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GORENSTEIN FLAT REPRESENTATIONS OF LEFT ROOTED
QUIVERS

ZHENXING DI, SERGIO ESTRADA, LI LIANG, AND SINEM ODABASI

ABSTRACT. We study Gorenstein flat objects in the category Rep(Q, R) of rep-
resentations of a left rooted quiver @ with values in Mod(R), the category of
all left R-modules, where R is an arbitrary associative ring. We show that a
representation X in Rep(Q, R) is Gorenstein flat if and only if for each vertex
i the canonical homomorphism ¢X : @4.j;X(j) — X (i) is injective, and
the left R-modules X (i) and Coker ¢X are Gorenstein flat. As an application
of this result, we show that there is a hereditary abelian model structure on
Rep(Q, R) whose cofibrant objects are precisely the Gorenstein flat represen-
tations, fibrant objects are precisely the cotorsion representations, and trivial
objects are precisely the representations with values in the right orthogonal
category of all projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat left R-modules.

INTRODUCTION

The study of the module-valued representations of quivers is an important topic
in current research in representation theory of groups and algebras. Our present
work is motivated by a series of results on module-valued representations over left
rooted quivers. Before introducing the results that inspired us, let us introduce
some necessary notation. Throughout this section, @ = (Qo, Q1) is a left rooted
quiver, where Q¢ and )1 are the sets of all vertices and arrows in @, respectively.
Denote by Rep(@, R) the category of representations of @ with values in Mod(R).
For every vertex i € Qo and every representation X in Rep(Q, R), there exists a
canonical homomorphism

o Bacqr—iX(s(a)) — X (i),

where s(a) is as usual the source of the arrow a € Q1.

Enochs and Estrada gave in [B) thm. 3.1] the characterization of a projective
representation by showing that a representation X in Rep(Q, R) is projective if and
only if ¢X is a monomorphism, and the left R-modules X (i) and Coker ¢X are
projective for each vertex ¢ € QQg. A similar characterization for flat representa-
tions (colimits of projective representations) was proved by Enochs, Oyonarte and
Torrecillas in [I0, thm. 3.7]. They are exactly the representations X in Rep(Q, R)
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for which ¢X is a monomorphism, and the R-modules X (i) and Coker ¢X are flat
for all vertex 7 € Q.

As two primary generalizations of modules having Gorenstein dimension 0 in-
troduced by Auslander and Bridger [I] to modules that are not finitely generated,
Gorenstein projective modules and Gorenstein flat modules were introduced by
Enochs, Jenda and Torrecillas in [7] and [9], and further treated by Holm in [I6].
Eshraghi, Hafezi and Salarian gave in [11] thm. 3.5.1] the structure of a Gorenstein
projective representation in Rep(Q, R). Surprisingly, the characterization of Goren-
stein projective representations carries over the form of the above projective ones
without more assumptions. They showed that a representation X in Rep(Q, R) is
Gorenstein projective if and only if ;X is a monomorphism, and the left R-modules
X (i) and Coker ¢X are Gorenstein projective for all vertex i € Qq.

In the present paper, we study Gorenstein flat representations in Rep(Q, R). The
first step in describing Gorenstein flat representations is to identify the notion of
tensor products in Rep(@, R). Let X be a representation in Rep(Q, R). Inspired
by the work of Salarian and Vahed [21], we construct a tensor product functor
— ®g X (see ), which has enough nice expected attributes. For example, a
representation X in Rep(Q, R) is flat if and only if the functor — ®¢g X is exact;
see Theorem [[.L]] With the notion of tensor products in hand, we can give the
definition of Gorenstein flat representations in Rep(Q, R) in the routine way; see
Definition Our first main result asserts that a Gorenstein flat representation
in Rep(Q, R) can be described similarly as follows.

Theorem A. Let Q) be a left rooted quiver and X € Rep(Q, R). Then X is Goren-
stein flat if and only if X is in ®(GF(R)), that is, for each vertex i € Qq the
homomorphism @X : Daeqr—iX (s(a)) — X(i) is injective, and the left R-modules
X (i) and C;i(X) are Gorenstein flat.

x ok X

Hovey studied extensively in [I8] model structures on abelian categories. The most
celebrated result in [I8], which is now known as Hovey's correspondence, says that
an abelian model structure on an abelian category A is equivalent to a triple of
subcategories (C,W,F) in A such that W is thick and (C,W N F) and (CNW,F)
form two complete cotorsion pairs (here, W (resp., C and F) is the subcategory of
A consisting of all trivial (resp., cofibrant and fibrant) objects associated to the
corresponding abelian model structure). Hovey’s correspondence makes it clear
that an abelian model structure on A can be succinctly represented by the triple
(C,W, F). Therefore, one often refers to such a triple as an abelian model structure
in literatures, and call it a Hovey triple.

Holm and Jgrgensen [I7] proved that if an abelian category A satisfies some mild
conditions, then every complete hereditary cotorsion pair in A induces two heredi-
tary cotorsion pairs in Rep(Q, A), which gives a “quiver representation version” of
[12, cor. 3.8] by Gillespie on cotorsion pairs in the categories of chain complexes.
Odabag further showed in [I9] that the two induced cotorsion pairs are complete as
well. These wonderful results help us to obtain the following result, which asserts
that a hereditary Hovey triple (C,W,F) on A can induce a hereditary Hovey triple
on Rep(Q, A) with trivial objects are precisely the representations with values in W
(here by “hereditary Hovey triple” we mean that the two associated cotorsion pairs
in Hovey’s correspondence are hereditary); see Section 1 for unexplained notation.
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Theorem B. Let Q) be a left rooted quiver and A an abelian category with enough
injectives which satisfies the axiom AB4 (e.g. Grothendieck category). Then any
hereditary Hovey triple (C,W,F) on A induces an hereditary Hovey triple

(®(C), Rep(Q, W), Rep(@Q, F))
on Rep(Q, A).

Gillespie [I5] constructed, over any coherent ring A, a new hereditary abelian
model structure, the Gorenstein flat model structure, on Mod(A) by showing that
there exists a thick subcategory W(A) such that (GF(A), W(A), Cot(A)) forms a
hereditary Hovey triple on Mod(A) (here GF(A) and Cot(A) denote the subcategory
of Mod(A) consisting of all Gorenstein flat and cotorsion A-modules, respectively).
Recently, Saroch and St’ovicek [22] extended the above Gorenstein flat model struc-
ture to an arbitrary ring R; they showed that (GF(R), PGF(R)*, Cot(R)) forms a
hereditary Hovey triple on Mod(R), where PGF(R)~ is the right orthogonal cat-
egory of all projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat R-modules. As an application
of Theorems [A] and [B] we obtain a Gorenstein flat model structure on Rep(Q, R)
in which we give explicit descriptions of the subcategories of trivial, cofibrant and
fibrant objects.

Theorem C. Let Q be a left rooted quiver. Then there is a hereditary Hovey triple

(GF(Q), PGF(Q)™, Cot(Q))
on Rep(Q, R) in which GF(Q) = ®(GF(R)), PGF(Q)* = Rep(Q,PGF(R)") and
Cot(Q) = Rep(Q, Cot(R)).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 1 contains some necessary notation
and terminology for use throughout this paper. In Section 2, we give the definition
of tensor product functors in Rep(@, R), and show the relation with flat represen-
tations. In Section 3, we introduce the notion of Gorenstein flat representations
in Rep(Q, R), and give the proof of Theorem [Al Section 4 is devoted to giving the
proof of Theorem [Bl Finally, we give an Appendix for reproving two key Lemmas
and over a more simple quiver with 4 vertices to comprehend the ideas of
the proofs.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, all rings are assumed to be associative with identity. Let R
be a ring; we adopt the convention that an R-module is a left R-module, and we
refer to right R-modules as modules over the opposite ring R°P. We let Mod(R)
denote the category of all R-modules, and denote by GF(R) (resp., Flat(R), Prj(R)
and Cot(R)) the subcategory of Mod(R) consisting of all Gorenstein flat (resp., flat,
projective and cotorsion) R-modules.

1.1 Gorenstein flat/injective modules. An R-module M is called Gorenstein
flat (see e.g. Enochs and Jenda [8]) if there is an exact sequence
R A A L

of flat R-modules with M = Ker(F? — F'), such that it remains exact after ap-
plying the functor E’ ® p — for every injective R°*-module E’. The subcategory of
all Gorenstein flat R-modules is denoted GF(R).
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An R-module M is called Gorenstein injective (see e.g. [§]) if there is an exact
sequence
Y I A Ly
of injective R-modules with M = Ker(I° — I'), such that it remains exact after
applying the functor Hompg (F, —) for every injective R-module E. The subcategory
of all Gorenstein injective R-modules is denoted GI(R).

1.2 Cotorsion pairs. Let A be an abelian category with enough projectives and
injectives. A pair (X,Y) of subcategories of A is called a cotorsion pair if Xt =Y
and 1Y = X. Here

Xt ={N € A| Extp(X,N) =0 for all X € X}, and
LY ={M e A| Exta(M,Y) =0 forall Y € Y}.
Recall from [§] that a cotorsion pair (X,Y) is complete if for each object M in A
there is an exact squence 0 - M — Y — X — O with X ¢ Xand Y € Y (or
equivalently, there is an exact squence 0 — Y’ — X’ — M — 0 with X’ € X and
Y’ € Y). A cotorsion pair (X,Y) is called hereditary if Exta(X,Y) = 0 for each
X eXandY €V, and all i > 1. A cotorsion pair (X,Y) is called perfect if all
objects in A have X-covers and Y-envelopes in the sense of [§].

1.3 Quivers and representations. A quiver @ is actually a directed graph with
vertex set @y and arrow set Q1. The symbol Q°P denotes the opposite quiver
of @, which is obtained by reversing arrows of (). For an arrow a € @, we
always write s(a) for its source and t(a) for its target. For a vertex i € Qo we let
Q™" denote the set Qi7" = {a € Q1 | s(a) = i}, and let Q77" denote the set
Qi7" ={a€ Q1| tla) =1i}.

Let @ be a quiver and A an abelian category. By a representation X of @@ we
mean a functor from @ to A, which is determined by associating an object in A to
each vertex ¢ € Qg and a morphism X (a) : X (i) — X (j) to each arrow a : i — j in
Q1.

Let X and Y be representations of Q). A morphism f from X to Y is a natural
transformation, that is, a family of morphisms {f(¢) : X (i) — Y (¢) }scq, such that
Y(a)o f(i) = f(j) o X(a) for each arrow a : 7 — j.

The representations of @) constitute a Grothendieck category with enough pro-
jectives, which is denoted Rep(Q, A). In particular, if A = Mod(R) then we use the
notation Rep(Q, R) instead of Rep(Q, Mod(R)).

1.4. Let @ be a quiver. For each X € Rep(Q,A) and each vertex i € Qg, by the
universal property of coproducts, there is a unique morphism
galX : @aeQTﬂ-X(s(a)) — X(i).

Let C;(X) denote the cokernel of ¢:; it yields a functor from Rep(Q,A) to A.
Dually, there is a unique morphism

¥ X (i) = Myeqioe X (t(a)).

The symbol K;(X) denotes the kernel of 97X, which also yields a functor from
Rep(Q, A) to A.
For a subcategory X of A, we set

* Rep(Q,X) = {X € Rep(Q,A) | X(z) € X},
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X ; .
_ ;" is a monomorphism and
o O(X) = {X € Rep(Q, A) ‘ Co(X), X (i) € X for all i € Qo } and
_ 1/)Z-X is an epimorphism and
* Y= {X € Rep(Q.A) ' K;(X), X (i) € X for all i € Qq

1.5 Left rooted quivers. Let @ be a quiver. It follows from [I0] that there is a
transfinite sequence {V4, }aordinal Of subsets of Qg as follows:
For the first ordinal o = 0 set Vp = ), for a successor ordinal o + 1 set

Vat1 = {i € Qo | 7 is not the target of any arrow a € Q1 with s(a) ¢ Up<aVs},

and for a limit ordinal o set V,, = Ug<q V3.
It is clear that Vi = {i € Qo | there is no arrow a € @y with t(a) = i}. By [I7
lem. 2.7] and [I7] cor. 2.8], there is a chain

VicVa € CQo,

and if a : i — j is an arrow in @) with j € V441 for some ordinal «, then ¢ must
be in V.

Following [I0, def. 3.5] a quiver @ is called left rooted if there exists an ordinal
A such that V), = Qo. By [10, prop. 3.6], a quiver @ is left rooted if and only if it
has no infinite sequence of arrows of the form --- — e — e — e (not necessarily
different). So the left rooted quivers constitute quite a large class of quivers.

The next result is concluded by [I7, thm. 7.4, 7.6 and 7.9] and [I9, thm. 4.6].
Recall that an abelian category A satisfies the axiom AB4 provided that A is co-
complete such that any coproduct of monomorphisms in A is a monomorphism.

1.6 Lemma. Let ) be a left rooted quiver and A an abelian category with enough
injectives which satisfies the axiom AB4 (e.g. Grothendieck category). If (X,Y)
is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in A, then (®(X), Rep(Q,Y)) is a complete
hereditary cotorsion pair in Rep(Q, A).

1.7 Flat and cotorsion representations. Recall from [I0] that a representation
X € Rep(Q, R) is flat if it is a colimit of projective representations. The subcategory
of all flat representations in Rep(Q, R) is denoted Flat(Q). A representation X in
Rep(Q, R) is called cotorsion if it is in Flat(Q)*. The subcategory of all cotorsion
representations in Rep(Q, R) is denoted Cot(Q).

The next result can be found in [I0, thm. 3.7].

1.8 Lemma. Let @ be a left rooted quiver and X € Rep(Q, R). Then X is flat if
and only if X is in ®(Flat(R)).

The equality in the statement of the following result was first proved by Oyonarte
[20, thm. 6].

1.9 Lemma. Let Q be a left rooted quiver. Then (Flat(Q), Cot(Q)) is a complete
hereditary cotorsion pair with Cot(Q) = Rep(Q, Cot(R)).

Proof. It follows from [3, prop. 2] that (Flat(R), Cot(R)) is a complete hereditary
cotorsion pair in Mod(R), so (Flat(@),Rep(@, Cot(R))) is a complete hereditary
cotorsion pair in Rep(@, R) by Lemmas and [[L8 Thus one has Cot(Q) =

Rep(Q, Cot(R)). O
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2. A DEFINITION OF TENSOR PRODUCTS OF REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, inspired by the work of Salarian and Vahed [21], we give a definition
of tensor product functors in the category of representations and collect some basic
results, which are used in the rest of the paper.

2.1 Tensor products of representations. Let X € Rep(Q, R) be a representa-
tion of quivers. We construct for any Z-module G, a representation Hom (X, G) €
Rep(Q°P, R°P) as follows.

e For each vertex i € Q¢°, set Hom (X, G)(i) = Homz(X (i), G);
e For each arrow a : i — j in Q" define Hom (X, G)(a) = Homgz (X (a°?),G) :
Hom (X, G)(i) — Hom (X, G)(j), where a°? : j — i is an arrow in Q.

It is evident that Hom (X, —) is a functor from the category Mod(Z) of all Z-
modules to Rep(Q°P, R°?). This functor is left exact and preserves arbitrary prod-
ucts, so it has a left adjoint from Rep(Q°P, R°?) to Mod(Z), which is denoted — ®¢ X
and will play the role of the tensor product in our work.

The next result is clear from the definition, which is used frequently in this paper.
2.2 Theorem. Let X be in Rep(Q,R) and Y in Rep(Q°P, R°?). Then for each
G € Mod(Z) there is a natural isomorphism

Homy, (Y ®q X, G) = Homgor (Y, HOHl(AX7 G)) .

In the following, we collect some basic results on tensor products. We always let
X denote Hom (X, Q/Z) € Rep(Q°P, R°P).

2.3 Proposition. Let X be in Rep(Q, R) and Y in Rep(Q°P, R°?). Then there is
a natural isomorphism
Y @q (0pXp) = Gp(Y ®q Xp) -

Proof. By Theorem one has

(Y @@ (®pX,))" = Homge (Y, (©pX;)")
I, Homge (Y, (X,)T)
IL(Y ®q Xp)Jr
(@p(Y ®q Xp))Jr
Thus there is an isomorphism Y ®¢ (©,X,) = @,(Y @¢ Xp). O

1R

1%

2.4 Lemma. Let X be in Rep(Q, R) and Y in Rep(Q°P, R°?). Then for each G €
Mod(Z) there is a natural isomorphism

Homge (Y, Hom (X, G)) =2 Homg (X, Hom (Y, G)) .

Proof. Let f = {f(i) : Y (i) - Hom(X, G)(?) }scq, be in Homge (Y, Hom (X, G)).
For each i € Qq, the swap map

¢YWEXE) : Hom ge (Y (7), Homz (X (1), G)) — Hompg (X (i), Homz (Y (i), G))

is an isomorphism with the inverse (X&Y' (@) So {¢YOEXO(£(7))}icq, is a mor-
phism from Y to Hom (X, G). Set

¢YEX  Homge (Y, Hom(X, G)) — Homg(X, Hom(Y, G))
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with ¢YEX(f) = {¢YDEGX@(f(i))}iego- Then it has an inverse (XY, Thus one
gets the isomorphism in the statement. O

2.5 Proposition. Let X be in Rep(Q, R) and Y in Rep(Q°P, R°?). Then there is
a natural isomorphism

Yo X=X®gwY.
Proof. By Propositions and Lemma 2.4 one has

(Y ®0 X)" = Homge (Y, X ™)

Homg (X, V)
(X ®@ge V).
So Y ®g X is isomorphic to X ®ge Y. O

1

The next lemma is from Enochs, Estrada and Garcia Rozas [6l cor. 6.7].

2.6 Lemma. Let Q be a left rooted quiver and X € Rep(Q, R). Then X is flat if
and only if X is injective in Rep(Q°P, R°P).

We end this section with the following result, which may assert that our definition
of tensor products of representations is reasonable.

2.7 Theorem. Let Q be a left rooted quiver and X € Rep(Q, R). Then X is flat
if and only if the functor — ®¢g X is exact.

Proof. We assume that X is flat and fix an exact sequence 0 - Y’ - Y —Y" — 0
in Rep(Q°P, R°P). By Lemma [2.6] X is injective in Rep(Q°P, R°P), so the sequence

0 — Homge (Y, X*) — Homges (Y, X 7) — Homge (Y, X1) = 0
is exact. It follows from Theorem 2.2 that the sequence
0=2Y 00X =YX =>Y"®pX —0.

So the functor — ®¢g X is exact. Conversely, it is easy to see that X is injective,
so X is flat by Lemma [Z0 O

3. GORENSTEIN FLAT REPRESENTATIONS OF QUIVERS

In this section we prove Theorem A in the introduction. We begin with the following
definitions.

3.1 Gorenstein injective representations of quivers. A representation Y €
Rep(Q°P, R°P) is called Gorenstein injective if there is an exact sequence

=L Iy =17 —---

in Rep(Q°P, R°?) with each I; injective for all ¢ € Z, such that X = Coker(I; — Ip)
and the sequence remains exact after applying the functor Homge (E, —) for every
injective representation F € Rep(Q°P, R°P).

It follows from Eshraghi, Hafezi and Salarian [I1}, thm. 3.5.1] that if @ is a left
rooted quiver (in this case Q°P is a right rooted quiver) then Y € Rep(Q°P, R°P)
is Gorenstein injective if and only if ¥ is in ¥(GI(R°P)), that is, for each i € Qo
the homomorphism v} is surjective, and the R°P-modules Y (i) and Kerv} are
Gorenstein injective.
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3.2 Definition. A representation X € Rep(Q, R) is called Gorenstein flat if there
is an exact sequence

e Fy > Fy— F_1 — -
in Rep(Q, R) with each F; flat for all i € Z, such that X = Coker(F; — Fp) and the
sequence remains exact after applying the functor £ ®¢g — for every injective repre-

sentation £ € Rep(Q°P, R°?). The subcategory of all Gorenstein flat representations
in Rep(@, R) is denoted GF(Q).

3.3 Lemma. Let Q be a left rooted quiver and X € Rep(Q, R). If X is Gorenstein
flat, then X is in ®(GF(R)), that is, for each vertex i € Qo the homomorphism
X - Dacqr—iX (s(a)) — X (i) is injective, and the R-modules X (i) and C;(X) are
Gorenstein flat.

Proof. Since X is Gorenstein flat, there exists an exact sequence
F=..-—-F—>F—>F1—- -

in Rep(Q, R) with each F; flat for all j € Z, such that X = Coker(Fy — Fy) and
the sequence E Q¢ F is exact for every injective representation E € Rep(Q°P, R°P).
Fix an integer j. By Enochs, Oyonarte and Torrecillas [10, prop. 3.4], for each
i € Qo the homomorphism cpfj t DaeqriFj(s(a)) — Fj(i) is injective, and the
R-modules F;(i) and C;(F}) are flat. Consider the following commutative diagram
with exact rows and columns:

0 — BaeqriFi(s(a)) — Fi(i) — Ci(F1) — 0

0 — Bocgr - Fo(s(a) — Foli) — Ci(Fy) — 0 (+)

0— @aeQTﬁ»iFfl(S(G)) e Ffl(l) e Cl(Ffl) — 0.

! l l

X
So the induced sequence 0 — @®,¢q:—i X (s(a)) Py X(i) — Ci(X) — 0 is exact.

~

For every injective representation £ € Rep(Q°P, R°P), one has Homge (E, FT) =
(E®qg F)T is exact by Proposition 2.2 so [11, thm. 3.1.6(i)] yields that F(i)* is
a totally acyclic complex of injective R°P-modules; as Q°P is right rooted. Thus
for each injective R°P-module I, the complex I ®g F(i) is acyclic. Hence X (i) is
Gorenstein flat. The complex I @ (Sqeq:—:F(s(a))) is acyclic and each C;(Fj)
is flat for j € Z, so from the diagram (x) one gets that the complex I @ C;(F) is
acyclic. Thus C;(X) is Gorenstein flat. O

The next result paves the way for Lemma which is used in the proof of
Theorem A in the introduction; it is proved using the Snake Lemma.



GORENSTEIN FLAT REPRESENTATIONS OF LEFT ROOTED QUIVERS 9

3.4 Lemma. Let W and X be subcategories of Mod(R), and let 0 — X7 — X5 —
X3 — 0 be an exact sequence in X. If there exist two exact sequence 0 — X1 —
Wy — X! - 0and 0 — X3 — W3 — X — 0 with W1, Ws € W and X, X; € X
such that Extg (X3, W;) = 0, then there exists a commutative diagram

0 0 0
| | |
0—>X1 X2 X3—>O

| | |

0— W, — W& W3 — W3 —0

| | |

0— Xj X} X;—0
| | |
0 0 0

with exact rows and columns.

3.5. Let W and X be subcategories of an abelian category. Recall from Auslander
and Buchweitz [2] that W is a cogenerator for X if W C X, and for each X € X
there exists an exact sequence 0 - X — W — X' — 0 with W € W and X’ € X.

The following lemma is essentially based on the construction given by Odabas:
[19, lem. 4.5]; one refers to[AJ] for a proof over a more simple quiver with 4 vertices.

3.6 Lemma. Assume that W and X are subcategories of Mod(R) satisfying

e X is closed under extensions;

e (W, W) is a complete cotorsion pair;

e Exth(X, W) =0 for all X € X and W € WNW-=.
Let Q be a left rooted quiver. If W is a cogenerator for X, then ®(W) is a cogen-
erator for ®(X).

Proof. Let {V,} be the transfinite sequence of subsets of Q. Since @ is left rooted,
one has Qo = Vy for some ordinal A. Let X be in ®(X). For every ordinal o < A,
we define a representation X, as follows:

X(@) ifieVy,,
Xa (Z) = (Z) 1 Z ©
0 ifi¢V,.
For an arrow a : j — k in @, the morphism X, (a) is defined as

X (a) X(a) ifj,keV,,
all) =
0 otherwise.

It is clear that X, = X. Next for each ordinal @ < A, we construct an exact
sequence
F,: 0-X,—>W,—Y,—0
in Rep(Q, R) such that the following conditions hold:
(a) For each i ¢ V,, W,(i) = 0, and for all ¢ € V,, the homomorphism ¢, * is
injective with both W, (7) and C;(W,) belong to W;
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(b) For each i ¢ Vi, Y,(i) = 0, and for all ¢ € V,, the homomorphism ¢;~ is
injective with both Y, (i) and C;(Y,) belong to X;

(c) If @ < & < A, then there is a morphism from E, to E,, and E./ (i) = E,(i)
for all i ¢ Vo \ V.

We do this by transfinite induction. The case where o = 0 holds clearly as V = ().

For each i € V4, there exists an exact sequence 0 — X (i) - W¢ — Y* — 0 with

Wi e W and X* € X, as W is a cogenerator for X. We define representations W;
and Y7 as follows:

Wh(i) = w ?fz'eVl and Y3 (i) = Y %fz'eVl
0 ifigW 0 ifigV;.

For an arrow a : j — k in @, we let Wi(a) and Yi(a) be zero. Then there is an
exact sequence E; : 0 — X7 — Wi — Y7 — 0 in Rep(Q, R) satisfying the desired
conditions, as there is no arrow a with t(a) € V4.

Suppose that a + 1 is a successor ordinal and we have E,. Next we construct
Ea+1.

Let i € V1 \ Vi. Since X is in ®(X), the sequence

X
0= @yeqrX(s(a) —— X(i) = C;(X) = 0

is exact. For all @ € Q}7%, one has s(a) € V, (see [LH), so X(s(a)) = Xa(s(a)).
Thus there is an exact sequence

0— @aeQﬁl«ﬂiX(S(a)) — GBG‘GQ”{*”.WQ(S(G“)) — GBG.GQ”{‘”.YQ(S(G’)) — 0.

By the assumption, (W,W=) is a complete cotorsion pair, so there is an exact
sequence 0 — Gqeqr—iWa(s(a)) — Ul — ¢ — 0 with U" € W+ and ¢’ € W.
Since Wa(s(a)) is in W, the module &,¢r—:Wa(s(a)) is so. Hence Ut isin WHNW.
Consider the following push-out diagram:

O — @GEQTAWX(S(G)) []Z T O
o c’
0 0

Since W is a cogenerator for X and C;(X) € X, one has an exact sequence

0= Ci(X)=S" —-2Z' =0
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with S* € W and Z° € X. By the assumption one has Ext(C;(X),U?) = 0. Thus
by Lemma B4 one gets a commutative diagram with exact rows and columns

0 0 0

L1

00— @aeQ;ﬂ'X(S(G)) 5 X)) — Ciy(X) —0

! ! |

0 Ut Wi St 0
| L

0 T Y* zZ' 0,
| |
0 0 0

where Wi =U? @ S* € W and Y € X, as W and X are closed under extensions.
We define a representation W, as follows:

Wi ifi€ Vap\Va,
Weir(i) = { Wa(i) ifi€V,,
0 if i ¢ Vg .

For an arrow a : j — k in @, the morphism W, 1(a) is defined as follows:
~ If k € Vou1\Va, then j € Vi, and so Way1(j) = Wa(j) and Weyq (k) = WE.
In this case, Wy41(a) is the compositions
Wa(j) = @ueqi—+Wals(a)) = U* — W
~If k€ V,, then j € Vo1 C V,, and so Wyi1(j) = Wa(j) and Wyoyi(k) =
Wo (k). In this case, Woy1(a) = Wy(a).
— If k ¢ Vi1, then W,41(k) = 0. In this case, Wyy1(a) = 0.

It is obvious that W,41(4) is in W for all ¢ € V4.
Similarly, we define a representation Y, as follows:

Yi o ifi€ Varr\Va,
Yai1(i) = Ya(i) ifieV,,
0 i ¢ Vayr .
For an arrow a : j — k in @, the morphism Y, 1(a) is defined as follows:
~ If k € Vor1\Va, then j € Vg, and so Yo y1(j) = Ya(j) and Yo qq(k) = YE. In
this case, Yo+1(a) is the compositions
Ya(j) = @aeqrrYa(s(a) = TF — Y*,
- IfkeV,, then j € V,_1 CV,, and so Yo11(j) = Yo (j) and Y41 (k) = Yo (k).
In this case, Yo11(a) = Ya(a).
— If k ¢ V41, then Y,11(k) = 0. In this case, Y,41(a) = 0.
It is obvious that Y,41(7) is in X for all ¢ € V3.

Thus there exists an exact sequence

Ea+1 00— XaJrl — WaJrl — YaJrl —0
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in Rep(Q, R); the corresponding commutative diagram for an arrow a in @) can be
checked by the above construction. It is easy to see that there is a morphism from
E.i1to Ey,and Eo11(i) = E4(i) for all i ¢ V41 \ V. In the following, we prove
that for all ¢ € V11, the homomorphism <piW‘1“ is injective with C;(Wy41) € W,
and the homomorphism ¢, “*!
case for Wy1.
Let ¢ € V,41. We deal with the following two situations:

(1) If i € Vay1 \ Va, then s(a) € V, for all a € Q7% and so Wyi1(s(a)) =

Wa(s(a)) and Way1(i) = W In this case, from the construction of W41,
one sees that gofv"‘“  Baeqi—iWar1(s(a)) = Waqi(i) is the compositions
Dacqr—iWal(s(a)) = U? — W which is a monomophism. Using the Snake
Lemma, one gets the next commutative diagram with exact rows and columns:

0 0

is injective with C;(Ya41) € X. We only prove the

O%@aeQIﬁiWa(S(az)) [JZ O/ 0

H Wa+t1

Since €’ and S® are in W, so is C;(W,11) as W is closed under extensions.

(2) If i € Vg, then s(a) € Vo1 C V, for all a € Q7% and so Wyy1(s(a)) =
Wa(s(a)) and Way1(i) = W, (i). In this case, from the construction of W41,
one sees that cpl/v‘”l = gofv“ is a monomorphism. Hence C;(W,11) = C;(W,)
is in W.

Finally, if @ < A is a limit ordinal and if Eg is constructed for all 5 < a. Next
we construct E,. In this case one has V,, = Ug<oVg. If i € V,,, then i € V3 for
some ordinal 8 < «, and so for all ordinal o > ' > 3 one has Eg (i) = Eg(i)
as i ¢ Vg \Vg. If i ¢ V,, then i ¢ Vj for each § < «a, and so E3(i) is an exact
sequence of zero representations. We let E, = limg<, E3. Then one has

B (i) = E3(i) for some S < a %fz:EVa,
0 ifti ¢ V,.
Thus E,, is an exact sequence in Rep(Q, R) satisfying the desired conditions.

As a consequence one gets an exact sequence 0 - X — W — Y — 0 in
Rep(Q, R) with W € ®(W) and Y € ®(X). So ®(W) is a cogenerator for &(X). O

3.7 Lemma. Let Q be a left rooted quiver. Then ®(Flat(R)) is a cogenerator for
D(GF(R)).

Proof. It is known that Flat(R) is a cogenerator for GF(R) and (Flat(R), Flat(R)~)
is a complete cotorsion pair; see Bican, El Bashir and Enochs [3, prop. 2]. It follows
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from [22, cor. 4.12] that GF(R) is closed under extensions and Ext7"(G, W) = 0 for
each G € GF(R) and each W € Flat(R) N Flat(R)*. So by Lemma [3.6] ®(Flat(R))
is a cogenerator for ®(GF(R)). O

3.8 Lemma. If X is in ®(GF(R)), then X is in U(GI(R)).

Proof. For all i € Qo, one has Homy (X, Q/Z) = X, Homy(X(i),Q/Z) =
X*(i) and Homz(C;(X),Q/Z) = K;(X ™). It is known that if M is a Gorenstein
flat R-module then the R°P-module Homgz(M,Q/Z) is Gorenstein injective; see
Holm [16, thm. 3.6]. Thus if X is in ®(GF(R)), then Xt is in ¥(GI(R)). O

3.9 Proof of Theorem A. The “only if” part holds by Lemma For the “if”
part we assume that for each i € Qp the homomorphism ¢ : Dacqr—iX(s(a)) =
X (i) is injective, and the R-modules X (i) and C;(X) are Gorenstein flat, that is,
X is in ®(GF(R)).

By Lemma [B.7, there is an exact sequence 0 - X — F. ;3 — X ;1 — 0 in
Rep(Q, R) with F_; € ®(Flat(R)) and X_;1 € ®(GF(R)). So the sequence 0 —
X, — Ff — X+ — 0 is exact. By Lemma B8, X, is in ¥(GI(R)), so XT| is
Gorenstein injective; see [I1] thm. 3.5.1(a)]. Hence for each injective representation
I € Rep(Q°P, R°P), the sequence

0— HOonP(I, Xi—l) — HOonp(I, Fj—l) — HOonp(I,X+) — 0
is exact. It follows from Proposition 2.2] that the sequence
0=21®X —=I®qgF 1 =+1®gX_1—0

is exact. Since X_; is in ®(GF(R)), continuing the above process one gets an exact
sequence

(%) 0=>X—=F 1 —=3F 59—

in Rep(Q, R) with each F; € ®(Flat(R)) (so F; € Flat(Q) by [10, thm. 3.7]) such that
it remains exact after applying the functor I ®¢g — for each injective representation
I € Rep(Q°P, R°P).

On the other hand, there is an exact sequence 0 — X; — Fyp — X — 0 in
Rep(Q, R) with Fy flat. By [10, thm. 3.7], Fp is in ®(Flat(Q)), so it follows from
[22, cor. 4.12] that X is in ®(GF(Q)). The same argument as above yields that
the sequence 0 — I ®g X1 = I ®qg Fo = 1 ®g X — 0 is exact for each injec-
tive representation I € Rep(Q°P, R°P). Continuing this process, one gets an exact
sequence

(%) =B F—-X—-0

in Rep(Q, R) with each F; € Flat(Q), such that it remains exact after applying the
functor I ®¢g — for each injective representation I € Rep(Q°P, R°P).
Assembling the sequences (x) and (#x*), one gets an exact sequence

o= By Fy—F 1 > F 9 — -

in Rep(Q, R) with each F; flat for ¢ € Z, such that X = Coker(F; — Fpy) and the
sequence remains exact after applying the functor I ®g — for every injective repre-
sentation I € Rep(Q°P, R°?). This yields that X is a Gorenstein flat representation
in Rep(Q, R).
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3.10 Corollary. Let Q be a left rooted quiver. Then GF(Q) is closed under di-
rect limits and (GF(Q),Rep(Q, GF(R)%1)) is a perfect hereditary cotorsion pair in
Rep(Q, R) with GF(Q) N Rep(Q, GF(R)*) = Flat(Q) N Rep(Q, Cot(R)).

Proof. It follows from [22] cor. 4.12] that (GF(R), GF(R)") is a complete hereditary
cotorsion pair in Mod(R). Thus by Lemmal[[.6the pair (®(GF(R)), Rep(Q, GF(R)1))
is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in Rep(Q, R). Since GF(R) is closed under
direct limits again by [22 cor. 4.12], one gets that ®(GF(R)) is so. Hence the
cotorsion pair (®(GF(R)), Rep(Q, GF(R)1)) is perfect. Next we prove ®(GF(R)) N
Rep(Q, GF(R)*) = ®(Flat(R)) N Rep(Q, Cot(R)).

According to [22 cor. 4.12], one has GF(R) N GF(R)* = Flat(R) N Cot(R). This
implies that the inclusion “2” holds true. For the inclusion “C”, we let X €
®(GF(R)) N Rep(Q, GF(R)1). Then for each i € Qo, X (i) € GF(R) N GF(R)*+ =
Flat(R) N Cot(R). To show X € ®(Flat(R)) N Rep(Q, Cot(R)), it suffices to prove
that C;(X) € Flat(R) for each ¢ € Q. To this end, consider the following short
exact sequence in Mod(R)

0 = @yeqrX(s(a) =5 X(i) = Ci(X) = 0.

Note that ©,eqr—:X(s(a)) is flat. Then the flat dimension of the Gorenstein flat
module C;(X) is finite. Hence one has C;(X) € Flat(R).

Finally, by [10, thm. 3.7] and Theorem A, one has ®(Flat(R)) = Flat(Q) and
®(GF(R)) = GF(Q). This finishes the proof. O

We may use Theorem A to relate Gorenstein flat and Gorenstein injective rep-
resentations.

3.11 Corollary. If X is Gorenstein flat in Rep(Q, R), then X is Gorenstein in-
jective in Rep(Q°P, R°P). The converse holds if R is right coherent.

Proof. For all i € Qp, one has Homgz(¢X,Q/Z) = 1/)1-X+, Homy (X (i),Q/Z) =
X*(i) and Homz(C;(X),Q/Z) = K;(X ™). It is follows from [16, thm. 3.6] that if
M is a Gorenstein flat R-module then the R°P-module Homyz (M, Q/Z) is Gorenstein
injective, and the converse holds if R is right coherent. So using Theorem A and
[11} thm. 3.5.1] one can complete the proof. O

Projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat representations. In this subsection,
we give a similar characterization for projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat repre-
sentations of quivers, which is used in the proof of Corollary C in the introduction.

3.12 Projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat objects. Recall from [22] that
an R-module M is projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat if there is an exact se-
quence
R e W Y L S

of projective R-modules with M = Ker(P? — P1), such that it remains exact after
applying the functor I ® p — for every injective R°P-module I. The subcategory of
all projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat R-modules is denoted PGF(R).

Similarly, a representation X € Rep(Q, R) is called projectively coresolved Goren-
stein flat if there is an exact sequence

o= P> PFPy—P_1— -
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in Rep(@, R) with each P; projective for all ¢ € Z, such that X = Coker(P; — Fp)
and the sequence remains exact after applying the functor £ ®¢g — for every injec-
tive representation £ € Rep(Q°P, R°P). The subcategory of all projectively core-
solved Gorenstein flat representations in Rep(Q, R) is denoted PGF(Q).

We let Prj(Q) denote the subcategory of projective representations in Rep(Q, R).
Let @ be a left rooted quiver. Then by [5, thm. 3.1] one has Prj(Q) = ®(Prj(R)). It
follows from [22, thm. 4.9] that the pair (PGF(R),PGF(R)") is a complete heredi-
tary cotorsion pair with PGF(R) N PGF(R)% = Prj(R), so by Lemma one gets
that Prj(Q) = ®(Prj(R)) is a cogenerator for ®(PGF(R)). Thus the same argument
as in Theorem A yields the next result.

3.13 Theorem. Let Q) be a left rooted quiver and X € Rep(Q,R). Then X is
projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat if and only if X is in ®(PGF(R)), that is,
for each i € Q¢ the homomorphism ¢ : Baeqr—i X (s(a)) = X (i) is injective, and
the R-modules X (i) and C;(X) are projectively coresolved Gorenstein flat.

By [22, thm. 4.4], each module in PGF(R) is Gorenstein projective. Therefore
each module in PGF(R) that has finite projective dimension must be projective. So
using a similar proof as in Corollary BI0, one gets the next corollary.

3.14 Corollary. Let Q be a left rooted quiver. Then (PGF(Q), Rep(Q, PGF(R)1))
is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in Rep(Q, R) with

PGF(Q) N Rep(Q, PGF(R)*) = Prj(Q).

4. AN APPLICATION TO MODEL STRUCTURES

In this section we aim at proving Theorem B in the introduction. The next result is a
key to do that, which is from Gillespie [13 thm. 1.1]. Recall that a subcategory W of
an abelian category is called thick provided that it is closed under direct summands,
extensions, and taking kernels of epimorphisms and cokernels of monomorphisms.

4.1 Theorem. Let A be an abelian category. Suppose that (C,F) and (E, F) are
two complete hereditary cotorsion pairs in A such that ccc (or equivalently,
F C F) and CN F = CNF. Then there exists an unique thick subcategory W
for which (C,W,F) forms a Hovey triple. Moreover, this thick subcategory can be
described as follows:
W = {M € A| there exists a short exact sequence 0 - M — A — B — 0
inAWithAEFandBGE}.

4.2. Let Q) be a left rooted quiver and A an abelian category with enough injectives
which satisfies the axiom AB4. Suppose that (C, W, F) is a hereditary Hovey triple

on A, and the associated complete hereditary cotorsion pairs in A are (C, F=wn F)
and (C = CNW,F). Then by [I7, thm. 7.9] and [19, thm. 4.6], we obtain two
complete hereditary cotorsion pairs

(®(C),Rep(Q,F)) and  (®(C),Rep(Q,F))

in Rep(Q@, A).
It is evident that ®(C) C ®(C) since C C C. Next we show that
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@(C) NRep(Q, F) = ®(C) N Rep(Q, FI
The nontrivial inclusion is ®(C) N Rep(Q,F) C ®(C) N Rep(Q,F). Let X € ®(C) N
Rep(Q,F). Then X (i) € CNF = CNF for each i € Qp. Hence it remains to show
that C;(X) in the exact sequence

X
0 = Bpeqi+X(s(a)) —— X (i) = Ci(X) = 0

belongs to C. To this end, note that F = W N F. It follows that X (i) € W for cach
i € Qo. On the other hand, since CN F=Cn F, we see that X (i) € C as well for
each i € Qo. This yields ©,¢q:—i X (s(a)) € C. In particular, Baeqr—+iX(s(a)) €W
as C = CNW. Since W is a thick subcategory of A, we conclude that C; (X)eW
as well. Note that C;(X) € C. It follows that C;(X) € CNW = C, as desired.

According to what we discussed above, we get the next result by Theorem (.11

4.3 Lemma. Let @ be a left rooted quiver and A an abelian category with enough
injectives which satisfies the axiom AB4. Suppose that (C,W,F) is a hereditary
Hovey triple on A, and the associated complete hereditary cotorsion pairs in A are
(C,F =WNF) and (C = CN'W,F). Then there exists a hereditary Hovey triple
(®(C), T,Rep(Q, F)) on Rep(Q, A) in which
T = {X € Rep(Q,A) | there exists a short exact sequence 0 -+ X - A— B — 0
in Rep(Q,A) with A € Rep(Q,F) and B € ®(C)}.

The following result, which is from Gillespie [14, prop. 2.4], gives a clear char-
acterization of the thick subcategory W in a Hovey triple (C, W, F) on an abelian
category A.

4.4 Lemma. Let A be an abelian category. Suppose that (C,W,F) is a hereditary
Hovey triple on A. Then the thick subcategory W is characterized in the next way:

W = {M € A| there exists a short exact sequence 0 - M — A — B — 0
in A with Ae WNF and B € CNW}.

The next result shows that the subcategory of all trivial objects in the model
structure given in Proposition 4.3 coincides with the subcategory of Rep(Q, A) con-
sisting of all W-valued representations, where W is described as in Lemma 4.4l One
refers to [A.2] for a proof over a more simple quiver with 4 vertices.

4.5 Lemma. Keep the assumptions and notation as in Lemma[4.3 Then there is
an equality

T = Rep(Q, W).

Proof. The inclusion “T C Rep(Q, W)” holds trivially. Next we prove the inclusion
“Rep(Q, W) C T”. Let X € Rep(Q,W). Then for each ¢ € @, there exists a short
exact sequence

0— x() "4 a6) @ BH) =0

I This equality was proved by Dalezios in [4, pp. 5] under the assumption that W is closed
under coproducts.
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in A with A(i) € F and B(i) € C; see Lemma 4l Note that F C F and (C,F) is a
cotorsion pair in A, so for each arrow a : ¢ — j € @Q1, and each map

k(j)oX (a)

X(@) A@j)

there exists a map A(a) : A(i) — A(j) (and hence a map B(a) : B(i) — B(j)) such
that the following diagram with exact rows

0 X (i) A(4) B(i) 0
X(a)J/ A(a) B(a)
N ORG) Y RG) Y.
0 —— X (j) — A(j) — B(j) 0

is commutative. Hence one gets an exact sequence
E: 0-X—-A—-B—-0
in Rep(Q, A) such that A € Rep(Q,F) and B € Rep(Q, C). But B may fail in ®(C).

We will use transfinite induction to construct an exact sequence
E:0-X—-A—-B -0

in Rep(Q, A) such that A’ € Rep(Q,F) and B’ € @(E); this yields that X is in T.
Let {V,} be the transfinite sequence of subsets of Q. Since Q is left rooted, one
has Qg = V), for some ordinal A\. Next we construct a continuous direct A-sequence

{Bo: 0 X025 A, 2% By = 0}aca

of short exact sequences in Rep(Q, A) satistying the following conditions:

(a) For every ordinal 0 < o < A, X, = X.

(b) For every ordinal 0 < a < A and i € Qo\Va, Aa(i) = A(i) € F and B (i) =
B(i) € C.

(c) For every ordinal o < A and i € V,, A,(i) € F, QDZ-BQ is a monomorphism,
By (i) € C and C;(B,) € C.

(d) For every 0 < a < o < A, An(i) = Ao (i) and By (i) = By (i) for all i ¢
Vo \Va, and there exists the commutative diagram in Rep(Q, A)

E,: 0 X, Lt 4, =B, 0
‘ fa/,a[ ga/,aJ
k ’ h 7
Ea/ : 0 Xa/ 2 Aa/ < Ba/ 0

such that both f,/ o and g/ are monomorphisms.

Set Eg=0—0—0—0—0and E; = E. Suppose that o + 1 is a successor
ordinal and we have E, = 0 - X — A, — B, — 0. Next we construct E,;1 in
the following steps.

Step 1. Construct Ay4+1 and Bg41.

Let i € Voi1\Va. Then @,cq—iBa(s(a)) € C, as each arrow a € Q" has the

source s(a) in V,; see Since the cotorsion pair (E, F) is complete, there exists
a short exact sequence
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(Ea)a *—1i X —
0 — GBG.GQ”{*”.BOZ(S(G’)) €9t D7a+1 — B — 0

in A with D}, ; € CNF=CNFCF and B' € C. Foreacha € Q77 there exists
the canonical inclusion

(Ea)GGQi‘*’i

) ()i )
(€a)acqy— 0 ¢* @7 s Ba(s(a)) = @aeqpiBals(a) Dy

By assumption, one has i € Qo\V,. Hence By (a) : By(s(a)) — By(i) = B(i). So
there is a canonical morphism
B, (a) . i
(o) s )+ Bulsta) = B) @ Dk
which induces a monomorphism
Ba a *—ri . i
(1) (Ba(a)) EQ? : EBaeQHiBa(s(a)) — B(i) ® D, ;.
(fa)aeQ’;ﬂ !

Define A1 and B,y1 as follows:

An(7) ifi ¢ Voy1\Va,
A(i) ® D!, otherwise.

Aa-i—l(i) = {

and
(B iid Vo \V,,
Ba+1(7’) = ( ) ; ¢ . +1\
B(i) ® D}, otherwise.

For an arrow a : j — k in @1, the morphisms A, 1(a) and B,y1(a) are defined as:
— If k € Voq41\Va, then j € V,. Define

Aat1(a) = ( (ea)aeQ;i“cff},k o ha(j) ) D Aat1(f) = Aata(k) = A(k) @ Df 4,

and define
Bonto) =

— If j € Vay1\Va, then k & Vo1, Hence Aayi1(j) = A(j) @ DS, Aaya(k) =
Aa(k), Ba+1(j) = B(j) ® D’ and Bay1(k) = Ba(k). Define Ao i1(a) as the
composition of the projection map A(j) & D}, — A(j) followed by A(a)(=
Aq(a)), and define B,11(a) as the composition of the projection map B(j) ®
D], - B(j) followed by B(a)(= Ba(a)).

— For the other cases, define Ayy1(a) = An(a) and Bat1(a) = Ba(a).

Note that D%, € CNF=CNF CF for each i € Vat+1\Va. It follows that
A(@)ye Di ., € F. Thus Aa41(i) € F for all i € Qo. On the other hand, for each

i € Vag1\Va, B(i)® D!, € C. Hence Bay1(i) € C for all i € Qo. Thus, to show
Any1 and B,y constructed above satisfy the desired conditions (b) and (c), it
remains to prove that C;(Ba+1) € C for all i € V,41\V,, that is, the cokernel of

the morphism
(p_Ba+1 _ ( (Ba(a))aGQ’{ﬂi )
! (ea)aEQi‘”i

B, (a)

Cwacqit OV

. )  Bup1(j) = Baga(k) = B(k) @ DE.
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given in (f) is in C. Consider the following diagram with exact rows and columns

0

|

B(i)

lL
Bat1

0 — @oegi—iBa(s(a)) “— B(i) ® Dl — Cy(Bay1) — 0

H | |

00— GBG.GQI*”.BOZ(S(G’)) e DgH,l

|

0

-1

B 0.

The left square is commutative clearly, so there exists a morphism C;(Ba+1) — B
such that the right square is commutative. By the Snake Lemma, one gets an exact

sequence 0 — B(i) = C;(Bat1) — B' — 0 in A. Since both B(i) and B are in C,
we conclude that C;(Ba+1) € C as well.
Step 2. Construct E,41.

Set Xot1 = X, and define ko471 and hqy1 as follows:

ko (2) ifi ¢ Voy1\Va,
kaJrl (Z) = .
( Fa (1) ) otherwise.
0
and
he(7) ifi ¢ Voy1\Va,
ha+1(w = .
ha
< (@) 0 ) otherwise.
0 1

According to the constructions of A,4+1 and B,4+1 and combining the constructions
of ko+1 and hyy1, one gets the desired exact sequence

ka+1 ha+1
Eop1: 0= Xop1 — Aay1 — Bay1 — 0.

Step 3. Construct monomorphisms fo41,o and ga+1,q-
Define fo11,o and ga+1,o as follows:

idg, ) ifi ¢ Voir1\Va,
fa-i—l,a(i) = 1
( 0 ) otherwise.

idp, @) ifi¢ Var1\Va,

ga-i-l,a(i) = 1
< 0 ) otherwise.

and
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It is clear that fo41,o and ga+1,o are monomorphisms, and the next diagram is
commutative

ka ha

E,: 0 X A, B, 0
H fa+1,al 9a+1,a[
kat1 hat1
E,,: O X Aat1 Boy1 —— 0.

Suppose now that g < A is a limit ordinal and E,, is constructed for all a < .
Next we construct Eg. In this case one has Vg = Ua<gVa.

— If i € Vg, then ¢ € V, for some ordinal o < 3, and so for all ordinal a < o/ < 8
one has E,/ (i) = Ey(i) as i ¢ Vo \Va.
— If i ¢ V3, then by hypothesis, one has E, (i) = E(i) for all o < j.
We let Eg = colimq<gE,. Then one has

E, (i) for some a < g ifi€ Vg,
E(i) ifig¢ Vs.

Thus Ej is a short exact sequence in Rep(Q, A) satisfying the desired conditions.
Finally, let A = Ay and B’ = B). Then one gets the desired exact sequence
E=E,: 05X —> A —-B -0 O

Now Theorem B in the introduction holds by Lemmas [.3] and It is known
that (GF(R), PGF(R)*, Cot(R)) is a hereditary Hovey triple on Mod(R) (see [22, pp.
27]), so Theorem C in the introduction follows from Theorems A and B, Lemma
and Corollary 3.141

Es(i) = colimy<gEy (i) = {

4.6 Remark. Dually, one can prove that if @ is a right rooted quiver and A is an
abelian category with enough projectives which satisfies the axiom AB4™ then any
hereditary Hovey triple (C, W, F) on A induces an hereditary Hovey triple

(Rep(Q, C),Rep(Q, W), W(F))

on Rep(Q, A); we leave the proof to the reader.

APPENDIX

In this section we reprove Lemmas and over a simple left rooted quiver to
comprehend the ideas of the proofs. Let @ be the quiver

Then @ is a left rooted quiver with Vo =0, V3 = {1,2}, Vo = {1,2,3}, V3 = Q.

A.1 Proof of Lemma Let X be in ®(X). Next we construct an exact se-
quence 0 = X - W — Y — 0 in Rep(Q, R) with W € &(W) and ¥ € &(X).

We let E( be the short exact sequence of zero representations.

Since W is a cogenerator for X, we conclude that there exist exact sequences
0—X1) =W =Y =s0and 0 = X(2) > W2 = Y? = 0 with WL, W? e W
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and Y1, Y2 e X. So we let E; : 0 = X; — W; — Y7 — 0 be the exact sequence in
Rep(Q, R) as follows:

X(1) Wi N

0— 0—=>0| — 0—=0]| — 0—>0] —0.
X(2)/ W2/ y?2

Clearly, for all i € V7, QDZVI and 303/1 are injective with C;(W7) € W and C;(Y7) € X.

Since (W, W=) is a complete cotorsion pair, there is an exact sequence 0 —
WleWw? - U3 — C' — 0 with U2 € W+ and C’ € W. It is clear that W' @ W?
is in W, so one has U3 € WN W+, Consider the following push-out diagram:

0 0

L T

0—-X1)oX2)—-WaW?2=Y'aY?—0
X(

0— X (1)@ X(2) U? T3 0.
C/ O/
0 0

Since W is a cogenerator for X and C3(X) € X, one has an exact sequence
0-C3(X)=8>=23=0

with S% € W and Z* € X. By the assumption one has Ext}(C3(X),U?) = 0. Thus
by Lemma B4 one gets a commutative diagram with exact rows and columns

0 0 0

e

0— X (1) ® X(2) =5 X(3) — C5(X) — 0

Ll

0 Us —+ w3 53 0
| |

0 T35 — T Ly z3 0,
| | |
0 0 0

where W3 = U3@® 5% € W and Y3 € X, as W and X are closed under extensions. We
let Eo:0— X9 — Wy — Yy — 0 be the exact sequence in Rep(Q, R) as follows:

X(1) Wt e Y 7'rer
0— \‘X(3)—>0 — \‘W3—>O — \‘Y3—>0 —0.
X(Q)/( W27 16 Y2/7'Teq
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Wa

where ¢; is the natural embedding. The homomorphisms ¢!"2 and ¢.?

i ;2 are injective
with C;(Wy) € W and C;(Y2) € X for i = 1,2. It is easy to see that ¢y > = /s and
@22 = 7/7 are injective. Next we show that C3(W,) € W and C3(Yz2) € X; we only
prove the case for W5. Using the Snake Lemma, one gets the next commutative
diagram with exact rows and columns:

0— Wlew? U3 c’ 0

H Wat1
0——WleWw?2 2 W3 — C3(Ws) —— 0.

Since €’ and S3 are in W, so is C3(W2) as W is closed under extensions.

Finally, E3 is constructed similarly; we still give its construction here. Fix an
exact sequence 0 — W3 — U* — " — 0 with U* € WN W+ and C” € W.
Consider the following push-out diagram:

Since W is a cogenerator for X and C4(X) € X, one has an exact sequence

0-CyX)=8'=2 =0
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with S* € W and Z* € X. By the assumption one has Extj(Cy(X),U?) = 0. Thus
by Lemma B4 one gets a commutative diagram with exact rows and columns

|

0 Ut w4 sS4 0
[ |

0 Tt 2 574 zZ4 0,
] |
0 0 0

where W = U4@S* € W and Y* € X, as W and X are closed under extensions. We
let E5:0— X3 — W3 — Y3 — 0 be the exact sequence in Rep(Q, R) as follows:

X(1) Wiiie, Yia're
0— Sx@ x| o wetwe ) S0 S ysWye| Lo
X(2)/( W2 e Y2/ res

As shown above, the homomorphisms )" and ¢)* are injective with C;(W3) € W
and C;(Y3) € X fori = 1,2,3. Tt is clear that ¢} * = 'y and @}° = v/'v are injective.
The same argument as above yields that C4(W3) € W and C4(Y3) € X. Thus one
has W3 € ®(W) and Y3 € ®(X). Note that X3 is actually the representation X.

Then ®(W) is a cogenerator for ®(X). O

Next, we give the proof of Lemma over the quiver @) given at the begin of
this section.

A.2 Proof of Lemma We only explain the inclusion “Rep(Q,W) C T”. Let
X € Rep(Q,W). Then for each i € {1,2, 3,4}, there exists a short exact sequence
0= X0 " A6 " By = 0
in A with A(i) € F and B(i) € C (see Proposition @4). Note that F C F. It follows

that for each arrow e : i — j € {a,b, c}, there exist morphisms A(e) and B(e) such
that the following diagram is commutative

0 X (3) A7) B(i) 0
X(e) Ale) B(e)
N ORG) T hG) T
0—— X (j) —= A(j) —= B(j) 0

Hence there is a short exact sequence
E: 0-X—-A—-B—-0
in Rep(Q, A) with the following form:
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0
0 ! i
0
X(1) X(a)
T c
13 S
k(1
k(3) k(4)
A) ] A@
E(2) |- . A(c)
I i A(3) ............. y A(4)
h(1
h(3) h(4)
B() ... |B@
s i B(3) ............. B(4)
B(2) " B(®)
0
0 0 ’
0

It is clear that A € Rep(Q,F) and B € Rep(Q,C), and P and ©% are monomor-
phisms with Cy(B) = B(1) and Cy(B) = B(2) in C, as the vertices 1 and 2 are in
Vi. So we let Eq = E. But % and ¢F may fail to be monomorphisms, and C3(B)
and C4(B) may fail to be in C. Next we repair E; at the vertex 3.

Since B(1) @ B(2) € C and the cotorsion pair (E, F) is complete, there exists a

short exact sequence
(Eévég) 3 -3
0— B(l)®B(2) —= Ds - B —0.

in A with D} € CNF =CNF CFand B € C. Now we let Ay and By be
representations as follows:

A1)
&(a)
3 Ag(c)
As A(3)® D3 —— A(4)
o
(2)
and
B(1)
&(aj
3 Bg(c)
B> : B(3)® D; —— B(4)
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B Aa) _ A(b) —
where Ay(a) = ( (e, €2) 010 h(1) ), Ax(b) = ( (eh,2) 010 h(2) ), Asz(c) =

A(c) o, Ba(a) = ( ( B(a) ) Ba(b) = ( ( 1Be(2b))oL ) and B(c) = B(c) o

E%’ 6%) oL €2, €2
(here ¢ and 7 are the canonical inclusion and projection morphisms, respectively).
Note that D3 € F. It follows that A(3) @& D3 € F. Thus Ay(i) € F for all
i € {1,2,3,4}. This implies that Ay € Rep(Q,F). On the other hand, since
B(3) @& D3 € C, we conclude that By(i) € C for all i € {1,2,3,4}. It is easy to see

that the morphism
ot (Pl 2O
’ (e2:€3)
is now a monomorphism. Next we prove that C3(By) = Coker 922 € C. To this
end, consider the following diagram with exact rows and columns

0— B(1) ® B(2) 2% B(3) @ D3 — C3(Bs) — 0
0— B(1) & B(2) D3 B’ 0.

The left square is commutative, so there exists a morphism Cs3(B3) — B° such
that the right square is commutative. By the Snake Lemma, one gets an exact
sequence 0 — B(3) — C3(B2) — B° — 0in A. Since both B(3) and B are in C,
we conclude that C3(Bs) is in C as well.

Define ko and ho as follows:

k(i) = k(i) if i € {1,2,4},
BT (@ =)\
. ~3.
and
hi(i) = h(3) if i {1,2,4},
ha(i) = Mm@ =hE) 0\ o,
0 1 1II 72 = o.

According to the constructions of As and By and combining the constructions of
ks and ho, one gets an exact sequence

E;: 0_>X£>A2£>BQ_>O

in Rep(Q, A) with the following form
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0
0 0 0
0
X(1) X(a)
\
i § >X(3)&X(4)
k(1
X(2) 7 X®)
ko A(l) k2(3) k2(4)
Az(a)
\F(Z')‘ c
Ay - o AB) e D3 2 A
h(1) P
A(Q) Az (b)
he 50) ha(3) ha(4)
Bg(a)
Emces ¢
B, BB e D 2 By
B(2) — )
0
0 0 0
0

Now, all p7?, ¢ and &2 are monomorphisms with all C(Bz) = B(1), C2(Bs) =
B(2) and Cs(B,) in C. But ©? may fail to be a monomorphism, and C4(Bz) may
fail to be in C. We proceed the same argument for repairing E9 at the vertex 4.

Since B(3) ® D3 € C and the cotorsion pair (E, F) is complete, there exists a
short exact sequence

6162 —_
0 B(3)e D3 =%, pi LB .

in A with D} € CNF =CNF - F and §4 € C. Let Az and Bs be the representations
as follows:

A1)

As(a)
\ As(c)

As - AB3) @ D3 2 A1) & DA

A(2)
and
B(1)

Bs(a)
\ Bs(c)

B : B(3) @ D3 =2 B(4) @ D?

B(2)

where As(a) = As(a), As(b) = Aa(b), As(c) = < Eéi)‘(}lzzg) 6% > Bs(a) = Ba(a),

By(b) = Ba(b) and Bs(c) — ( B®) 0 )
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Note that D} € F. It follows that A(4) @ DI € F. Thus As(i) € F for all
i € {1,2,3,4}. This implies that As € Rep(Q,F). On the other hand, since B(4) &
Dj € C, we conclude that Bs(i) € C for all i € {1,2,3,4}. Tt is easy to see that
©P% = Bs(c) is now a monomorphism. Next we prove that C4(B3) = Coker 92 €

C. To this end, consider the following diagram with exact rows and columns

sy
N

~

— S¢+—o

B3
0— B(3) ® D3} 25 B(4) ® D4 — Cy(Bs) — 0

0— B(3)® D3

3

B 0.

o<—wU“>%

. . . . -4
The left square is commutative, so there exists a morphism C4(Bs) — B such
that the right square is commutative. By the Snake Lemma, one gets a short exact

sequence 0 — B(4) — C4(B3) — B' = 0in A. Since both B(4) and B are in C,
we conclude that Cy4(Bs) € C as well.
Define k3 and hs as follows:

k(i) if i €{1,2,3},
BT (e if i =4
. .

ha (i) ifie{1,2,3},

e <h2(4) O) ifi=4
) .

and

0

According to the constructions of A3 and B3 and combining the constructions of
ks and hg, one gets an exact sequence

E;: 0—>X£>A3£>Bg—>0

in Rep(Q, A) with the following form
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0
0 0 0
0
X(1) X(a)
|
X ——x3) —Y x4
k(1) _—
X(2) 7 X
ks k3(3) k3(4)
A1) Az(a)
(2t s 5 As(0) .
As: ) ; A(g) &) D2 ............. y A(4) &) D3
A(2) " Aav)
hs h3(3) h3(4)
B(l) [ Bs(a)
h(2) ............ B 3 Bg(c) 4
By : .73(3) @ D30 » B(4) @ D4
B(2) " Bs)
0
0 0 0
0
such that A3 € Rep(Q,F) and Bs € @(E) This implies that X is in T, and hence
completes the proof. (I
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