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ABSTRACT. The existence of the Gorenstein projective precovers over R an arbitrary ring, as well
as the completeness of the Gorenstein projective cotorsion pair (GP,GP⊥), are open questions. In
this paper, we provide some answers to these questions and use the tool developed to confirm the
Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture, under two different situations. We also analyze situations where
the finiteness of silp(R) implies spli(R) finite, and its counterpart.

1. INTRODUCTION

ForR an associative ring with identity, the Gorenstein projective, injective and flatR-modules
where introduced in [12], since then the Gorenstein homological algebra has been developing
intensively as a relative version of homological algebra that replaces the classical projective,
injective and flat modules and resolutions with the Gorenstein versions. While in the clas-
sical homological algebra is know the existence of projective resolutions (resp. injective and
flat resolutions) for any R-module without restrictions over R, the situation is different for the
Gorenstein version. The question: What is the most general class of rings over which all modules have
Gorenstein projective (injective) resolutions? still open. Is know that all module of finite Goren-
stein projective dimension has a special Gorenstein projective precover. Also, if all Gorenstein
projective is Gorenstein flat and all Gorenstein flat has finite Gorenstein projective dimension,
then the class of Gorenstein projective modules is special precovering [18]. Also, if all finitely
presented has finite Gorenstein projective dimension ≤ n, then GP is special precovering [17].
Furthermore the pair (GP(R),GP(R)⊥) is an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair. Although
it was recently proven that the pair (GP(R),GP(R)⊥) is always an hereditary cotorsion pair
[11], the situation of being complete remains unclear. Another question proposed by M. Cortés-
Izurdiaga, J. Šaroch [11] is: What classes of modules appear in the cotorsion pair generated by these
modules? In this paper we give a partial response to each one of this questions.

An Artin algebra A is called Gorenstein if is self-injective on both sides and these dimen-
sions coincide. To date, no Artin algebra with distinct self-injective dimensions is known, so it
makes sense in representation theory the famous Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture which states
that for an Artin algebra A the left and the right injective dimension of the regular module al-
ways coincide. The Gorenstein symmetry conjecture is open in general but true for left weakly
Gorenstein algebras, as shown by C. M. Ringel, P. Zhang [31, Questions 9.3] and R. Marczinzik
[28, Proposition 3.9 (2)].

Another open question concerns invariants silp(R) and spli(R) (the sumpremum of the pro-
jective lengths of injectives, or pd(I(R))) which are known are equal, if they are both finite by
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A. Beligiannis and I. Reiten [7, Chapter VII . Prop. 1.3 (vi)]. Nevertheless, as Gedrich and Gru-
enberg point out in [20], it is not clear whether the finiteness of one of these implies the finiteness of the
other, i.e. whether we always have an equality silp(R) = spli(R).

In the special case where R is an Artin algebra, the equality silp(R) = spli(R) is equivalent to
the Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture [1, Conjecture 13], [6, §11] and [7, Chapter VII]. Therefore,
in this paper we focus on analysing when silp(R) < ∞ implies spli(R) < ∞, and also when
spli(R) <∞ implies silp(R) <∞. In fact, we give two situations where this occurs, specifically;
If every left injective has finite flat dimension, then silp(R) < ∞ implies spli(R) < ∞. Further-
more, if the class of left projectives has finite Strongly FP-injective dimension, then spli(R) <∞
implies silp(R) < ∞. From where we confirm the Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture in both
situations.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In what follows, we shall work with left modules over an associative ring R with identity,
denoted Mod(R). Projective, injective and flat R-modules will be important to present some
definitions, remarks and examples. The classes of projective left and right R-modules will be
denoted by P(R) and P(Rop), respectively. Similarly, we shall use the notations I(R), I(Rop),
F(R) and F(Rop) for the classes of injective and flat modules in Mod(R) and Mod(Rop), re-
spectively. Concerning functors defined on modules, ExtiR(−,−) denotes the right i-th derived
functor of HomR(−,−). IfM ∈ Mod(Rop) andN ∈ Mod(R),M⊗RN denotes the tensor product
of M and N .

Orthogonality. Let X ⊆ Mod(R), i ≥ 1 be a positive integer and N ∈ Mod(R). The expression
ExtiR(X , N) = 0 means that ExtiR(X,N) = 0 for every X ∈ X . Moreover, ExtiR(X ,Y) = 0

if ExtiR(X , Y ) = 0 for every Y ∈ Y . The expression ExtiR(N,Y) = 0 has a similar meaning.
Moreover, by Ext≥1

R (M,N) = 0 we mean that ExtiR(M,N) = 0 for every i ≥ 1. One also has
similar meanings for Ext≥1

R (X , N) = 0, Ext≥1
R (N,Y) = 0 and Ext≥1

R (X ,Y) = 0. We can also
replace Ext by Tor in order to obtain the notations for Tor-orthogonality. The right orthogonal
complements of X will be denoted by

X⊥i := {M ∈ Mod(R) : ExtiR(X ,M) = 0} and X⊥ :=
⋂
i≥1

X⊥i .

The left orthogonal complements, on the other hand, are defined similarly.

Relative homological dimensions. There are homological dimensions defined in terms of ex-
tension functors. Let M ∈ Mod(R) and X ,Y ⊆ Mod(R). The injective dimensions of M and Y
relative to X are defined by

idX (M) := inf{m ∈ Z≥0 : Ext≥m+1
R (X ,M) = 0} and idX (Y) := sup{idX (Y ) : Y ∈ Y}.

In the case where X = Mod(R), we write

idMod(R)(M) = id(M) and idMod(R)(Y) = id(Y)

for the (absolute) injective dimensions of M and Y . Dually we can define the relative dimen-
sions pdX (M), pdX (Y) and pd(M), pd(Y).

By an X -resolution of M we mean an exact complex

· · · → Xm → Xm−1 → · · · → X1 → X0 →M → 0
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with Xk ∈ X for every k ∈ Z≥0. If Xk = 0 for k > m, we say that the previous resolution has
length m. The resolution dimension relative to X (or the X -resolution dimension) of M is defined as
the value

resdimX (M) := min{m ∈ Z≥0 : there exists an X -resolution of M of length m}.
Moreover, if Y ⊆ Mod(R) then

resdimX (Y) := sup{resdimX (Y ) : Y ∈ Y}
defines the resolution dimension of Y relative to X . The classes of objects with bounded (by some
n ≥ 0) and finite X -resolution dimensions will be denoted by

X∧
n := {M ∈ Mod(R) : resdimX (M) ≤ n} and X∧ :=

⋃
n≥0

X∧
n .

Dually, we can define X -coresolutions and the coresolution dimension of M and Y relative to X
(denoted coresdimX (M) and coresdimX (Y)). We also have the dual notations X∨

n and X∨ for
the classes of R-modules with bounded and finite X -coresolution dimension.

Approximations. Given a class X of left R-modules and M ∈ Mod(R), recall that a morphism
φ : X → M with X ∈ X is an X -precover of M if for every morphism φ′ : X ′ → M with X ′ ∈
X , there exists a morphism h : X ′ → X such that φ′ = φ ◦ h. An X -precover φ is special if
CoKer(φ) = 0 and Ker(φ) ∈ X⊥1 .

A class X ⊆ Mod(R) is (pre)covering if every left R-module has an X -(pre)cover. Dually, one
has the notions of (pre)envelopes and (pre)enveloping and special (pre)enveloping classes.

Cotorsion pairs. Two classes X ,Y ⊆ Mod(R) of left R-modules for a cotorsion pair (X ,Y) if
X = ⊥1Y and Y = X⊥1 .

A cotorsion pair (X ,Y) is:
• Complete if X is special precovering, that is, for every M ∈ Mod(R) there is a short exact

sequence 0 → Y → X →M → 0 with X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y ; or equivalently, if Y is special
preenveloping.

• Hereditary if Ext≥1
R (X ,Y) = 0; or equivalently, if X is resolving (meaning that X is

closed under extensions and kernels of epimorphisms, and contains the projective left
R-modules) or Y is coresolving.

Note that if (X ,Y) is a hereditary cotorsion pair, then X = ⊥Y and Y = X⊥.

3. PRECOVERS FROM STRONGLY FP-INJECTIVES

We recall that the class GP of Gorenstein projective R-modules consist of cycles of acyclic
complexes of left projectiveR-modules which remains exact after applying the functor HomR(−, P )
for all P ∈ P(R). In this section, we will study situations where the class GP is special precov-
ering and when (GP,GP⊥) is a complete cotorsion pair. Of course the completeness of such
pair implies that GP is special precovering. Actually is know by M. Cortés-Izurdiaga, J. Šaroch
[11] that the pair (GP(R),GP(R)⊥) is always an hereditary cotorsion pair, a condition to be
complete is that all projective modules are λ-pure-injective for some infinite regular cardinal λ,
but the conditions to be complete still open. In this section, we provide conditions that do not
involve cardinal numbers.

To accomplish this, and following [30] we say that an R-module E is strongly FP-injective if
the group ExtkR(F,E) is trivial for all k ≥ 1 and all finitely presented R-module F . We denote
by SFI to the class of all strongly FP -injectives. Since (⊥SFI,SFI) is an hereditary and
complete cotorsion pair [30, Theorem 3.4], it is routine to check that coresdimSFI(M) ≤ m if
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and only if Exti+mR (F,M) = 0 for all finitely presented F and i ≥ 1. For convenience we denote
such dimension by SFI-id(M). Is also clear that SFI-id(M) ≤ id(M). Under these conditions,
we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. LetR be a ring and L a class of leftR-modules. An acyclic complex of projectiveR-modules
X• is HomR(−,L) exact for every subclass L ⊆ SFI∨. In particular, if P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ then every
acyclic complex of projective R-modules is HomR(−,P(R))-exact.

Proof. We will make use of [4, Lemma 3.10 (b)], from where is enough that Ext1R(Zn(X•), L) = 0

for all n ∈ Z and L ∈ L. Indeed, from [15, Corollary 4.9 (ii)] we know that Ext1R(Zn(X•), L) = 0
for all n ∈ Z and L ∈ SFI∨. □

It was recently proven by I. Emmanouil, O. Talelli [16, Proposition 2.1] that for each n ∈ N
the pair (⊥(SFI∨

n),SFI∨
n) is an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair (in fact generated by a

set). We will use such fact in the following result. Recall from J. Gillespie [23] that a projective
cotorsion pair in Mod(R) is a complete cotorsion pair (F ,W) such that W is thick [23, Definition
2.5] and F ∩W = P(R).

Theorem 3.2. If for some n ∈ N the hereditary and complete cotorsion pair (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is
projective. Then, the hereditary cotorsion pair (GP,GP⊥) is complete, furthermore they coincide.

Proof. It follows from [15, Remarks 4.10 (i)] that GP ⊆ ⊥SFI∨. Thus, ifG ∈ GP then Ext1R(G,L) =
0 for all L ∈ SFI∨

n , which implies G ∈ ⊥(SFI∨
n). Now, since (⊥(SFI∨

n),SFI∨
n) is projective,

we obtain from [21, Theorem 5.4] that ⊥(SFI∨
n) ⊆ GP . □

Note that in the conditions of Theorem 3.2 we obtain that the right side GP⊥ = SFI∨
n ,

which provides an answer to the description requested by M. Cortés-Izurdiaga, J. Šaroch [11].
In particular, we also obtain that GP is special precovering.

In the following result, we will use the finitistic strongly FP-injective dimension of R de-
fined by

fin.SFI(R) := sup{SFI.id(M) :M ∈ SFI∨}.
We have the following characterization of projectivity.

Theorem 3.3. Given n ∈ N. The cotorsion pair (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is projective, if and only if P(R) ⊆
SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n.

Proof. ⇒) Assume that (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is a projective cotorsion pair. By definition we know
P(R) ⊆ SFI∨

n . Consider N ∈ SFI∨, we only need to prove that N ∈ SFI∨
n . From [15,

Corollary 4.9 (ii)] we know that Ext1R(G,N) = 0 for every G ∈ GP , but from Theorem 3.2 we
know that GP = ⊥SFI∨

n , that is N ∈ SFI∨
n .

⇐) From P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n we obtain that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨
n , also we know

that P(R) ⊆ GP ⊆ ⊥(SFI∨
n). This implies that

P(R) ⊆ ⊥(SFI∨
n) ∩ SFI∨

n .

Now takeM ∈ ⊥(SFI∨
n)∩SFI∨

n . We can consider an exact sequence λ : 0 → K → P →M → 0
with P ∈ P(R). Since P,M ∈ SFI∨

n we get K ∈ SFI∨, and the condition fin.SFI(R) ≤ n
implies that K ∈ SFI∨

n = SFI∨ (a similar argument proves that SFI∨
n is thick). Since M ∈

⊥(SFI∨
n) we obtain that λ splits, thus M |P and then M ∈ P(R). □

As direct consequence we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.4. If P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n, then (GP,GP⊥) is an hereditary and complete
cotorsion pair.
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As can be seen noted, the condition P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ is satisfied in particular for rings with
dimension silp(R) (supremum of the injective lengths of projectives, or id(P(R))) finite, since
we have the inequality SFI.id(M) ≤ id(M), for all M ∈ Mod(R).

Corollary 3.5. Let R be a ring and consider the following statements;
(i) R is a left perfect ring with P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n,

(ii) ⊥(SFI∨
n) is closed under direct limits,

(iii) the cotorsion pair (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is perfect.
Then (i) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (iii). Furthermore, if F(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n. Then, (iii) ⇒ (i), and
thus all statements are equivalent.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Since P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n, from Theorems 3.3 and 3.2 we know
that GP = ⊥(SFI∨

n). Thus, consider {Gj}j∈J a family of Gorenstein projectives. For each j ∈ J
there exists an exact sequence 0 → Gj → P 0

j → P 1
j → · · · with P ij ∈ P(R), from where we

obtain the exact sequence

0 → lim
→
Gj → lim

→
P 0
j → lim

→
P 1
j → · · · .

Since R is perfect, then lim
→
P ij ∈ P(R). Finally, the condition P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and Lemma 3.1

implies lim
→
Gj ∈ GP = ⊥(SFI∨

n).

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Follows directly the application of [13, Theorem 7.2.6] on (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n).
(iii) ⇒ (i). Assume that F(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and fin.SFI(R) ≤ n. As before, from Theorems 3.3

and 3.2 we know that GP = ⊥(SFI∨
n). Then, for F ∈ F(R) there exist a Gorenstein projective

cover 0 → K → G → F → 0 with K ∈ GP⊥ = SFI∨
n . Since F ∈ SFI∨

n , then G ∈ SFI∨
n . This

implies that G ∈ ⊥(SFI∨
n) ∩ SFI∨

n . It follows from Theorem 3.3 that G ∈ P(R), i.e. G→ F is a
projective cover. Therefore, R is left perfect. □

It is know that invariants silp(R) and spli(R) (the sumpremum of the projective lengths of
injectives, or pd(I(R))) are equal, if they are both finite. Nevertheless, as Gedrich and Gruen-
berg point out in [20], it is not clear whether the finiteness of one of these implies the finiteness
of the other, i.e. whether we always have an equality silp(R) = spli(R). In what follows we
will see that the rings on which P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ is satisfied, the condition silp(R) finite, im-
plies spli(R) finite, but before we need an additional tool. The notation gl.GPD(R) denotes the
global Gorenstein projective dimension of R, given by sup{Gpd(M) : M ∈ Mod(R)}, in where
Gpd(M) := resdimGP(M).

Theorem 3.6. Let R be a ring such that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and pd(I(R)) <∞. Then, gl.GPD(R) <∞,
in consequence GP is a special precovering class.

Proof. Take M ∈ Mod(R), and consider a projective and a injective resolution to M ,

· · · → P1 → P0 →M → 0, and 0 →M → I0 → I1 → · · · ,

for P−1 =M = I−1 and i ≥ 0 we can declare Ci := Im(Pi → Pi−1) and Ki := Ker(Ii → Ii+1) to
obtain a decomposition of such resolutions in short exact sequences for each i ≥ 0 as follows

0 → Ci+1 → Pi → Ci → 0 and 0 → Ki → Ii → Ki+1 → 0.

By doing the corpoduct of the first family and the product of the second family we get the exact
sequences

0 →
⊕
i∈N

Ci+1 →
⊕
i∈N

Pi →M ⊕ (
⊕
i∈N

Ci+1) → 0,
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0 →M ⊕ (
∏
i∈N

Ki+1) →
∏
i∈N

Ii →
∏
i∈N

Ki+1 → 0,

and adding both of them we get the exact sequence

0 →M ⊕ (C ⊕K) → P ⊕ I →M ⊕ (C ⊕K) → 0,

with C :=
⊕

i∈N Ci+1, K :=
∏
i∈NKi+1, P :=

⊕
i∈N Pi and I :=

∏
i∈N Ii. Take an exact sequence

· · · → F1 → F0 → M ⊕ (C ⊕ K) by projectives Fi. Using Horseshoe’s Lemma we obtain the
following commutative and exact diagram

Lm� _

��

� � // F� _

��

// // Lm� _

��
Fm−1

��

� � // Fm−1 ⊕ Fm−1

��

// // Fm−1

��
...

��

...

��

...

��
F0

����

� � // F0 ⊕ F0
// //

����

F0

����
M ⊕ (C ⊕K)

� � // P ⊕ I // // M ⊕ (C ⊕K),

note that pd(P⊕I) = pd(I) ≤ m := pd(I(R)), since P ∈ P(R). Therefore F ∈ P(R). Pasting the
exact sequence 0 → Lm → F → Lm → 0 repeatedly we obtain an acyclic complex by projectives

· · · → F → F → F → · · ·

which from Lemma 3.1 is HomR(−, L)-exact for all L ∈ P(R) ⊆ SFI∨. Thus, Lm ∈ GP and
from the exact sequence

0 → Fm → · · · → F1 → F0 →M ⊕ (C ⊕K) → 0

we get Gpd(M ⊕ (C ⊕ K)) ≤ m. In consequence Gpd(M) ≤ Gpd(M ⊕ (C ⊕ K)) ≤ m, as
desired. □

Remark 3.7. In the conditions of Theorem 3.6 and by [18, Corollary 16 (1)] we obtain that (GP,GP⊥)
is an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair.

As stated earlier, whenever that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨, then the condition silp(R) < ∞, implies
spli(R) < ∞. In the special case where R is an Artin algebra, the equality silp(R) = spli(R) is
equivalent to the Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture in representation theory; [1, Conjecture 13],
[6, §11] and [7, Chapter VII].

Proposition 3.8. LetR be a ring with P(R) ⊆ SFI∨, and such that spli(R) := pd(I(R)) <∞, then:
(i) The equality spli(R) = silp(R) is given.

(ii) If additionally R is an Artin algebra, the Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture is confirmed.

Proof. (i) Is followed by [5, Corollary 2.7], since gl.GPD(R) is finite by Theorem 3.6. The equality
was proven in [7, Chapter VII . Prop. 1.3 (vi)]. Note that Mod(R) is a Gorenstein category in the
sense of A. Beligiannis and I. Reiten [7, Chapter VII . Definition 1.1].
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(ii) For the last statement when R is an Artin algebra, we need refer to the discussion given
by A. Beligiannis and I. Reiten in [7, Chapter VII, after of Remark 2.7]. □

We now return to consider precovers. In the next result, we show that Gorenstein projective
precovers can be obtained with fewer conditions; however, the author does not know whether
such precover is special.

Proposition 3.9. Let R be a ring such that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨, then every R-module has a GP-precover.

Proof. From Lemma 3.1 we know that every acyclic complex of projectives is Hom(−,P(R))-
exact. Now, from [36, Proposition 7.3] we obtain that dwex(P(R)) the class of all acyclic degree-
wise projective complexes of R-modules is precovering in the category Ch(R) of complexes of
R-modules, since (P(R),Mod(R)) is a projective cotorsion pair cogenerated by a set (by the zero
module). Now take M ∈ Mod(R) and consider the complex

D(M) = · · · → 0 →M →M → 0 → · · · ,
which is concentrate in degrees −1 and 0 with M , and whose only nonzero differential d−1 is
the identity of M . Then for D(M) there exists a dwex(P(R))-precover g : P • → D(M). Of
course

P • = · · · → P−2 → P−1 → P 0 → P 1 → · · · ,
is an exact complex of projective R-modules. We set G := Ker(P 0 → P 1), then for the comment
in the first line G ∈ GP , and g induces a morphism g̃ : G → M . At this point the arguments
given in the proof of [36, Theorem A] can be adapted to prove that g̃ : G → M is the desired
GP-precover of M . □

We can further restrict the last condition to effectively find special GP-precovers, as we prove
in the following result.

Theorem 3.10. LetR be a ring and n ∈ N such that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨
n−1. Then GP is special precovering.

Furthermore the cotorsion pairs (GP,GP⊥) and (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) coincide.

Proof. Assume that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨
n . We will show that GP = ⊥(SFI∨

n). Take M ∈ ⊥(SFI∨
n),

then there exists an SFI∨
n-preenvelope α : M → L, which can be chosen as a monomorphism,

since (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is a complete cotorsion pair. Consider the short exact sequence θ : 0 →
K → P 0 φ−→ L → 0 with P 0 ∈ P(R). Since L ∈ SFI∨

n and P 0 ∈ SFI∨
n−1 it follows that

K ∈ SFI∨
n . This implies that Ext1R(M,K) = 0. Applying HomR(M,−) to θ we obtain the exact

sequence
HomR(M,P 0)

φ∗−−→ HomR(M,L) → Ext1R(M,K) = 0.

Thus, for α ∈ HomR(M,L) there exists ψ ∈ HomR(M,P 0) such that φψ = α, as we see in the
following commutative diagram

M
ψ

~~

� p

α

  

f // L′

K �
� // P 0

ϕ

66

φ
// // L

τ

OO

now take f : M → L′ with L′ ∈ SFI∨
n . Since α is SFI∨

n-preenvelope, then there exists a
morphism τ : L → L′ such that f = τα and thus both triangles are commutative. We now
define ϕ := τφ and note that f = τα = τφψ = ϕψ, that is, f is factored through of ψ. Therefore
ψ : M → P 0 is a SFI∨

n-preenvelope of M . Note that ψ is a monomorphism, since α = φψ and
α is mono.
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Consider the exact sequence λ : 0 → M
ψ−→ P 0 → C → 0 where C := CoKer(ψ). Such

sequence is HomR(−,SFI∨
n)-acyclic since ψ is a SFI∨

n-preenvelope, then is HomR(−,P(R))
acyclic, since P(R) ⊆ SFI∨

n−1. We will prove now that C ∈ ⊥SFI∨
n . To do this takeH ∈ SFI∨

n .
Applying HomR(−, H) to λ we obtain the exact sequence

HomR(P
0, H)

(ψ)∗ // // HomR(M,H)
η // Ext1R(C,H) // Ext1R(P

0, H) = 0,

therefore C ∈ ⊥SFI∨
n . Thus, we can repeat this construction to obtain an exact sequence

0 →M → P 0 → P 1 → · · · , with P i ∈ P(R) and such that is HomR(−,P(R))-acyclic. From were
we obtain that ⊥SFI∨

n ⊆ GP . For the oposite containment we already know that GP ⊆ ⊥SFI∨

from [15, Remarks 4.10 (i)]. In consequence GP ⊆ ⊥SFI∨ ⊆ ⊥SFI∨
n . □

The previous Theorem 3.10 allows us to obtain the equality GP⊥ = SFI∨
n , which provides

another answer (with less conditions that Theorem 3.2) to the description requested by M.
Cortés-Izurdiaga, J. Šaroch [11].

Corollary 3.11. Let R be a ring and n ∈ N such that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨
n−1. Then the cotorsion pair

(⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is projective. In consequence fin.SFI(R) ≤ n.

Proof. From Theorem 3.10 and [23, Theorem 5.4] we get that (⊥(SFI∨
n),SFI∨

n) is projective,
since always is complete. Now we can invoque Theorem 3.3 to obtain fin.SFI(R) ≤ n. □

Recall some clases that we will use now. The class of Gorenstein flat R-modules GF consist
of cycles of acyclic complexes of left flat R-modules which remains exact after applying the
functor I ⊗R −, for all I ∈ I(Rop). Also, the class PGF is the presented in [35, §4] called the
class of projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat R-modules which consist of cycles of acyclic
complexes of left projective R-modules that remains exact after applying the functor (I ⊗R −)
for all I ∈ I(Rop).

An interesting relation is given with the Gorenstein projective dimension and the projective
dimension of a module M with id(M) < ∞, indeed the equality Gpd(M) = pd(M) is given,
as was proven in [26, Theorem 2.2]. Also if id(M) < ∞ and when R is two sided coherent
with right finitistic projective dimension finite, then by [26, Theorem 2.6] the equality of the
Gorenstein flat dimension Gfd(M) := resdimGF (M) with the flat dimension fd(M) is given. We
extend such result as follows.

Theorem 3.12. Let R be a ring and M ∈ Mod(R) such that SFI-id(M) <∞. The following equalities
are true.

(i) Gpd(M) = pd(M).
(ii) Gfd(M) = fd(M).

Proof. (i) The inequality Gpd(M) ≤ pd(M) is always true. To see the inverse we can assume
that Gpd(M) = n < ∞. Thus by [10, Lemma 2.17] there exists an exact sequence 0 → M →
P → G → 0 with pd(M) = n and G ∈ GP , since SFI-id(M) < ∞, then Ext1R(G,M) = 0 by [15,
Remarks 4.10 (i)], thus the exact sequence splits and pd(M) ≤ pd(P ) = Gpd(M).

(ii) As above Gfd(M) ≤ fd(M) is always true. Thus, we can assume that Gfd(M) = n < ∞.
An easy induction of [35, Theorem 4.11] shows that for M , there exists an exact sequence 0 →
M → F → G → 0 with fd(F ) ≤ n and G ∈ PGF ⊆ GP , where the last containment is given
by [35, Theorem 4.4]. As before, Ext1R(G,M) = 0 by [15, Remarks 4.10 (i)]. This implies that
fd(M) ≤ fd(F ) ≤ n = Gfd(M). □

In what follows, we address the situation when silp(R) <∞ implies spli(R) <∞, which will
complement the result in Proposition 3.8. Furthermore, using the same argument as before, we
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will confirm the Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture under different conditions. To do this, we
need some tools. Recall from [34] that an R-module M is strongly cotorsion if Ext1R(F,M) = 0
for all F ∈ F(R)∧. We denote by SC the class of all strongly cotorsion R-modules. Is clear
that every injective is strongly cotorsion, furthermore every Gorenstein injective is also strongly
cotorsion [9, Proposition 1.1].

Lemma 3.13. Let R be a ring such that I(R) ⊆ F(R)∧, then every acyclic complex of injectives is
HomR(I(R),−)-exact.

Proof. From [9, Proposition 1.1] we know that every cycle module in an acyclic complex of
strongly cotorsion modules is strongly cotorsion. Since I(R) ⊆ SC, then every acyclic com-
plex of injectives I• is an acyclic complex of strongly cotorsion modules with cycles strongly
cotorsion. It follows from [33, Lemma 3.1] and the dual of [4, Lemma 3.10 (b)] that I• is
HomR(F(R)∧,−)-exact. Thus, the condition I(R) ⊆ F(R)∧ implies in particular that I• is
also HomR(I(R),−)-exact. □

The notation gl.GID(R) denotes the global Gorenstein injective dimension of R, given by
sup{Gid(M) :M ∈ Mod(R)}, in where Gid(M) := coresdimGI(M).

Theorem 3.14. Let R be a ring such that I(R) ⊆ F(R)∧ and silp(R) := id(P(R)) < ∞, then
gl.GID(R) <∞.

Proof. The dual arguments given in Theorem 3.6 works appliying Lemma 3.13 instead of Lemma
3.1 and appliying silp(R) <∞ instead spli(R) <∞. □

In consequence we have the following result.

Proposition 3.15. Let R be a ring with I(R) ⊆ F(R)∧ and silp(R) := id(P(R)) <∞, then:
(i) The equality silp(R) = spli(R) is given.

(ii) If additionally R is an Artin algebra, the Gorenstein Symmetry Conjecture is confirmed.

Proof. The arguments presented in the proof of Proposition 3.8 can de adapted. □

The following result is easily obtained.

Corollary 3.16. If R is a ring such that P(R) ⊆ SFI∨ and I(R) ⊆ F(R)∧, then

silp(R) <∞, if and only if, spli(R) <∞.

4. PRECOVERS FROM SEMIDUALIZING BIMODULES

Below we provide an additional way to guarantee special GP-precovers, for this, we use
a generalized class of Gorenstein projective modules. We will also obtain complete cotorsion
pairs.

We recall some facts and a definitions adapted to our setting. Let R and S be associative
rings with identities. In [2] Araya, Takahashi and Yoshino introduced the notion semidualizing
bimodules SCR. Associated to a semidualizing bimodule SCR we have the Auslander and
Bass classes, introduced by Foxby in [19]. We denote the Auslander class by AC(S

op). It was
recently proved by Huang in [27, Corollary 3.4] that (AC(R),AC(R

op)⊥) is a hereditary and
perfect cotorsion pair1. In particular such pair is hereditary and complete. We recall the notion
of C-injectiveR-modules [25, Definition 5.1] , which is the class IC(R) consisting byR-modules
of the form HomS(C, I) where I ∈ I(S).

1Note that Huang [27] works with RCS , instead SCR.
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We denote by GPAC
to the class of (P(R),AC(R))-Gorenstein projective R-modules in the

sense of [4, Definition 3.2]. Note that under this notion GPAC
⊆ GP . Finally we recall the

following notion.

Definition 4.1 (GP-admissible pair). [4, Definition 3.1]. A pair (X ,Y) ⊆ Mod(R) × Mod(R) is
GP-admissible if satisfies the following conditions:

(1) Ext≥1
R (X ,Y) = 0.

(2) For every A ∈ Mod(R) there is an epimorphism X → A with X ∈ X .
(3) X and Y are closed under finite coproducts.
(4) X is closed under extensions.
(5) X ∩ Y is a relative cogenerator in X , that is, for every X ∈ X there is an exact sequence

0 → X →W → X ′ → 0 with X ′ ∈ X and W ∈ X ∩ Y .

We are ready to state a couple of results, from where we will obtain in each case a complete
cotorsion pair, where from we will obtain a family of cotorsion pairs based on an initial cotorsion
pair.

Theorem 4.2. Let SCR be a semidualizing (S,R)-bimodule. The class GPAC
is special precovering

under the following conditions.
(i) When AC(R) ⊆ GP∧

AC
.

(ii) If pd(IC(R)) ≤ m and id(AC(R)) <∞.
Furthermore, in each case we obtain an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair (GPAC

,GP⊥
AC

)

Proof. (i) The containment AC(R) ⊆ GP∧
AC

, implies that all N ∈ AC(R) possesses a special
GPAC

-precover by [4, Theorem 4.1], since (P(R),AC(R)) forms a GP-admissible pair [4, Def-
inition 3.1]. We know that the pair (AC(R),AC(R)

⊥) is a perfect cotorsion pair, then by [17,
Theorem 8] we get that the class GPAC

is special precovering, since from [14, Proposition 3.9]
also GP ⊆ AC(R), and by definition GPAC

⊆ GP
(ii) We will do the proof in two parts, to the first only assume that pd(IC(R)) ≤ m. Take

M ∈ AC(R). By [14, Proposition 3.12] there exists an exact sequence

0 →M → U0 → U1 → · · ·
where each U i ∈ IC(R).

From the inequality pd(IC(R)) ≤ m and [8, Ch. XVII, §1 Proposition 1.3] we can construct
the following commutative diagram

0 // Q� _

��

� � // P 0
m� _

��

// P 1
m� _

��

// · · ·

0 // Qm−1
//

��

P 0
m−1

��

// P 1
m−1

��

// · · ·

...

��

...

��

...

��
0 // Q0

����

// P 0
0

����

// P 1
0

����

// · · ·

0 // M �
� // U0 // U1 // · · ·
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such that P ji ∈ P(R) for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m} and all j ≥ 0. With Qi := Ker(P 0
i → P 1

i ) ∈ P(R)
for all i ∈ {0, . . . ,m− 1} and

Λ : 0 → Q→ P 0
m → P 1

m → · · ·
Θ : 0 → Q→ Qm−1 → · · · → Q0 →M → 0

are acyclic complexes. Note that the complex Λ can be completed on the left with a resolution
by projective R-modules, thus we obtain an acyclic complex by projectives Λ̃. Note that Λ̃ and
Θ were constructed only with the condition pd(IC(R)) ≤ m.

To the second part we will assume id(AC(R)) <∞. Then, by [3, Lemma 3.6] the acyclic com-
plex Λ̃ is HomR(−,AC(R))-exact, from where Q ∈ GPAC

. But then, from the acyclic complex
Θ we obtain that resdimGPAC

(M) ≤ m, that is M ∈ [GPAC
]
∧
m. We prove under this conditions

that AC(R) ⊆ [GPAC
]
∧
m, and so the result follows from (i).

The furthermore part follows from [24, Proposition 29]. □

From the ideas we have developed so far, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let SCR be a semidualizing (S,R)-bimodule. Then the class GP is special precovering
under the following situations.

(i) If AC(R) ⊆ P(R)∧.
(ii) If pd(IC(R)) ≤ m and P(R) ⊆ SFI∨.

Furthermore, in each case we obtain an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair (GP,GP⊥)

Proof. (i) Indeed, the condition AC(R) ⊆ P(R)∧ implies that AC(R) ⊆ GP∧, since every pro-
jective is Gorenstein projective. Thus, from [17, Theorem 8] and since (AC(R),AC(R)

⊥) is a
complete cotorsion pair, we get GP is special precovering.

(ii) Take M ∈ AC(R), since pd(IC(R)) ≤ m, then by the first part in Theorem 4.2 (ii),
we get an acyclic complex of projectives Λ̃, and another Θ. By Lemma 3.1 the complex Λ̃ is
HomR(−,P(R))-exact, since P(R) ⊆ SFI∨. Then, in the acyclic complex Θ we obtain Q ∈ GP ,
that is M ∈ GP∧. Thus, every M ∈ AC(R) possesses a special GP-precover, then by [17, Theo-
rem 8] we get that GP is special precovering.

The last part follows from [24, Proposition 29]. □

The previous result allows us to obtain a family of cotorsion pairs and a family Hovey triples,
which can be seen as a Gorenstein projective counterpart of Rachid’s work [29] from which the
following statements are inspired, but in a more general environment.

Lemma 4.4. Let R be a ring and L ⊆ Mod(R) such that (P(R),L) is a GP-admissible pair. For
M ∈ Mod(R) and m ∈ N consider the following statements.

(i) M ∈ [GPL]
∧
m,

(ii) Ext1R(M,E) = 0 for all E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L .
Then (i) ⇒ (ii). If the pair (GPL,GP⊥1

L ) is a complete cotorsion pair, then (ii) ⇒ (i), and thus both
conditions are equivalent.

Proof. We will use the following equality P(R)∧m = GP⊥1

L ∩ [GPL]
∧
m. From [4, Corollaries 5.2 (b)

and 4.3 (c) ] we have the containment P(R)∧m ⊆ GP⊥1

L ∩ [GPL]
∧
m. Now if M ∈ GP⊥1

L ∩ [GPL]
∧
m

then from [4, Theorem 4.1 (b)] there is an exact sequence γ : 0 → M → H → G → 0 with
H ∈ P(R)∧m and G ∈ GPL, this implies that the previous sequence γ splits, since M ∈ GP⊥1

L ,
and so M is direct summand of H ∈ P(R)∧m.

(i) ⇒ (ii). By induction over m. If m = 0 is clear. Now assume that m > 0. From [4, Theorem
4.1 (a)] there is an exact sequence θ : 0 → K → G → M → 0 with K ∈ P(R)∧m−1 and G ∈ GPL.
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By definition there is an exact sequence 0 → G → P → G′ → 0 with P ∈ P(R) and G′ ∈ GPL.
We can construct the following p.o digram

K �
� // G� _

��
po

// // M� _

��
K
� � // P // // Q

Where Q ∈ P(R)∧m. For E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 , applying HomR(−, E) we obtain the following com-
mutative diagram

HomR(M,E)
� � // HomR(G,E) // HomR(K,E)

HomR(Q,E)
� � //

OO

HomR(P,E) //

OO

HomR(K,E) // Ext1R(Q,E) = 0,

Thus HomR(G,E) → HomR(K,E) is an epimorphism for all E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 . Now assume that
E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L . From the above and θ we have the exact sequence

HomR(G,E) ↠ HomR(K,E) → Ext1R(M,E) → Ext1R(G,E) = 0

Therefore, we conclude Ext1R(M,E) = 0 for all E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L .
(ii) ⇒ (i). Let us suppose that (GPL,GP⊥1

L ) is a complete cotorsion pair and that for M ∈
Mod(R) we have Ext1R(M,E) = 0 for all E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L . We will use the equivalence
of [4, Corollary 4.3 (c)]. For M ∈ Mod(R) there is an exact sequence 0 → M → H → Q → 0,
with H ∈ GP⊥1

L and Q ∈ GPL. Applying HomR(−, E) we have the exact sequence

Ext1R(Q,E) → Ext1R(H,E) → Ext1R(M,E) = 0

where Ext1R(Q,E) = 0 since Q ∈ GPL and E ∈ GP⊥1

L . Therefore Ext1R(H,E) = 0 for all
E ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L , we will use this fact at the end.
From [13, Theorem 7.4.6], forH there is an exact sequence 0 → K ′ → H ′ → H → 0, withH ′ ∈

P(R)∧m and K ′ ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 . Note that H,H ′ ∈ GP⊥1

L (since P(R) ⊆ GP⊥1

L implies P(R)∧m ⊆
GP⊥1

L by the dual of [4, Lemma 2.6]). This implies that K ′ ∈ GP⊥1

L , i.e. K ′ ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩GP⊥1

L ,
so that Ext1R(H,K ′) = 0. That is 0 → K ′ → H ′ → H → 0 splits, therefore H ∈ P(R)∧m. Thus,
the exact sequence 0 →M → H → Q→ 0 fulfils with the conditions of [4, Corollary 4.3 (c)]. □

With the above, we are ready to obtain the expected family of cotorsion pairs.

Theorem 4.5. Let R be a ring and L ⊆ Mod(R) such that (P(R),L) is a GP-admissible pair. If
(GPL,GP⊥1

L ) is a complete cotorsion pair, then for each m > 0 the pair(
[GPL]

∧
m, [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L

)
,

is a complete and hereditary cotorsion pair.

Proof. From Lemma 4.4 we know that following;

[GPL]
∧
m = ⊥1

(
[P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L

)
and [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L ⊆ ([GPL]
∧
m)⊥1 .

For the other hand we have that P(R)∧m ∪ GPL ⊆ [GPL]
∧
m ∪ GPL = [GPL]

∧
m. Then, taking

orthogonals
([GPL]

∧
m)

⊥1 ⊆ (P(R)∧m ∪ GPL)
⊥1 = (P(R)∧m)⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L .
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This implies that ([GPL]
∧
m)

⊥1 = (P(R)∧m)⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L . Since the class [GPL]
∧
m is closed by ker-

nels of epimorphisms [4, Corollary 4.10], we conclude that such cotorsion pair is hereditary.
It remains to prove that such a pair is complete. We know that (GPL,GP⊥1

L ) is complete as
well as (P(R)∧m, [P(R)∧m]⊥1) [13, Theorem 7.4.6], thus for M ∈ Mod(R) there is an exact se-
quence 0 → K → H → M → 0 → 0 with H ∈ GPL and K ∈ GP⊥1

L . And to this K there
is 0 → K → S → E → 0 with S ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 and E ∈ P(R)∧m. Consider the following p.o.
diagram

K� _

��

� � //

po

H� _

��

// // M

S �
� //

����

G // //

����

M

E E

Where S ∈ GP⊥1

L , since K ∈ GP⊥1

L and E ∈ P(R)∧m ⊆ GP⊥1

L . That is S ∈ [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L .
Now, since H ∈ GPL ⊆ [GPL]

∧
m and E ∈ P(R)∧m ⊆ [GPL]

∧
m it follows that G ∈ [GPL]

∧
m. Thus

the exact sequence that works is 0 → S → G→M → 0. □

As an expected consequence we also obtain a Hovey triple in Mod(R).

Corollary 4.6. Let R be a ring and L ⊆ Mod(R) such that (P(R),L) is a GP-admissible pair. If
(GPL,GP⊥1

L ) is a complete cotorsion pair, then for each m > 0 there is a hereditary Hovey triple in
Mod(R) given by (

[GPL]
∧
m, GP

⊥1

L , [P(R)∧m]⊥1

)
Whose homotopy category is the stable category [GPL]

∧
m ∩ [P(R)∧m]⊥1/([P(R)∧m] ∩ [P(R)∧m]⊥1).

Proof. We will apply [22, Theorem 1.2]. Note that the hereditary and complete cotorsion pairs
([GPL]

∧
m, [P(R)∧m]⊥1 ∩ GP⊥1

L ) and (P(R)∧m, [P(R)∧m]⊥1) are compatible, since from the proof of
Lemma 4.4 we know that P(R)∧m = GP⊥1

L ∩ [GPL]
∧
m. While the last assertion follows from [32,

Theorem 6.21]. □

Remark 4.7. Of course Theorem 4.5 is applicable to L = P(R), and so we return to GP . Thus, we
can see that (GP,GP⊥) is an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair, if and only if there exists a non-
negative integer m such that ([GP]∧m, [GP]∧m

⊥
)) is an hereditary and complete cotorsion pair. Indeed, if

([GP]∧m, [GP]∧m
⊥
)) is hereditary and complete. Then, from [17, Theorem 8], also is (GP,GP⊥), since

trivially GP ⊆ GP∧
m and all M ∈ GP∧

m possesses a special GP-precover. The other implication is
Theorem 4.5.
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