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REPRESENTATIONS OF GENERALIZED LINEAR REEDY CATEGORIES AND

ABELIAN MODEL STRUCTURES

ZHENXING DI, LIPING LI, AND LI LIANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider representations of generalized k-linear Reedy categories €, a common
generalization of k-linear Reedy categories introduced by Georgiois-St’ovicek and k-linearizations of gener-
alized Reedy categories introduced by Berger-Moerdijk, and construct abelian model structures on ¢-Mod.
In the first part, we show that € can be viewed as an infinite categorical analogue of standardly stratified
algebras. Explicitly, we give a parameterization of irreducible representations of €, provide several sufficient
criteria such that €-Mod is equivalent to the Cartesian product of module categories over the “local” endo-
morphism algebras of €, 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 €-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 €-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 % :

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

(b) it has two subcategories €+ and 4~ sharing the same objects as € such that non-identity morphisms
in €T increase the degree and non-identity morphisms in %~ decrease the degree;

(¢) every morphism in % can be uniquely expressed as a composite of a morphism in €~ followed by a
morphism in €.
Reedy categories are widely used to construct model structures on functor categories. In particular, given
a model category ., then the functor category Fun(%, #) has a natural model structure called the Reedy
model structure; for details, see [I8] 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 I' [37], Connes’ cyclic category A [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 [I]. More recently, to consider k-linear Reedy abelian model structures on k-linear functor
categories where k is a field, Georgiois and St’ovicek 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 [I1]
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 [I1], 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 [I1] to this generalized
framework. Besides, since many combinatorial categories such as

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

e the category of finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field and linear maps studied in [24], 25],
e the category of finite sets and all maps considered in [31], 32] [42],

e Segal’s category I' studied in [25] 29] 37, B9],

e Connes’ cyclic category A considered in [9] 13} 25| 26], [39],

the category of spans studied in [10} 12} 17, B39]
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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
¢ is a generalized k-linear Reedy category if the following conditions are fulfilled:

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

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

(c) for each x € Ob(€), one has €+ (x,z) = €~ (x,z), denoted by AY;
(d) for all z,y € Ob(C), the composition map gives an (A, AJ)-bimodule isomorphism

@ Q:+(Zay) ®Ag @7(I7z) H@(I,y)
z€0b(C)

It is easy to see that this definition indeed unifies the concept of k-linear Reedy categories in [I1] and k-
linearizations of generalized Reedy categories in [5]. Denote by €° the intersection of ¢+ and €=, which
viewed as a k-algebra is a coproduct of “local” endomorphism algebras A%’s with x ranging over all objects
in €.

Georgiois and St’ovicek 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 €, we construct a special €-module A, (called the standard module)
satisfying the following properties:

Theorem A. Let € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that €T is a right projective €°-module.
Then:

(a) A, 2 C®e- AY as left €-modules;
(b) Ende(A,) =2 (A%)°P as k-algebras;
(c) Home(Ay, Ay) #0 only if x =y or d(z) > d(y);
(d) Extg(Ag,Ay) #0 forn =1 only if d(x) > d(y).

Moreover, one can show that every representable functor €(z, —) has a (transfinite) ﬁltration whose factors
are closely related to these standard modules. For details, please refer to Proposmon 1] and Remark [3.12]

When € is a k-linear Reedy category in the sense of [11], Georgiois and St’ovicek established a bijective
correspondence between Ob(€) and the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible €-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 € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Suppose that AY is a semi-perfect k-algebra
for each x € Ob(€), €+ is a right projective €°-module, and €~ is a left projective €°-module. There is a
bijective correspondence between the following sets:

(1) {isomorphism classes of irreducible €-modules};
(2) Uyeon(e)tisomorphism classes of irreducible AY-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 Kovécs [23], Kuhn proved
in [24] the following surprising result: when ¢ is invertible in k, the category of functors from the category
of finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field I, and F,-linear maps to the category of k-modules is
equivalent to the Cartesian product of module categories of kGL,,(F,) for all n > 0. Via taking ¢ = 1, one
can recover a result proved in [§] 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 € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category satisfying the following conditions:
(a) €% is a projective right €°-module, and €~ is a projective left €°-module;
(b) for each x € Ob(C€), there is a central idempotent e, € A, = €(x,x) such that

egAze, = @ CH(z,2) @40 € (z, 2);
zH#x

(c) for x,y € Ob(Q), the left A)-module € (x,y) contains a free direct summand whenever €t (y,x) # 0.
Then one has an equivalence

¢-Mod~ J] AJ-Mod.
£€0b(Q)

The strategy to establish this theorem is a formalization of that in [24]. We can show with the given
conditions that the set {A, | + € Ob(€)} of standard modules forms an orthogonal family of projective
generators in €-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 z,y € Ob(€) and a nonzero morphism g € €7 (z,y), we get a k-linear map

<pg:€_(y,x)—>Aw:€(x,x), f'_>fg
We say that g is non-degenerate if p, # 0. With respect to this notion, one has:

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

(a) €t (z,y) is a finite dimensional vector space over k;

(b) €t (x,y) is a projective right A%-module and €~ (y, ) is a free left A-module;

(c) dimy €T (x,y) = dimy, € (y, x);

(d) every nonzero morphism g € €*(z,y) is non-degenerate.
Then one has an equivalence

¢-Mod =~ H A% Mod .
z€0b(2)

One may use this theorem as well as its dual version Theorem to investigate representations of
categories of spans. Explicitly, let ¥ be small skeletal category such that every endomorphism in % is an
automorphism. Then the binary relation < on Ob(%) such that z < y if and only if € (z,y) # () is a partial
order. We say that € is an artinian EI category if this partial order satisfies the descending chain condition.
In the case that ¥ has pullbacks, one can define the category € of spans as follows: it has the same objects

as %; a morphism in Cg(:r, y) is represented by a diagram x é 2 y with f and g morphisms in %,

and two pairs (f,g) and (f’,¢’) represent the same morphism in % if there is an automorphism o : z — 2

SuCh ‘ha‘ ‘he fOllOWlng dlagram C( )mmu‘es.
€

Toe—— 22—
! g
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
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Theorem E. Let k be a field and € an artinian EI category satisfying the following conditions:

(a) € has pullbacks;

(b) € (z,y) is a finite set for all z,y € Ob(€);

(c) the order of each group Gy = € (x,x) is invertible in k;
(d) every morphism in € is a monomorphism.

Then one has an equivalence
Z-Mod~ [[ kG.-Mod,
z€0Db(F)

where ZZ\ is the k-linearization of z.

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(€, A) of k-linear functors from a generalized k-linear Reedy category € to another k-linear
abelian category A, we are more interested in the construction of abelian model structures on Fun(¢, A). By
definition (see Hovey [20]), they are model structures compatible with the abelian structure of Fun(€, 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(€, A) such that both (Q, WNR) and (QN'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 € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Given any family § = {8.},con(e) of classes of objects
in those AY -Mod’s, denote by €¢-Mods the class of €-Mod consisting of all €-modules Y such that Y (z)
belongs to 8, for each x € Ob(€). We also consider two classes ®(8) and ¥(8) of €-modules:

for each © € Ob(€) with the degree «a, } and

®(8) = {Y € €-Mod ¢ () is monic and coker(I§(x)) € 8,

U(8) = {Y c ¢ -Mod ‘ for each x € Ob(€) with the degree «, }

m$(x) is epic and ker(m§(z)) € 8,
Here, I§(x) : 1,€ ®¢_ Res, Y — Y (x) is the counit of the adjunction
Ing : €, -Mod = €-Mod : Res,
evaluated at Y and z, and m§(z) : Y(z) — Home, (€1,, Res, V) is the unit of the adjunction
Res, : €-Mod = &€, -Mod : coln,,

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

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

Theorem F. Let € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category with €1 a projective right €°-module and ¢~
a projective left €Y-module. Suppose that (Q, W, R) = {(Qz; Wa, Re) boeon(e) 8 a family with (Qu, Wz, Ry)
a (hereditary) Hovey triple in AY-Mod. If {Q, N Watzcon(e) is compatible and {Wy N Ry }acon(e) is co-
compatible, then

(®(Q), €-Modw, T(R))
forms a (hereditary) Hovey triple in €-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
extends [IIl Theorem 7.2] from k-linear Reedy categories with k a field to generalized k-linear Reedy
categories. As in [I1], the key construction relies on a transfinite induction to glue a family of (complete)
cotorsion pairs in those A%-Mod’s to obtain a (complete) cotorsion pair in €-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 €,4;-Mod,, of a €,-module V, and show that the
restriction functor Res, : €,41-Mod — €, -Mod induced by the embedding ¢, : €, — €441 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 7 via combining weak factorization systems in the fibers T4
for A € Ob(B) and a weak factorization system in the basis category B; see also Cagne and Mellies
[T, Lemma 2.4]. Applying this result, we obtain a weak factorization system in €,41-Mod via gluing
weak factorization systems in the fibers €41 -Mod,, for all €,-modules V' and a weak factorization
system in €, -Mod.

(3) Finally, by the bijective correspondence between complete cotorsion pairs and weak factorization sys-
tems established in [20] (see also Positselski and Sfovicek [30, Theorem 2.4]), we obtain desired complete
cotorsion pairs in €,41-Mod, completing the induction step.

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

((I)(:PSSE), Q:—ModgaggL, Q:—Mod) and (‘I’(S?), Q:—Modg:agg:'L7 Q:—MOde‘j‘)

form hereditary Hovey triples in €-Mod; see Corollaries|10.15/and [10.16] Dually, if € is a generalized k-linear
inverse category (that is, € = €7) such that it is projective both as a left and a right €°-module, then

(¢€-Mod, €-Mod.gg, ¥(397))
forms a hereditary Hovey triple in €-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 €. 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 €.
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 €-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 A -Mod’s can be glued to a complete
cotorsion pair in €-Mod. As a direct consequence of this result, we show in the last section that a given
family of abelian model structures on A% -Mod’s can be also glued to an abelian model structure on €-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 £ be a commutative ring with
identity, and let € be a small skeletal k-linear category. Given z,y € Ob(€), denote by €(x,y) the set of all
morphisms from z to y, which has a natural structure of a k-module. In particular, when x = y, we denote
€(z,z) by A,, which is a k-algebra. It is clear that &(x,y) is an (A4, A;)-bimodule.

Given two k-linear subcategories © and & of &, define the intersection ® N & to be the k-linear category:
Ob(®D N &) = Ob(D) N Ob(€&); for z,y € Ob(D N &), set (D N E)(x,y) = D(z,y) N E(z,y).



REPRESENTATIONS OF GENERALIZED LINEAR REEDY CATEGORIES AND ABELIAN MODEL STRUCTURES 7

By definition, a representation of €, or a left €-module, is a k-linear covariant functor V' from € to k-Mod,
the category of all k-modules. Fixing an object x, we denote by V, or V(x) the value of V on x. Morphisms
between two representations of € are k-linear natural transformations. We say that € is locally finite if
€(z,y) is a finitely generated k-module for all z,y € Ob(€). Similarly, a left €-module V is called locally
finite if each V,, is a finitely generated k-module.

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

AG = @ Qt(if, y)a
z,yeOb(C)
and given two morphisms f € €(z,y) and g € €(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 A¢ is an associative k-algebra. Moreover, if © and &
are k-linear subcategories of €, then Agp and A¢ are (non-unital) k-subalgebras of A¢, and

Apne = Ap N Ag.

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

decomposition
M= P 1.M,
z€0b(e)

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

2.2. Generalized k-linear Reedy categories. Now we introduce generalized k-linear Reedy categories.
Let A be an ordinal, and d : Ob(€) — X be a degree function.

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

(a) Ob(€F) = Ob(€) and (€*(z,y) #0) = (z =y) V (d(y) > d(2));

(b) Ob(€™) = Ob(€) and (€ (z,y) # 0) = (z = y) V (d(z) > d(y));

(c) €t (z,2) = € (z,z) for € Ob(E);

(d) Let €° =€+t N €. Then the composition induces a (€2, €°)-bimodule isomorphism

p . A¢+ ®A¢0 A@— — A@.

2.2 Remark. Although Ag+ ®4,, Ae¢- 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 p allows one to define a ring

structure on it. Explicitly, given f* ® f~ and g* ® g~ in Ag+ ®a,, Ac-, their product is defined to be
(ffef)xteg)=p (p(fr @ fplg" @9 ) =p(f fg79).

Via this construction p becomes a (non-unital) ring isomorphism, so we identify Ag+ ® Ago Ac— with Ag.

With respect to this identification, the subring A¢+ ®4,, Ago (resp, Ago ®a,, Ag- and Ago @4, Ago) of

Ag+ ®a,, Ag- is identified with the subring Ag+ (resp., Ag- and Ago) of Ag.

In the rest of this paper we always equip A¢+ ®4,, A¢- the multiplication *. To simplify notation,
from now on we identity k-linear categories ¢, ¢+, ¢~ and €° with their associated k-algebras. Although as
pointed out before, not all Ag-module are €-modules, this identification does not cause troubles to us since in
this paper we only consider graded Ag-modules, which are precisely €-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 € from the context.
By these conventions, one can restate the condition (d) as (€* ®¢o €7, *) = € 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
z =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(€) via setting x < y when d(z) < d(y), since distinct objects can have
the same degree, and hence the anti-symmetry fails. Instead, we can use morphisms in €~ to obtain a
satisfactory partial order on Ob(€). Explicitly, given objects x and y, define y < x if there exists a finite
sequence of objects © = xq, 1, ..., &, =y such that €~ (z;,x;41) # 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 < « and = < y. Then we can find two
sequences

T =20, L1y --+y Tm =Y and Y=Y Y1, -+, Yn =T

such that €~ (x;, z;41) # 0 and € (y;, ¥i4+1) 7 0. Accordingly, one has
d(x) = d(zo) < d(z1) < ... <d(zm) = d(y) and d(y) =d(yo) < d(y1) < ... < d(yn) = d().

Thus, all degrees are equal. But €~ (z;,z;11) # 0 implies that x; = x;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 < z. Indeed, since y < x, we can find a finite sequence x = zg, z1, ..., T, =
y such that €~ (z;,x;11) # 0 and there is at least one ¢ with x; # x;41. But this forces d(x;4+1) < d(x;), so
d(y) < d(z), as claimed. Thus, d is an order-preserving map from the poset (Ob(€), %) to the ordinal A, so
=< must be artinian. O

2.5 Remark. One can define another partial order <’ on Ob(€) via €*. Explicitly, given objects = and v,
define x <’ y if there exists a finite sequence of objects © = zg, x1, ..., T, = y such that €T (z;, x;41) # 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 € be the k-linearization of the category whose objects are [n] = {1,2,...,n}
and morphisms are injections. Define d : Ob(€) — X by setting d([n]) = n where X is an arbitrary infinite
ordinal. Then ¢ = €T. It is easy to see that < is the discrete partial order, while <’ is isomorphic to the
usual linear order on N.

Note that if € (x,y) # 0, then y < z. Similarly, if € (x,y) # 0, then z <’ 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(€), <) to the cardinal A. The same conclusion holds
while replacing (Ob(€), <) by (Ob(€), x’). Therefore, we have the following strict implications:

CHz,y) #0=2<x"y= (x =y) V(d(z) < d(y)), and
C(z,y) #0=y<a= (z=y)V(dy) <d@)).
Throughout this paper, we always use the partial order < on Ob(€) unless otherwise specified.

The following results can also be easily deduced from the definition.

2.6 Lemma. Suppose that € is a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Then for any xz,y € Ob(€),
(a) €%x,y) # 0 if and only if x = y;
(b) the composition p induces an isomorphism of (Aj, AY)-modules
@ €+(27y) ® A0 ¢ (2, 2) = &(z,y),
2€0b(€)
where AY = €0(2, 2);
(c) if d(x) = d(y) is minimal but x # y, then €(z,y) = 0.

Proof. The if direction of (a) is trivial. Conversely, if €%(z,y) # 0, then both €*(z,y) and €~ (x,y) are
nonzero. In the case x # y, one shall have d(z) < d(y) and d(z) > d(y), which is impossible. Thus, z = y.
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By (a), we have the following decomposition of k-algebras
- B - B
z€0b(e) z€0b(e)
Correspondingly, for z € Ob(€), the left ¢°-module €~ 1, has the following decomposition
¢Cl= P LeL= P (2
z€0b(C) z€0b(€)

since each €~ (z, 2) is a left A%-module, and hence, is a left €%-module.
Now we prove (b). Let 1, and 1, be the identity morphisms on = and y respectively. Then

C(z,y) = 1,€1,
~ 1,07 ®p0 €71,

1,87 @0 (P 1.€71,)

2€0Db()
= @ (1y¢+)®¢0 (1.€71,)
z€0b(€)
= P (1,€71L) Beo (1.€71,)
z€0b(€)
- @ Q:Jr(z?y)@@oﬁf(x,z)
z€0b(€)
o @ CH(z,y) ®a0 € (z,2),
2€0b(€)

where the first isomorphism holds by the condition (d) in the definition of Reedy categoriesﬂ and the last
isomorphism follows from the observation that €° is a direct sum of A%’s, €*(z,y) is a right A%-module, and
€ (z,2) is a left A%module.

Statement (c) immediately follows from the isomorphism in (b). Indeed, if €(z,y) # 0, then by the
isomorphism in (b), we shall have a certain object z such that €~ (z, z) # 0 # € (z,y). But since d(z) = 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 €, one obtains
the decomposition f = f;"f; + ...+ fif, with f € ¢¥(2;,y) and f; € € (x,2;). Furthermore, this
expression is unique in the following sense. Let f = g 'g; + ...+ g.g,, be another decomposition with
g7 € ¢t (yi,y) and g; € € (x,y;). Without loss of generality, assume that

Tl =T2= ... = T4y, Tjy41 = T 42 = oo o = Tigy vooy L y4+1 = -« = Tg,.
with 7,, = n and

Yi=Y2= - = Yjis Yjn+1 = Yjn+2 = = Yjor oo Yo+l = - = Y
with j; = m such that z;,’s (resp., y;,’s) are distinct for 1 <¢ < r (resp.,, 1 <t <s). Thenr =s, y;, = x5,
for 1 <t <s,and

+ - + oo g — fF - + oo
9irar1 @i 1t F 9L @G, =L ®fi T B

in €t (xi,,y) @40 € (x,2;,) for each t. We call this expression the Reedy factorization of f.
it

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

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

(a) € has a subcategory € sharing the same objects such that €*(z,x) = k and €*(z,y) # 0 only if
x =y ord(z)<d(y);

Here we do not require the conclusion that p induces a ring isomorphism given in Remark
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(b) € has a subcategory €~ sharing the same objects such that €~ (z,2) = k and €~ (z,y) # 0 only if
x =y ord(z)>dy);
(c) for z,y € Ob(€), the composition induces a k-linear isomorphism
@ €+(27y) Ok 6_(‘%72) %Q(%y)
2€0b(€)

Clearly, a k-linear Reedy category is a generalized k-linear Reedy category satisfying two extra conditions:
k is a field, and A% 2 k for z € Ob(€).

2.9 Example. Recall from [5 Definition 1.1] that a small skeletal category % is called a generalized Reedy
category with respect to a degree function d : Ob(%) — A if ¥ satisfies the following conditions:
(a) ¥ has a subcategory €+ sharing the same objects such that € ¥ (x,y) # 0 only if z = y or d(z) < d(y);
(b) ¥ has a subcategory ¢~ sharing the same objects such that €~ (z,y) # 0 only if x = y or d(x) > d(y);
(c) for z € Ob(¥), €T (x,x) = ¢ (x,z) is the group of automorphisms on z;
(d) every morphism f in % has a factorization f = fTf~, where f* is a morphism in €+ and f~ is a
morphism in €, and this factorization is unique up to automorphisms;
(e) €~ (y,y) acts freely on €~ (x,y) for z,y € Ob(%F).
Let k be a commutative ring. Then the k-linearization & is a generalized k-linear Reedy category satisfying

two extra conditions: A is a group algebra for x € Ob(%), and €(z,y) is a left free A)-module for
z,y € Ob(¥).

2.3. The induction functor. Since €~ is a subcategory of €, the inclusion functor ¢ : €~ — € induces a
restriction functor ¢* : €-Mod — €~ -Mod. It has a left adjoint given by the left Kan extension, called the
induction functor, which is nothing but the tensor functor € ®¢- —, 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 € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. One has:

(a) €~ is a projective left €°-module (resp., projective right ¢°-module) if and only if for all x,y € Ob(€),
¢ (z,y) is a projective left Ag—module (resp., projective right A%-module). A similar conclusion holds
for €+,

(b) If €~ is a projective left €°-module, then € as a left €™ -module is also projective. Dually, if € is a
projective right ¢°-module, then ¢ as a right ¢~ -module is projective.

Proof. (a) Note that €° is a direct sum of AY’s for all z € Ob(€). Consequently, as a left €°-module, one
has the following decomposition
¢ = @ ¢ (z,y).

z,y€0b(C)

Thus, €~ is a projective left €°-module if and only each €~ (z,%) is a projective left Ag—module. The other
cases can be proved similarly.
(b) By Remark and Lemma for every € Ob(€), one has

@(Jj,—) = @ ¢+(Za_) ®A2 Q:_(xvz)
z€0Db(C)

as left €T-modules. If €~ is a projective left €°-module, by (a), €~ (z, 2) is a projective left A%-module, so the
tensor product €+ (z, —) ®40 € (z, 2) is a projective left €*-module. Consequently, €(x, —) is a projective
left €*t-module for € Ob(€), so is €.

To prove the second statement, we use the isomorphism

C(—,z) X @ CH(z,2) ®p0 € (-, 2)
2€0b(€)

of right €~ -modules. O

An immediate consequence of this lemma, is:
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2.11 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. If €T is a projective right €°-module, then
the functor € ®¢- — is exact. Dually, if €~ is a projective left €°-module, then the functor — ®¢+ € is exact.

3. STANDARD MODULES AND FILTRATIONS

Standard modules introduced in [IT] 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 [I1] to the framework of generalized
k-linear Reedy categories.

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

3.1. Ideals and quotient categories. Let a be an ordinal with o < A. Define

J.= D ¢

d(y)<a

This is clearly a right ideal of €~. Furthermore, for any f : + — y in J, and any morphism g : y — 2 in
¢, the composite gf : © — z also satisfies d(z) < d(y) < «, so T, is also a left ideal of €=, and hence, a
two-sided ideal of €~. Consequently,

Jalw, =)= P ¢ ()
d(y)<a

is a left €~ -module for each x € Ob(€).
Similarly, we define

Jo = @ €*(z,—) ®a0 € (o, 2) and
d(z)<a
Jalz, =)= P €(z,—) ®a0 € (2,2)
d(z)<a
for a fixed object x.

The following lemma asserts that J, is a two-sided ideal of €E| and can be obtained from J via applying
the induction functor.

3.1 Lemma. The set J, is a two-sided ideal of €. Furthermore, as left €-modules, one has
Ja 2 CRe-T,.
Proof. To establish the first statement, it is enough to show: for z,y € Ob(€), a morphism
fE€Talwy) = B € (zy) ®a0 € (x,2),

d(z)<a

and morphisms ¢ : « = z and h : y — v in €, one has hf € J,(z,v) and fg € T,(u,y). We only show
hf € Jo(x,v) as the second one can be established similarly.

By the Reedy factorization, one can find finitely many objects 21, ..., 2, (which might not be distinct)
with d(z;) < asuch that f = fi" f; +...+ f,; f7, where f;” € € (z,2;) and f;" € €*(2;,y). Thus it suffices
to show hf;'fi_ € Ju(z,v) for each i. Similarly, we have another Reedy factorization h = hihy +...+hth, .
It reduces to show that h;'hj_ [T f7 € Ja(x,v) for each i and j. But for each fixed i and j we have

W fF =00+ L

ror

so it reduces further to show h;‘l;‘ls_fi_ € Ju(x,v) for each i, j and s. But from the diagram

_ _ +
fi 1 g h;

x Zi Qg w v

one clearly has d(as) < d(z;) < a, so indeed h;’ljlff._ € Jo(x,v). This finishes the proof.

S 3

2To be more precisely, we shall say that the image of J, = @d(z)<a et (z,—) ® 40 € (e, z) under the composition map p is
a two-sided ideal of €; see Remark
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Now we prove the isomorphism. We just proved that J,(z, —) is a left €-module. Since
Jo= P Jal@,—) and Iz = P Ii(x ),
2€0b(E) 2E0b(E)
it suffices to check the €-module isomorphism J,(x, —) = € ®¢- T, (x, —). But by Remark we have
Q:@C’ j(;(‘ra _) = (Q:+ Xeo Q:i) Re- j(;(z7 _) =~ ¢t Xeo 3;(I7 _)'
It remains to verify the isomorphism
Jalz, =)= P €(z,—) @a0 € (,2) = €T @0 T (a,—).
d(z)<a

This can be checked via showing that the images of both sides under the composition map p coincide. Here
we prove it using the observation that €° is a direct sum of A%’s. Indeed, one has

¢t ®¢o j;($7 _) =cer Qo ( @ (’:_(:L‘,Z))

d(z)<a
& @ CH(z,—) ®go € (z,2)
d(z)<a
= P ¢ (z,—) ®a0 € (,2).
d(z)<a
This finishes the proof. O

With respect to J,, one can define a quotient category €, whose objects are those z € Ob(€) with
d(x) > a. For two objects z,y with d(x) > « and d(y) > «, one sets

€Dz(x7y) = @(x,y)/ja(;v,y)
( P erzy @it (2,2)/( P € (z,y) @a0 € (2,2))

z€0b(C) d(z)<a

@ CH(z,y) ®a0 € (x,2).

d(z)>a

1

1

From this construction one immediately has:

3.2 Lemma. The quotient category €, is also a generalized k-linear Reedy category.
Fix an ordinal oo < A. If d(z) < o and d(y) < «, then
@(l’,y) = @ €+(Z7y) ®A2 Q:_(xvz) = @ €+(Zvy) ®A2 Q:_(.’E,Z)
z€0b(C) d(z)<a

since €~ (z,2) = 0 when d(z) > a. Thus, one can define a full subcategory €, of € consisting of objects
with d(x) < «, which is a generalized k-linear Reedy category by the above equality. Similarly, for an object
x, we can define a full subcategory €, of € 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 [I1].

3.3 Definition. For 2 € Ob(€) with d(z) = «, the standard left €-module A, is defined as
Ay =Cx,—)/To(z,—) 2 C/Ty Q¢ €1, = [ ®¢ €1y,

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

A" = &(—,1)/To(—,7) 2 1,€ Q¢ €/Ty = 1,€ Q¢ €.
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We can use partial orders 5 and <’ on Ob(€) to reformualte standard modules. Define

J, = @ et (z,—) ®a0 € (z,2), and
z=<x
T, =P et (z,2) @40 € (. 2).
z='x
3.4 Lemma. Let x be an object in € with d(x) = o. Then 3, = J,(z,—) and A, = €1, /7,. Similarly, one
has 3, = Jo(—,x) and A® = 1,&/T.
Proof. We only prove the first statement. By definitions, it suffices to show
@¢+(27 7) ®A2 Q:i(xvz) = @ Q:+(Z7 7) ®A2 Qti(xvz)'
z<x d(z)<a
Clearly, if z < z, then d(z) < «, so the left side is contained in the right side. On the other hand, if

¢ (z,2) # 0, then z < . But d(2) < a = d(x), so z < x, and hence, the right side is also contained in the
left side. 0

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

Calr, =) 2 €, @p T, (,—) = € @0 €, (0.2) = T (2, —) = € (w,-).

Therefore, we may identify A, ¢t (z,—) and €, (x, —) as €p-modules. Dually, we can identify A%, ¢~ (—,x)
and left €, (—,x) as right €p-modules.

It is clear that A% = €~ (x,—)/J, (x,—) when d(x) = «, so one can view A as a left ¢ -module
concentrated on the single object z. We show under a mild condition that standard modules are induced
from AY and have nice homological properties, generalizing [I1, Theorems 4.3 and 4.7].

3.6 Theorem. Suppose that €T is a projective right €°-module. Then:

(a) A, 2 € ®Re- AV as left €-modules;

(b) Ende¢(A,) =2 (A2)°P as k-algebras;

(c) Home(Ag, Ay) # 0 only if v =y or d(z) > d(y);

(d) Extg(Ag, Ay) #0 for n > 1 only if d(z) > d(y).
Proof. (a) Let d(z) = a. Applying the functor € ®¢- —, which is exact by Corollary to the exact
sequence

0—J,(x,—) =€ (z,—) = A2 =0
of left € -modules, we get another short exact
0= CRe I, (2,—) — CRe- € (2,-) — €@ AV =0

of left €-modules. But € ®¢- € (z,—) = €(z,—) and € ®¢- T, (2, —) = J,(z,—) by Lemma The
conclusion follows. B B

(b) Let d(z) = . Note that €, is a quotient category of €, so &€, -Mod is a full subcategory of €-Mod.
Moreover, A, viewed as a left €,-module coincides with €,(x, —). Thus, one has

Ende(A;) = Endg (Colm, —)) = (1,€,1,)°P = (A2)°P.

(c) We first consider the case that d(y) = 8 > a = d(x). We want to show that Home(A,, A,) vanishes.
Since €, is again a generalized k-linear Reedy category, viewed as k-algebras one has
€5 =€/35=(€/3a)/(35/Ta)-
Thus, one may view €5 as a quotient algebra of €,, and J5/J, is precisely the two-sided ideal of €, to define

this quotient; see the construction before Lemma Moreover, €, -Mod is a full subcategory of €-Mod
and it contains A, and A, so

Home(Ay, Ay) = Homg (Az, Ay) = Homg (Calz,—),Ay),
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as A, = €, (2, —) in this full subcategory. But the last term is isomorphic to the value of A, on x, which is
clearly 0 since A, is only supported on objects z with d(z) > d(y) = §.
Then we consider the case that d(y) = d(x) but « # y. As in the previous paragraph, one has

Home(Az, Ay) = Homg (Az, Ay) = Homg (Co(z,—), Coly, =) 2 Eo(y,z) =0

by Lemma since = and y are minimal in @,.
(d) By (a), A, &2 € ®¢- A%, By Eckmann-Shapiro’s lemma (see [4, p47], which also holds for rings with
a complete family of orthogonal idempotents), one has

Extg(Agz, Ay) = Exty (€ @e- A% A,) = Exty (A2, A,).

We want to show that this extension group vanishes whenever d(z) < d(y).

Construct a projective resolution ... — P* — P% — AY — 0 in €~ -Mod with P’ = ¢~ (x,—). By the
structure of €=, for n > 1, one can assume that the value of P on each object z is 0 if d(z) > d(z). In
other words, P™ is supported on objects z with d(z) < d(z) < d(y). On the other hand, we know that A, is
supported on objects z with d(z) > d(y). Consequently, Home (P?, A,) = 0 for all n > 1, and the conclusion
follows. g

3.7 Remark. When € is a generalized k-linear Reedy category, so is the opposite category €°P with (€°P)* =
(€7)°P and (€°P)~ = (€1)°P. In this case, the right standard module A” of € is a left standard module
over €°P. Therefore, all results established in this subsection hold for A* with suitable modifications. In
particular, we obtain a dual version of the above theorem.

3.8 Theorem. Suppose that ¢~ is a projective left €°-module. Then one has:
(a) A 2 A% ®¢+ € as right €-modules;
(b) Ende(A%) = AY as k-algebras;
(c) Home (A, AY) #£ 0 only if x =y or d(z) > d(y);
(d) Extg(A*,AY) #£0 forn > 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(€) (see Lemma and the paragraph before it for details of this order). Explicitly, we
actually proved the following stronger conclusions:

(¢’) Home(Az, Ay) # 0 only if x < y;
(d") Extg(Agz,Ay) #0 forn > 1 only if z < .
Stronger versions of (¢) and (d) in Theorem can be formulated via <" (see Remark similarly.

3.3. Filtrations and irreducible modules. It was shown in [I1] 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 [I1, 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 A is a semi-perfect k-algebra. Therefore, for each z €
Ob(€), one can fix a finite complete set E, of orthogonal primitive idempotents in AY. In particular, every
indecomposable projective left A%-module is isomorphic to Ale for a certain e € E,.. Since €e is a projective
left €-module, one can define A, . = €e/J,e, where o = d(x). Consequently, A, . is a direct summand of
Az, and A, = P Ag . Moreover, A, . is indecomposable, since Ende (A () = Endg (€qe) =2 (eAle)oP
is a local ring.

eel,

3.10 Lemma. Suppose that each A% is a semi-perfect k-algebra for x € Ob(€). Let V be a left €~ -module
such that V(z) is a projective left A%-module for each x € Ob(€). Then V admits a transfinite filtration

O:V<OQV<1 g...gV<)\+1 :V
such that for 0 < a < A, each V, = Veqi1/V<q Is isomorphic to a direct sum of members in the family

30& = {Age | d(.’IJ) =, ec E:v}
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Proof. For each «, define a submodule V., of V as follows: for z € Ob(€),

Veuls) = {V(x) if d(z) < «

0 else.

Clearly, one has V = h%ma V<. Furthermore, one has

V(z) itd(z)=o
0 else.

Va(2) = Veatr(2)/Vea(z) = {

Note that if d(z) = o = d(y) but x # y, then € (z,y) = 0 = € (y,z). Thus, Vo = P ;)= V(@) as left
¢~ -modules. But since V(z) is a projective left A%-module, we get a further decomposition
= @ V= @ o
d(z)=a d(z)=ae€Ey,

where ¢, . is the multiplicity which can be infinity. O

3.11 Proposition. Suppose that €% is a projective right €°-module, ¢~ is a projective left €°-module, and
each AY is a semi-perfect k-algebra for & € Ob(€). Then every €(x,—) can be filtered by a coproduct of
A, withd(z) < d(z) and e € E,.

Proof. Let z € Ob(€) with d(x) = 8 and let V = €~ (z,—). Since €~ is a projective left €°-module, V (y)
is a projective left A-module for each y € Ob(€) by Lemma [2.10(a). Applying Lemma we obtain a
transfinite filtration

0:V<OQV<1 g gV<B+1 :V
such that for a < 3, each V, = Voq11/V<q is a coproduct of A% with d(z) = a and e € E,. Since €% is

a projective right ¢°-module, € ®s- — is exact by Corollary Applying it to the above filtration and
observing that A, . 2 € ®¢- A% by Theorem we establish the conclusion. O

3.12 Remark. Suppose that €1 is a projective right ¢€°-module. Without the assumption that each A2
is a semi-perfect k-algebra, using the same argument, one can get a filtration of €(x, —) whose factors are
Daiz)—a € ®c- € (z,2) for each v < d(z), where €7 (z, z) is viewed as a left €~-module concentrated on
the object z. Moreover, one has the following isomorphisms of left €-modules:

C®e- € (7,2) 2 €R¢- (A @40 € (,2))
= (CRe- A?) Qa0 € (2,2)
=2 A, ®a0 € (z,2).

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

3.13 Theorem. Suppose that €1 is a projective right ¢°-module, €~ is a projective left €°-module, and
each AY is a semi-perfect k-algebra. Then there are bijections between the following sets:

(1) {[S]| S is an irreducible left €-module};

(2) {Age | z€Ob(€), e E,};

3) Ureob(e) Ee-

Proof. We claim that A, . =2 Ay . if and only if x = 2’ and e = ¢/, which trivially gives a bijective
correspondence between (2) and (3). One direction is trivial. Conversely, if A, . = Ay o, then

Home(Ay, Ay) # 0 # Home (Ayr, Ay).

This forces z = x’ by Theorem Furthermore, Ay . = A, . as left €,-modules with a = d(z). In
particular, their values on x are isomorphic as left €, (z,z)-modules. But €, (z,z) = A& and their values
on x are A% and AV¢’, so AVe = A%’ as left A%-modules. Since e, e’ € E,, we have e = ¢'.

To obtain a bijective correspondence between (1) and (2), we first show that each A, . has a unique simple

quotient. View A, . as a left ¢,-module with & = d(z). 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 €-module.
Consequently, from each A, . we obtain a simple left €-module S; ., and hence a map ® from (2) to (1).
We prove the surjectivity of ® by showing that each simple left €-module S is isomorphic to the unique
simple quotient S, . of a certain A, .. Take an object  such that S, # 0 and d(z) = « is minimal. We obtain
a nonzero left €-module homomorphism ¢ : €(x, —) — S. For each f € €(x,y) with a Reedy factorization

i fr+...+ fFf7, one has

Zf+ Z<f*f Zf* (F7 - ol1a).

=1

Note that f; - ¢(1;) € S,, with z the target of f; . If f € Ju(z,y), then d(z;) < «, so S,, = 0, and hence
»(f) = 0. Consequently, Ci (z,—) is sent to 0 by ¢, and we can factorize ¢ as follows:

¢z, —) L 5 S

b _ -
~

Ay = C(z, ) /Talz, -)

Since A, = @a:EEI Az ¢, we can find an e € F,, such that the restriction A, . — S of ¢ : Ay, — S is nonzero;
that is, S is isomorphic to S; .. This proves the surjectivity of ®.

We prove the injectivity of ® by showing that S . = S,/ o implies that A, . = Ay . 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(z) = d(z'). Let a = d(x). Then one can view Sy ., Sy e, Ay e and
Ay e as ¢,-modules. But in this case Ay e and Ay o are projective covers of Sy . and Sy o in ¢, -Mod,
S0 Ay e = Ay e, and hence A, . = Ay o by the claim at the beginning of the proof. O

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

3.14 Example. Let & 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 € the
subcategory of injections and %~ the subcategory of surjections. By Theorem isomorphism class of
irreducible ¥-modules are parameterized by pairs (n,[L]), where n € N and [L] is the isomorphism class of
a simple kS,-module L. In particular, if k is a field of characteristic 0, then each irreducible €-module is
isomorphic to the top of a standard module

Apy=C" @ks, Ly = C (0], —) s, Ly,

where p1 is a partition of n, and L, is the corresponding irreducible kS,-module. The reader can compare
this result to [42] Theorem 5.5] and [31, Theorem 2].

3.15 Example. Let € 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 A 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 ¥ is a generalized Reedy category with ¥+ the subcategory of order-preserving injections and ¢~ the
subcategory of order-preserving surjections.

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

Ape =% ®pe, Le 2 €1 (0], —) @kc, Le,

where £ is an n-th root of the unity, and L¢ is the corresponding irreducible kC),-module.

4. DECOMPOSITION OF MODULE CATEGORIES I: CENTRAL IDEMPOTENTS

As we mentioned in the introduction, there are quite a few interesting combinatorial categories % such that &
are generalized k-linear Reedy categories, and % -Mod is equivalent to % -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 € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. For € Ob(€), recall that A% = ¢+ (z,7) = ¢ (x, ),
Al’ = @(l’,it) = 1I€193 = @€+(y7$) ®A2 Q_({E,y),
y<sz ‘
where the isomorphism of k-algebras is given by the composition p (see Remark [2.2)), and
Je = @Q:Jr(ya 7) ®A8 Qti(xa y)
y<z
The short exact sequence

(%) 0—>7J,—>¢Cl,—>A,—0
of €-modules induces a short exact sequence
() 0= 1,0, = 1,€1, = A, — 1,A, = A2 = 0.

It is routine to check that
1.4 — + -
I, =13, = @Qt (y,ll?) ®A2 < (l',y)
y<z
is a two-sided ideal of A,. Thus, we may view A? as a quotient k-algebra of A,.

4.1 Lemma. If there exists a central idempotent e, € A, such that I, = e, A,e,, then the short exact
sequences (x) and (xx) split. Furthermore, J, = Ce, and A, = €f, as left €-modules, where f, = 1, — e,.

Proof. Note that e, is contained in I, and serves as the identity of I, as a k-algebra. Thus, the short exact
sequence (#*) becomes to
0= epApe, = (exApes @ frAofs) — A2 =0
which forces A% = f, A, f., and hence, (x*) splits. We identify A2 with f, A, f, and under this identification,
the identity of this ring is f, rather than 1,. In particular, the value A, (z) becomes f; A, f,. Thus,
HomC(Q:e:Ea A$) = ewAa:(x) = ewfo$f93 =0

and similarly Home (€ f,,J,) = 0. Consequently, A, is a quotient module of €f, and J, is a quotient module
of Ce,.
Applying the snake lemma to the commutative diagram of exact rows

0 Ja ¢l, Ay 0,

where the third vertical arrow is an epimorphism, we deduce another short exact sequence
0—>Cep —+J, K —0

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

Since J, is a quotient of €e,, and K is a quotient of J, by the above short exact sequence, we obtain
a surjection from Ce, to K. But K is also a submodule of €f,, so if K # 0, we shall obtain a nonzero
morphism from Ce, to €f,, which is impossible since

HOHIQ(Q@I, cfm) = e:vQ:fz - ea:Aa:fx =0.
Thus, K must be the zero module. Consequently, A, = €f, and J, = Ce,, so the exact sequence (x) also
splits. O
Under one more assumption, we show that the family {A, | z € Ob(€)} is orthogonal.

4.2 Lemma. Under the following assumptions:

(a) the condition in Lemmal[4.1] holds for every x € Ob(€);

(b) for z,y € Ob(€), the left AY-module €~ (z,y) contains a free direct summand whenever €* (y, ) # 0,
one has Home (Az, Ay) # 0 if and only if z = y.
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Proof. Suppose that Home (A4, A,) # 0. By Lemma one can assume that A, = Cf, and Ay, = Cf,
where f, and f, are central idempotents in A, and A, respectively. Thus,

Home (A, Ay) = fo€f, 2= @D €7 (2,2) @0 € (y,2) .

If y # z, then € (y,z) € J,. But by the proof of Lemma Jyfy = Cey fy =0, so one has
0 # Home(Ag, Ay) = fo€fy = fo€F (y,2) @a0 € (y,9) fy-

In particular, f,€%(y,z) # 0. By the condition (b), one has f,€T(y, ) ®a0 € (z,y) # 0. If x # y, then
¢t (y, ) ® 40 ¢ (z,y) C I, 80 fol, = frexAre, # 0, which is impossible as fye, = 0. Thus, 2 must coincide
with y. O

4.3 Remark. The conclusion fails without the extra assumption (b) in Lemma For instance, if € = €T,
then A, = €1, and A, = €1,, so Home(A,, Ay) = 1,81, = €(x,y), which might not be 0 even if z # y.
The following lemma gives us a new family of projective generators in €-Mod.

4.4 Lemma. Suppose that ¢t is a projective right ¢°-module, and ¢~ is a projective left €°-module. If
each A, is a projective left €-module, then {A, | z € Ob(€)} is a set of projective generators in €-Mod.

Proof. By Remark for each x € Ob(€), the representable functor €(z, —) has a filtration with factors
@ €®¢* Q:i(xvz) = @ Az ®Ag 67(3«"72)

d(z)=a d(z)=a
for a < d(z). Since €~ (z, 2) is a projective left A%module by Lemma m(a), up to isomorphism A, ® 40
¢ (z,2) is a direct summand of a direct sum of copies of A,. In particular, it is projective. Thus, from the
filtration we deduce that

@(.T, _) = @ @ € Rc- e_(xaz) = @ @ A, ®A2 (’:_(x,z)
a<d(z) d(z)=a a<d(z) d(z)=a

as €-modules, so €(x, —) can be generated by the given family. This finishes the proof. O
Now it is ready to prove the main result in this section.

4.5 Theorem. Suppose that €% is a projective right ¢°-module, €~ is a projective left ¢°-module, and the
assumptions in Lemma[4.2 hold. Then

¢-Mod ~ H Ag—Mod.
z€0b(C)

In particular, if each A% is a semisimple k-algebra, then €-Mod is semisimple as well.

Proof. Lemma tells us that each A, is projective, so by Lemma [£.4] they form a family of projective
generators in €-Mod. Lemma [£.2] asserts that this family is orthogonal. The conclusion then follows from
the Morita equivalence and the isomorphism Endg(A,) 2 (A2)°P proved in Theorem [3.6 O

The following example has been studied in [8] 241 [39].

4.6 Example. Let F; be a finite field of ¢ elements, and k£ a commutative ring such that ¢ is invertible in
k. Let € be the category consisting of objects IFj with n € N and Fy-linear maps. Then ¢’ is a generalized
Reedy category with €+ the subcategory of linear injections and ¢~ the subcategory of linear surjections.

For n < m, the general linear group GL,(F,) acts freely on €+ (Fy,Fy') from the right side and freely
on ¢~ (Fy*,IFy) from the left side. Furthermore, the existence of central idempotents required in Lemma
was proved in [23] (see also [24] Theorem 2.1]). Thus, by [24] Theorem 1.1] one has

% -Mod ~ [ [ kGLn(F,)-Mod.
neN
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When g = 1, ¥ 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

% -Mod ~ [ [ kS, -Mod,
neN

where S, 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 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 still holds.

5.1. Another sufficient criterion. Let ¢ = €T ®¢0 €~ be a generalized k-linear Reedy category. Given

x,y € Ob(€) and a nonzero g € €*(z,y), the composition p gives rise to a k-linear map
<pg:€_(y,x)—>Ax:€(x,J;)—>A2, fogHﬁa

where the second arrow is the natural quotient map since A? is a quotient algebra of A,. We say that g is

non-degenerate if ¢4 is nonzero. Similarly, for a nonzero f € €~ (y,x), we have a k-linear map
wf€+($,y)—>Ax:Q:($,l')—>Ag, g’_>fg'_>57

and we say that f is non-degenerate if 1 is nonzero.

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

(a) €% (x,y) is a finite dimensional vector space over k;

(b) €t (x,y) is a projective right A%-module and €~ (y, z) is a free left A%-module;
(c) dimg € (x,y) = dimy € (y, x);

(d) every nonzero g € €*(z,y) is non-degenerate.

Then one has an equivalence
¢-Mod~ [[ A%-Mod.
z€0b(C)

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

Firstly, if  and y are distinct objects such that d(z) = d(y) = 0, then A, = €(z,—) and A, = &(y, —)
are projective €-modules. Furthermore, these two standard modules are orthogonal by Lemma [2.6

Now we carry out the induction step. Suppose that for

Sca ={z € Ob(C) | d(z) < a}
we have proved the following facts:
(1) Home(Az, Ay) =0 for z,y € Sc, with o # y;
(2) each A, is projective.
We want to show the facts for the subset S¢o € Ob(C).

Proof of (1). Take distinct z,y € S¢,. Clearly, the conclusion holds if z,y € S<,. Suppose that d(y) = «
and d(z) < a. If d(z) = «, then Home(A,, A;) = 0 by Theorem so we may assume that d(z) < a.
Applying Home(—, A,) to the short exact sequence

0—3J, —C€l, = A, =0,
one obtains another exact sequence
0 — Home (A, A,) — Home (€1, Ay) — Home(Jy, Ay) — Ex‘cé(Ay7 A,) — 0.
By Remark Jy has a filtration whose factors are coproducts of the form
C®e- € (y,2) 2 A, ®a0 € (y,2)
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with d(z) < a. But €~ (y, 2) is a free left A%-module by the condition (b) and A, is a projective left ¢-module
by the induction hypothesis, so every filtration factor is a projective left €-module. Consequently, we obtain
an isomorphism of left €-modules:

1%

Jy @ A, ® A0 < (y, 2).

d(z)<a

Again, the induction hypothesis implies that Home (A, ® 40 € (y, 2), A;) = 0 if 2 # z, it follows
Home (Jy, Az) = Home (A, ®a0 € (y,2), Ay).

Thus the above exact sequence becomes

(f) 0 — Home(Ay, Az) = Home (€1, A,) -5 Home (Az @40 € (y,2), Az) — Exte(Ay, Ag) = 0.

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

Homg (A, A,) = 0 = Extg (A, A,).
Proof of (2). We have shown that Extg(A,, A,) = 0 whenever d(z) < d(y) = a. Since
3,2 P Ar®a € (y,2),
d(z)<o
it follows that Extlg(Ay, Jy) = 0. Consequently, the short exact sequence
0—=Ty,—=¢C€l, A, =0
splits, so A, is a projective left €-module.

Now we have proved (1) and (2) for the family {A, | d(xz) < a}. A transfinite induction tells us that
{A; | z € Ob(€)} is an orthogonal family of projective generators in €-Mod. The conclusion then follows. O

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

Proof. By Remark for each f € €*(z,y), we denote by f the corresponding elements in A,(y). Via
this correspondence,
Q:+(x7 y) = AL(y) = HomG(Q:lya Az)

with an explicit isomorphism

¢: €T (2,y) — Home(€l,,A,), g (dg: 1, 7)
Via this isomorphism, the middle map

¢ : Home (€1, A;) — Home(Ay ® 40 € (y,2), Az)
can be described as ~ -

bg > [p(dg) : h® > hfg, Vh € Ay(2), [ € C (y,2)].
This map is injective. Indeed, if ¢, # ¢4, then G # ¢/, so g — g’ # 0. But g — ¢’ € € (z,y) is non-

degenerate by the condition (d), so one can find an f € €~ (y,z) such that fg # fg’. In particular, for
h = 1,, one has

(dg) (1 ® f) = fo#fg = (dg)(1e @ f),

50 p(¢g) # @(¢g); that is, ¢ is injective.

Now we show that ¢ is also surjective. Note that €~ (y,z) = @), AU for a certain n € N since €~ (y, z)
is a free left A9-module of finite rank by the conditions (a) and (b). Consequently, A, ® 40 € (y,2) is
isomorphic to the coproduct of n copies of A,, so

HomQ‘(Aw ®Ag Q:_(y7$)a Al) = @HOHIQ(A;,AI) = @A27
=1

i=1
as vector spaces over k. By comparing dimensions, we have
dimy Home (Az ®40 € (y,2), Az) = ndimy, A% = dimy, € (y, ), and
dimy Home (€1, A,) = dimy, €7 (z,y) = dimy, € (z,9),
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where the last equality follows from the condition (c). Since ¢ is an injective linear map between two finite
dimensional vector spaces with the same dimension, it must be surjective. O

Using the right standard module A® (see Remark , one may obtain the dual version of this theorem.

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

(a) €% (x,y) is a finite dimensional vector space over k;

(b) €*(x,y) is a free right A%-module and €~ (y,x) is a projective left A%-module;
(¢) dimy € (x,y) = dimy, € (y, z);

(d) every nonzero f € € (y,z) is non-degenerate.

Then one has an equivalence
¢-Mod ~ H Ag -Mod .
2€0b(C)

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 A9 is the group algebra kG, of a finite group G, whose order is invertible
in k, then in the proof of Lemma by the tensor-hom adjunction one has

Home (A, ®@ra, € (v, ), Az) 2 Homyg, (€7 (y,2), Ende(AL))
= HOIIlk(;;z (Q:_ (y, x)a ka)
=T (y,z),

as vector spaces over k, so the map ¢ is surjective. Note that the assumption that the order of each G, is
invertible in k is essential to guarantee that % is a projective right ¢%-module and €~ is a projective left
¢%-module.

5.2. Applications. In this subsection we give some applications of Theorem [5.1] and its dual version.

Let € be a small EI category (that is, every endomorphism in % is an isomorphism) with pullbacks.
Without loss of generality we can assume that € is skeletal since if ¥ has pullbacks, so does each of its
skeletal subcategories. Under this extra assumption it is easy to check that the relation < on Ob(%’) defined
via setting =z < y if €(z,y) # 0 is a partial order on Ob(%). Denote by G, the group of automorphisms on
z for x € Ob(%).

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

From now on, we assume that % is a locally finite skeletal artinian EI category with pullbacks. Define a
degree function d from Ob(%) to a sufficiently large ordinal A as follows: for minimal elements in the artinian
poset (Ob(%), <), set their degree to be 0. While removing these objects from Ob(%), 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 € be the subcategory of € consisting of all objects and all isomorphisms.

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

Cla,y)= || €=y xc. €P(,2).
2€0b(¥)

More explicitly, a morphism in (é\(.ﬁ, y) is represented by a diagram x 4 22 y with f and g mor-
phisms in €, and two pairs (f,g) and (f’,¢’) represent the same morphism if there is an automorphism
o € G, such that the following diagram commutes:
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The composite of morphisms (f,g) : z — y and (f',¢') : y = w is (fl,¢’h) : © — w, where the top square is
a pullback:

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

It is easy to check that % is almost a generalized Reedy category in the sense of [5]. Indeed, by setting
Gt =% and ¢ = ©°P, we see that all conditions except the last one specified in Example hold. Thus,
its k-linearization fis a generalized k-linear Reedy category.

Applying Theorem we obtain the following result:

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

(a) € has pullbacks;
(b) ¥ is locally finite;
(c) the order of G is invertible in k for each x € Ob(%);
(d) every morphism in € is a monomorphism.
Then one has
ﬁ—Mod ~ H kG, -Mod .
2€0b(%)

Proof. We need to check the conditions (a)-(d) specified in Theorem B.1] Clearly, the condition (a) holds

as € is locally finite, and the condition (b) holds by Remark [5.4] Noting that G+ =% and €~ = €°P.
Then the condition (c) automatically holds. Thus it is sufficient to show the condition (d) in Theorem [5.1]

Given a nonzero g € ﬁ(m,y) = C(x,y), write g = a191 + ... + angn with distinct g; € € (z,y) and
0#a; €k Letg) € € (y,x) = €°P(y,z) = €(x,y) be the morphism corresponding to g;. Then the
product ¢1g; € €(x,x) is represented by the pair (p;, ql-) appeared in the diagram

{F

When ¢ = 1, since g7 is monic, it follows that z = z and p; = ¢; = 1,; see [I7, Proposition 3.12]. If i # 1,
then (p;, ¢;) is not equivalent to (1;,1,) since otherwise we have a commutative diagram

xT
I
I

\7 &/
o
4

Té—T—™X

SOpi =¢qi=0" 1 and hence g; = g; from the pullback diagram. Thus, g} g; and g} g; are different morphisms
in %(x x) if i # 1 Consequently, gjg = a19191 + asgigs + ... + angign € f(:ﬂ x) is nonzero. Furthermore,
its image in the quotient algebra kG, of f(x x) is nonzero as well since ¢} g1 is the identity element in G,.
Thus, g is non-degenerate. O

Theorem 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 € 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 hold. Therefore, for a field £ with any characteristic, one
has
@-Mod~ [ k-Mod.
£€Ob(€)

5.8 Example. Let ¢ be the category consisting of objects Fy with n € N and Fy-linear injections. The

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

% -Mod ~ [[ kGL.(F,)-Mod and € -Mod ~ [ kS, -Mod.
neN neN

5.9 Example. Let &k be a field of characteristic 0. Let ¢ be the category consisting of objects Fy with
n € N and Fy-linear surjections. Then €°P satisfies all conditions in Theorem Consequently, one has

@°» -Mod =~ [] kGL,(F,)-Mod.
neN

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

Zop -Mod ~ [T #S.-Mod.
neN

5.10 Remark. The conclusions of the above two examples actually hold for any commutative ring k£ in
which ¢ 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 €-Mod of a generalized
k-linear Reedy category €. In particular, using the technique of Grothendieck bifibrations, we construct
various abelian model structures on €-Mod from families of abelian model structures on AY -Mod’s.

Setup. Throughout this part, let € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category with d : Ob(€) — A its degree
function, and recall that A% = ¢%(z, z) for each z € Ob(€).

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.

Letl: A— Bandr:C — D be morphisms in a category €. Recall that [ has the left lifting property with
respect to r (or r has the right lifting property with respect to 1) if for every pair of morphisms f: A — C
and g : B — D with rf = gl, there exists a morphism ¢ : B — C such that f =t/ and g = rt. Given a class
C of morphisms in &, let C° denote the class of all morphisms r in € having the right lifting property with
respect to all morphisms [ in C. The class “C is defined dually.

Following Bousfield [6], a pair (C,D) of classes of morphisms in & is called a weak factorization system if
C” = D and C = "D, and every morphism « in € can be decomposed as o = fc with ¢ € 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 &, denote by X\? /vy the coslice category of €/Y under f
(or equivalently, the slice category of X\E& over f):
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e objects in X\f; /v are morphisms h in € such that the next diagram commutes:

X —" e

N

e morphisms in x\§/y from (f 5 9) to (f LN ¢') are morphisms [ in € such that the following diagram

commutes:
l

m

|
I
g9 l g
Y

P

*.

It is routine to verify that each weak factorization system (C, D) in € induces a weak factorization system
(x\§/v, x\}/v) in x\§/y, where

X\?/y ={le X\?/y | as a morphism in &, [ is contained in C} and
X\?/y ={re X\?/y | as a morphism in &, r is contained in D}.

The following definition of a model category is adopted from Hiittemann and Réndigs [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 € be a bicomplete category. A model structure on & is a triple (C,W,F) of classes of
morphisms satisfying the following conditions:

(a) (C,LWNF)and (CNW,F) are weak factorization systems;
(b) W satisfies the 2-out-of-3 property: if two of the three morphisms «, § and S« 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 CN'W (resp., FNW) is called a trivial cofibration (resp., trivial fibration). An object in € is said to be
cofibrant if the map to it from the initial object is a cofibration. Dually, an object in € is called fibrant if the
map from it to the terminal object is a fibration. An object in & 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 [I4]. 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 (€,D) of classes of objects in A is called a cotorsion pair if G- = D and
LD = @, where

et ={ M e A | Exth(C, M) =0 for all objects C € C} and
LD ={ MecA | Extly(M, D) =0 for all objects D € D}.
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A cotorsion pair (€, 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 8 of objects in an abelian category A, set

Mon(8) ={ f € A | f is a monomorphism with coker(f) € 8} and
Epi(S) ={ f € A | f is an epimorphism with ker(f) € 8}.

The next result, essentially due to Hovey [20] (see also Positselski and Stovicek [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 (€, 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 (9, WN R) and (Q N 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 ¢ € Mon(QNW) and f € Epi(WNR)}.

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 € 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 (€, 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, WNR) and (Q N'W,R)
are hereditary. The reader may refer to [I5] 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 Mellies [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 Ty, is the subcategory of T
with objects Y in T such that p(Y) = V and morphisms f in T such that p(f) = 1y.

Given a morphism f : Y — Z in T which is above a morphism v : V. — W in B, we say that [ 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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uov : U — W, there is a unique morphism h : X — Y such that it is above v and foh = g, as shown below:

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 vou : V — U,
there exists a unique morphism A : Z — X such that it is above v and h o f = g, as shown below:

Ve—e—---—"7>W

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 Ty,
there is a cartesian morphism ¢ 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 Ty, there is a cocartesian morphism ¢ with domain Y that is above wu; 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 w : V — W in B and each object Z in Ty, an object v*(Z) in T and a cartesian
morphism p,, z : u*(Z) — Z that is above u. Pictorially:

uw(Z2) 2y 7

Vot W

(G2) for each morphism w : V — W in B and each object Y in Ty, an object w(Y") in T and a cocartesian
morphism A,y : Y — w(Y) that is above u. Pictorially:

>\u
VY —C 5 (Y)

V— 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 A,y : Y — w/(Y)
followed by a morphism f, : w(Y) — Z in the fiber Ty, and f can also be factored uniquely as a morphism
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Y = u*(Z) in the fiber Ty followed by the cartesian morphism p, z : w*(Z) — Z. Diagrammatically:

Ay
YY)

Y : !
N
u*(Z)Tz»Z

fo

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)

=

VoW

By the cocartesian universal property of A, x, there is a unique morphism f, which is clearly contained in
the fiber Ty, such that f, o\, x = f. O

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 forms a functor from Ty to Ty. To specify its action on
morphisms, let k : Z' — Z be a morphism in Ty, and consider the morphism ko p,, z/ : ©*(Z') — Z which is
above u. By Lemma [6.10} the morphism ko p, z can be factored as pu,z o (ko pu,z/), that is, the following
diagram commutes:

u*(Z’) Pu,z’ A

(kopu,z’)q| Jrk

w(2) L2 7

Set u*(k) = (ko py,z/) . It is easy to check that this construction is functorial.

Dually, one may prove that the assignment u; appearing in Definition also forms a functor from Ty
to Tw. Its sends a morphism  : ¥ — Y’ in Ty to the morphism (A, y’ o), appearing in the following
commutative diagram whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma [6.10

Y 2 ()

lJ Jr()\u’y/ol)p
A

Y (YY)

The above functors u* and wuy are called the reindexing functors of u. By Lemma [6.10] it is routine to
check that they form an adjoint pair between Ty and Ty :

w Ty 2 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 (Cs,Dg) in
B and a weak factorization system (Cy,Dy ) in the fiber Ty for each V- € Ob(B). If wi(Cy) C Cyy for each
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morphism u : V. — W in B, then there exists a weak factorization system (Cg,Dg) in T, which is defined as

Co={f:Y—=ZecT|p(f)eCsp and f, € Cyz)} and
Dy={f:Y—=ZeT|p(f) €Dgp and f* € Dyy) }.

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

X—>Y

N4

given by the induced weak factorization system (Cg, D) as well as a factorization

p(f
of p(f) given by the weak factorization system (Cg,Dx). Then one has p(l) = 1 and p(7) = r. Moreover,
the lifting morphism A in the diagram
X—V
|
"
Y — W
in T, which is constructed to prove the lifting property of (Cg, D), is above the lifting morphism A in the
diagram
p(X) ——p(V)
| ]
e
p(Y) ——p(W)
in B given by the lifting property of (Cs,Ds).

7. RESTRICTION FUNCTORS AND ITS ADJOINTS

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

0=¢C&C---Ce& CC=¢C

of € by generalized k-linear Reedy subcategories. Throughout this section, we let 5 < A+ 1 be a non-zero
ordinal, and consider the generalized k-linear Reedy category €g.

7.1 Adjoint triples. For each non-zero ordinal o < 3, the fully faithful embedding functor ¢, : €, — €g
induces a restriction functor

Res, : €3-Mod — €, -Mod.

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

Ing,

@.1) Cﬁ -Mod Res, —— Q:a -Mod

~_

colng
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More explicitly, given a left €,-module V' and x € Ob(€3), one has

(Ine V)(z) =1,€5 Q¢, V = €5(ta(—), z) Re, V, and
(colng V) (z) = Home, (€31, V) = Home, (€s(x, ta(—)), V).

Furthermore, given a left €g-module Y and z € Ob(€g) with d(z) = «, the counit [* of the adjunction
(Iny, Res, ), evaluated at Y and x, is the A%-homomorphism

(7.1.1) I$(x):1,€5 ®¢, Res, Y = Y(x), ¢@&—Y(0)(),
and the unit m® of the adjunction (Res,, coln,), evaluated at ¥ and z, is the A%-homomorphism
(7.1.2) my(x) : Y(z) - Home, (€l,,Res, Y), & [f = Y(f)(E)].

In literature 1,&3 ®¢, Resy Y is called the latching object of Y at x, and Home, (€51,, Res, Y) is called
the matching object of Y at x.

Now we state the main result of this section, generalizing [I1, Theorem 5.6].

7.2 Theorem. Let Y be a left €g-module and x € Ob(€g) with d(x) = «. Then one has the following
natural isomorphisms of left A%-modules:

(a) 1,€5 ®¢, Resa YV = 1,€} @+ Res, V;
(b) Home, (€51, Resy Y) = Hom,— (€51, Res, Y).

We need some preparatory work before proving Theorem [7.2] In the rest of this section, for each
non-zero ordinal a < §, we still use the symbol J, to denote the following two-sided ideal of €g:

P ¢f(z,—) @a0 €5 (s, 2).

d(z)<a
7.3 Lemma. For all z,y € Ob(&g) with d(x) = «, there is an isomorphism
1,CF @t €aly, 21,001y
Proof. Since @E as a (€1, €Y)-bimodule is the same as €, it follows that
LCF @t €aly, = 1,85 @t (€F Reo €51,) = 1,€F @t (€ Reo €5 1,).
Note that €11, = 0 provided that d(z) = «, so

1,8} @t (€F @0 €51,) 2 1,85 @0 ( P 1.€51,).
d(z)<a
But as (A9, €)-bimodules, one has (€F)+ & AJ = 1, . Furthermore, one also has
A) @ (P 1.€51,) =0.
d(z)<a

Consequently, one gets

L&) @ (P 1.¢51,) = P 1L.¢i1 o 1.¢;1,,
d(z)<a d(z)<a

which is precisely Jo(y, ) = 12J3.1,. O
The following result will be used frequently in the sequel.
7.4 Lemma. For each x € Ob(€3) with d(z) = «, there is an isomorphism
1,Cf @+ o =2 1,C5
of (A% €,)-bimodules.
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Proof. Note that for each y with d(y) < «, as left €}-modules, one has €,1, = €31,. It follows that
1,8} @t Co 21,80 Qs ( P €aly)

d(y)<a

= 1,¢} @ ( D €sly)
d(y)<a

P 1.¢f @¢r €51y
d(y)<e

Il

Applying Lemma [7.3] one has

P 1.¢f @pr €51, 2 P 1,741,

d(y)<a d(y)<a
But
P Lidy= P P ¢fzr)onc;y.2)= @ ),
d(y)<a d(y)<ad(z)<a d(y)<a
which is precisely the (AY, &,)-bimodule 1,€3. The conclusion follows. O

Now, we can give the proof of Theorem

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

1,€4 ®¢t Res, Y 2 1,04 @1 (€4 D¢, Resy V) = (1,65 @yt €a) Qe,, Res, Y.
But 1,¢3 = 1x€;§ Qe+ ¢, as right €,-modules by Lemma Thus, the conclusion follows. O
The next technical result will be applied in the proofs of Proposition |7.7| and Lemma [10.8

7.6 Lemma. LetY be a left €g-module. Then for each x € Ob(€g) with d(x) = «, there is an isomorphism
100 ®e¢; Y = (Ing Res,, V) ().

Proof. For all y € Ob(€z), by Lemma one has 1,J,1, = 1I€;§ ®@e+ €sly. On the other hand, by
Lemma 7.4} one also has

1,€5 ®¢, €gly = (195@; Rt o) e, €ply = 11;@; Qe Csly.
Consequently, 1;J,1, = 1,€3 ®¢, €gly, and hence, 1,T, = 1,3 ®¢_, € as right €g-modules. Therefore,
one has 1,7, ®¢, ¥ = (1,€3 ®¢, €5) D¢, ¥ = 1,85 Q¢, Resq Y = (Ing Res, Y)(2). O

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

7.7 Proposition. Let Y be a left €g-module. Then for each x € Ob(€g) with d(z) = «,
(a) the morphism I$(z) : (Ing Resy Y)(z) — Y (z) in is naturally isomorphic to the obvious mor-
phism
1,70 ®¢, Y = 1,85 @¢, ¥V = Y (2);
(b) the morphism m$(z) : Y(x) — (colny Res, Y)(x) in is naturally isomorphic to the obvious
morphism

Y (x) = Home, (€31,,Y) — Home, (Jale, V).

Proof. We only show the first statement as the second one may be proved dually. Since 1,J, ®¢, ¥ =
(Ing Res, Y)(x) by Lemma the conclusion follows readily as one can obtain the the counit morphism
1$(x) : (Ing Resy Y)(z) — Y () via tensoring the inclusion 1,73, — 1,5 by Y. O

As an immediate consequence of Proposition [7.7] one has:

7.8 Corollary. Let Y be a left €g-module and x € Ob(€3) with d(x) = . Then the following hold.
(a) The cokernel of I§(x) is isomorphic to A* ®¢, Y, and I$(x) is a monomorphism if and only if
Tor{” (A®,Y) = 0;
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(b) The kernel of m§(x) is isomorphic to Home,(A.,Y), and m$ (x) is an epimorphism if and only if
Extg, (A, Y) = 0.
Proof. As before, we only prove the first statement. Applying — ®¢, Y to the short exact sequence
0— 100 = 1,83 = A" =0
of right €g-modules, we deduce the conclusion from Proposition @ O

8. THE BIFIBRATIONAL NATURE OF THE RESTRICTION FUNCTOR

In this section, we consider the embedding ¢, : €, — €441 for each non-zero ordinal o < A, and show that
the restriction functor Res, : €411 -Mod — €, -Mod is a Grothendieck bifibration.

8.1 A natural transformation. Note that ¢, : €4, — €441 is fully faithful. It follows that both the

functors In, and coln, in (71 are also fully faithful; see [22] Proposition 4.23]. Consequently, both the unit

n® of (In,, Res, ) and the counit €* of (Res,, coln,) are isomorphisms. Thus, there is a natural transformation
7% : Ing — colng,

which can be described as the map

colng o(n®) !

m®olng
In, ——=> coln, oRes, oln, colng,

or equivalently, the map
Ing o(e*) ™! % ocolng

Inyh, ———— In, o Res, o coln, ————= colng,

where m® is the unit of (Res,, coln,) and [“ is the counit of (In,, Res,); see [II, Lemmas 2.28]. Moreover,
one has a commutative diagram

[e3
T% % 1Resq,

In, Res, ———— coln,, Res,,

@B1.1) R %

le, 1 -Mod
of natural transformations, where “«” denotes the Godment product; see [1I, Lemma 2.29] for details.

In the following, we describe the fiber €41 -Mody, of a left €,-module V' with respect to the restriction
functor Res, : €441 -Mod — €, -Mod.

8.2. Let Y be in €441 -Mody,. By (8l1.1)), one gets a factorization

e o
In, V = Iny, Resy Y —— Y 5 coln, Res, Y = coln, V
of 7}. In particular, for all objects x in €41 with d(x) = «, the above factorization restricts to factorizations

Iy (z) my (z)
—_

(Ing, V) (2) Y (z) — (coln, V) (x)

of A%-homomorphism factorizations of those 73 (x).
Y (=)

Conversely, given a family {(In, V)(z) @) M, (colng V) (%)} a(z)=a of AY-homomorphism fac-
torizations of those 7{}(x), one may define a left €, -module Y as follows:
For any object x in €41, set

E21) Y () = {Xﬁ i 28 = ie. o € Ob(€a);

In the next three steps we define the values of Y on morphisms in €, 4.

Step 1. Given a fT ¢ €§+1(aj,y), we have the following cases:
(1) If d(z) = «, then d(y) = a as well. Hence, €}, (z,y) = 0 or # = y, and correspondingly f™ = 0 or
fre AV If f+ =0, weset Y(fF) = 0; otherwise, we set Y (fT) to be M,(fT) by noting that M, is
a left A%-module.
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(2) If d(x) < a and d(y) = «, then Y (z) = V(z). Consider the following diagram of solid arrows:

(Ine V() = (Ing Resa V(&) —2& V() = V()
(Ina V)(fﬂ{ Y(f1)
(Ina V) (y) - M, = Y (y)

Since d(z) < «, the top morphism [{(z) is an isomorphism. We define Y (f*) to be the morphism
such that the above diagram commutes, that is,

Y(fF) = ¢ly) o (na V)(fF) o (15 ()"
(3) If d(z) < a and d(y) < «, then fT € €I (x,y), and Y(x) = V(z) and Y (y) = V(y). In this case, set
Y(f*) to be V(fT).
Step 2. Given a f~ € €, (,y), we have the following cases:

(1') If d(y) = o, then d(x) = « as well. Hence, €_(x,y) = 0 or = y, and correspondingly f~ = 0 or
f- e AV If f~ =0, then set Y(f~) = 0; otherwise, f~ € AY, so we can define Y (f~) to be M,(f~).
(2") If d(y) < a and d(z) = v, then Y (y) = V(y). Since m$; (y) in the following diagram is an isomorphism

¥ ()

(colng V) (z)

Y(f7) |(C°|na VI(F7)

my (y)

Y(y) = V(y) ———— (colny Res, V))(y) = (coln, V) (y)

we set
Y (f7) = (m3 ()" o (colna V)(£7) 0 v(2).
(3) If d(y) < @ and d(z) < a, then f~ € € (z,y), and Y(y) = V(y) and Y (z) = V(). In this case, we
set Y(f7) tobe V(f7).

Step 3. Given an arbitrary f € €,41(z,y), we have a Reedy decomposition f = f;" f; +...+ f;F f, so we
define Y(f) = Y(f{") o Y(f{) +... + Y (f1) o Y (f)

8.3 Lemma. The above construction gives a left €, 1-module Y in €441 -Mody,.

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 €°. Thus, we only need to check the construction of Y (f) respects the balanced relation
frerof~ — ffo@y f~, where ff e €l (2,9),0 € € (2,2) and f~ € €, (z,2). Explicitly, given the
following diagram

f- Q I

x z Y

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

(6f7)

\<
=
&

Y (x)

Y(£) JY(f*)
+
V() Y (f"9)
commutes; that is, Y'(f*) oY (¢f7) =Y (f*¢) o Y(f7).
If d(z) = «, then d(z) = o = d(y). We may suppose that z = z = y because for the other cases one has
T =0or f~ =0, and the desired equality holds clearly. Under this assumption, all of f~, ¢ and f* are
contained in A% and Y (z) = M, is a left A%-module. Thus, the desired equality clearly follows from the
axiom of modules.

)-<
S
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Now, suppose that d(z) < a. We establish the conclusion by showing Y (¢f~) = Y(¢) o Y(f~) and
Y(ff¢)=Y(fT)oY(d).
If d(x) = o, then one has

Y(¢f7) = (mf(2))~" o (colng V)(6f ™) o ¥(x) by (2)
= (m{(2)) " o (colng V)() o (colng V)(f7) o ¥(z) as ¢, f~ € Chta
=V (p) o (m(2)) " o(colng, V)(f7)ot(x) as m{ is a natural transformation
=V(®)oY(f7) by (2') again
=Y(¢)oY(f7) by (3')

Otherwise, if d(z) < «, then all of ¢, f~ and ¢f~ are contained in €, and so by (3’), one has

Y(of7)=V(ef7)=V(@)oV(fT) =Y(g) oY (f7).
Consequently, we always have Y(of~) =Y () o Y (f7).
Similarly, if d(y) = «, then one has

V() = ply) o (Ina V)(F+) 0 (1 () by (2)
— () o (Ina VI(F+) 0 (Ing V)(6) 0 (15 ()" a5 f*,6 € Cop
=(y) o (Ing V() o (I(2)) "t o V(9) as Iy, is a natural transformation
=Y(fT)oV(e) by (2) again
=Y (f*) oY (¢) by (3)

Otherwise, if d(y) < «, then all of f¥, ¢, and f*¢ are contained in €, and so by (3), one has
Y(ffe)=V(fTo)=V(fT)oV(p) =Y(fT)oY(e).
Consequently, we always have Y (fT¢) = Y (fT) o Y(¢). The conclusion then follows. |

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

8.4 Theorem. Let V be a left €,-module. Then there exists a one-to-one correspondence between modules
in the fiber €,41-Mod,, and families

{Ina V)() —> » — (ol V) (@) }ago) -

of left A%-homomorphism factorizations of T (x).

8.5 Remark. Let V and W be left €,-modules, and Y € €41 -Mody and Y’ € €41 -Mody . By Theorem
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 « : V. — W in €, -Mod to a morphism

f:Y =Y in €,41-Mod that is above u uniquely corresponds to a family {Y () 2@, Y'(2)}d(z)=a Of

morphisms of left A%-modules such that the following diagram commutes:

(Ing V)(z) ——— Y (x) ——— (coln, V')(2)

‘ |/
(Ing u)(z)[ &(z) (colng u)(z)
!

(Ing W)(z) —— Y/ () —— (coln, W)(x).
We mention that for each z € Ob(€y41), the morphism f(z) : Y (z) — Y'(z) is as follows:
u(z) ifd(z) < a, i.e. z € Ob(C,);
foy_ Ju@) i) (€.)
O(x) ifd(x)=
8.6. Let V be aleft €,-module. We give a description for the category €,41-Mod,,. For each 2 € Ob(€q41)
with d(z) = a, recall from Example 6.1/ the category (i, v( w)\Az;l(\iOd/(coma V)(z)- Define a rule

X Coti1 —MOdV — H (Ing V)(z) \ o g;) /COlna V)(z)

d(z)=«
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as follows:
e For any Y € €,41-Mod,,, set Z(Y) to be the family

my (z)

{(ina V(&) =5 ¥ (2) “H (colna V)(@) bato)—a
of left A-homomorphism factorizations of those 7¢(z) given in

e Let f:Y — Y’ be a morphism in €441 -Mod,,. Then for each z € Ob(€q41) with d(z) = a, f(x)
makes the diagram

1§ (a y(@
(In Resa V) (2) — 5y () — ™| (coln, Resa Y (x)

H
(In V)(z) f() (colng V) (z)

H . e H
(Ina Resa V) (2) — 2 v7(2) —™ . (coln, Resa V)(z)

commutes; see Remark Therefore, f(x) is a morphism in the cateogry (n, V)(m)\AE‘(;(\g’d/(co|na V)(@)-
Set Z(f) to be the family {f()}q(z)=a-
It is routine to check that & is a functor.

The next result can be easily deduced from Theorem
8.7 Corollary. Let V be a left €,-module. Then % : €,4+1-Mod,, — Hd(w):a (Ine V)(z)\AE‘r;I(\ﬁ())d/(colna V()
is an isomorphism of categories.

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

8.8 Theorem. The restriction functor Res, : €,4+1-Mod — €, -Mod with respect to the embedding t, :
¢y — €411 is a Grothendieck bifibration.

Proof. We first prove (G2) in Definition To this end, given a morphism v : V' — W in €, -Mod and
a module Y in the fiber €441 -Mod,,, we have to construct a €,41-module u(Y) in the fiber €1 -Mody,
and a cocartesian morphism A,y : Y — w/(Y") that is above .

Step 1: Constructions of w(Y) and A, y. By Theorem the module Y gives rise to a family

{(Ina V)(@) 5 y(a) (colna V) (@) bate) =«

of left AY-homomorphism factorizations of those 7 (z) (see for details.) For each x € Ob(€,4;) with
d(z) = a, the pushout

my- (x)

(Ine V) (@) ~229) 0 ) ()

(8-81) zsm[ [s@(x)
0(x) i
Y (z) —= (Ing W)(x) Uin, vy() Y ()

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

(Ina u)(x)
_—

(Ing V) () (Ing W)(x)
15 (@) J lm)
() V(@) =22 (Ing W) () U, vy Y () (@)
mg (@) e

(colng u)(z)

(colny, V) (z) (coln, W) ().
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Since (colng u)(z) o ¥ (x) = 7}, (x) o (Ing w)(x) and m$ () o I (z) = 7% (x), one has
(colng u)(z) o m§-(x) o I§(z) = Ty (z) o (Ing w) ().

By the universal property of the pushout (8.8/1]), there exists a unique morphism (x) such that the whole
diagram commutes. Consequently, one obtains a family

(@) ¥(@)
{(Ina W)(2) == (Ina W)(@) Ugin,, v(a) Y (&) == (colng W) ()} a(a)=a
of left A%-homomorphism factorizations of those 74 (z) as well as a family

V(@) 22 (Ing W) (@) Ugn, vy@) Y (@) bage)—a

of left A%-modules homomorphisms such that the following diagram commutes:

(Ina V() b Y(2) ) (colng V') (x)
(Ing u)(w)[ O(Lv) L(colnu w)(z)
(Ino W)(z) (Ina W)(2) Uin, v)(x) Y (x) —— (colng W)(z).

Consequently, one gets a left €,1-module w(Y) in €441 -Mody, by Theorem and a morphism A,y :
Y = w(Y) in €,41-Mod that is above u by Remark More explicitly, for any object x in €41, the
morphism A, y(z) : Y(x) = w(Y)(x) is as follows:

_Ju(z) ifd(z) <, ie. z € Ob(&y);
Auy (@) = {G(x) if d(z) = a.

Step 2: A,y is cocartesian. Consider the following diagram of solid arrows with f above v o u:

vou
v
Res

w,Y

We have to construct a unique morphism g that is above v such that the left triangle in €,1 -Mod commutes.
To this end, apply the commutative diagram (8{1.1]) of natural transformations to f, one obtains the following
commutative diagram

e

Y
In, V =InyRes, Y Y colny Res, Y = coln, V
Ing vou=In, Resy fJV f |co|na Res, f=coln, vou
1z ‘L my
In, U =In, Res, Z Z coln, Res,, Z = coln, U

in €4y1-Mod. Restricting further to each object z in €,y; with d(z) = «, one obtains the following
commutative diagram

(e V)(2) —-2 5 ¥ (@) 9 (colng V) (x)

‘ 2) (Ing vou)(a:)| f(‘a:) |(co|na vou)(z)

(Ing U)(2) —22 7() 229, (coln, U) ()
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in AY -Mod, which fits into the following diagram of solid arrows:

(Ing vou)(x)

/—" (Ing U)(z)
/

(Ino v)(z)
(Ina V) (.’13) (Ing u)(z) (Ina W) (.Z') l%(ac)
f(@)
SE— A C)
15 (2) w(z) e
Y () — = (Ina W)(2) Ugn, vy Y (@) ms (z)
(colng vou)(x)

—— 2 (coln, U)(x)

ms (@) m

(coln, V) (z) (colng, W)(z)

colng v)(z)

(colng u)(x

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 é(x) such that the upper half of the above diagram commutes. It is routine to
check that the equality

my(x) o 6(x) = (colng v)(x) o ¥(x)
holds by the universal property of the pushout (8.81)) again. Thus, one gets a family

{(Ina W) (2) Ugn, vy(a) Y () L2 Z(z)}a(z)=a

of left A%-modules homomorphisms such that the following diagram commutes:

(I W) (@) 205 (Ing W) (@) U, vy Y (2) — (colng W) (x)

(Ing v)(x)Jr 5(‘1) |(co|na v)(z)
) | 2

(In U) () Z(x) —2D (colng U) ()

According to Remark one obtains a (unique) morphism g : w(Y) — Z in €,11-Mod that is above v.
More explicitly, for any object  in €,41, the morphism g(z) : w(Y)(z) — Z(z) is as follows:

() = {U(CL') if d(z) < a, i.e. z € Ob(€,);
P70 it de) = o

Now it is routine to check that g o A,y = f, as desired.

Dually, one may prove (G1) in Definition Thus, the functor Res, is a Grothendieck bifibration. [

8.9 Remark. Let f : Y — Z be a morphism in €,41-Mod that is above the morphism « : V. — W in
€, -Mod. Then by Lemma f can be factored uniquely as

e the cocartesian morphism A,y : Y — w/(Y) followed by a morphism f, : wi(Y) — Z in the fiber
Cat1-Mody, and

e a morphism f¢ : Y — u*(Z) in the fiber €,41-Mody followed by the cartesian morphism p, z :
u*(Z) = Z.
Under the identification given by the isomorphism functor # established in Corollary
e the fiber morphism f, is the family

o(x)

{na W)(2) Uging vi(@) Y (2) — Z(2) }a(z)=a
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of morphisms of left A%-modules, where o(x) is the unique morphism, obtained by the universal
property of the pushout (8.8/1)), such that the following diagram in A% -Mod commutes:

(Ing w)(x)

(Ing W) (2)
=

(In V)(2) (Ing w) () (Ino W)(z) 1% (x)
f(z)

S— 1 C)

Y (@) T (10 W) (@) U, v Y (2)

m ()

(colng w)(z)

¥(z) /

(coln, W)(x)

(colng, W)(z).

my (z)

(colny, V) (z)

(colng u)(z)

e dually, the fiber morphism f< is the family

)

V(@) =5 Z(2) X (com, W)@ (€010 V) (@) ba(a)—a

of morphisms of left A%2-modules, where ¢(x) is the unique morphism, obtained by the universal property
of the pullback

Z(x) X (coln, W)(=) (cOlng V) (2) —— Z(x)

E92) [ r |m%<w>

(colng V)(2) ~<% ) colng W) ()

such that the following diagram in A9 -Mod commutes:

(Ina V) ()
\’\»

(Ing V) () (Ing W)(z)

V) X
s(x) e _—_
Z(:E) X (colng W)(z) (colna V)(:,C) Z(.T)

(colng V)(z) —

\

(colng V) () —————  (coln, W)(z).

8.10 Remark. Let u: V — W be a morphism in €, -Mod. Under the identification given by Z established
in Corollary we can give explicit descriptions of wu(l) for any morphism [ : Y — Y” in €,; -Mody as
well as u*(k) for any morphism k: Z/ — Z in €441 -Mody .

Recall from Remark that wi(l) is the fiber morphism (A, y+ o 1)y in €441 -Mody, which modulo
identification Z, is the family

{10 W)(2) Ugn, vy@) Y (@) 225 (Ina W) (2) Ugn, vy@) Y (2) }a(e)—a
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of morphisms of left A%-modules, where o(z) is the unique morphism given by the universal property of the
pushout (8.8[1) such that the following diagram in A% -Mod commutes (see Remark [8.9):

o(x) Y

(Ina V) (@) (Ina W)(a)
(Ina V)(2) | (Ino W)(2)
Y (Ina W)(@) Wiing vy() Y' (@)

(Ina W)() Ui, vy ¥ (2)

In, V) (z) (colng, W)(z)

/

he |V

(colng V) (z) (colng, W)(z)

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

Y(.’I}) — (Ina W) (.’L‘) |_|(|na V)(2) Y(x)

(8.10}1) l(w)[ |Q(I)—(Uz(l))(ﬂﬁ)
Y/(l‘) —_— (Ina W)(.%‘) L|(|na V)(z) Y/(.’L‘)

is also a pushout.
Dually, by Remark u*(k) is the fiber morphism (k o p,, z/)® € €441 -Mody, which modulo identifi-
cation Z, is the family

¢(x)

{Z (%) X (cotn, w)(2) (cOlng V() Z() X (colng W)(z) (cOINa V)(¥) }i(a)=a

of morphisms of left A%-modules, where ((r) is the unique morphism given by the universal property of the
pullback (8.912)), such that the following diagram in AY -Mod commutes:

In, V(z) In, W(z)
\ =
l
Z'(z) X (colng W)(z) (coln, V)(J?) @ Z'(z) %
Z(%).)x (colng, W () (colng V') (x) ‘ Z(x)
coln, V (z) coln, W (x)
\ \
coln, V(z) colny, W(x)

Since both lower squares in the front and back of the above diagram are pullbacks, the square
Z' () X (coln, W)(x) (cOlNG V) (x) —— Z'(x)
(u” (k) (x) —4(1)[ r Jk(m)
Z(x) X (coln, W)(z) (cOINg V) () —— 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 {(Cz,D.)}scon(e) of
complete cotorsion pairs in those A% -Mod’s induces a complete cotorsion pair in €-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 for the adjoint triple induced by the embedding ¢, : €4 = €5 with a < f < A+1 and
for some relevant facts.

9.1 Definition. Let 8§ = {8;},cob(e) be a family with each §, a class of objects in AY Mod. For each
ordinal § with 5 < A+ 1, we define the following classes of objects in €5-Mod:

for each © € Ob(€s) with d(z) = «, q
¢ () is monic and coker(I§(z)) € 85 [’ an

for each x € Ob(€g) with d(z) = «,
m$(x) is epic and ker(m$(z)) € 8,

Dy(8) = {Y € ¢4 -Mod ‘

Wy(8) = {Y € ¢5-Mod

Alternatively, by Corollary ®3(8) and ¥s(8) can be described as follows:
D5(8) = {Y € €5-Mod | Vz € Ob(€s), Tory? (A%, Y) = 0,A” @¢, Y € 8,}, and
Wg(8) ={Y € €5-Mod | V& € Ob(€), Exte,(A,,Y) = 0,Home, (A, Y) € S, }.

If 3= A+1, then €5-Mod = €-Mod obviously. In this case, we use the symbols ®(8) and ¥(8) for short
instead of ®4(8) and ¥g(8).

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

9.2 Proposition. Let Res, : €g-Mod — €, -Mod be the restriction functor with respect to the embedding
ta + €o = €g with a < B < A+ 1. Then for each family § = {8,},con(e) of classes of objects in those
A) -Mod’s, one has Res, (®3(8)) € ®4(8) and Res, (V3(8)) € ¥ul(8).

The main result in this section is as follows:

9.3 Theorem. Suppose that €% is a projective right ¢°-module and €~ is a projective left €°-module. If
(€, D) = {(Cs, Ds) }zeon(e) is a family of complete cotorsion pairs in those AY -Mod’s, then (®(C), ¥(D))
forms a complete cotorsion pair in €-Mod.

As one may expect, the proof of Theorem 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

9.4 Lemma. Suppose that €T is a projective right ¢°-module and €~ is a projective left ¢°-module. Then
for each x € Ob(€) with d(z) = «, the right €,-module 1,&€3 = €3(to(—),x) admits a filtration of right
¢-modules with each factor
@ Qﬁg(z,x) ® a0 A7
d(z)=>
for 0 < v < «a, where A? is the standard right €,-module.

Proof. Consider the right €F-module 1&? Since €% is a projective right ¢°-module, it follows from Lemma

2.10((a) that QE (z,7) is a projective right A%-module for each 2 € Ob(€,). By the dual version of Lemma
3.10| (taking € = €, ), the right €}-module 1m€;§ admits a filtration

such that each factor is
(1:€5) <141/ (1€h) <y = P €f(z2)
d(z)=v
for 0 < v < . Since €~ is a projective left €°-module, so is €. Hence, by Corollary , — Qg+ €o s
exact. Applying it to the above filtration of 1162 and noting that 1,&g = 1z€E Qg+ €o by Lemma 7.4} one



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

gets a filtration of the right €,-module 1,z with each factor
(D Ch(z2) et €= P (Th(22) Oy (A2 B¢ €a))

d(z)=v d(z)=v
= D (€ (z2) a0 A%
d(z)="
for 0 < v < «, where the second isomorphism holds by Theorem a). O

The following technical result is well known; see [I1, Lemma 6.7] for a proof.

9.5 Lemma. Let U be a left €-module and let W be a right €-module admitting a filtration
0=Wo =5 W, =Wy =W, =W
such that Tor{ (coker (i, 11), U) = 0 for each w < p. Then one has Tor§ (W,U) = 0.
The next result will play a key role in the proof of Theorem [9.3

9.6 Lemma. Suppose that €T is a projective right €°-module and €~ is a projective left €°-module. Let
x € Ob¢ with d(z) = a, and let 0 = V — W — U — 0 be an exact sequence in €,-Mod such that
Torf(A*,U) = 0 for all z € Ob(€,,). Then there is a short exact sequence in A9 -Mod:

0— (Ing V)(z) = (Ing W)(x) = (Ing, U)(x) = 0

Proof. Applying 1,€,41 ®¢, — to the given short exact sequence, one gets an exact sequence

o Torte (1,€0 41, U) = 1,€041 D¢, V = 1,C011 @e, W = 1,C411 ¢, U — 0.
It suffices to prove Torf“(lwﬁa_ﬂ, U) = 0. But the right €,-module 1,€,; has a filtration of right €,-
modules with each factor @d(z)zv(elgﬂ(z, r) @0 A7) for 0 < v < « (see Lemma7 so one only needs to
show that Torf® (€l (z ) ®a0 A*,U) = 0 for each z € Ob(&,) by Lemma Since €7 is a projective
right €%-module, it follows from Lemma (a) that €1, (z,z) is a projective right A%-module. Hence,
one has Torf“(@i;rﬂ(z,:v) ®a0 A*U) = €F 1 (2,@) @a0 Tor{>(A%,U) = 0 as Torf*(A*,U) = 0 by the
assumption. 0

Now we are ready to give a proof of Theorem [0.3]

9.7 Proof of Theorem We prove that for each ordinal 5 < A+ 1, (23(C), ¥g(D)) forms a complete
cotorsion pair in €3-Mod. The conclusion then follows.

The case that § = 1. In this case €; only contains objects of degree zero, so
¢ -Mod= J] AY-Mod.
z€0b(Cy)
Meanwhile, for each Y € €; -Mod and each & € Ob(€;), it is clear that
1:€; ®¢, RespY = 0 = Home, (€11, Resp Y)

as €y = (), so both 1% (z) and mY-(z) are zero. Consequently, one has

o) J[ € and (D)= [] D.

2€0b(ey) £€0b(€1)

But each (C,,D,) is a complete cotorsion pair in A% -Mod, so (®1(C), ¥;(D)) is also a complete cotorsion

pair in €; -Mod.

The case that 5 = a+1 is a successor ordinal. We carry out the induction procedure with the following
strategy. By Lemma it suffices to show that (Mon(®,4+1(C)), Epi(¥et1(D))) is a weak factorization
system in €,41-Mod. Since (®,(C),V,(D)) is a complete cotorsion pair in €,-Mod by the induction
hypothesis, it follows from Lemma that (Mon(®,(C)), Epi(¥,(D)) is a weak factorization system in
¢, -Mod. But the restriction Res, : €441 -Mod — €, -Mod is a Grothendieck bifibration by Theorem
Thus, one may use Lemmam to construct an induced weak factorization system (Ce, ., -Mod, De.y-Mod)
in €441 -Mod, and show further that Mon(®,41(€)) = Ce, ., -Mod and Epi(¥o41(D)) = D¢, ., -Mod-
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Step 1: Construct the weak factorization system (C¢, , -Mod, De,,,-Mod)- Firstly, we show that the
fiber €,41-Mod,, admits a weak factorization system for each V' € €,-Mod. It follows from Corollary
that the functor #Z gives an isomorphism

0 Mo
Cat1-Mod,, = H (00 V(@) \ 2 1(\/fc)d/(cmna V)(z)-

v
d(z)=a

For each x € Ob(€,1) with d(z) = a, since (€,,D,) is a complete cotorsion pair in A% -Mod, it follows
form Lemma that (Mon(C,), Epi(D,)) is a weak factorization system in AY-Mod. This induces a weak
factorization system

Mon(€C;) Epi(D,)
(wis 1) (e v)@)\ 78 (2) / (colna V)(@)s (ne V)@)\ 28 (a5 / (colna V) () )

. A% _Mod . . . . .

in the category (in, V)(z)\ Ta(2) /(coma V)(z); see Example 6.1} Thus, under the indentification via %, one
v

gets the following weak factorization system in €, -Mod,,:

n(Cy. i(Dy
(wis 2) C II ane v)(m\Mngz) Vioma i@ ] (e V)(z)\Esé(gg))/(colna Vi(z) )-
d(z)=o d(z)=c

In what follows, in order to simplify the symbols, denote the weak factorization system (wis 1)) by

(Cv(z),Dy(z)) and in turn, (wis 2) by (Cy,Dy).

Next, for any morphism v : V — W € €, -Mod, consider the adjunction
w : €ap1-Mod, = €qyq1-Mody, @ u”.

We prove that uy preserves the left maps in . By the explicit description of the action of uy on
morphisms (see Remark , it suffices to prove that for any morphism [ € €,41-Mod,, and each x €
Ob(€h41) with d(z) = a, if I(z) is contained in Mon(C,), then so is (u(!))(x). But this is clear since
is a pushout and (Mon(C,), Epi(D,)) is a weak factorization system.

Finally, applying Lemma one gets a weak factorization system (Ce, ,, -Mod, De, .1 -Mod) il €41 -Mod,
where

Cenyi-Mod ={ f:Y = Z €& 1-Mod | Res, f € Mon(®,(C)) and fi, € Cges, z}, and
Depyr-Mod ={ f:Y = Z € &hy1-Mod | Res, f € Epi(¥o(D) and f* € Dres, v }-

Step 2: Prove C¢,_ ., Moda = Mon(®,41(C)) and De_ ., nMod = Epi(Vati1(D)). We only prove the first
equality; the second one may be proved dually.
Let f:Y — Z be a morphism in €, -Mod and let u = Res,, f : V' — W. Then one has

(1) f is contained in Mon(®,+1(C)) if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:
(¢) f is monic, that is, f(z) is monic for each z € Ob(€q41);
(@) coker(f) € ®o41(€), that is, lzgﬁer(f)(x) is monic with its cokernel contained in €, for each
S Ob(€a+1)
(2) f is contained in Cg,_,, -Mod if and only if it satisfies the following conditions:
(a) w is monic, that is, u(x) is monic for each & € Ob(&,,).
(b) coker(u) € ®,(C), that is, lz(ogﬂlzer(u)(x) is monic with its cokernel contained in G, for each = €
Ob(€y).
(¢) The fiber morphism f;, is in Cyy, that is, up to the identification given by %, the family

{(Ine W) (@) Ugn, vy Y (@) 23 Z(2) b a(e)=a
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belongs to Cyy (see Remark, where o(z) appears in the following commutative diagram with
the inner square a pushout:

(Ing, V))(2) M) (Ing W)(x)

5 (x)J W(I)J

(9.7.1) Y (z) @, (Ina W)(@) Ugin, v(z) Y (2)

(@) Z(x).

Thus, the condition (c) is equivalent to
(¢’) o(x) is monic with its cokernel contained in €, for each x € Ob(€,1) with d(z) = a.
We mention that no matter which class f belongs to, one has Res,, f = u € Mon(®,(C€)) by Proposition
so one gets that
0—V - W — coker(u) — 0

is an exact sequence in €,-Mod with coker(u) € ®,(€). By Lemma for each z € Ob(€441) with
d(z) = «a, the sequence

(Inq w)(z)

0= (Ing V) () (Ing W)(z) — (Ing, coker(u))(z) — 0

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

0 — (Ing V) (2) =229, (10 W) (&) —— (Ing coker(u)) () — 0

iy (I)[ so(af)[

0 ¥ () 25 (Ing W)(@) Ugin, vy Y () — (Ing coker(w)) () — 0

Then one has the following commutative diagram:

(Ing ) ()
_—

00— (Ing V)(2) (Ing W)(x) ———— (In, coker(u))(x) — 0

zw)J o)
(9.7.2) 0 Y (2) L, (Ing W)(2) Ugin, 1)) ¥ (&) — (Ing coker(u))(z) — 0
|
Y (x) /@) Z(z) coker(f(z)) —— 0

Since Res,, f = u, it is easy to see that (In, coker(u))(x) = (Iny Res, coker(f))(x). But o(z)op(x) =% (x) by
the commutative diagram l) By the universal property of cokernels, one can check that x = {

Applying the Five Lemma to the lower part of (9.7.2)), one gets that
(9.7.3) coker(o(z)) = coker(k) = coker(lg“oker(f) (x)), and

goker(f) z).

[e3%

(9.7.4) o(x) is monic if and only if x is monic if and only if lcoker(f)

(z) is monic.

Now we prove that Mon(®,11(€C)) = Ce,,, -Moa. Let f be in Mon(®,1(€)). Then by (9.7.3) and (9.7.4)
one gets that the condition (¢’) holds. It is easy to see that the conditions (a) and (b) hold, so one gets that
f € Ce.. -Moa. Conversely, let f be in Ce¢_ ., Moa, that is, the conditions (a), (b) and (c’) hold. Then by
and one gets that the condition (i4) holds. On the other hand, since f(z) = o(z) o 6(z) and
6(x) is monic by the diagram (9.7.2)), one gets that the condition (i) holds as o(z) is monic by (c’).
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The case that ( is a limit ordinal. We mention that the weak factorization systems
(Mon(®4(€)), Epi( ¥, (D))
constructed for all o < 8 are compatible; see Remark Then they fit together to a weak factorization
system (Mon(®3(C)), Epi(¥3(D)) in €5-Mod. O
The next result shows that the induced complete cotorsion pair in €-Mod inherits the hereditary property.
9.8 Proposition. Suppose that €* is a projective right ¢°-module and €~ is a projective left ¢°-module.

If (€, D) = {(Cs, Dz)}rcon(e) is a family of hereditary complete cotorsion pairs in those AY -Mod’s, then
(®(C),¥(D)) forms a hereditary complete cotorsion pair in €-Mod.

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

0—-Y—>Z2—->T—=0

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

0 — Res, Y — Res, Z — Res, T — 0

in €,-Mod. But Res, T € ®,(€) by Proposition[9.2]as T € ®(€), and so by Lemma[9.6} it induces an exact
sequence

0 — (Ing Resy Y) () — (Ing Resy, Z)(x) — (Ing Res, T)(x) — 0
in AY -Mod, which fits into the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 — (Ing Res,, Y)(2) — (Ing Resy, Z) () — (In, Res, T)(x) — 0

l"y(z)| l%(fﬂ)| l%(w)|

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

Since Z and T belong to ®(C), it follows that [%(x) and I$(z) are monic, and both coker(I%(z)) and
coker({%(x)) are in C,. By the Snake Lemma one gets that I$(z) is monic, and obtain an exact sequence

0 — coker(I$(x)) — coker(1%(x)) — coker(IF:(x)) — 0.

of left AY-modules. But €, is resolving as the cotorsion pair (€., D,) is hereditary by assumption, so one
has coker(I§(x)) € €, and hence Y € ®(C) as desired. O

In the rest of the section, we consider two special types of generalized k-linear Reedy categories.
9.9 Definition. Let € be a generalized k-linear Reedy category.

(1) If ¢+ = €, then € is called a generalized k-linear direct category; in this case one has €~ = ¢V,
(2) If €= = ¢, then € is called a generalized k-linear inverse category; in this case one has €+ = ¢°.

Given a family 8 = {8,},con(e) of classes of objects in those A% -Mod’s, denote by €-Mods the subcate-
gory of €-Mod consisting of €-modules Y such that Y (z) belongs to 8, for each = € Ob(C).

9.10 Lemma. If € is a generalized k-linear direct category, then for any family 8 = {8,},con(e) of classes
of objects in those A% -Mod’s, there is an equality ¥(8) = €-Mods.

Proof. For each €-module Y and any « € Ob(€) with d(z) = «, one has
(colng Res, V) (z) = Home, (€1, Res, Y)
= Homgy- (€7 1;,Res, V)
= Homeo (€°1,, Res, Y')
=0,

where the first isomorphism holds by Theorem (b), the second equality holds as €~ = ¢°, and the last
equality follows from Lemma a). Consequently, one has ¥(8) = €-Mods. O
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Dually, we have the next result.

9.11 Lemma. If ¢ is a generalized k-linear inverse category, then for any family 8 = {8, }scon(e) of classes
of objects in those A% -Mod’s, there is an eaulity ®(8) = €-Mods.

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

9.12 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is a projective right ¢°-module.
Then P(€-Mod) = ®({Py}scon(e)), where Py is the class of all projective left A)-modules.

Proof. It is known that (P,, A2 -Mod) is a complete cotorsion pair for each z € Ob(€), and so it follows
from Theorem and Lemma that (®({Pz}zcob(e)), €-Mod) is a complete cotorsion pair in €-Mod.
Thus one has P(€-Mod) = ®({Ps }.cob(e))- O

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

9.13 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear inverse category such that it is a projective left ¢°-module.
Then 3(€-Mod) = ¥({J, }reon(e)), where I, is the class of all injective left A%-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 {(Qz, Wz, Rz) fzeob(e) of (hereditary) Hovey triples in those AY -Mod’s induces a (hereditary) Hovey
triple in €-Mod. We then give some examples in Gorenstein homological algebra.

10.1 Definition. Let 8 = {8,},con(e) be a family with each 8, a class of objects in AY -Mod. Then 8§ is
called

(1) cocompatible if S € 8, implies that €*(y, ) ® 40 S €8, for all z,y € Ob(C);

(2) compatible if S € 8, implies that Hom 40 (€™ (z,y), S) € 8; for all z,y € Ob(&).
10.2 Remark. If € is a k-linear Reedy category in the sense of [I1], then A% = k is a field for each

x € Ob(€). In this case, €T (y,z) and €~ (x,y) are free k-modules for all z,y € Ob(€). Thus, if § is closed
under coproducts then it is cocompatible, and if § is closed under products then it is compatible.

10.3 Example. Let P = {P; },con(e) be a family with each P, the class of all projective objects in AY -Mod,
and let F = {J, }zeon(e) be a family with each F, the class of all flat objects in AY Mod. If € is a projective
left ¢°-module, then both P and F are cocompatible. Dually, let J = {92} zeob(e) be a family with each J,
the class of all injective objects in A%-Mod. If €~ is a projective right €°-module, then J is compatible.

10.4 Example. If € is a generalized k-linear direct category, then any family 8 = {8, },con(e) of classes of
objects in those A2 -Mod’s is compatible. Indeed, for all z,y € Ob(€) and S € §,,

o if z # y, then Hom 4o (€™ (z,y),5) = HomAg((‘IO(m,y),S) =0¢€8,;

o if x =y, then Hom4o (€7 (z,2),5) = Hom 4o (€%(z, ), 5) = S € 8,.

Dually, If € is a generalized k-linear inverse category, then any family § = {8, },con(e) of classes of objects
in those A2-Mod’s is cocompatible.

Now we state the main result in this section.

10.5 Theorem. Suppose that €1 is a projective right ¢°-module and €~ is a projective left ¢°-module.
Let (Q,W,R) = {(Q, Wz, Rs) }acon(e) be a family with each (2., W, R.) a Hovey triple in AY -Mod. If
QNW = {9: N Wy }rcon(e) is cocompatible and WN R = {W, N R, },cob(e) is compatible, then

(®(9Q), €-Modyw, ¥(R))
forms a Hovey triple in €-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

10.6 Lemma. Suppose that €% is a projective right €°-module and ¢~ is a projective left €°-module. For
each x € Ob(€), the right €-module 1, € admits a filtration of right €-modules with factors

@ CH(z,2) @40 A
d(z)="
for 0 < v < A, where A* is the standard right €-module.

10.7 Lemma. Suppose that €% is a projective right €°-module and ¢~ is a projective left €°-module. Let
8 = {8:}zcon(e) be a cocompatible family of classes of objects in those AY Mod’s such that §, is closed
under filtrations and coproducts for each x € Ob(€). Then one has ®(8) C €-Mods.

Proof. Let Y be in ®(8) and z € Ob(€). Since Y(z) 2 1,€ ®¢ Y and §, is closed under filtrations in
AY Mod, it suffices to show that 1,€ ®¢ Y admits a filtration whose factors are in §,. By Lemma the
right €-module 1,¢ has a filtration of right €¢-modules with factors ,,,_, €t (z,2) ®a0 A% for 0 <y < A
Since Y is contained in ®(8), one has TorS (A#,Y) = 0. Hence, Tor$ (¢t (2, z) ®a0 A%Y) =0as € (z,z) is
a projective right A%module by Lemma [2.10(a). It follows that

Torf( P €F(z,2) @0 A%, Y) =0.
d(z)=v
Consequently, 1,€ ®¢ Y admits a filtration with factors (@d(z):'y CF(z,2) ®a0 A%) @ Y for 0 <y <A
It remains to show that (€F(z,z) ®40 A*) ®c Y € 8, as 8, is closed under coproducts in A9 -Mod. This

is clear. Indeed, by the definition of ®(8), we know that A* ®¢ Y € §,. Therefore, by the cocompatible
assumption, (€F(z,2) ®40 A%) e Y = €T (2,2) ®40 (A% ®¢ Y) is in 8, as desired. O

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

10.8 Lemma. Suppose that ¢1 is a projective right ¢°-module and ¢~ is a projective left ¢°-module. Let
8 = {8z }uecon(e) and W = {W, },con(e) be families with both 8, and W, classes of objects in A -Mod. If
the family SNW = {8, "W, }zcob(e) is cocompatible, and for each x € Ob(€) the following conditions hold:

(a) 8, N'W, is closed under filtrations and coproducts in A% -Mod, and
(b) W, is closed under cokernels of monomorphisms in A% -Mod,
then one has ®(§ N'W) = ®(8) N €-Modwy.

Proof. It is clear that ®(§ N'W) C ®(8). On the other hand, by Lemma we have ®(§ N'W) C
¢-Modgnw C €-Modw. Thus, (I)(S N W) - (I)(S) N ¢ -Modw.

For the other inclusion, take a left €-module ¥ € ®(§) N €-Modw. For each z € Ob(€) with d(z) = a,
one gets that [§(z) is a monomorphism with A” ®¢ Y € §;. Hence, to show Y € &(§S N'W), it suffices to
prove A” @¢ Y € W,. We check this fact by transfinite induction on d(z) = a.

If =0, then A* > 1,€ and s0 A" ®c Y 2 Y (2) € W, as Y € €-Modwy.

Suppose that @« > 0 and A* ®¢ Y € W, for all z € Ob(¢€) with d(z) < «. Since Y € ®(8), one has
Tor{ (A®,Y) = 0. So we have a short exact sequence

0=1,7,Q0¢Y 2 1,€RcY - A" QR@¢Y — 0

in Ag -Mod. Note that 1,€ ®¢ Y =2 Y(z) € W, as Y € €-Modw and W, is closed under cokernels of
monomorphisms in A% -Mod by assumption. To check A ®¢ Y € W,, one has to prove 1,J, ®¢ Y € W,.
By Lemma one has

1,70 ®e Y = (Ing Res, V) (z) = 1,€ ®¢_, Res, Y.

Note that Res, Y € ®,(8) by Proposition as Y € ®(8). Using the filtration of right €,-modules given
in Remark @ as well as the argument in the proof of the previous lemma, we deduce that 1,& ®¢, Res, Y
admits a filtration with factors

(P ¢ (z,2) ®ag A%) Rc, Res, Y

d(z)="
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for 0 < v < a. But 8§, N W, is closed under filtrations and coproducts in A%-Mod, it suffices to show that
(€*(z,2) @40 A%) D¢, Res Y € 8, NW,
for each z with d(z) < a.

By the induction hypothesis, A* ®¢_, Res, Y =2 A% ®¢ Y is contained in W,, and it is also contained in
S, asY € ®(8). Thus, A® ®¢,_, Res, Y € 8§, N'W,. By the cocompatible assumption on § "W, one gets that
(€% (2,2) @40 A®) ®¢, Resa Y = € (2,2) ® 40 (A® @¢, Resy Y)
is contained in 8§, N'W,,, as desired. O

Now we give a proof of Theorem [10.5

10.9 Proof of Theorem The given family {(Qz, Wz, Rz) }zcon(e) of Hovey triples in those AY -Mod’s
gives rise to two families

{(QI N WI) Rw)}mGOb(@) and {(Qm W, N fRJ;)}zEOb(E)

of complete cotorsion pairs in them. By Theorem [9.3] one obtains two complete cotorsion pairs
(P(QNW),T(R)) and (P(Q),T(WNR))

in €-Mod. Note that QN'W is cocompatible by assumption, Q, N"W,, as the left part of a complete cotorsion
pair is closed under filtrations and coproducts in A%-Mod for each z € Ob(€), and W, is closed under
cokernels of monomorphisms in A -Mod. It follows that ®(Q N'W) = ®(Q) N €-Mody by Lemma and
T(WNR) =€-Modw N¥T(R) dually. Consequently, one gets two complete cotorsion pairs

(2(Q) N €-Mody, U(R)) and  (D(Q),€-Mody NT(R))

in €-Mod. Since €-Modyy is clearly a thick subcategory of €-Mod, the conclusion follows from Hovey’s
correspondence; see Theorem O

As an immediate consequence of Theorem [I10.5] and Lemma [0.8] we obtain the following result.

10.10 Proposition. Under the assumptions of Theorem |(10.5, if each Hovey triple (Q,, W, R,.) in A% -Mod
is hereditary, then so is the Hovey triple (®(Q), €-Modw, ¥(R)).

10.11 Corollary. Let ¢ be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is a projective right ¢°-module,
and let (Q, W, R) = {(Qz, W, Rz) }zcob(e) be a family with each (2, W,, R,) a (hereditary) Hovey triple in
A% -Mod. If {Q; "W, },eon(e) is cocompatible, then (®(Q), €-Mody, €-Modx) forms a (hereditary) Hovey
triple in €-Mod.

Proof. It follows from Lemma that ¥(R) = €-Modg. Combining Theoremm7 Proposition [10.10|and
Example [10.4] one gets that (®(Q), €-Mody, €-Modg) forms a (hereditary) Hovey triple in ¢-Mod. O

A dual result is:

10.12 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear inverse category such that it is a projective left €°-module,
and let (2, W, R) = {(Qz, Wz, Rz) }ocob(e) be a family with each (Q,, W,, R.) a (hereditary) Hovey triple in
AY -Mod. If {W, N Ry },eon(e) Is compatible, then (€-Modg, €-Mody, ¥(R)) forms a (hereditary) Hovey
triple in €-Mod.

We end this section with some examples of Theorem [I0.5} we obtain several abelian model structures in
¢-Mod related to Gorenstein homological modules.

10.13 Gorenstein homological modules. Recall from Enochs and Jenda [14] that a left €-module M is
called Gorenstein injective if there is an exact sequence

"'—>E1—>E()—>E,1—>"'

of injective left €-modules such that it remains exact after applying the functor Home (—, I) for every injective
left €-module I, and M = coker(Ey — Ep). A left €-module M is called Gorenstein flat if there is an exact
sequence

o= B2y = F =
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of flat left €-modules such that it remains exact after applying the functor I ®¢ — for every injective right
¢-module I, and M = coker(F; — Fpy). Recently, Saroch and St’ovicek introduced projectively coresolved
Gorenstein flat left €-modules in [36] via replacing flat modules in the above exact sequence by projective
modules.

Let GJ = {93, }zcon(e) (resp., §F = {GF, }rcon(e); PST = {PSTF ;. }acob(e)) be families with GJ,, (resp.,
§F ., PGF,) the class of all Gorenstein injective (resp., Gorenstein flat, projectively coresolved Gorenstein
flat) modules in A% -Mod.

Recall that a left A%-module N is called cotorsion if Exthg(F, N) = 0 for each flat left A%-module F'.

We let €T = {€T, }.cob(e) be the family with €T, the class of all cotorsion modules in AY Mod. The next
result can be found in [36].

10.14 Proposition. For all z € Ob(€), the triples
(PSTF ., PGT, ", AD-Mod), (STF.,,PST,",CT,), (A%-Mod,+97,,97,)
are hereditary Hovey triples in A -Mod with
PSF, NPSF, " =P, GF,NSF, " =TF,, +99,NG7, =7J,.
Now we are ready to obtain several abelian model structures on €-Mod.

10.15 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is projective both as a left
and a right €°-module. Then (®(PSF), €-Modpggr, €-Mod) forms a hereditary Hovey triple in €-Mod,

where PGF+ = {TS%L}zeOb(@)-

Proof. We mention that (PSF,, PSF, L, AY -Mod) is a hereditary Hovey triple with PGF, N PSF, =P,
by Proposition [10.14} The family {P.},con(e) is cocompatible as €71 is a projective left €%-module; see
Example [10.3] The conclusion then follows from Corollary [T10.11] O

Similarly, we have the following result.

10.16 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear direct category such that it is projective both as a left
and a right €°-module. Then (®(55), €-Modpggr, €-Modes) forms a hereditary Hovey triple in €-Mod.

The next result can be proved dually using Corollary [10.12

10.17 Corollary. Let € be a generalized k-linear inverse category such that it is projective both as a left
and a right €°-module. Then (€-Mod, €-Mod. g5, ¥(GJ)) forms a hereditary Hovey triple in €-Mod, where

197 = {+G73, }zcon(e)-
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 and

(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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