∈ Φ(S). Using the filtration of right Cα-modules given
in Remark 9.4 as well as the argument in the proof of the previous lemma, we deduce that 1xC⊗Cα

Resα Y
admits a filtration with factors

(
⊕
d(z)=γ

C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z)⊗Cα

Resα Y



46 Z.X. DI, L.P. LI, AND L. LIANG

for 0 ⩽ γ < α. But Sx ∩Wx is closed under filtrations and coproducts in A0
x -Mod, it suffices to show that

(C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z)⊗Cα

Resα Y ∈ Sx ∩Wx

for each z with d(z) < α.
By the induction hypothesis, ∆z ⊗Cα

Resα Y ∼= ∆z ⊗C Y is contained in Wz, and it is also contained in
Sz as Y ∈ Φ(S). Thus, ∆z ⊗Cα Resα Y ∈ Sz ∩Wz. By the cocompatible assumption on S∩W, one gets that

(C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
∆z)⊗Cα

Resα Y ∼= C+(z, x)⊗A0
z
(∆z ⊗Cα

Resα Y )

is contained in Sx ∩Wx, as desired. □

Now we give a proof of Theorem 10.5.

10.9 Proof of Theorem 10.5. The given family {(Qx,Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) of Hovey triples in those A0
x -Mod’s

gives rise to two families

{(Qx ∩Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) and {(Qx,Wx ∩ Rx)}x∈Ob(C)

of complete cotorsion pairs in them. By Theorem 9.3, one obtains two complete cotorsion pairs

(Φ(Q ∩W),Ψ(R)) and (Φ(Q),Ψ(W ∩ R))

in C -Mod. Note that Q∩W is cocompatible by assumption, Qx ∩Wx as the left part of a complete cotorsion
pair is closed under filtrations and coproducts in A0

x -Mod for each x ∈ Ob(C), and Wx is closed under
cokernels of monomorphisms in A0

x -Mod. It follows that Φ(Q ∩W) = Φ(Q) ∩ C -ModW by Lemma 10.8 and
Ψ(W ∩ R) = C -ModW ∩Ψ(R) dually. Consequently, one gets two complete cotorsion pairs

(Φ(Q) ∩ C -ModW,Ψ(R)) and (Φ(Q),C -ModW ∩Ψ(R))

in C -Mod. Since C -ModW is clearly a thick subcategory of C -Mod, the conclusion follows from Hovey’s
correspondence; see Theorem 6.6. □

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 10.5 and Lemma 9.8, we obtain the following result.

10.10 Proposition. Under the assumptions of Theorem 10.5, if each Hovey triple (Qx,Wx,Rx) in A
0
x -Mod

is hereditary, then so is the Hovey triple (Φ(Q),C -ModW,Ψ(R)).

10.11 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is a projective right C0-module,
and let (Q,W,R) = {(Qx,Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each (Qx,Wx,Rx) a (hereditary) Hovey triple in

A0
x -Mod. If {Qx∩Wx}x∈Ob(C) is cocompatible, then (Φ(Q), C -ModW, C -ModR) forms a (hereditary) Hovey

triple in C -Mod.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 9.10 that Ψ(R) = C -ModR. Combining Theorem 10.5, Proposition 10.10 and
Example 10.4, one gets that (Φ(Q),C -ModW,C -ModR) forms a (hereditary) Hovey triple in C -Mod. □

A dual result is:

10.12 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear inverse category such that it is a projective left C0-module,
and let (Q,W,R) = {(Qx,Wx,Rx)}x∈Ob(C) be a family with each (Qx,Wx,Rx) a (hereditary) Hovey triple in

A0
x -Mod. If {Wx ∩ Rx}x∈Ob(C) is compatible, then (C -ModQ, C -ModW, Ψ(R)) forms a (hereditary) Hovey

triple in C -Mod.

We end this section with some examples of Theorem 10.5; we obtain several abelian model structures in
C -Mod related to Gorenstein homological modules.

10.13 Gorenstein homological modules. Recall from Enochs and Jenda [14] that a left C-module M is
called Gorenstein injective if there is an exact sequence

· · · → E1 → E0 → E−1 → · · ·
of injective left C-modules such that it remains exact after applying the functor HomC(−, I) for every injective
left C-module I, and M ∼= coker(E1 → E0). A left C-module M is called Gorenstein flat if there is an exact
sequence

· · · → F1 → F0 → F−1 → · · ·
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of flat left C-modules such that it remains exact after applying the functor I ⊗C − for every injective right
C-module I, and M ∼= coker(F1 → F0). Recently, Šaroch and Št’ov́ıček introduced projectively coresolved
Gorenstein flat left C-modules in [36] via replacing flat modules in the above exact sequence by projective
modules.

Let GI = {GIx}x∈Ob(C) (resp., GF = {GFx}x∈Ob(C), PGF = {PGFx}x∈Ob(C)) be families with GIx (resp.,
GFx, PGFx) the class of all Gorenstein injective (resp., Gorenstein flat, projectively coresolved Gorenstein
flat) modules in A0

x -Mod.
Recall that a left A0

x-module N is called cotorsion if Ext1A0
x
(F,N) = 0 for each flat left A0

x-module F .

We let CT = {CTx}x∈Ob(C) be the family with CTx the class of all cotorsion modules in A0
x -Mod. The next

result can be found in [36].

10.14 Proposition. For all x ∈ Ob(C), the triples

(PGFx,PGFx
⊥, A0

x -Mod), (GFx,PGFx
⊥,CTx), (A0

x -Mod,⊥GIx,GIx)

are hereditary Hovey triples in A0
x -Mod with

PGFx ∩ PGFx
⊥ = Px, GFx ∩ GFx

⊥ = Fx,
⊥GIx ∩ GIx = Ix.

Now we are ready to obtain several abelian model structures on C -Mod.

10.15 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is projective both as a left
and a right C0-module. Then (Φ(PGF), C -ModPGF⊥ , C -Mod) forms a hereditary Hovey triple in C -Mod,

where PGF⊥ = {PGFx⊥}x∈Ob(C).

Proof. We mention that (PGFx,PGFx
⊥, A0

x -Mod) is a hereditary Hovey triple with PGFx ∩ PGFx
⊥ = Px

by Proposition 10.14. The family {Px}x∈Ob(C) is cocompatible as C+ is a projective left C0-module; see
Example 10.3. The conclusion then follows from Corollary 10.11. □

Similarly, we have the following result.

10.16 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is projective both as a left
and a right C0-module. Then (Φ(GF), C -ModPGF⊥ , C -ModCT) forms a hereditary Hovey triple in C -Mod.

The next result can be proved dually using Corollary 10.12.

10.17 Corollary. Let C be a generalized k-linear inverse category such that it is projective both as a left
and a right C0-module. Then (C -Mod, C -Mod⊥GI, Ψ(GI)) forms a hereditary Hovey triple in C -Mod, where
⊥GI = {⊥GIx}x∈Ob(C).

We mention that the k-linearizations of quite a few combinatorial categories described before satisfy the
conditions specified in these corollaries.

10.18 Example. Let k be a field of characteristic 0. Then the k-linearizations of skeletons of the following
combinatorial categories satisfy conditions specified in Corollaries 10.15 and 10.16:

(1) the category of finite sets and injections;

(2) the category of finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field and linear maps;

(3) the category of finite totally ordered sets and order-preserving injections;

(4) the category of cyclically ordered sets and order-preserving injections.

Dually, via replacing injections in the definitions of the above categories by surjections, we obtain examples
satisfying conditions specified in Corollary 10.17.
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