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Abstract. We introduce a relative tilting theory in abelian categories and
show that this work offers a unified framework of different previous notions of
tilting, ranging from Auslander-Solberg relative tilting modules on Artin alge-
bras to infinitely generated tilting modules on arbitrary rings. Furthermore,
we see that it presents a tool for developing new tilting theories in categories
that can be embedded nicely in an abelian category. In particular, we will
show how the tilting theory in exact categories built this way, coincides with
tilting objects in extriangulated categories introduced recently. We will review
Bazzoni’s tilting characterization, the relative homological dimensions on the
induced tilting classes and parametrise certain cotorsion-like pairs by using
n-X -tilting classes. As an application, we show how to construct relative tilt-
ing classes and cotorsion pairs in Rep(Q, C) (the category of representations
of a quiver Q in an abelian category C) from tilting classes in C, where Q is
finite-cone-shape.
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1. Introduction

In the last 40 years, tilting theory has been generalized in many ways and con-
texts with different purposes. Its roots can be traced back to the seminal work of P.
Gabriel [36], which showed a bijection between the indecomposable modules over
a finite-dimensional algebra and the positive roots of a Lie group. After that, J.
Bernstein, I. M. Gelfand and V. A. Ponomarev deepened this study with the aim
of constructing all of the indecomposable modules over a finite-dimensional algebra
[23]. Some time later, M. Auslander, M. I. Platzeck and I. Reiten generalised these
results constructing for the first time what we now know as a tilting object in the
context of finitely generated modules over Artin algebras [12]. It was S. Brenner
and M. Butler who axiomatized and gave name to these objects in [27]. Subse-
quently, a more general definition was offered by D. Happel and C. M. Ringel in
[39] with the goal of achieving a better understanding of tilting objects. Few years
later, this definition would be extended from tilting objects of projective dimension
≤ 1 to tilting objects of finite projective dimension by Y. Miyashita in [48], but
still under the context of finitely generated modules. Later on, the tilting theory
context would be extended from finitely generated modules over Artin algebras to
infinitely generated modules over arbitrary rings, this is the case of the work of L.
Angeleri Hügel and F. U. Coelho in [5].

As can be appreciated, in the literature there are a diverse family of different
tilting definitions with different properties and objectives. This family of tilting
theories can be bluntly divided in two subfamilies: “big” tilting theories and “small”
tilting ones.

The small tilting theories can be described as the ones defined using only finite
coproducts. Namely, all the classical tilting theories, which were developed for
finitely generated modules, are generalized by the small tilting theories. Among
them, we can mention the Brenner-Butler, the Happel-Ringel, and the Miyashita
theories referred above, but also we can find more recent research works as the
tilting functors by R. Mart́ınez and M. Ortiz in [46].

The big tilting theories are those ones that require arbitrary coproducts on its
constructions of tilting classes. These kind of theories started coming up when, inter
alia, the works of Brenner-Butler, Happel-Ringel, I. Assem [9] and S. O. Smalø [55]
were extended to the setting of infinitely generated modules over arbitrary rings
in the works of R. R. Colby and K. R. Fuller [29], R. Colpi, G. D’Este and A.
Tonolo [30], R. Colpi, A. Tonolo and Jan Trlifaj [31], R. Colpi and J. Trlifaj [32],
A. Tonolo, J. Trlifaj, and L. Angeleri Hügel [4], and L. Angeleri Hügel and F. U.
Coelho [5]. Recent works on big tilting theories are focused on abelian categories
with coproducts as can be seen in the works of L. Positselski and J. Št’ov́ıček [53],
P. Nicolás, M. Saoŕın and A. Zvonareva [50].

This manuscript is the last of two forthcoming papers and it is devoted to develop
new tools for understanding the tilting phenomenon. Namely, we will be interested
in studying the relation of cotorsion-like pairs in an abelian category, with a new
tilting notion associated to a subcategory X ⊆ C, called n-X -tilting. This kind
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of relations were studied for the first time by M. Auslander and I. Reiten in [14,
15]. One of their results is the Auslander-Reiten Correspondence [15, Thm. 4.4],
which shows a correspondence between tilting modules over an Artin algebra and
covariantly finite subcategories. It is worth mentioning that this theorem has been
taken to different contexts by different authors. Some of them are M. Auslander and
Ø. Solberg [18, Thms, 3.2 and 3.24], S. K. Mohamed [49, Prop. 4.2], L. Angeleri
and O. Mendoza [3, Thm. 3.2], and B. Zhu and X. Zhuang in [59, Thm. 2].

The paper is organized as follows. The cotorsion-like pairs we previously re-
ferred to were presented in [7]. They are linked with a possible generalization of the
Auslander-Reiten theory, developed in [14], and the Auslander-Buchweitz approx-
imation theory, developed in [11]. In Section 2, we will recall the main definitions
and results of [7]. In particular, we will recall notions related to the cotorsion pairs,
relative homological dimensions, relative resolution dimensions, closure properties
and the class FacXn (T ).

In Section 3, we state and develop our n-X -tilting theory. The goal is to present
a tilting theory relative to a class of objects X together with a set of tools that
provides us information on the induced homological dimensions and approximation
theory. In order that our results can be used in a wide variety of contexts, we
sought to provide a definition that on one hand encompasses different prior notions
and on the second hand can be specialized to big or small tilting classes according
to our needs. In order to do that, we define n-X -tilting classes T in an abelian
category C, see Definition 3.1, and say that an object T ∈ C is big (small) n-X -
tilting if Add(T ) (add(T )) is an n-X -tilting class. Let us describe briefly the most
relevant results. In Theorem 3.12 we give some essential properties of the n-X -
tilting classes, among them it is shown that the pair (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is X -complete.
On the other hand, Theorem 3.13 is the generalization of the “Bazzoni’s tilting
characterization theorem” which was originally provided for tilting modules over
a ring [20, Thm. 3.11]. We also study the relationship between different relative
homological dimensions of classes related with n-X -tilting classes, as can be seen
for example in Propositions 3.18, 3.19 and 3.20. We also have related the big and
the small tilting classes. Indeed, in Theorem 3.36 it is shown that, for a class of
compact objects X , an object T is big n-X -tilting if and only if it is small n-X -
tilting. One of our goals is to study the properties satisfied by the pair (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥)
for a n-X -tilting class T . In order to do that, we introduce the notion of n-X -tilting
triple and characterize them in Theorem 3.42. There are several consequences of
the preceding theorem: (1) we give a bijective correspondence between equivalence
classes of X -complete hereditary cotorsion pairs (satisfying certain properties) and
n-X -tilting classes belonging to X (see Corollary 3.45); and (2) we get two versions
of the Auslander-Reiten Correspondence in Corollary 3.49 (for big tilting) and
Corollary 3.50 (for small tilting).

In Section 4, we will show that the notion of n-X -tilting generalizes a big variety
of previous notions of tilting which appeared in different contexts. We will also see
how our results help us to find equivalences between different tilting notions. The
first example of this section are the ∞-tilting objects and pairs which were defined
by Leonid Positselski and Jan Št’ov́ıček in [52]. The second one is related with the
Miyashita n-tilting modules, which can be seen as n-mod (R)-tilting modules. In the
third example of this section, we will develop a theory of Miyashita n-tilting modules
of type FPn, for left n-coherent rings. The fourth example of this section is devoted
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to study the tilting phenomena in the context of small exact categories. Namely,
for an small exact category (A, E), with enough E-projectives and E-injectives, we
introduce the small n-tilting and the Auslander-Solberg n-tilting classes in (A, E).
We show that both of them are equivalent to the Zhu-Zhuang tilting theory for exact
categories developed in [59]. Moreover, we will explore a nice embedding of A into
the functor category Mod(Pop), given by Yoneda’s functor, where P is the set of all
the E-projective objects in A.We also show that the n-X -tilting theory developed in
the abelian category Mod(Pop) is strongly related with the small n-tilting classes in
(A, E). The fifth example is devoted to the S.K. Mohamed’s relative tilting theory
[49] and the Auslander-Solberg tilting objects [18]. It is worth mentioning that
Auslander-Solberg relative tilting theory has been studied by several authors in the
context of Gorenstein homological algebra. In particular, M. Pooyan and Y. Siamak
recently published a paper on infinitely generated Gorenstein tilting modules [51].
We believe that our work will be a complementary tool for this research line. In
the sixth example, we will study the tilting classes of functors developed by R.
Mart́ınez and M. Ortiz [44, 45, 46], and characterize them in terms of n-X -tilting
theory. Finally, in the last example, we will study the relationship between silting,
quasitilting and n-X -tilting modules, see Theorems 4.63 and 4.65. One of the
consequences of doing this is that we found enough conditions for a quasitilting
finendo module to be silting (see Remark 4.66).

In Section 5, we consider an abelian category C and a finite-cone-shape quiver Q.
It is presented two main results. The first one is Theorem 5.2 which tells us how to
build a tilting class in the abelian subcategory Repf (Q, C) ⊆ Rep(Q, C) and also in
Rep(Q, C) from a tilting class in C. The second one is Theorem 5.6 that tells us how
to construct hereditary complete cotorsion pairs in the category of representations
from tilting classes in the abelian category C. Finally, some concrete examples are
given where these theorems can be applied.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce all the necessary notions and results to the devel-
opment of the paper. For more details, we recommend the reader to see in [7].

2.1. Notation. Throughout the paper, we denote by C an abelian category. The
symbolM ⊆ C means that M is a class of objects of C. In a similar way, the symbol
(A,B) ⊆ C2 will mean that A and B are classes of objects of C. On the other hand,
C ∈ C will mean that C is an object of C. We will use the Grothendieck’s notation
[38] to distinguish abelian categories with further structure as ABk and their duals
ABk*, for k = 3, 4, 5.

For n ≥ 0, we will consider the n-th Yoneda extensions bifunctor ExtnC (−,−) :
Cop × C → Ab, the long exact sequence induced by a short exact sequence [47,
Chap. VI, Thm. 5.1] and the Shifting Lemma [7, Lem. 2.2]. If C is AB4, for any
family {Ai}i∈I of objects in C, we will make use (without mention it) of the natural
isomorphism [6, Thm. 3.12]

Ψn : ExtnC

(

⊕

i∈I

Ai, B

)

→
∏

i∈I

ExtnC (Ai, B) ∀B ∈ C.
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Let X ⊆ C. For any integer i ≥ 0, we consider the right i-th orthogonal comple-
ment X⊥i := {C ∈ C | ExtiC(−, C)|X = 0} and the total right orthogonal comple-
ment X⊥ := ∩i≥1X⊥i of X . Dually, we have the i-th and the total left orthogonal
complements ⊥iX and ⊥X of X , respectively. In case we have some Y ⊆ C such
that Y ⊆ X⊥ (Y ⊆ ⊥X ), we say that Y is X -injective (X -projective).

For a givenM ⊆ C, we have that: smd (M) is the class of all the direct summands
of objects in M; M⊕ (M⊕<∞) is the class of (finite) coproducts of objects in M;
add (M) := smd (M⊕<∞) and Add (M) := smd (M⊕). Furthermore, in case M
consists of a single object M, we set M⊕ := M⊕, M⊕<∞ := M⊕<∞ , smd (M) :=
smd (M), Add (M) := Add (M), add (M) := add (M), M⊥ := M⊥, and ⊥M :=
⊥M.

One important feature of this work is that we do not assume the existence of
enough projectives or enough injectives in the abelian category C. Instead we will
be working with the following notions appearing in [11]. For (X , ω) ⊆ C2, it is
said that ω is a relative cogenerator in X if ω ⊆ X and any X ∈ X admits an
exact sequence X →֒ W ։ X ′, with W ∈ ω and X ′ ∈ X . The notion of relative
generator is defined dually.

2.2. Cotorsion pairs, approximations and related notions. Following [7,
Def. 3.1], we recall that for (A,B) ⊆ C2 and X ⊆ C, it is said that (A,B) is a
left (right) cotorsion pair in X if A ∩ X = ⊥1B ∩ X (B ∩ X = A⊥1 ∩ X ).
Moreover, (A,B) is a cotorsion pair in X if it is a left and right cotorsion pair
in X . In case X = C, we say that (A,B) is a left (right) cotorsion pair if it is a left
(right) cotorsion pair in C.

Cotorsion pairs are known for their relation with approximations. Namely, for
a given Z ⊆ C, a morphism f : Z → M is called Z-precover if Z ∈ Z and
HomC(Z

′, f) : HomC(Z
′, Z) → HomC(Z

′,M) is an epimorphism ∀Z ′ ∈ Z. In
case f fits in an exact sequence M ′ →֒ Z ։ M , where M ′ ∈ Z⊥1 , f is called
special Z-precover. Dually, we have the notion of Z-preenvelope and special
Z-preenvelope.

Let (X ,Z) ⊆ C2. Following, [7, Def. 3.12], it is said that Z is special precover-
ing in X if any X ∈ X admits an exact sequence B →֒ A։ X in C with A ∈ Z∩X
and B ∈ Z⊥1 ∩ X . The notion of special preenveloping in X is defined dually.

Recall that a cotorsion pair (A,B) is left complete if A is special precovering in
C. As a generalization of that, and following [7, Def. 3.13], it is said that a (not
necessarily cotorsion) pair (A,B) ⊆ C2 is left X -complete if any X ∈ X admits an
exact sequence B →֒ A։ X , with A ∈ A∩X and B ∈ B∩X . The notion of right
X -complete pair is defined dually. Moreover, a pair is X -complete if it is right
and left X -complete. The pair (A,B) is X -hereditary if ExtkC (A ∩ X ,B ∩ X ) = 0
∀k > 0 [7, Def. 3.7].

2.3. Relative homological dimensions and relative resolution dimensions.
In [7], we presented a possible generalization of a part of the Auslander-Buchweitz-
Reiten approximation theory [11, 14] that were useful for the development of n-
X -tilting theory. The goal of such work was to study the relations between the
relative homological dimensions and the existence of a particular class of relative
(co)resolutions. In what follows, we recall some of these notions and notations
introduced in [7], for a more detailed treatment, we recommend the reader to see
in [7].
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Let B,A ⊆ C, and C ∈ C. Following [11], the A-projective dimension pdA (C)
of C is pdA (C) := min

{

n ∈ N | ExtkC (C,A) = 0 ∀k > n
}

, where the minimum of
the empty set is the symbol ∞. The A-projective dimension of B is pdA (B) :=
sup {pdA (B) | B ∈ B} . Dually, the A-injective dimension idA(C) of C and the
A-injective dimension idA(B) of B are defined dually.

We recall now, from [7, Def. 4.1], the notions of relative (co)resolution classes.
Indeed, let M ∈ C and X ,Y ⊆ C. A YX -coresolution of M is an exact sequence

in C of the form 0 →M
f0
→ Y0

f1
→ Y1 → ...→ Yn−1

fn
→ Yn → · · · , with Yk ∈ Y ∪ {0}

∀k ≥ 0 and Im(fi) ∈ X ∪ {0} ∀i ≥ 1. The class of all the objects in C having a YX -
coresolution is denoted by Y∨

X ,∞. A finite (of length n) YX -coresolution of M

is an exact sequence in C of the form 0 →M
f0
→ Y0

f1
→ Y1 → ...→ Yn−1

fn
→ Yn → 0,

with Yn ∈ X ∩ Y, Yk ∈ Y ∀k ∈ [0, n − 1], and Im(fi) ∈ X ∀i ∈ [1, n − 1]. The
class of all the objects in C having a finite YX -coresolution is denoted by Y∨

X .
Moreover, the class of all the objects in C having a YX -coresolution of length ≤ n
is denoted by Y∨

X ,n. Notice that ∪n∈NY∨
X ,n = Y∨

X ⊆ Y∨
X ,∞. The YX -coresolution

dimension of M is coresdimX
Y (M) := min{n ∈ N |M ∈ Y∨

X ,n}. For Z ⊆ C,

we set coresdimX
Y (Z) := sup

{

coresdimX
Y (Z) | Z ∈ Z

}

. We consider the classes

(X ,Y)∨∞ := X ∩ Y∨
X ,∞, (X ,Y)

∨
:= X ∩ Y∨

X and (X ,Y)∨n := X ∩ Y∨
X ,n. Dually, it

can be defined the YX -resolution (of length n) of M, the YX -resolution dimension
resdimX

Y (M) of M and the classes Y∧
X , Y∧

X ,∞ and Y∧
X ,n. We also have the classes

(Y,X )∧∞ := Y∧
X ,∞ ∩X , (Y,X )∧ := Y∧

X ∩X and (Y,X )∧n := Y∧
X ,n ∩X . If X = C, we

omit the “X” symbol in the above notations. Note that, M is isomorphic to some
object in X ∩Y if, and only if, coresdimX

Y (M) = 0 (respectively, resdimX
Y (M) = 0).

2.4. Closure properties. Let Y ⊆ X ⊆ C and n ≥ 1. Following [7, Def. 2.4], we
recall that Y is closed by n-quotients in X if for any exact sequence 0 → A →

Yn
ϕn
→ ... → Y1

ϕ1
→ B → 0 in C, with Yi ∈ Y, Ker (ϕi) ∈ X ∀i ∈ [1, n] and B ∈ X , we

have that B ∈ Y. The notion of being closed by n-subobjects in X is defined
dually. These closure properties are useful to characterize classes T ⊆ C such that
pdX (T ) ≤ n and idX (T ) ≤ n, respectively, see [7, Prop. 2.6].

Other closure notions that we will be using in the development of the paper
are the following ones [7, Def. 3.3]. Let M,X ⊆ C. We say that M is closed
under mono-cokernels in M ∩ X if, for any exact sequence M →֒ M ′

։ M ′′

in C, with M,M ′ ∈ M ∩ X , we have that M ′′ ∈ M. Dually, it can be defined the
notion of being closed under epi-kernels in M∩ X . In case M ⊆ X , we will
simply say that M is closed under mono-cokernels and epi-kernels, respectively.
Furthermore, M is X -resolving if M contains an X -projective relative generator
in X , it is closed under epi-kernels in M∩X and under extensions; and the notion
of being X -coresolving is defined dually. These notions are very useful to identify
X -hereditary pairs, see [7, Lems. 3.4 and 3.6].

Following [22, Def. 2.2], a class X ⊆ C is right thick (left thick) if it is
closed under extensions, direct summands and mono-cokernels (epi-kernels); and X
is thick if it is left and right thick.

2.5. The class of relative n-quotients. Let T ,X ⊆ C. Following [7, Sect. 5], we
recall the notion of the relative n-(X , T )-quotients in C, and the different variants
related with small and big classes.
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For any integer n ≥ 1, FacXn (T ) denotes the class of the objects C ∈ C admitting

an exact sequence 0 → K → Tn
fn
→ ...

f2
→ T1

f1
→ C → 0 in C, with Ker (fi) ∈ X

and Ti ∈ T ∩X ∀i ∈ [1, n]. We also define GenXn (T ) := FacXn (T ⊕) and genXn (T ) :=

FacXn (T ⊕<∞). For an object T ∈ C, we define GenX
n (T ) := GenXn (Add(T )) and

genXn (T ) := genXn (add(T )). In case of X = C, we set Facn(T ) := FacCn(T ),

Genn(T ) := GenCn(T ) and genn(T ) := genCn(T ). Some closure properties that such
classes have can be found in [7, Prop. 5.2].

3. n-X -tilting classes

In this section, we introduce the notion of n-X -tilting class in an abelian category
C and develop a relative tilting theory on X ⊆ C.Without further ado, let us define
our main object of study.

Definition 3.1. Let X ⊆ C and n ∈ N. A class T ⊆ C is n-X -tilting if the
following conditions hold true.

(T0): T = smd (T ) .
(T1): pdX (T ) ≤ n.
(T2): T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥.
(T3): There is a class ω ⊆ T ∨

X which is a relative generator in X .
(T4): There is a class α ⊆ X⊥ ∩ T ⊥ which is a relative cogenerator in X .
(T5): Every Z ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X admits a T -precover T ′ → Z, with T ′ ∈ X .

An n-X -tilting class T ⊆ C is big (small) if T = T ⊕ (T = T ⊕<∞). An object
T ∈ C is big (small) n-X -tilting if Add (T ) (add (T )) is n-X -tilting.

Notice that the condition (T4) requires the existence of an X -injective relative
cogenerator in X . It is a well-known fact that this property is satisfied, for example,
by the class of finitely generated modules over an Artin k-algebra. A non trivial sit-
uation where there also exist such relative cogenerator is in the category Rep(Q, C)
of representations in an abelian category C of an arbitrary quiver Q. Indeed, in [8,
Cor. 5.18], we show that, if Q has a finite number of paths starting or ending at

each vertex of Q and C has enough injectives, then the class X := Repf (Q, C) (of
all the representations having finite support) admits an X -injective relative cogen-
erator in X . On the other hand, the condition (T5) is very helpful to prove nice
properties of the pair (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥). For example, by using (T5), we can show that
such a pair is X -complete and that T ∩ X is a relative generator in T ⊥ ∩ X .

In Section 4, we will show that the above definition generalizes a big variety of
previous notions of tilting. In Section 5, more concrete examples are given in the
context of representations of quivers in abelian categories. For now, the most nearby
example is the tilting object in abelian categories developed by Leonid Positselski
and Jan Št’ov́ıček [53], that we call PS n-tilting.

Definition 3.2. [53, Sect. 2, Thm. 3.4(3)] Let C be AB3 and AB3* with an
injective cogenerator. An object T ∈ C is PS n-tilting if the following conditions
hold true.

(PST1): pd (T ) ≤ n.
(PST2): Add (T ) ⊆ T⊥.
(PST3): There is a generating class G in C such that G ⊆ (Add (T ))

∨
.
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Remark 3.3. Notice that T ∈ C is PS n-tilting if, and only if, T is big n-C-tilting.
Indeed, it can be seen, by taking X = C and T = Add(T ) in Definition 3.1, that the
conditions (T4) and (T5) are satisfied trivially, and that the conditions (PST1),
(PST2), and (PST3) coincide with (T1), (T2), and (T3), respectively.

3.1. Elementary properties of relative tilting classes.

Lemma 3.4. For X ⊆ C, the following statements hold true.

(a) If T ⊆ C satisfies (T2), then T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥ ∩ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

.

(b) If T ⊆ C satisfies (T1) and (T4), then X ⊆ (T ⊥ ∩ X )∨X ,n.

Proof. (a) By (T2), T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥. Moreover, M ⊆ ⊥
(

M⊥
)

, for any class M ⊆ C.

Therefore T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥ ∩ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

.
(b) It follows from [7, Prop. 4.5(a)]. �

Lemma 3.5. For X , T ⊆ C, the following statements hold true.

(a) T ∨
X ∩ X ⊆ T ∨ ⊆ ⊥

(

T ⊥
)

⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

.

(b) if X = smd (X ) and T satisfies (T0) and (T2), then (T ∩X )∨X ∩T ⊥ = T ∩X .

Proof. (a) The inclusion T ∨ ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

follows from [7, Lem. 4.3].

(b) Let A ∈ (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ T ⊥. Hence, there is an exact sequence

η : A →֒ T0 ։ A′ with T0 ∈ T ∩ X and A′ ∈ (T ∩ X )∨X ,

where A′ ∈ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

by (a). Note that η splits since A ∈ T ⊥, and thus, A ∈ T ∩X .

Since T ∩ X ⊆ (T ∩ X )∨X , we get from (T2) that T ∩ X ⊆ (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ T ⊥. �

Lemma 3.6. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C and T ⊆ C satisfying (T0), (T1), (T2) and
(T4). Then

(a) coresdimX
T ∩X ((T ∩ X )∨X ∩ X ) ≤ pdX (T );

(b) (T ∩ X )∨X = (T ∩ X )∨X ,k ∀k > pdX (T ) .

Proof. We consider W := (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ X and m := max{1, pdX (T )}.
(a) Let X ∈ W . Then, there is an exact sequence

0 → X
f0
→ Y0

f1
→ Y1 → ...→ Ym−1

fm
→ Ym → 0,

with Ym ∈ W , Y0, Yi ∈ T ∩ X and Im(fi) ∈ X ∀i ∈ [1,m− 1]. Moreover, by (T1),
(T4), and [7, Prop. 2.6], it follows that Ym ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X . Then, by Lemma 3.5(b),
Ym ∈ W ∩ T ⊥ = T ∩ X and thus coresdimX

T ∩X (W) ≤ m.
Assume now that pdX (T ) = 0. Then T ⊆ ⊥X and, for any W ∈ W , there is an
exact sequence ηW : W →֒ TW ։ CW with TW , CW ∈ T ∩X . Now, since T ⊆ ⊥X
and W ⊆ X , Ext1C (T ∩ X ,W) = 0. Hence ηW splits ∀W ∈ W . In particular,
W ⊆ T ∩ X and thus coresdimX

T ∩X (W) = 0; proving (a).
(b) Let M ∈ (T ∩ X )∨X . Then, there is an exact sequence

M →֒ T0 ։M ′ with T0 ∈ T ∩ X and M ′ ∈ W .

It follows from (a) that coresdimX
T ∩X (M ′) ≤ pdX (T ) =: n. HenceM ′ ∈ (T ∩X )∨X ,n

and thusM ∈ (T ∩X )∨X ,n+1. Therefore, for any k > n, (T ∩X )∨X = (T ∩X )∨X ,n+1 ⊆
(T ∩ X )∨X ,k ⊆ (T ∩ X )∨X ; proving (b). �
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Corollary 3.7. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions, T ⊆ C be n-
X -tilting, and ω = smd (ω) be an X -projective relative generator in X such that
ω ⊆ T ∨

X . Then, ω = X ∩ ⊥X and coresdimX
T ∩X (ω) ≤ pdX (T ). Furthermore,

ω = T ∩ X if pdX (T ) = 0.

Proof. By the dual of [22, Prop. 2.7], we have that ω = X ∩ ⊥X . On the other
hand, ω ⊆ (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ X since ω ⊆ X ∩ T ∨

X and X is closed under extensions.
Therefore, by Lemma 3.6 (a), it follows that coresdimX

T ∩X (ω) ≤ pdX (T ).
Let us assume that pdX (T ) = 0. Then T ⊆ ⊥X and coresdimX

T ∩X (ω) = 0.
Hence ω ⊆ T ∩ X ⊆ X ∩ ⊥X = ω. �

The following result is a generalization of [5, Lem. 2.3].

Lemma 3.8. Let X ⊆ C be closed under extensions. If T ⊆ C satisfies (T3), then

T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ).

Proof. Let A ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X . By (T3), there is an exact se-

quence η1 : K →֒ W
a
։ A, with W ∈ ω and K ∈ X .

Moreover, by (T3) and Lemma 3.5 (a), there is an ex-

act sequence η2 : W
b
→֒ B ։ C with B ∈ T and

C ∈ T ∨ ∩ X ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∩ X . Notice that B ∈ X . Now,
considering the push-out of b and a, we get the exact se-

quences η3 : K →֒ B
x
։ B′ and η4 : A

t
→֒ B′

։ C, with
B′ ∈ FacX1 (T ). Furthermore, η4 splits since A ∈ T ⊥ and
C ∈ ⊥(T ⊥). Thus, there is some y : B′ → A such that

yt = 1A. Consider the exact sequence η5 : K ′ →֒ B
yx
։ A.

Since B ∈ T ∩ X , it remains to show that K ′ ∈ X . For
that purpose observe that, by using η5 and η2, we can
build the exact sequence K →֒ K ′

։ C, where K,C ∈ X .
Therefore K ′ ∈ X since X is closed under extensions. �

A B′ C

W B C

K K

K W A

K ′ B A

C C

t
a x

b

a

b
yx

An important property of an infinitely generated tilting module of finite projec-
tive dimension T ∈ Mod (R) is that Add (T ) is a relative generator in T⊥. In our
relative context, such property can be translated as the following one: T ∩ X is a
relative generator in T ⊥∩X . In that sense, the following lemma is a generalization
of [5, Lem. 2.4].

Lemma 3.9. For a class X = smd (X ) ⊆ C closed under extensions and T ⊆ C
satisfying (T2), (T5) and such that T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ), the following statements
hold true.

(a) T ∩ X is a T ⊥ ∩ X -projective relative generator in T ⊥ ∩ X .
(b) Every morphism A → X, with A ∈ ⊥

(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

(or A ∈ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

) and

X ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X , factors through T ∩ X . Moreover, if T = smd (T ), then

T ∩ X = T ⊥ ∩ X ∩ ⊥
(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

= T ⊥ ∩ X ∩ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

.

(c) If T = smd(T ), then resdimT (X) ≤ resdimT ⊥∩X
T ∩X (X) ≤ pdT ⊥∩X (X) + 1,

for any X ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X .

Proof. We only need to prove (a) since (b) and (c) follow from (a).
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Let X ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X . By (T5), there is a T -precover g : T ′ → X with T ′ ∈ X .
Notice that g is an epimorphism since X ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆
FacX1 (T ). Let us prove that K := Ker (g) ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X .

Consider the exact sequence K →֒ T ′
g
։ X . By (T2)

and the fact that g is an T -precover, it follows that
K ∈ T ⊥. It remains to show that K ∈ X . Since

X ∈ FacX1 (T ), there is an exact sequence K ′ →֒ B
f
։ X ,

with B ∈ T ∩X and K ′ ∈ X . Let Z be the pull-back of f
and g. We have the exact sequences η : K ′ →֒ Z ։ T ′

XT ′K

BZK

K ′K ′

g
f

and η′ : K →֒ Z ։ B. Since K ′, T ′ ∈ X , we have Z ∈ X . Furthermore, η′ splits
since K ∈ T ⊥ and B ∈ T . Therefore K ∈ X . �

Lemma 3.10. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions, and let T =
smd (T ) ⊆ C be a class satisfying (T1), (T2), (T4), (T5) and such that T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆
FacX1 (T ). Then, X ⊆ (T ⊥ ∩X )∨X and (T ∩X )∨ ⊆ ⊥(T ⊥ ∩X ). Moreover, for each
X ∈ X , the following statements hold true:

(a) m := coresdimX
T ⊥∩X

(X) ≤ pdX (T ) <∞;

(b) there are exact sequences X →֒ MX ։ CX and KX →֒ BX ։ X such that
MX , KX ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X ; CX , BX ∈ (X , T ∩ X )∨; coresdimX

T ∩X (CX) = m− 1
and coresdimX

T ∩X (BX) ≤ m;
(c) BX → X is a (T ∩ X )∨-precover;
(d) X →MX is a T ⊥ ∩ X -preenvelope.

Proof. By Lemma 3.9, it follows that T ∩X is a T ⊥∩X -projective relative generator
in T ⊥ ∩ X . In particular, by [7, Lem. 4.3], we get that (T ∩ X )∨ ⊆ ⊥(T ⊥ ∩ X ).
Moreover, by Lemma 3.4, X ⊆ (T ⊥ ∩ X )∨X ,n for n := pdX (T ). Hence, by [7, Thm.

4.4], the result follows. �

In what follows, we will see that the condition T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ), obtained in
Lemma 3.8, is equivalent to (T3) if it is assumed that T satisfies (T1), (T2), (T4),
and (T5). The next proposition is a generalization of [53, Thm. 3.4 (2, 3)].

Proposition 3.11. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions, and let
T = smd (T ) ⊆ C be a class satisfying (T1), (T2), (T4), and (T5). Then, T satisfies

(T3) if and only if T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ). Furthermore, in such case, we can choose
a relative generator ω in X such that ω ⊆ (T ∩ X )∨X .

Proof. By Lemma 3.8, it is enough to prove that T ⊥ ∩X ⊆ FacX1 (T ) implies (T3).
By Lemma 3.10, every X ∈ X admits an exact sequence

X
f
→֒MX ։ CX , withMX ∈ T ⊥∩X , CX ∈ (X , T ∩X )∨X .

From the inclusion T ⊥ ∩X ⊆ FacX1 (T ), we have that MX

admits a short exact sequence M ′
X →֒ T0

g
։ MX with

T0 ∈ T ∩ X and M ′
X ∈ X . Considering the pull-back of f

and g, we get an exact sequence M ′
X →֒ PX ։ X , where

PX ∈ (X , T ∩ X )∨. Hence, ω := {PX}X∈X is a relative
generator in X satisfying (T3).

X MX CX

PX T0 CX

M ′
X M ′

X

f
g

�
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Let R be a ring. It can be proved that T⊥ is preenveloping in Mod (R) , for
any T ∈ Mod (R) [37, Thm. 3.2.1]. This is a property that greatly enriches tilting
theory. Below, in item (c), we will prove a similar property in our relative context.

Theorem 3.12. For a class X = smd (X ) ⊆ C closed under extensions and an
n-X -tilting class T ⊆ C, the following statements hold true.

(a) ⊥(T ⊥ ∩ X ) ∩ X = ⊥(T ⊥) ∩ X = T ∨
X ∩ X = (T ∩ X )

∨
X ∩ X .

(b) T ⊥ ∩ X = FacXk (T ) ∩ X ∀k ≥ max{1, pdX (T )}.
(c) The pair (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is X -complete and hereditary.

Proof. (a) By Lemma 3.5 (a), we get the inclusions

(T ∩ X )∨X ∩ X ⊆ T ∨
X ∩ X ⊆ ⊥(T ⊥) ∩ X ⊆ ⊥(T ⊥ ∩ X ) ∩ X .

Consider X ∈ ⊥(T ⊥ ∩ X ) ∩ X . From Lemma 3.10 and Proposition 3.11, we get an
exact sequence X →֒ MX ։ CX with MX ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X and CX ∈ X ∩ (T ∩ X )∨X .
Moreover, CX ∈ ⊥

(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

by Lemma 3.5 (a). Notice that MX ∈ ⊥
(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

since CX , X ∈ ⊥
(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

. By Proposition 3.11 and Lemma 3.9 (b), T ∩ X =

T ⊥ ∩ X ∩ ⊥
(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

and thus MX ∈ T ∩ X . Therefore, X ∈ (T ∩ X )
∨

X ∩ X .

(b) By Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 3.9 (a), T ∩X is a relative generator in T ⊥ ∩X .

Hence, it follows that T ⊥ ∩X ⊆ FacXk (T )∩X ∀k ≥ 1. Let m := max{1, pdX (T )}.
We will show that FacXk (T ) ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥ ∩ X ∀k ≥ m. Consider C ∈ FacXk (T ) ∩ X

with k ≥ m. By definition, there is an exact sequence K →֒ Tk
fk→ ...

f2→ T1
f1
։ C

where Ker (fi) ∈ X and Ti ∈ T ∩ X ∀i ∈ [1, k]. Then, by [7, Prop. 2.6], it follows
that C ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X .

(c) It is clear that the pair (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is hereditary. Let us prove that it
is X -complete. By Lemma 3.5 (a), (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ X ⊆ ⊥(T ⊥) ∩ X . On the other
hand, by Lemma 3.8 and Lemma 3.10, for each X ∈ X , there are exact sequences
X →֒ MX ։ CX and KX →֒ BX ։ X , where MX ,KX ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X and CX , BX ∈
(T ∩ X )∨X ∩ X ; proving (c). �

The following result is a generalization of [57, Thm. 4.3], [20, Thm. 3.11] and
[5, Thm. 4.4].

Theorem 3.13. For n ≥ 1, X = smd (X ) ⊆ C closed under extensions and T =
smd (T ) ⊆ C satisfying (T4) and (T5), the following statements are equivalent.

(a) T is n-X -tilting.

(b) T ⊥ ∩ X = FacXn (T ) ∩ X .
(c) T ⊥ ∩ X = FacXk (T ) ∩ X ∀k ≥ n.

(d) T ⊥ ∩ X is closed by n-quotients in X and T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ).

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) It follows from Theorem 3.12 (b).

(b) ⇒ (c) It is enough to prove that FacXn+1(T ) ∩ X ⊇ FacXn (T ) ∩ X . Let

N ∈ FacXn (T ) ∩ X = T ⊥ ∩ X . Then, by (T5), there is a T -precover f : A → N

with A ∈ X . Moreover, since FacXn (T ) ⊆ FacX1 (T ), we have the exact sequence

η : K →֒ A
f
։ N , where A ∈ T ∩ X ⊆ FacXn (T ) ∩ X = T ⊥ ∩ X . Using that

A,N ∈ T ⊥ and that f is a T -precover, we get that K ∈ T ⊥. Let us prove that

K ∈ X . Notice that there is an exact sequence η′ : K ′ →֒ M0

f ′

։ N , where
M0 ∈ T ∩ X and K ′ ∈ X . Then, from the pull-back construction of f and f ′, we
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get an exact sequence η′′ : K →֒ P ։ M0, where P ∈ X since X is closed under
extensions. Notice that η′′ splits since M0 ∈ T and K ∈ T ⊥ and thus K ∈ X .
Therefore K ∈ T ⊥ ∩ X = FacXn (T ) ∩ X and from the exact sequence η, it follows

that N ∈ FacXn+1(T ) ∩ X .

(c) ⇒ (d) By (c), we know that T ∩ X ⊆ FacXn (T ) ∩ X = T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ).

Since T ⊥ ∩ X = FacXn (T ) ∩ X = FacXn+1(T ) ∩ X , from [7, Prop. 5.2], we get that

T ⊥ ∩ X is closed by n-quotients in X .
(d) ⇒ (a) Since T ⊥∩X is closed by n-quotients in X and (T4) holds true, it fol-

lows from [7, Prop. 2.6], that pdX (T ) ≤ n and thus (T1) holds true. Furthermore,

by (d), we have that (T2) holds true and T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ) ∩ X . Therefore, by
Proposition 3.11, we conclude that T is n-X -tilting. �

As an easy consequence of Theorem 3.13, we can give an equivalent condition of
(T5) in case T ⊆ X .

Corollary 3.14. Let n ≥ 1, X = smd (X ) ⊆ C closed under extensions, and
let T = smd (T ) ⊆ X satisfying (T1), (T2), (T3) and (T4). Then, the following
statements are equivalent.

(a) T is n-X -tilting.

(b) T ⊥ ∩ X = FacXn (T ) ∩ X = FacXn+1(T ) ∩ X .

3.2. n-X -tilting classes and relative dimensions.

Proposition 3.15. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be a class closed under extensions and
T ⊆ C be an n-X -tilting class. Then, the pair (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) and the class
ν := A ∩ B ∩ X satisfy that ν is a relative B ∩ X -projective generator in B ∩ X
and a relative A ∩ X -injective cogenerator in A ∩ X . Furthermore, the following
statements hold true.

(a) ν = A∩X ∩ (A ∩ X )⊥ = B ∩X ∩⊥(B ∩X ) = (ν,A∩X )∧ = (B ∩X , ν)∨ =
= A ∩ X ∩ ν∧ = B ∩ X ∩ ν∨.

(b) X ⊆ (B ∩ X )∨X ⊆ (B ∩ X )∨.
(c) (T ∩ X )∨X ⊆ (T ∩ X )∨ ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ).
(d) T ∩ X = (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ B ∩ X = (T ∩ X )∨ ∩ B ∩ X = ν = (T ∩ X )∨X ∩ B.
(e) A ∩ (X , ν)∨ = A∩ X .
(f) B ∩ (ν,X )∧ = {M ∈ B ∩ X | pdB∩X (M) <∞}.

Proof. Notice that A and B are closed under extensions and direct summands. By
Theorem 3.12 (c), it follows that the pair (A,B) is X -hereditary and X -complete.
Therefore, by [7, Thm. 4.24 (a, b)] we get (a). Moreover, by [7, Prop. 4.23 (a, b)],
it follows that ν is a relative B ∩ X -projective generator in B ∩ X and a relative
A∩ X -injective cogenerator in A∩ X .

The items (b) and (c) follow from Lemma 3.10, and the item (d) follows from
putting together Lemma 3.5 (b), the item (c) and Lemma 3.9 (b).

Let us prove (e). Indeed, by [7, Lem. 4.17 (a)], we know that

A∩ (X , ν)∨ = {M ∈ A ∩ X | idA∩X (M) <∞} .

Now, from (T4) and [7, Prop. 4.5 (a)], coresdimX
B∩X (X ) ≤ pdX (T ) < ∞; and

thus, by [7, Thm. 4.24 (a)], pdA∩X (A ∩ X ) = coresdimX
B∩X (X ) < ∞. Therefore

A∩ (X , ν)∨ = A ∩X . Finally, the item (f) follows from the dual result of [7, Lem.
4.17 (a)]. �
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Proposition 3.16. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions, and let
T ⊆ C be n-X -tilting. Then, for the pair (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥), it follows that
⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ X = A ∩ X and (A ∩ X )⊥ ∩ X = B ∩ X . Moreover, the following
statements hold true.

(a) For any X ∈ X , we have that
(a1) resdimX

A (X) = resdimX
A∩X (X) = resdimA∩X (X) = resdimA (X) =

= pdB∩X (X) ≤ resdimA∩X (B ∩ X ) + 1;
(a2) resdimA (X) ≤ pdB (X) ≤ resdimA (B) + 1;
(a3) idA∩X (X) = coresdimX

B (X) = coresdimX
B∩X (X) = coresdimB∩X (X) =

= coresdimB (X) ≤ coresdimB∩X (A ∩X ) + 1;
(a4) coresdimB (X) ≤ idA (X) ≤ coresdimB (A) + 1.

(b) coresdimX
B∩X (X ) ≤ pdX (T ) = pdX (A) = pdX

(

⊥(B ∩ X )
)

<∞.

Proof. Notice that (A,B) is X -hereditary and X -complete by Theorem 3.12 (c).

Moreover, by Proposition 3.15 (a), (A ∩X )⊥ ∩A∩X ⊆ B ∩X and ⊥(B ∩X )∩B ∩
X ⊆ A ∩ X . Thereupon, by [7, Prop. 4.11(e)] and its dual, (A ∩ X )⊥ ∩ X ⊆ B ⊆
(A ∩ X )⊥ and ⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ X ⊆ A ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ). Hence, ⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ X = A ∩ X
and (A ∩ X )⊥ ∩ X = B ∩ X . It remains to prove (a) and (b). Indeed, the item
(a) follows from [7, Prop. 4.11] and its dual. Finally, the item (b) follows from [7,
Prop. 4.5] since T ⊆ A. �

By Theorem 3.12 (c) and [7, Prop. 4.23], we get the following result.

Corollary 3.17. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions and let T ⊆ C be
n-X -tilting. Then, for the pair (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) and the class ν := A∩B∩X ,
the following statements hold true.

(a) pdB∩X (M) = pdν (M) = pdν∧ (M) = resdimX
A (M) = resdimX∩A (M)

∀M ∈ (A,X )
∧
.

(b) pdB∩X (M) = resdimX
ν (M) ∀M ∈ (ν,X )∧.

(c) idA∩X (M) = idν (M) = idν∨ (M) = coresdimB∩X (M) = coresdimX
B (M)

∀M ∈ (X ,B)∨.
(d) idA∩X (M) = coresdimX

ν (M) ∀M ∈ (X , ν)∨.

Proposition 3.18. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions, and let
T ⊆ C be n-X -tilting. Then, for the pair (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) and the class
ν := A∩B∩X , we have that A∩X ⊆ ν∨. Moreover, the following statements hold.

(a) pdX (ν) = coresdimB∩X (A ∩ X ) = coresdimX
B∩X (A ∩ X ) = coresdimX

B (X )
= coresdimB∩X (X ) = coresdimX

B∩X (X ) = pdA∩X (A ∩ X ) = pdX (A ∩ X )
= coresdimν (A ∩ X ) = coresdimX

B (A ∩ X ) ≤ pdX (T ) <∞.
(b) idX (ν) ≤ resdimA∩X (B ∩ X ) = resdimX

A∩X (B ∩ X ) = resdimA∩X (B ∩ X )
= resdimX

A∩X (X ) = resdimX
A (X ) = resdimν (B ∩ X ) = idB∩X (B ∩ X ) =

idX (B ∩ X ) = resdimX
A (B ∩ X ).

(c) idX (B ∩ X ) < ∞ if and only if B ∩ X ⊆ ν∧ and idX (ν) < ∞. Further-
more, if idX (B ∩ X ) < ∞, then B ∩ (ν,X )∧ = B ∩ X , X ⊆ (A,X )∧ ⊆
(A∩ X )

∧
and idX (B ∩ X ) = idX (ν) .

Proof. By Theorem 3.12 (c), we know that the pair (A,B) is hereditary and X -
complete. In order to prove (a), observe that, by Proposition 3.16 (b) and [7, Thm.
4.24 (a1)], it follows that

pdA∩X (A ∩ X ) = coresdimX
B∩X (X ) ≤ pdX (T ) <∞.



14 RELATIVE TILTING THEORY II

Then, by [7, Thm 4.24 (a2)], A∩X ⊆ ν∨ and pdX (A∩ X ) = pdX (ν). The rest of
the equalities appearing in (a) follow from [7, Thm. 4.24 (a1)].

Except for the equality B ∩ (ν,X )∧ = B ∩ X in (c) (under the hypothesis that
idX (B ∩ X ) < ∞), the items (b) and (c) follow from [7, Thm. 4.24(b)]. Let us
prove such equality. Indeed, assume that idX (B ∩ X ) <∞. Then, by (b), we have
that pdB∩X (B ∩ X ) = idB∩X (B ∩ X ) < ∞. Hence, from Proposition 3.15 (f), the
required equality follows. �

Proposition 3.19. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions and let
T ⊆ C be n-X -tilting. Then, for the pair (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) and the class
ν := A∩ B ∩ X , the following statements hold true.

(a) pdX (X ) = pdX ((B ∩ X )∨X ) = pdX ((B ∩ X )∨) = pdX (B ∩ X ).
(b) ν = T ∩ X . Moreover, if T ⊆ X , then

pdX (T ) = pdX (ν) = pdX (ν∨X ) = pdX (ν∨) .

Proof. We point out that, by Theorem 3.12 (c), the pair (A,B) is hereditary and
X -complete. Then, (a) follows from Proposition 3.15 (b) and [7, Lem. 4.3]. Finally,
(b) can be obtained from Proposition 3.15 (c, d) and Proposition 3.16 (b). �

Proposition 3.20. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions and let
T ⊆ C be n-X -tilting. Then, for the pair (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) and the class
ν := A∩ B ∩ X , the following statements hold true.

(a) ν∨ ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ) and, for any Z ∈ (B ∩ X )∨X and m := coresdimX
B∩X (Z),

there are short exact sequences

Z
gZ
→֒MZ ։ CZ with CZ ∈ (X , ν)∨, MZ ∈ B ∩ X ,

KZ →֒ NZ

fZ
։ Z with NZ ∈ ν∨X , KZ ∈ B ∩ X ,

such that gZ is a B∩X -preenvelope and fZ is an ν∨-precover. Furthermore,
coresdimX

ν (CZ) = m− 1, coresdimX
ν (NZ) ≤ m, and

ν∨ ∩ X = A ∩ X = A∩ (X , ν)∨.

(b) ν∧ ⊆ (A∩X )⊥ and, for any Z ∈ (A∩X )∧X and m := resdimX
A∩X (Z), there

are short exact sequences

Z
fZ
→֒ NZ ։ CZ with NZ ∈ ν∧X , CZ ∈ A ∩ X ,

KZ →֒MZ

gZ
։ Z with KZ ∈ (ν,X )∧, MZ ∈ A ∩ X ,

such that gZ is a A∩X -precover and fZ is a ν∧-preenvelope. Furthermore,
resdimX

ν (KZ) = m− 1, resdimX
ν (NZ) ≤ m, and

ν∧ ∩ X = B ∩ X = B ∩ (ν,X )∧ if idX (B ∩ X ) <∞.

(c) For any Z ∈ (B ∩ X )∨ and m := coresdimB∩X (Z), there are short exact
sequences

Z
gZ
→֒MZ ։ CZ with CZ ∈ (X , ν)∨, MZ ∈ B ∩ X ,

KZ →֒ NZ

fZ
։ Z with NZ ∈ ν∨, KZ ∈ B ∩ X ,

such that gZ is a B∩X -preenvelope and fZ is a ν∨-precover. Furthermore,
coresdimX

ν (CZ) = m− 1 and coresdimX
ν (NZ) ≤ m.
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(d) ∀Z ∈ (A∩X )∧, with m := resdimA∩X (Z), there are short exact sequences

Z
fZ
→֒ NZ ։ CZ with NZ ∈ ν∧, CZ ∈ A ∩ X ,

KZ →֒MZ

gZ
։ Z with KZ ∈ ν∧, MZ ∈ A ∩ X ,

such that gZ is an A ∩ X -precover and fZ is an ν∧-preenvelope. Further-
more, resdimν (KZ) = m− 1 and resdimν (NZ) ≤ m.

(e) The pair (ν∨,B) is right (B∩X )∨X -complete, X -complete and X -hereditary.
(f) B ∩ X is special preenveloping in (B ∩ X )∨X and in X . Moreover, the pair

(⊥(B ∩ X ),B ∩ X ) is right X -complete.
(g) Any object of (B ∩ X )∨ admits a special B ∩ X -preenvelope.

Proof. (a) Consider the pair (B ∩ X , ν). Then, by Proposition 3.15, ν is a relative
B ∩ X -projective generator in B ∩ X . In particular, by [7, Lem. 4.3], we have
that ν∨ ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ). Hence, from [7, Thm. 4.4], we almost get the item (a),
remaining to show the equalities ν∨ ∩ X = A ∩ X = A ∩ (X , ν)∨. However, using
that ν∨ ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ), these equalities follow from Propositions 3.16 and 3.15 (e).

(b) It follows as in (a) by using Proposition 3.15, the dual of [7, Lem. 4.3], the
dual of [7, Thm 4.4], Proposition 3.18 (c) and Proposition 3.16.

(c) It can be proved by following similar arguments as we did in (a).
(d) It can be proved by following similar arguments as we did in (b).
(e) It follows from (a), Proposition 3.15 (b) and Lemma 3.10.

(f) Let X ∈ (B∩X )∨X . By (a), there is an exact sequence X
gX
→֒ MX ։ CX , with

CX ∈ (X , ν)∨,MX ∈ B∩X , and gX a B∩X -preenvelope. Thereupon, the following
statements are easy to prove. First, B∩X is special preenveloping in (B∩X )∨X since
MX ∈ B ∩X = B ∩X ∩ (B ∩X )∨X and CX ∈ ⊥1(B ∩X ) ∩ (B ∩X )∨X by Proposition
3.15; and second, B ∩ X is special preenveloping in X since X ⊆ (B ∩ X )∨X (see
Proposition 3.15 (b)), MX ∈ B ∩ X = X ∩ (B ∩ X ) and CX ∈ X ∩ ⊥1(B ∩ X ).

(g) LetX ∈ (B∩X )∨. Consider the exact sequence given by (c), X
gX
→֒MX ։ CX

with MX ∈ B ∩ X and CX ∈ ν∨. Then gX is a special B ∩ X -preenvelope since
MX ∈ B ∩ X and CX ∈ (T ∩ X )∨ ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ) ⊆ ⊥1(B ∩ X ) by Proposition
3.15(b). �

Next, in a similar way as Lemma 3.9 and Proposition 3.20, we will show the
behaviour of the pairs (A,B) such that B ∩ X = T ⊥ ∩ X , where T is n-X -tilting.

Proposition 3.21. For a class X = smd (X ) ⊆ C closed under extensions, an
n-X -tilting T ⊆ C and a pair (A,B) in C such that B ∩X = T ⊥ ∩X , the following
statements hold true.

(a) Let Ext1C (A,B ∩ X ) = 0. Then any morphism A → X, with A ∈ A and
X ∈ B ∩ X , factors through T ∩ X .

(b) A ∩ B ∩ X ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ X ∩ B = T ∩ X if Ext1C (A,B ∩ X ) = 0.
(c) Let ⊥1B ∩ X ⊆ A and idA (B ∩ X ) = 0. Then, the following conditions are

equivalent:
(c1) T ∩ X = A ∩ B ∩ X ;
(c2) (A,B) is X -complete;
(c3) (A,B) is left X -complete.

Proof. (a) It follows from Proposition 3.11 and Lemma 3.9 (a).
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(b) By Proposition 3.11 and Lemma 3.9(b), T ∩ X = ⊥
(

T ⊥ ∩ X
)

∩ T ⊥ ∩ X =
⊥ (B ∩ X ) ∩ B ∩ X . Thus, by (a), we conclude that A ∩ B ∩ X ⊆ T ∩ X .

(c) We only prove (c1) ⇒ (c2). Indeed, by the item (b), Proposition 3.11 and
Lemma 3.9, T ∩X = A ∩ B ∩ X is a relative generator in T ⊥∩X = B∩X . Thus, by

[7, Thm. 4.4 (a)], ∀X ∈ (B∩X )∨X there are short exact sequences X
gX
→֒MX ։ CX ,

with MX ∈ B ∩ X , CX ∈ (A∩ B ∩ X )
∨ ∩ X , and KX →֒ BX

fX
։ X , with BX ∈

(A ∩ B ∩ X )
∨
, KX ∈ B ∩ X . Furthermore, since A ∩ B ∩ X ⊆ A ⊆ ⊥ (B ∩ X ), [7,

Thm. 4.4 (c)] implies (A ∩ B ∩ X )∨ ⊆ ⊥(B ∩ X ). Also, by [7, Prop. 4.5 (a)],

X ⊆ (T⊥ ∩ X )∨X = (B ∩ X )∨X . Lastly, by [7, Lem. 4.3], pdB
(

(A ∩ B ∩ X )
∨)

=

pdB (A∩ B ∩ X ) = 0. Therefore (A ∩ B ∩ X )
∨ ∩ X ⊆ ⊥B ∩ X ⊆ ⊥1B ∩ X ⊆ A and

thus (A,B) is X -complete. �

3.3. Alternative conditions for the axiom (T3).

Definition 3.22. For T ,X ⊆ C, we consider the following conditions.

(T3’): There exists ω ⊆ T ∨
X which is an X -projective relative generator in X .

(T3”): There exists σ ⊆ T ∨
X such that Add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator

in X .
(t3”): There exists σ ⊆ T ∨

X such that add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator
in X .

The following lemma is a generalization of [5, Lem. 2.3].

Lemma 3.23. Let X ⊆ C be closed under extensions and T ⊆ C be a class such
that T ∩X ⊆ T ⊥ and σ ⊆ X ∩T ∨

X . Then, for any W ∈ σ and any finite (T ∩X )X -

coresolutionW
f0
→֒ M0 → ...

fn
։Mn, we have that f0 is a special T ⊥∩X -preenvelope,

a special T ∩ X -preenvelope and a special T ⊥-preenvelope.

Proof. Let W ∈ σ and W
f0
→֒ M0 → ...

fn
։ Mn be a finite (T ∩ X )X -coresolution.

By Lemma 3.4 (a), T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥ ∩ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

. Hence Mj ∈ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∀j ∈ [0, n].

Moreover Kj := Ker (fj) ∈ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∀j ∈ [1, n] since ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

is closed under epi-

kernels. In particular Ext1C (K2, X) = 0 ∀X ∈ T ⊥ and thus f0 : W → M0 is a
special T ⊥-preenvelope, which is a T ⊥ ∩ X -preenvelope and a T ∩ X -preenvelope
since M0 ∈ T ∩ X ⊆ T ⊥. �

Lemma 3.24. Let C be an AB4 (abelian) category, X = Add (X ) ⊆ C (X =
add (X ) ⊆ C) be closed under extensions, T ⊆ C be a class satisfying (T2), σ ⊆ X ∩
T ∨
X and ω := Add (σ) (ω := add (σ)). Then, the following statements hold true.

(a) ω ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∩ X .
(b) If T = T ⊕ (T = T ⊕<∞), then every W ∈ ω admits an exact sequence

W
f
→֒ MW ։ CW , where MW ∈ T ∩ X , CW ∈ ⊥

(

T ⊥
)

∩ X and f is

a special T ⊥ ∩ X -preenvelope, a special T ∩ X -preenvelope and a special
T ⊥-preenvelope.

Proof. Let us prove the lemma by assuming that C is an AB4 category. The case
when C is just abelian can be done by applying similar arguments.

(a) Let us show that σ ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∩ X . Indeed, by Lemma 3.23, every S ∈ σ

admits an exact sequence S →֒MS ։ CS , with MS ∈ T ∩X ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∩X ∩ T ⊥,
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CS ∈ X ∩⊥
(

T ⊥
)

, and thus, S ∈⊥ (T ⊥)∩X since ⊥(T ⊥) is closed under epi-kernels.

Finally, Add (σ) ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∩ X since C is AB4 and σ ⊆ ⊥
(

T ⊥
)

∩ X .
(b) Let T = T ⊕ and W ∈ ω := Add (σ). Then there is W ′ ∈ ω and a set

{Si}i∈I ⊆ σ ⊆ X such that W ⊕ W ′ ∼=
⊕

i∈I S
(αi)
i . By Lemma 3.23, for every

i ∈ I, there is an exact sequence Si →֒ MSi
։ CSi

with MSi
∈ T ∩ X and

CSi
∈ ⊥

(

T ⊥
)

∩X . Let S :=
⊕

i∈I S
(αi)
i , M ′ :=

⊕

i∈I M
(αi)
Si

and C :=
⊕

i∈I C
(αi)
Si

.

W ′SW

W M ′ Z

C C

Since C is AB4 and T = T ⊕, we have the short exact sequence

S
f
→֒M ′

g
։ C, where S ∈ ω,M ′ ∈ T ∩X and C ∈ ⊥

(

T ⊥
)

∩X ;

and the splitting exact sequence W →֒ S
h
։ W ′. Consider-

ing the push-out of h with f , we get a short exact sequence

η : W
α
→֒ M ′

։ Z. Finally, observe from the exact sequence
W ′ →֒ Z ։ C that Z ∈ ⊥

(

T ⊥
)

∩ X . Therefore, using η, we
can conclude the desired result.

�

Lemma 3.25. Let C be an AB4 (abelian) category, X ⊆ C be closed under exten-
sions and such that X = Add (X ) (X = add (X )). If T ⊆ C satisfies (T2), (T3′′) ((t3′′)),

and T = T ⊕ (T = T ⊕<∞), then T ⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (T ).

Proof. It can be proved in a similar way as Lemma 3.8. �

We close this section with a generalization of [53, Cor. 3.6].

Proposition 3.26. Let X = smd (X ) ⊆ C be closed under extensions and admitting
an X -projective relative generator in X , and let T ⊆ C be satisfying (T0), (T1), (T2),
(T4), and (T5). Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(T3): There exists ω ⊆ T ∨
X which is a relative generator in X .

(T3’): There exists ω ⊆ T ∨
X which is an X -projective relative generator in X .

Furthermore, if C is AB4 (abelian), X = Add (X ) (X = add (X )) and T = T ⊕

(T = T ⊕<∞), then (T3) and (T3′) are equivalent to the following one:

(T3”): there exists σ ⊆ T ∨
X such that Add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator

in X

((t3′′) : there exists σ ⊆ T ∨
X such that add (σ) is an X -projective relative gen-

erator in X ).

Proof. The implication (T3) ⇒ (T3’) follows from Theorem 3.12 (a); and (T3’) ⇒
(T3) is trivial. Let C be AB4, X = Add (X ) and T = T ⊕ (the case where C is
abelian, X = add (X ) and T = T ⊕<∞ can be done by similar arguments).

(T3’) ⇒ (T3”): Let ω be the relative generator in X satisfying (T3’). Since
ω ⊆ X = Add (X ), we can take σ := ω.

(T3”) ⇒ (T3): It follows from Proposition 3.11 and Lemma 3.25. �

3.4. Tilting for classes of compact-like objects. In this section we will consider
a class X consisting of compact-like objects in an abelian category C. We shall see
that, in this case, a class T is big n-X -tilting if and only if it is small n-X -tilting.
Let us begin by defining what kind of compact-like objects we will be considering.

Let C be an additive category, T ⊆ C and M ∈ C. We recall that M is finitely
T -generated if, for every family {Ui}i∈I ⊆ T such that

⊕

i∈I Ui exists in C, every
epimorphism ϕ :

⊕

i∈I Ui → M in C admits a finite set F ⊆ I such that the
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composition
⊕

i∈F Ui

iF,I

−−→
⊕

i∈I Ui
ϕ
−→ M is an epimorphism, where iF,I is the

natural inclusion. We denote by f. g.(T ) the class of all the finitely T -generated
objects in C. It is said thatM is T -compact (T -compact for monomorphisms)
if, for every family {Ui}i∈I ⊆ T such that

⊕

i∈I Ui exists in C, every morphism
(monomorphism) ψ : M →

⊕

i∈I Ui in C admits a finite set F ⊆ I such that ψ
factors through the inclusion iF,I :

⊕

i∈F Ui →
⊕

i∈I Ui. We denote by KT (KT ,M)
the class of all the T -compact (T -compact for monomorphism) objects in C. Notice
that KT ⊆ KT ,M.

Lemma 3.27. [47, Chap. II. Lem. 16.1] Let C be an additive category and
{Ai}i∈I ⊆ C be a family of objects such that

⊕

i∈I Ai exists in C. Then, for a finite
subset F ⊆ I, a morphism α : A→

⊕

i∈I Ai in C factors through iF,I :
⊕

i∈F Ai →
⊕

i∈I Ai if, and only if, α =
∑

i∈F uipiα, where ui and pi are, respectively, the i-th
injection and the the i-th projection for the coproduct

⊕

i∈I Ai.

As an easy consequence of Lemma 3.27, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.28. Let C be an additive category and T ⊆ C. If π : M → N is an
epimorphism in C with M ∈ KT , then N ∈ KT .

The T -compact objects can be characterized as follows.

Lemma 3.29. For an additive category C, T ⊆ C and M ∈ C, the following state-
ments are equivalent.

(a) M is T -compact.
(b) For every family {Ui}i∈X ⊆ T such

⊕

i∈X Ui exists in C, the map

υ :
⊕

i∈X

HomC(M,Ui) → HomC(M,
⊕

i∈X

Ui), (αi)i∈X 7→
∑

i∈X

uiαi,

is an isomorphism, where ui : Ui →
⊕

i∈X Ui is the natural inclusion in
the coproduct.

Proof. Let {Ui}i∈X ⊆ T such
⊕

i∈X Ui exists in C. For every i ∈ X , consider the
natural projection pk :

⊕

i∈X Ui → Uk. Notice that υ is always a monomorphism.
(a) ⇒ (b) Let α :M →

⊕

i∈X Ui in C. SinceM ∈ KT , there is a finite set J ⊆ X
such that α =

∑

i∈J uipiα, see Lemma 3.27. Therefore α = υ(piα)i∈X and thus υ
is surjective.

(b) ⇒ (a) From (b), we have that every α ∈ HomC(M,
⊕

i∈X Ui) admits an
element (αi)i∈X ∈

⊕

i∈X HomC(M,Ui) such that α =
∑

i∈X uiαi. Now, since
pkυ(αi)i∈X = αk ∀k ∈ X , we get α =

∑

j∈X ujαj =
∑

j∈X uj(pjυ(αi)i∈X) =
∑

j∈X ujpjα. Hence, M ∈ KT by Lemma 3.27. �

As a consequence of Lemma 3.29, we get the following result.

Corollary 3.30. Let C be an additive category, T ⊆ C and A = ⊕n
i=1Ai in C. Then

A is T -compact if, and only if, each Ai is T -compact.

Corollary 3.31. For an additive category C, T ⊆ C and a relative generator ω⊕

in C, with ω ⊆ KT , the following statements hold true.

(a) f. g.(ω) ⊆ Fac1(ω
⊕<∞) ⊆ KT .

(b) If C is abelian and Ext1C (ω,Fac1(ω
⊕<∞)) = 0, then Fac1(ω

⊕<∞) is closed
under extensions in C.
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Proof. The item (a) follows from Corollaries 3.28 and 3.30. Finally, the proof of
(b) can be done in a similar way as the proof of the Horseshoe’s Lemma. �

Lemma 3.32. [56, Chap. V. Lem. 3.1] Let C be an AB5 category. Then f. g.(C)
is closed under quotients and extensions.

We have the following well-known facts.

Corollary 3.33. For a ring R and mod (R) := f. g.(Mod (R)), the following state-
ments hold true.

(a) mod (R) ⊆ KMod(R) and mod (R) is closed under extensions and quotients
in Mod (R). In particular, mod (R) is right thick in Mod (R).

(b) R is left noetherian if, and only if, mod (R) is a thick abelian subcategory
of Mod (R).

Proposition 3.34. Let C be an abelian category and T ⊆ C. Then Add (T )∩Z =
add (T ) ∩ Z for every Z ⊆ KT ,M.

Proof. Let Z ⊆ KT ,M. Consider X ∈ Add (T ) ∩ Z. Then, there is a splitting

exact sequence X ′ →֒
⊕

i∈I Ui

f
։ X with {Ui}i∈I ⊆ T . Let µ : X →

⊕

i∈I Ui be a
monomorphism such that fµ = 1X . It follows that there is a finite set J ⊆ I and
a morphism µ′ : X →

⊕

j∈J Uj such that µ = iJ,I ◦ µ′, where iJ,I :
⊕

j∈J Uj →
⊕

i∈I Ui is the natural inclusion. Consider the morphism g := f ◦ iJ,I :
⊕

j∈J Uj →

X . Since gµ′ = f ◦ iJ,I ◦ µ′ = fµ = 1X , g is a splitting epimorphism and thus
X ∈ add (T ) ∩ Z. �

Lemma 3.35. Let C be an AB3 category, M ⊆ C and α :M → X in C. If α is an
add (M)-precover of X, then α is an Add (M)-precover of X.

Proof. Let α : M → X be an add (M)-precover. Since Add (M) = smd (M⊕), it
is easy to see that every morphism M ′ → X , with M ′ ∈ Add (M), factors through
M⊕. Furthermore, every morphism M ′′ → X with M ′′ ∈ M⊕ factors through
M⊕. Indeed, consider a morphism α′ :

⊕

i∈I Mi → X , with Mi ∈ M ∀i ∈ I,

and the canonical inclusions
{

vi :Mi →
⊕

i∈I Mi

}

i∈I
. Since α is an add (M)-

precover, ∀i ∈ I there is λi :Mi →M such that α′vi = αλi. Therefore, there is λ :
⊕

i∈I Mi →M (I) such that λvi = v′iλi ∀ i ∈ I, where v′i :M →M (I) is the natural

inclusion in the coproduct. Observe that α′ factors through λ and α′′ :M (I) → X ,
where α′′ is induced by the coproduct universal property and moreover α′′v′i = α,
for all i ∈ I. Now, for each i ∈ I, we have α′′λvi = α′′v′iλi = αλi = α′vi and thus
α′′λ = α′.

Finally, we assert that α′′ factors through α. To show it, consider the morphism
σ : M (I) → M such that σv′j = 1M , for all j ∈ I. Then, for each j ∈ I, we get

ασv′j = α1M = α = α′′v′j and so ασ = α′′. �

Theorem 3.36. Let C be an AB4 category and T ⊆ C. Then, for every Z ⊆ KT ,M

closed under extensions, Add (T ) is n-Z-tilting if and only if add (T ) is n-Z-tilting.

Proof. Let Z ⊆ KT ,M be closed under extensions. Since C is AB4, pdX (Add(T )) =
pdX (T ) = pdX (add(T )). Now, by Proposition 3.34, Add (T ) ∩ Z = add (T ) ∩ Z.
Hence, using that Z is closed under extensions, we have ω ⊆ (Add (T ))∨Z if and
only if ω ⊆ (add (T ))∨Z , for any ω ⊆ Z. Finally, (T5) follows from Lemma 3.35 and
Proposition 3.34. �
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Corollary 3.37. Let C be an AB4 category, T ⊆ W ⊆ C, and let ω⊕ be a relative
generator in C such that ω ⊆ KW . Then, for every Z ⊆ f. g.(ω) closed under
extensions, we have that Add (T ) is n-Z-tilting if and only if add (T ) is n-Z-tilting.

Proof. It follows by Theorem 3.36 and Corollary 3.31. �

Corollary 3.38. Let R be a ring and T ⊆ Mod (R). Then, for every Z ⊆ mod (R),
closed under extensions, we have that Add (T ) is n-Z-tilting if and only if add (T )
is n-Z-tilting.

Proof. It follows by Corollary 3.33 (a) and Corollary 3.37. �

3.5. n-X -tilting triples in abelian categories.

Definition 3.39. We say that ((A,B) ; T ) is a big (small) n-X -tilting triple
in an abelian category C provided the following statements hold true:

(TT1): (A,B) is a left cotorsion pair in X with idA (B ∩ X ) = 0.
(TT2): B is closed under extensions and direct summands.
(TT3): There is a big (small) n-X -tilting class T such that B ∩ X = T ⊥ ∩ X and

T ∩ X ⊆ A ∩ B ∩ X .

Lemma 3.40. Let (A,B) be a right X -complete pair in an abelian category C such
that B ∩ X = smd (B ∩ X ) . If α ⊆ X ⊆ ⊥1α, then α ⊆ B ∩ X .

Proof. It is straightforward. �

Lemma 3.41. For a right X -complete and X -hereditary pair (A,B) in C such that
B ∩ X = smd (B ∩ X ) and n := max {1, pdX (A)} < ∞, the following statements
hold true.

(a) Every X ∈ X admits an exact sequence

0 → X
f0
→ BX,0

f1
→ BX,1 → ...

fn
→ BX,n → 0,

with BX,n ∈ A∩B∩X , BX,i ∈ B∩X and Coker (fi) ∈ A∩X ∀i ∈ [0, n−1].
In particular, coresdimA∩X

B∩X (X ) ≤ n.
(b) Let A∩X and X be closed under extensions and ⊥(B∩X )∩B∩X ⊆ A∩B∩X .

Then, every W ∈ X ∩ ⊥X admits an exact sequence

0 →W
f0
→ BW,0

f1
→ BW,1 → ...

fn
→ BW,n → 0

with BW,i ∈ A ∩ B ∩ X ∀i ∈ [0, n] and Coker (fj) ∈ A ∩ X ∀j ∈ [0, n− 1].
In particular, coresdimA∩X

A∩B∩X

(

X ∩ ⊥X
)

≤ n.

Proof. (a) Let X ∈ X . Since (A,B) is right X -complete, there is an exact sequence
X →֒ BX,0 ։ C1, with BX,0 ∈ B ∩ X and C1 ∈ A ∩ X . Repeating the same
argument recursively, we can build an exact sequence

0 → X → BX,0 → BX,1 → ...→ BX,n → Cn+1 → 0

with BX,i ∈ B∩X ∀i ∈ [0, n] and Cn+1 ∈ A∩X . Moreover BX,i ∈ C⊥
n+1 ∀i ∈ [0, n]

since (A,B) is X -hereditary. Hence Ext1C (Cn+1, Cn) ∼= Extn+1
C (Cn+1, X) = 0 since

Cn+1 ∈ A and pdX (A) ≤ n. Therefore Cn →֒ BX,n ։ Cn+1 splits and thus
0 → X → BX,0 → BX,1 → ...→ BX,n−1 → Cn → 0 is the desired exact sequence.

(b) Let W ∈ X ∩ ⊥X . Consider the exact sequence

0 →W
f0
→ BW,0

f1
→ BW,1 → ...

fn
→ BW,n → 0
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obtained in (a). Now, by using that A ∩ X is closed under extensions, we can
conclude that BW,k ∈ A ∩ B ∩ X ∀k ∈ [1, n]. Finally, consider the exact sequence
W →֒ BW,0 ։ C1. Since W ∈ X ∩ ⊥X ⊆ X ∩ ⊥ (B ∩ X ) and C1 ∈ A ∩ X ⊆ X ∩
⊥ (B ∩ X ), we have BW,0 ∈ X ∩ ⊥ (B ∩ X ) ∩ B ⊆ X ∩ A ∩ B. �

The following result is a generalization of [3, Thm. 3.2]. Note that we are
writing, at the same time, the big and the small versions.

Theorem 3.42. Let C be an AB4 (abelian) category, X ⊆ C be closed under ex-
tensions such that X = Add (X ) (X = add (X )) and admits an X -injective relative
cogenerator in X and an X -projective relative generator in X . Consider a left co-
torsion pair (A,B) in X such that idA (B ∩ X ) = 0 and B = smd (B) is closed under
extensions, and let κ := A∩ B ∩X . Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(a) There exists T ⊆ C such that ((A,B) ; T ) is a big (small) n-X -tilting triple.
(b) (A,B) is right X -complete, ⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ B ∩ X ⊆ A∩ B ∩ X , pdX (A) ≤ n,

κ = κ⊕ (κ = κ⊕<∞) and κ is precovering in B ∩ X .
(c) κ is a big (small) n-X -tilting class such that B ∩ X = κ⊥ ∩ X .

Furthermore, if any of the above conditions is satisfied, then A ∩ X ⊆ κ∨, κ =
(A ∩ X )⊥ ∩ A ∩ X = ⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ B ∩ X , coresdimA∩X

B∩X (X ) ≤ max {1, n}, and
idA∩X (X ) = coresdimX

B (X ) ≤ n. Moreover, if Add (σ) (add (σ)) is X -projective
and a relative generator in X and σ is a (finite) set (and add (X) is precovering in
X⊥ ∩ X ∀X ∈ κ), then we can dismiss the hypothesis from (b) which says that κ
is precovering in B ∩ X and to find T ∈ C such that Add (T ) = κ (add (T ) = κ).

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) By Proposition 3.21, it follows that (A,B) is X -complete, X -
hereditary, and T ∩X = κ = ⊥ (B ∩ X )∩B ∩X . In particular κ = κ⊕ (κ = κ⊕<∞).
Moreover, since A ⊆ ⊥ (B ∩ X ), we can conclude that pdX (A) ≤ n by [7, Prop. 4.5
(b)], (T1) and (T4). Finally, it follows from (T5) that κ is precovering in B ∩ X .

(b) ⇒ (c) Let α be an X -injective relative cogenerator in X . We claim that
B∩X = κ⊥∩X . Indeed, since κ ⊆ A and idA (B ∩ X ) = 0, we have B∩X ⊆ κ⊥∩X .
Let us show that κ⊥∩X ⊆ B∩X . Consider X ∈ κ⊥∩X . Then, by Lemma 3.41 (a),

there is an exact sequence 0 → X
f0
→ B0

f1
→ B1

f2
→ ...

fk→ Bk → 0 such that Bk ∈ κ,
Bi ∈ B ∩ X and Coker (fi) ∈ A∩ X ∀i ∈ [0, k]. Hence, using that X ∈ κ⊥ ∩ X and
Bi ∈ B ∩ X ⊆ κ⊥ ∩ X , we have that Im(fj) ∈ κ⊥ ∩ X ∀j ∈ [1, k − 1].
Let us prove, by induction on k, thatX ∈ B. Indeed, if k = 0 thenX ∼= B0 ∈ B. For
the case k = 1, we have an exact sequence η1 : X →֒ B0 ։ B1, with X ∈ κ⊥ ∩ X
and B1 ∈ κ. Hence η1 splits and thus X ∈ B.

Let k > 1. Let us show that Bk−1 ∈ κ. Indeed, using that Bk−1 ∈ B ∩ X , it is
enough to show that Bk−1 ∈ A. From the exact sequence ηk : Kk−1 →֒ Bk−1 ։ Bk,
we get Bk−1 ∈ A since Kk−1, Bk ∈ A and A is closed under extensions; proving
that Bk−1 ∈ κ. Now, by using that Bk ∈ κ and Kk−1 ∈ κ⊥ ∩ X , we get that ηk
splits and thus Kk−1 ∈ κ. Furthermore, from the exact sequence

0 → X
f0
→ B0

f1
→ B1

f2
→ ...

fk−2

→ Bk−2 → Kk−1 → 0,

and using that Kk−1 ∈ κ, we have by the inductive hypothesis, that X ∈ B.
Let us show that κ is n-X -tilting. In order to do that, we proceed to verify the

axioms from (T0) to (T5).

(T0): It is clear.
(T1): Since κ ⊆ A, we have pdX (κ) ≤ pdX (A) ≤ n.
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(T2): Since κ ⊆ B ∩ X ⊆ κ⊥ ∩ X , we have κ ∩ X ⊆ κ⊥ ∩ X .
(T4): By Lemma 3.40, α is an X -injective relative cogenerator in X such that

α ⊆ B ∩ X . Hence, α ⊆ X⊥ ∩ κ⊥ since B ∩ X ⊆ κ⊥.
(T5): By hypothesis, κ is precovering in B∩X . Then, using that κ⊥∩X = B∩X ,

we have that every Z ∈ κ⊥ ∩ X admits a κ-precover T ′ → Z with T ′ ∈ X .
(T3): It follows from Lemma 3.41 (b).

(c) ⇒ (a) It is clear.
Assume now that one of the above equivalent conditions hold true. Then we

have the following facts. By Lemma 3.41 (a), coresdimA∩X
B∩X (X ) ≤ max {1, n} and

thus X ⊆ (B ∩ X )∨A∩X ⊆ B∨
X . Moreover idA∩X (X ) = coresdimX

B (X ) by [7, Cor.
4.12 (a)]. On the other hand κ = (A ∩ X )⊥ ∩ A ∩ X by [7, Theorem 4.24 (a)];
and pdX (A) ≤ n < ∞ by (b). Then, by applying [7, Theorem 4.24 (a1, a2)] on
(A ∩ X ,B), coresdimX

B (X ) = pdA∩X (A ∩ X ) = pdX (A∩ X ) ≤ pdX (A) ≤ n and
A∩ X ⊆ κ∨.

Finally, assume that σ is a (finite) set, (add (X) is precovering inX⊥∩X for every
X ∈ κ), (A,B) is right X -complete, ⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ B ∩ X ⊆ A∩ B ∩ X , pdX (A) ≤ n,
and κ = κ⊕ (κ = κ⊕<∞). Since σ ⊆ X ∩ ⊥X , by Lemma 3.41 (b), every W ∈ σ

admits an exact sequence 0 → W
f0
→ BW,0

f1
→ BW,1 → ...

fn
→ BW,n → 0 such that

BW,i ∈ A ∩ B ∩ X ∀i ∈ [0, n] and Coker (fj) ∈ A ∩ X ∀j ∈ [0, n − 1]. Consider
TW :=

⊕n
i=0 BW,i for every W ∈ σ. Since κ = κ⊕ (κ = κ⊕<∞), we have T :=

⊕

W∈σ TW ∈ κ and Add (T ) ⊆ κ (add (T ) ⊆ κ). We claim that Add (T ) = κ
(add (T ) = κ). In order to prove it, we must show that T is big (small) n-X -tilting.
This is done in the same manner as (b) ⇒ (c) was proved.

Let us show that κ ⊆ Add (T ) (κ ⊆ add (T )). Consider X ∈ κ. Observe that

X ∈ B ∩ X ⊆ T⊥ ∩ X . Now, T⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (Add(T )) (T⊥ ∩ X ⊆ FacX1 (add(T )))
by Lemma 3.8. Hence, by Lemma 3.9 (a), Add (T ) = Add (T ) ∩ X (add (T ) =
add (T ) ∩ X ) is a relative generator in T⊥ ∩ X . Then, using that X ∈ T⊥ ∩ X , we

can build an exact sequence 0 → Kn → Tn
fn
→ Tn−1 → ...

f1
→ T0

f0
→ X → 0, with

Ti ∈ Add (T ) (Ti ∈ add (T )) and Ki := Ker (fi) ∈ T⊥ ∩X ∀i ∈ [0, n]. On the other
hand pdX (X) ≤ pdX (κ) ≤ n and thus Ext1C (Kn−1,Kn) ∼= Extn+1

C (X,Kn) = 0.
Therefore, Kn ∈ B ∩ X ⊆ (A ∩ X )⊥ since the exact sequence Kn →֒ Tn ։ Kn−1

splits. Then, using that Ti ∈ κ ⊆ B ∩ X ⊆ (A∩ X )
⊥ ∀i ∈ [0, n] and (A ∩ X )⊥

is closed by mono-cokernels, we have Ki ∈ (A ∩ X )
⊥ ∀i ∈ [0, n]. Finally, since

K0 ∈ (A ∩ X )
⊥
and X ∈ κ ⊆ A ∩ X , the exact sequence K0 →֒ T0 ։ X splits and

thus X ∈ Add (T )(X ∈ add (T )). �

Remark 3.43. One of the hypotheses (the small case) in Theorem 3.42 is that the
class add (X) is precovering in X⊥ ∩ X ∀X ∈ κ. We can give two examples where
such condition is satisfied:

(i) X := FPn, C = Mod (R), σ = {R} with R an n-coherent ring, see Lemma
4.11.

(ii) R is an Artin algebra, C := mod (R), X ⊆ mod (R) and σ = {R}, see [16,
Prop. 4.2].

Lemma 3.44. Let C be an abelian category with enough projectives and injectives
and T be an n-C-tilting class in C. Then (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is a complete hereditary
cotorsion pair in C.
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Proof. Since T is n-C-tilting in C, we get from Theorem 3.12 (c) that (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is
a hereditary C-complete pair in C which is also a cotorsion one by [7, Cor. 3.11]. �

Corollary 3.45. Let C be an AB3 (abelian) category with enough injectives and
projectives, X = Add(X ) (X = add(X )) be a class in C admitting an X -injective
relative cogenerator and an X -projective relative generator. Consider the classes:

(a) HCCn,X (C) is the class of all the hereditary cotorsion pairs (A,B) in C which
are X -complete, pdX (A) ≤ n and ω := A ∩ B ∩ X with ω⊕ = ω (this condition is
dismissed in the small case). We say that (A,B), (A′,B′) ∈ HCCn,X (C) are related,
and write (A,B) ∼ (A′,B′) if A ∩ B ∩ X = A′ ∩ B′ ∩ X .

(b) Tiltn,X (C) is the class of all the big (small) n-X -tilting classes T in C such
that T ⊆ X .

Then, the map ϕ : HCCn,X (C)/∼→ Tiltn,X (C), [(A,B)] 7→ A ∩ B ∩ X , is a
bijection whose inverse is ψ : Tiltn,X (C) → HCCn,X (C)/∼, T 7→ [(⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥)].

Proof. We consider the big case only (the small one is similar). Recall that C is AB4
since it is AB3 and has enough injectives and projectives. Let (A,B) ∈ HCCn,X (C)
and ω := A∩B∩X . Since (A,B) is X -complete and hereditary, it follows that ω is
precovering in B∩X . Moreover, by [7, Thm. 4.24 (b)], we get ω = ⊥(B∩X )∩B∩X .
Thus, by Theorem 3.42, we have that ω ∈ Tiltn,X (C) and B∩X = ω⊥∩X .Moreover,
by Lemma 3.9 (b) and Proposition 3.11, we have ⊥(ω⊥)∩ω⊥ ∩X = ω∩X = ω and
thus (A,B) ∼ (⊥(ω⊥), ω⊥).

Let T ∈ Tiltn,X (C). Then, from [7, Prop. 4.5 (b)], pdX (⊥(T ⊥)) ≤ pdX (T ) ≤ n.
By Lemma 3.9 (b) and Proposition 3.11, we have ⊥(T ⊥) ∩ T ⊥ ∩ X = T ∩ X = T .
Moreover, by Lemma 3.44 and Theorem 3.12 (c), we conclude that (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) ∈
HCCn,X (C). �

Theorem 3.46. Let C be an AB4 (abelian) category, X = X⊕ ⊆ C (X ⊆ C) be a
right thick class admitting an X -projective relative generator in X , and let B ⊆ C
be right thick. Then, the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) There is a big (small) n-X -tilting class T ⊆ X such that B ∩X = T ⊥ ∩X .
(b) B satisfies the following conditions:

(b0) B∩X ∩⊥(B∩X ) is closed under coproducts (this condition is dismissed
in the small case);

(b1) there is an X -injective relative cogenerator in X ;
(b2) B ∩ X is special preenveloping in X ;
(b3) pdX

(

⊥(B ∩ X )
)

≤ n;

(b4) B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ) is precovering in B ∩ X .

Moreover, if (a) or (b) holds true, we have that T = B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ) and B is
X -coresolving.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let T ⊆ X be a big (small) n-X -tilting class such that B ∩ X =
T ⊥ ∩ X . Let us verify the conditions of (b).

(b0) Since T ⊆ X , by Proposition 3.15 (a, d), we have B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ) = T
and thus (b0) holds true.

(b1) It follows by (T4).
(b2) By Theorem 3.12 (c), the pair (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is right X -complete. Hence,

(b2) follows from Theorem 3.12 (a).
(b3) It follows from [7, Prop. 4.5 (b)], (T4) and (T1).
(b4) It follows from (T5) and Proposition 3.15 (a, d).
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(b) ⇒ (a) Assume the conditions of (b) hold true, and let α be an X -injective
relative cogenerator in X . We assert that α ⊆ B ∩ X . Indeed, using (b2), we have
that the pair (X ,B) is right X -complete. Hence by Lemma 3.40, our assertion
follows. Also note that, since B and X are right thick, B is closed under extensions
and mono-cokernels in B ∩X . Therefore, B is X -coresolving, and thus, by [7, Lem.
3.4] and (b2), (⊥(B∩X ),B∩X ) is a right X -complete left cotorsion pair in X . Now,
by (b0), (b3) and (b4), we have that (⊥(B ∩ X ) ∩ X ,B ∩ X ) satisfy the conditions
of Theorem 3.42 (b). Hence, by Theorem 3.42 (a), the item (a) is satisfied. �

Remark 3.47. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.46 with C AB4, X = X⊕

right thick and σ a set, where Add(σ) is an X -projective relative generator in X .
Then, we can dismiss the condition (b4) from (b). Moreover, if Theorem 3.46(a) is
satisfied, we can choose T ⊆ X such that T = Add (T ) with T ∈ B ∩X ∩⊥(B∩X ).
Indeed, this is a consequence of the last sentence in Theorem 3.42 and the fact that
Add (T ) is precovering.

Remark 3.48. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.46 with C abelian, X right
thick and σ a finite set, where add(σ) is an X -projective relative generator in X .
Then, we can replace condition (b4) in (b) for the following condition:

(∗): add (T ) is precovering in T⊥ ∩ X , for each T ∈ B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ).

Moreover, in such case, we can choose T = add (T ) with T ∈ B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ).
Indeed, this is a consequence of the last sentence in Theorem 3.42.

Corollary 3.49. Let C be an AB4 category with enough injectives, X = X⊕ be a
right thick class admitting an X -injective relative cogenerator in X , and let σ be
a set such that Add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator in X . Consider the
following classes:

Tn,X : consisting of all the objects T ∈ X that are big n-X -tilting;
T Pn,X : consisting of all the right X -complete and left cotorsion pairs (A,B) such

that pdX

(

⊥(B ∩ X )
)

≤ n, ⊥(B∩X )∩B∩X is closed under coproducts and
B is right thick.

Consider the equivalence relation ∼ in Tn,X , where T ∼ S if T⊥ ∩ X = S⊥ ∩ X ;
and the equivalence relation ≈ in T Pn,X , where (A,B) ≈ (A′,B′) if B∩X = B′∩X .
Then, there is a bijective map

φ : Tn,X /∼ −→ T Pn,X /≈, [T ] 7→ [(⊥(T⊥), T⊥)].

Proof. For each T ∈ Tn,X , we consider the pair PT := (⊥(T⊥), T⊥). Let us show
that PT ∈ T Pn,X . To begin with, it is clear that T⊥ is right thick, and by Theorem
3.12 (c), PT is X -complete. On the other hand, by [7, Lemma 3.4], PT is left
cotorsion since C has enough injectives. Moreover, by Proposition 3.11 and Lemma
3.9, T⊥∩⊥(T⊥∩X )∩X = Add (T )∩X = Add (T ) and thus T⊥∩⊥(T⊥∩X )∩X is
closed under coproducts. Finally, by Proposition 3.16 (b), pdX

(

⊥(T⊥ ∩ X )
)

≤ n.
Moreover, for T, S ∈ Tn,X , we note that [T ] = [S] ⇔ [PT ] = [PS ]. Therefore,

the map φ is well-defined and injective. It remains to show that φ is surjective.
Let (A,B) ∈ T Pn,X . In particular, (A,B) satisfy conditions (b0), (b1), (b2) and

(b3) of Theorem 3.46 (b). Then, by Remark 3.47, Theorem 3.46 (a) is satisfied
and thus we can find T ∈ Tn,X such that B ∩ X = T⊥ ∩ X . Therefore (A,B) ≈
(⊥(T⊥), T⊥) and then φ([T ]) = [(A,B)]. �

A similar result as above can be proved for small n-X -tilting objects.
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Corollary 3.50. Let C be an abelian category with enough injectives, X ⊆ C be a
right thick class admitting an X -injective relative cogenerator in X , and let σ be a
finite set such that add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator in X . Consider the
following classes:

sTn,X : consisting of all the objects T ∈ X that are small n-X -tilting;
sT Pn,X : consisting of all the right X -complete and left cotorsion pairs (A,B) such

that pdX

(

⊥(B ∩ X )
)

≤ n and B is right thick.

Consider the equivalence relation ∼ in sTn,X , where T ∼ S if T⊥ ∩ X = S⊥ ∩ X ;
and the equivalence relation ≈ in sT Pn,X , where (A,B) ≈ (A′,B′) if B∩X = B′∩X .
Then, there is an injective map

φ : sTn,X /∼ −→ sT Pn,X /≈, [T ] 7→ [(⊥(T⊥), T⊥)].

Furthermore, φ is bijective if every T ∈ B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ) satisfies that add (T ) is
precovering in T⊥ ∩ X .

Proof. Using Theorem 3.46 and Remark 3.48, the proof follows by similar argu-
ments as in the proof of Corollary 3.49. �

In the case of a ring R, we get the following result.

Corollary 3.51. Let R be a ring, X = X⊕ be a right thick class in Mod (R)
admitting an X -injective relative cogenerator in X , and let σ be a set such that
Add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator in X . Then, for every B ⊆ Mod (R),
the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) There is a big n-X -tilting object T ∈ X such that B ∩ X = T⊥ ∩ X .
(b) B satisfies the following conditions:

(b0) B ∩ X ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X ) is closed under coproducts;
(b1) B is special preenveloping in X ;
(b2) pdX

(

⊥(B ∩ X )
)

≤ n;
(b3) B is right thick in Mod (R).

Proof. It follows from Corollary 3.49. �

In the case of an Artin algebra Λ, we get the following result.

Corollary 3.52. Let Λ be an Artin algebra, X be a right thick class in mod (Λ)
admitting an X -injective relative cogenerator in X , and let σ be a set such that
add (σ) is an X -projective relative generator in X . Then, for any B ⊆ mod (Λ),
the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) There is a small n-X -tilting object T ∈ X such that B ∩ X = T⊥ ∩ X .
(b) B satisfies the following conditions:

(b1) B is special preenveloping in X ;
(b2) pdX

(

mod(Λ) ∩ ⊥(B ∩ X )
)

≤ n;
(b3) B is right thick in mod (Λ).

Proof. It follows from Corollary 3.50 and [16, Prop. 4.2]. �

4. n-X -tilting versus other notions of tilting

In this section, we will show that n-X -tilting offers a unified framework of dif-
ferent previous notions of tilting which are in the literature.
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4.1. ∞-tilting objects and pairs. Leonid Positselski and Jan Št’ov́ıček defined
in [52] the notion of ∞-tilting object and ∞-tilting pair. In this section, we recall
these notions and give and interpretation in terms of n-X -tilting theory. We also
recall that an AB3* category, having an injective cogenerator, is AB3 [47, Ex. III.2].

Definition 4.1. [52, Sect. 2] Let A be an AB3* category which has an injective
cogenerator. An object T ∈ A is ∞-tilting if the following conditions hold true:

(∞-T1): Add(T ) ⊆ T⊥.
(∞-T2): Inj(A) ⊆ (Add(T ), T⊥)∧∞.

Definition 4.2. [52, Sect. 3] Let A be an AB3* category having an injective
cogenerator, T ∈ A and E ⊆ A. The pair (T, E) is ∞-tilting if the following
conditions hold true:

(∞-PT1): The class E is coresolving.
(∞-PT2): Add(T ) ⊆ E ⊆ T⊥1.
(∞-PT3): Any Add(T )-precover α : T ′ → E of E ∈ E is an epimorphism and

Ker(α) ∈ E.

Remark 4.3. [52, Sect. 3] For an ∞-tilting pair (T, E) in an AB3* category A,
which has an injective cogenerator J , the following statements hold true:

(a) Prod(J) = Inj(A) ⊆ E ⊆ T⊥.
(b) Add(T ) ⊆ T⊥.
(c) Add(T ) is a relative E-projective generator in E .
(d) Prod(J) is an E-injective relative cogenerator in E.

The connection between ∞-tilting objects and pairs is as follows.

Lemma 4.4. [52, Lem. 3.1] For a bicomplete abelian category A, which has an
injective cogenerator, and T ∈ A, the following statements hold true.

(a) There exists a class E ⊆ A such that (T, E) is an ∞-tilting pair if, and only
if, T is an ∞-tilting object.

(b) If T is an ∞-tilting object, then (T, (Add(T ), T⊥)∧∞) is an ∞-tilting pair.
(c) If (T, E) is an ∞-tilting pair, then E ⊆ (Add(T ), T⊥)∧∞.

In what follows, we show that the ∞-tilting pairs are contained in the n-X -tilting
theory.

Proposition 4.5. Let A be an AB3* category having an injective cogenerator,
and let (T, E) be an ∞-tilting pair. Then T is a big 0-E-tilting object such that

Add(T ) = E ∩ ⊥E and T⊥ ∩ E = GenE
1 (T ).

Proof. Let J ∈ A be an injective cogenerator. By [?, Chap. 3, Cor. 2.9, p.73], we
get that A is AB4. By taking into account Remark 4.3, we can show the following:

(T1): pdAdd(T ) (E) = pdT (E) = 0 since E ⊆ T⊥.

(T2): Add(T ) ∩ E ⊆ T⊥ = Add(T )⊥ since Add(T ) ⊆ E .
(T3): We know that Add(T ) is an E-projective relative generator in E and thus

Add(T ) ⊆ (Add(T ))∨E .
(T4): Prod(J) = Inj(A) is an E-injective relative cogenerator in E and T⊥ =

(Add(T ))⊥.
(T5): Notice that Add(T ) is precovering sinceA is AB3. Using now that Add(T ) ⊆

E , any X ∈ T⊥ ∩ E has an Add(T )-precover A→ X , with A ∈ E .
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Finally, it is enough to use Corollary 3.7 and Theorem 3.12 to conclude that
Add(T ) = E ∩ ⊥E and T⊥ ∩ E = GenE1 (T ) ∩ E = GenE1 (T ) since E is closed under
mono-cokernels. �

4.2. Miyashita tilting modules. In this section we review the tilting theory
developed by Yoichi Miyashita in [48]. Recall that, for a ring R, proj (R) (resp.
inj(R)) is the class of finitely generated projective (resp. injective) left R-modules.

Definition 4.6. Let R be a ring. A left R-module T is Miyashita n-tilting if
the following conditions hold true.

(MT1): T ∈ proj (R)
∧

n .
(MT2): T ∈ T⊥.

(MT3): R ∈ add (T )
∨
n .

Proposition 4.7. Let R be a finitely generated S-algebra, where S is a commu-
tative noetherian ring, and let T ∈ mod (R). Then, the following conditions are
equivalent.

(a) T is a Miyashita n-tilting module and inj(R) is a relative cogenerator in
mod (R) .

(b) T is a big n-mod (R)-tilting object.
(c) T is a small n-mod (R)-tilting object.

Moreover, if inj(R) is a relative cogenerator in mod (R) and T satisfies (MT1) and
(MT2), then T satisfies (MT3) if and only if coresdimadd(T )(RR) <∞.

Proof. Observe that mod (R) is a thick abelian subcategory of Mod(R) by Corollary
3.33 (b). Moreover, (MT1) and (T1) are equivalent since pdmod(R)(T ) = pd(T ).

(a) ⇒ (b) Let T be a Miyashita n-tilting module and inj(R) be a relative cogen-
erator in mod (R). Notice that (T4) is trivial and (T5) follows from Lemma 3.35.
Finally, (T3) follows from (MT3) and Remark 3.26.

(b)⇒ (a) Let T be an n-mod (R) -tilting object.We only show (MT3). Indeed, by
Theorem 3.12 (c), there is an exact sequence R →֒ M0 ։ X0, where M0 ∈ T⊥ ∩
mod (R) and X0 ∈ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ mod (R) . Moreover, using R ∈ ⊥(T⊥), by Lemma
3.9 (b) we get M0 ∈ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ T⊥ ∩ mod (R) = Add (T ) ∩ mod (R) = add (T ) .
By repeating the above argument, we can build (inductively) an exact sequence
R →֒ M0 → · · · → Mk ։ Xk, with Xi ∈ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ mod (R) and Mi ∈ add (T )
∀i ∈ [1, n]. Finally, Xn ∈ T⊥ ∩ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ mod (R) = add (T ) by [7, Prop. 2.7].

(b) ⇔ (c) It follows from Corollary 3.38. �

By using Proposition 4.7 together with the main results in this paper, we can
infer well-known properties of Miyashita tilting modules.

4.3. Miyashita tilting for modules of type FPn. In this section we study the
left n-coherent rings and the left modules of type FPn+1. We characterize when
some T ∈ Mod(R) is a big n-FPn+1-tilting object.

Let R be a ring. Following [25, Section 1], we recall that M ∈ Mod(R) is
called finitely n-presented (or of type FPn) if it admits an exact sequence Fn →
Fn−1 → · · · → F0 → M → 0 with Fi ∈ proj (R) ∀i ∈ [0, n]. The class of all the left
R-modules of type FPn is denoted by FPn(R). Note that FP0(R) = mod(R). An
M ∈ Mod(R) is called finitely∞-presented (or of type FP∞) if it admits an exact
sequence · · · → Fn → Fn−1 → · · · → F0 → M → 0, with Fi ∈ proj (R) ∀i ≥ 0.
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The class of all the left R-modules of type FP∞ is denoted by FP∞(R). Note that
FP∞(R) = proj (R)

∧

∞.

Lemma 4.8. [25, Prop. 1.7] Let R be a ring. Then, FPn(R) is right thick and
FP∞(R) is thick.

Lemma 4.9. [24, Lem. 2.11] Let R be a ring and C ∈ Mod(R) be such that there is
an exact sequence Fn → · · · → F1 → F0 → C → 0, where Fi ∈ FPn(R) ∀i ∈ [0, n].
Then C ∈ FPn(R).

We recall from [25, Def. 2.2] that a ring R is left n-coherent if FPn(R) =
FPn+1(R).

Lemma 4.10. [25, Cor. 2.6] Let R be a left n-coherent ring. Then FPn is closed
under epi-kernels.

Lemma 4.11. For an n-coherent commutative ring R and T ∈ FPn(R), the fol-
lowing statements hold true.

(a) HomR(T,X) ∈ FPn(R) ∀ X ∈ T⊥ ∩ FPn(R).
(b) Every X ∈ T⊥ ∩ FPn(R) admits an add (T )-precover. Moreover, such

add (T )-precover is an Add (T )-precover.

Proof. (a) There is a family
{

Ki+1 →֒ Rmi ։ Ki

}n

i=0
of exact sequences in Mod(R),

where K0 = T and mi ∈ N ∀i ∈ [0, n], since T ∈ FPn(R).
Let X ∈ T⊥ ∩ FPn(R). Then Ext1R(Ki, X) ≃ Ext1+i

R (T,X) = 0 ∀i ∈ [0, n], and
thus, by applying the functor HomR(−, X) to the above family of exact sequences,
we get the family {0 → HomR(Ki, X) → Xmi → HomR(Ki+1, X) → 0}ni=0 of exact
sequences in Mod(R). From this family, we get the exact sequence

0 → HomR(T,X) → Xm0 → Xm1 → · · · → Xmn → HomR(Kn+1, X) → 0.

Then by Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, it follows that HomR(Kn+1, X) ∈ FPn(R). Thus,
by using recursively Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10, we get that HomR(T,X) ∈ FPn(R).

(b) Let X ∈ T⊥ ∩ FPn(R). Then, by (a), HomR(T,X) ∈ mod(R) and let
{f1, · · · , fk} be a finite generating set. It is straightforward to show that α :=
(f1, · · · , fk) : T k → X is an add (T )-precover. The second statement in (b) follows
from Lemma 3.35. �

Lemma 4.12. Let R be a ring and T ∈ mod (R) be such that T ∈ T⊥ and T ∈
proj(R)∧n . Then, the following statements hold true.

(a) Q := (⊥T ∩ FP∞(R), add (T ))∨∞ is left thick.
(b) (add (T ))

∨

FP∞(R) = add (T )
∨
= {M ∈ Q | idQ (M) <∞} is left thick.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, we know that FP∞(R) is thick in Mod (R). Note that
T ∈ FP∞(R) and thus add (T ) ⊆ FP∞(R). Moreover add (T ) ⊆ T⊥ ∩ FP∞ since
T ∈ T⊥. Hence, the result follows from [7, Cor. 4.21]. �

Theorem 4.13. Let R be a left n-coherent ring and T ∈ FPn+1(R). Consider the
following statements:

(a) T is a Miyashita n-tilting R-module and there is an FPn+1(R)-injective
relative cogenerator in FPn+1(R).

(b) T is a big n-FPn+1(R)-tilting object.
(c) T is a small n-FPn+1(R)-tilting object.
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Then (b) ⇒ (a) and (b) ⇔ (c) hold true. Furthermore, (a) ⇒ (b) holds true if
R is commutative.

Proof. Note first that, by [25, Thm. 2.4 (3)], R is k-coherent ∀k ≥ n. In particular,
by Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10, FPn+1(R) is thick in Mod (R).

(a) ⇒ (b) Let R be commutative. The conditions (T1), (T2), (T4) and (T5)
are proved straightforward by using [37, Lem. 3.1.6] and Lemma 4.11 (b). The
condition (T3) follows from (MT3) and Lemma 4.12.

(b) ⇒ (a) Let T be an n-FPn+1(R)-tilting object. By (T4), we know there is
an FPn+1(R)-injective relative cogenerator in FPn+1(R).

Let us prove that T is Miyashita tilting. Since T ∈ FPn+1(R) and R is (n+ 1)-
coherent, it can be shown that (MT1) is satisfied by using (T1) and the Shifting
Lemma. Moreover, (MT2) follows from (T2). Finally, since FPn+1(R) is thick in
Mod(R), by Theorem 3.12 (c), there is an exact sequence RR →֒ M0 ։ X0 where
M0 ∈ T⊥ ∩ FPn+1(R) and X0 ∈ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ FPn+1(R). Then, using RR ∈ ⊥(T⊥)
and Proposition 3.15 (d), we have M0 ∈ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ T⊥ ∩ FPn+1(R) = Add (T ) ∩
FPn+1(R) = add (T ) . By repeating the same arguments (recursively), we can
build a long exact sequence R →֒M0 → · · · →Mk ։ Xk ∀k ≥ 1 with Mi ∈ add (T )
and Xi ∈ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ FPn+1(R) ∀i ∈ [1, k]. Now, since pdFPn+1(R) (T ) ≤ n, we have

T⊥ ∩ FPn+1(R) is closed by n-quotients in FPn+1(R) by [7, Prop. 2.6]. Thus, we
have Xn ∈ T⊥ ∩ ⊥(T⊥) ∩ FPn+1(R) = add (T ) and therefore T satisfies (MT3).

(b) ⇔ (c) It follows from Corollary 3.38 since FPn+1(R) ⊆ mod (R) . �

4.4. Tilting in exact categories. It is a known fact that a small exact category
can be embedded into an abelian category. In this section, we will use this fact
to introduce a tilting theory on small exact categories. Furthermore, we will see
that the tilting objects obtained by this procedure coincide with the tilting objects
defined by Bin Zhu y Xiao Zhuang in [59].

Let A be an additive category. A kernel-cokernel pair (i, p) in A is a sequence

of morphisms A′ i
→ A

p
→ A′′ in A such that i is the kernel of p and p is the

cokernel of i. Let E be a fixed class of kernel-cokernel pairs in A. A morphism i (p,
respectively) is called admissible mono (admissible epi, respectively) if there
is a pair (i, p) ∈ E . An exact category is a pair (A, E), where A is an additive
category and E is a class of kernel-cokernel pairs satisfying certain axioms, see [28,
Def. 2.1] for more details.

Given an exact category (A, E), an element (i, p) ∈ E is called short exact

sequence and it is also denoted as 0 → X
i
−→ Z

p
−→ Y → 0. Moreover, for every

X,Y ∈ A, we denote by E(X,Y ) the class of all the short exact sequences of the
form 0 → Y → Z → X → 0. Let (A, E) and (A′, E ′) be exact categories and
F : A → A′ be an additive functor. Following [28, Def. 5.1], we recall that F is
exact if F (E) ⊆ E ′. We say that F reflects exactness in case (Fα, Fβ) ∈ E ′

implies (α, β) ∈ E .

Let A be an additive category and X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ X in A such that fg = 1Y . In

this case, we say that f is a split-epi and g is a split-mono. Following [28, Def.
6.1, Rk. 6.2], we recall that that A is idempotent complete if any idempotent
morphism p : A → A in A admits a kernel. If every split-epi admits a kernel, we
say that A is weakly idempotent complete.

Let (A, E) be an exact category. Following [28, Def. 11.1], we recall that an
object P ∈ A is E-projective if HomA(P,−) : A → Ab is exact. We denote by
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ProjE(A) the class of all the E-projective objects. The E-injective objects are
defined dually, and the class of all the E-injective objects is denoted by InjE(A).
We say that (A, E) has enough E-projectives [28, Def. 11.9] if every A ∈ A
admits an admissible epi P → A with P ∈ ProjE(A). Dually, (A, E) has enough
E-injectives if every A ∈ A admits an admissible mono A→ I with I ∈ InjE(A).

Consider a category C and X ⊆ C. Let [X ] denotes the class of all the objects
Z ∈ C such that Z ∼= X with X ∈ X . For a functor F : A → B, the class [F (A)] is
also known as the essential image of F in B.

Remark 4.14. Let X and Y be classes objects in a category C. Note that [X ∩
Y] ⊆ [X ] ∩ [Y]. Furthermore, [X ∩ Y] = X ∩ [Y] if X = [X ].

Theorem 4.15. [28, Thm. A.1] For a small exact category (A, E), the following
statements hold true.

(a) There is an abelian category B and a fully faithful exact functor i : A → B
that reflects exactness. Moreover, [i(A)] is closed under extensions in B.

(b) The category B may canonically be chosen to be the category Lex(A, E) (of
all the contravariant additive left exact functors A → Ab) and i to be the
Yoneda embedding i(A) := HomA(−, A).

(c) Assume that A is weakly idempotent complete. If f is a morphism in A
such that i(f) is epic (monic) in B, then f is an admissible epi (mono).

Definition 4.16. Let (A, E) be an exact category and C be an abelian category. If
there is a fully faithful additive exact functor i : A → C that reflects exactness and
[i(A)] is closed under extensions in C, we say that (A, E) is embedded in C, and
that i : A → C is the embedding of A in C.

Observe that, having an exact category (A, E) such that A is a full subcategory
of an abelian category C, is not the same as having the exact category (A, E)
embedded in C, via the inclusion A ⊆ C. For example, if R is a ring and E is
the class of all the splitting exact sequences in Mod (R), then (Mod (R) , E) is an
exact category. Notice that (Mod (R) , E) is not embedded in Mod (R) unless R be
a semisimple ring. We will see a non-trivial example of this in the section related
with Mohamed’s contexts in mod (Λ).

In what follows, we introduce a tilting theory in exact categories. We can find
precedents of this in different contexts. As examples, we can cite Maurice Auslander
and Øyvind Solberg’s relative tilting theory [18], or the generalization of such theory
developed by Soud Khalifa Mohamed in [49]. In this section, we will approach to
the tilting theory recently developed by Bin Zhu and Xiao Zhuang in [59].

Let (A, E) be an exact category, n ∈ N and X ⊆ A. An X -resolution (of

length n) in (A, E) of A ∈ A is a sequence Xn
dn→ Xn−1 → · · · → X1

d1→ X0
d0→ A of

morphisms inA such that there is a family {Ki+1
gi
→ Xi

fi
→ Ki}

n
i=0 in E withKn+1 =

0, Kn = Xn, K0 = A, gn−1 = dn, fn = 1Xn
, f0 = d0 and di = gi−1fi ∀i ∈ [1, n− 1].

We denote by X∧
n,E the class of all the objects A ∈ A admitting an X -resolution

in (A, E) of length ≤ n. We define the class X∧
E :=

⋃∞

n=0 X
∧
n,E and, for any A ∈

X∧
E , the X -resolution dimension of A is resdimX ,E (A) := min

{

n ∈ N |A ∈ X∧
n,E

}

.

The notion of X -coresolution, the classes X∨
E,n and X∨

E , and the X -coresolution

dimension coresdimX ,E (A) of A are defined dually.

Given A,B ∈ A, Ext1A (B,A) or Ext1(A,E) (B,A) denote the class of extensions of

A by B whose elements are equivalence classes of E(B,A). As in the case of abelian
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categories, we have that Ext1A (B,A) is an abelian group with the Baer’s sum, where

0 is the equivalence class of exact sequence 0 → A
( 10 )→ A⊕B

( 0 1 )
→ B → 0.

Let (A, E) be with enough E-projectives and E-injectives. Then, any A ∈ A
admits short exact sequences 0 → A→ I → A1 → 0 and 0 → A1 → P → A→ 0 in
E , with I ∈ Inj (A) [E ] and P ∈ Proj (A) [E ]. In this case, A1 is a first cosyzygy
of A and A1 is a first syzygy of A. Define an n-th cosyzygy (n-th syzygy,
respectively) by recursion as the cosyzygy (syzygy) of the (n − 1)-th cosyzygy
((n− 1)-th syzygy). The class of all the n-th cosyzygies of A is denoted by Σn(A),
and the class of all the n-th syzygies of A is denoted by Ωn(A). In [42, Lem.
5.1] it is shown that, for k ≥ 2, Ext1A

(

X,Y k−1
)

∼= Ext1A (Xk−1, Y ) ∀Xk−1 ∈

Ωk−1(X), ∀Y k−1 ∈ Σk−1(Y ). Such group is called the k-th Ext of X and Y, and it
is denoted by ExtkA (X,Y ) or by Extk(A,E) (X,Y ). For Z ⊆ A, we consider the right

orthogonal class Z⊥E :=
{

A ∈ A | ExtiA (Z,A) = 0 ∀Z ∈ Z, ∀i > 0
}

, and the left

orthogonal class ⊥EZ is defined dually. For A ∈ A and X ⊆ A, we consider its
X -projective dimension pdE,X (A) := min

{

n ∈ N | ExtiA (A,−) |X = 0 ∀i > n
}

.
Given a class T ⊆ A, we define pdE,X (T ) := sup {pdE,X (T ) | T ∈ T } . In case

X = A, we set pdE (A) := pdE,A (A) and pdE (T ) := pdE,A (T ). Notice that, by
[59, Lem. 3], we have that, for any X ∈ A, pdE (X) ≤ n ⇔ X ∈ (Proj (A) [E ])∧E,n.

Lemma 4.17. Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-projectives and E-
injectives. Then, for X ,Y ⊆ A, the following statements hold true.

(a) pdE,Y (X∨
E ) = pdE,Y (X ) .

(b) X∨
E ⊆ ⊥E

(

X⊥E

)

.

Proof. We let it to the reader. �

Let (A, E) be an exact category, with enough E-projectives and E-injectives, and
let ω, X ⊆ A. We say that ω is a relative E-cogenerator in X if ω ⊆ X and
every X ∈ X admits a short exact sequence 0 → X →W → X ′ → 0 in E such that
W ∈ ω and X ′ ∈ X . Moreover, ω is X -injective if idE,X (ω) = 0. The relative
E-generators in X and the X -projectives are defined dually.

Definition 4.18. Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-projectives and
E-injectives. A class T ⊆ A is called small n-tilting in (A, E) if the following
conditions hold true.

(TEC0): T = add (T ) .
(TEC1): pdE (T ) ≤ n.
(TEC2): T ⊆ T ⊥E .
(TEC3): There is a class ω ⊆ T ∨

E which is a relative E-generator in A.
(TEC4): T is precovering in T ⊥E .

An object T ∈ A is small n-tilting in (A, E) if add (T ) is a small n-tilting class
in (A, E).

Definition 4.19. [59, Def. 7] Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-
projectives and E-injectives. A class T ⊆ A is called Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting if
the following conditions hold true.

(ZZT0): T = add (T ) .
(ZZT1): pdE (T ) ≤ n.
(ZZT2): T is a relative E-generator in T ⊥E .
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An object T ∈ A is called Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting if add (T ) is a Zhu-Zhuang
n-tilting class.

Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-projectives and E-injectives, T ⊆
A, and let n ≥ 0. Following [59, Sect. 4], we denote by Presn(A,E)(T ) (or PresnE(T ))

the class of all the objectsX ∈ A admitting a family {0 → Xi+1 → Ti → Xi → 0}ni=1

of short exact sequences in E , where Ti ∈ T ∀i ∈ [1, n] and X1 = X .

Theorem 4.20. [59, Theorem 1] Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough
E-projectives and E-injectives, and T = add (T ) ⊆ A such that every object in
T ⊥E admits a T -precover. Then, T is a Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting class if and only if
PresmE (T ) = T ⊥E , where m := max{1, n}.

Proposition 4.21. [59, Rk. 4(1)] Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-
projectives and E-injectives, and let T ⊆ A be a Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting class. Then,
the following statements hold true.

(a) T is a T ⊥E -projective relative E-generator in T ⊥E .
(b) Proj (A) [E ] ⊆ T ∨

n,E .

(c)
(

T ⊥E

)∨

E
= A.

Lemma 4.22. For a idempotent complete exact category (A, E) with enough E-
projectives and E-injectives, T ⊆ A and ω ⊆ T ∨

E a relative E-generator in A, the
following conditions are satisfied.

(a) T ⊥E ⊆ Pres1E (T ).
(b) If T ⊆ T ⊥E and T is precovering in T ⊥E , then T is a relative E-generator

in T ⊥E .

Proof. (a) Let A ∈ T ⊥E . Since ω is a relative E-generator in A, there is a short

exact sequence η : 0 → K → W
a
→ A → 0 in E , with W ∈ ω. Since ω ⊆ T ∨

E ,

there is a short exact sequence 0 → W
b
→ B → C → 0 in E , with B ∈ T and

C ∈ T ∨
E ⊆ ⊥E (T ⊥E ) (see Lemma 4.17).

W B C

K K

A B′ C

b

t
a x

By the push-out diagram of a and b, the exact
sequence 0 → A → B′ → C → 0 in E splits since
A ∈ T ⊥E and C ∈ ⊥E (T ⊥E ). Hence, there is a
morphism y : B′ → A such that yt = 1A. Now,
since x, y are admissible epis, it follows from [28,
Prop. B.1(ii)] that yx : B → A is an admissible
epi with B ∈ T .

(b) Let T ⊆ T ⊥E be precovering in T ⊥E . Consider X ∈ T ⊥E and a T -precover

g : T ′ → X . By (a), there is an exact sequence 0 → R → T
α
→ X → 0 in E , with

T ∈ T . Now, since g is a T -precover, there is g′ : T → T ′ such that α = gg′.
Then, by [28, Prop. B.1(iii)], g is an admissible epi. In particular, there is an exact

sequence η : 0 → K → T ′ g
→ X → 0 in E . Finally, since T ′ ∈ T ∩ T ⊥E and g is a

T -precover, it follows by [42, Fact 1.18, Prop. 5.2] that K ∈ T ⊥E and thus T is a
relative E-generator in T ⊥E . �

The following notion is inspired on [18, Sect. 3].

Definition 4.23. Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-projectives and
E-injectives. A class T ⊆ A is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in (A, E) if the
following conditions hold true.
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(AST0): T = add (T ) .
(AST1): pdE (T ) ≤ n.
(AST2): T ⊆ T ⊥E .
(AST3): ProjE(A) ⊆ T ∨

E .

An object T ∈ A is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in (A, E) if the class add (T ) is
Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in (A, E).

Theorem 4.24. Let (A, E) be an idempotent complete exact category with enough
E-projectives and E-injectives, and let T ⊆ A. Then, the following statements are
equivalent.

(a) T is Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting in (A, E), with T precovering in T ⊥E .
(b) T is small n-tilting in (A, E) .
(c) T is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in (A, E), with T precovering in T ⊥E .

Furthermore, if one of the above conditions holds true, then ProjE(A) ⊆ T ∨
n,E .

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.21 and Lemma 4.22 (b). �

As a consequence of Theorems 4.24 and 4.20, we get the following result.

Corollary 4.25. For an idempotent complete exact category (A, E) , with enough
E-projectives and E-injectives, and T ⊆ A, the following statements are equivalent.

(a) T is small n-tilting in (A, E) .
(b) T is precovering in T ⊥E and PresmE (T ) = T ⊥E , with m := max {1, n}.

Lemma 4.26. Let (A, E) be an idempotent complete exact category with enough
E-projectives and E-injectives, embedded in an abelian category C, via i : A → C.

Then, for T ⊆ A, we have add (i(T )) = [i(add (T ))] and gen
[i(A)]
n (i(T ))∩[i(A)] =

[i (PresnE(add (T )))].

Proof. It is straightforward and we left it to the reader �

Lemma 4.27. Let (A, E) be an exact category with enough E-projectives and E-
injectives embedded in an abelian category C, via i : A → C, and let Z ⊆ A. If
i(ProjE(A)) ⊆ Proj(C), then the following statements hold true.

(a) i(ProjE(A)) is an i(A)-projective relative generator in i(A).
(b) i(InjE(A)) is an i(A)-injective relative cogenerator in i(A).
(c) ExtkC (i(A), i(A

′)) ∼= ExtkA (A,A′) ∀A,A′ ∈ A, ∀k > 0.
(d) i(Z⊥E ) = i(Z)⊥ ∩ i(A) and i(⊥EZ) = ⊥i(Z) ∩ i(A).

Proof. The proof of (a) is straightforward, and (b) and (d) follow from (c).
Let us show (c). Let A,A′ ∈ A and k > 0. For k = 1, the result follows since i

is an embedding of A in C.
Let k ≥ 2. Using (a), we can construct the exact sequence in C

i(Ak−1) →֒ i(Pk−1)
fk−2

−−−→ · · ·
f1
−→ i(P1) ։ i(A),

where i(Pj) ∈ i(ProjE(A)) ⊆ Proj(C) ∀j ∈ [1, k− 1], Ak−1 ∈ A y i(Aj) := Im(fj) ∈
i(A) ∀j ∈ [1, k − 2]. Thus by the Shifting Lemma (and the case k = 1), we get

ExtkC(i(A), i(A
′)) ≃ Ext1C(i(Ak−1), i(A

′)) ≃ Ext1A(Ak−1, A
′) ≃ ExtkA(A,A

′).

�

Lemma 4.28. Let F : A → C be a full and faithful functor, and let X ,Y ⊆ A be
such that [X ] = X and [Y] = Y. If [F (X )] = [F (Y)], then X = Y.
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Proof. It is straightforward. �

Theorem 4.29. Let (A, E) be an idempotent complete exact category with enough
E-projectives and E-injectives embedded in an abelian category C, via i : A → C,
such that i(ProjE(A)) ⊆ Proj(C), and let T ⊆ A. Then, the following statements
are equivalent.

(a) The class T is small n-tilting in (A, E).
(b) The class [i(T )] is small n-[i(A)]-tilting in C.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let us show the conditions on [i(T )] to be n-[i(A)]-tilting in C.
Condition (T0) follows from Lemma 4.26; (T1) follows from Lemma 4.27 (c) and
(TEC1); (T2) follows from (TEC2) and Lemma 4.27 (d); (T3) follows straightfor-
ward from (TEC3); (T4) follows from Lemma 4.27 (b, d); and finally, (T5) follows
from (TEC4) and Lemma 4.27 (d).

(b) ⇒ (a) By Theorem 4.24, it is enough to show that T is Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting
in (A, E) and that T is precovering in T ⊥E . Let us show that T is precovering in
T ⊥E . By (T5), every X ∈ [i(T )]⊥ ∩ [i(A)] admits an [i(T )]-precover. Then, since
i is full and [i(T )]⊥ ∩ [i(A)] =

[

i(T ⊥E )
]

by Lemma 4.27(d), any object of T ⊥E

admits a T -precover.
Let m := max{1, n}. By Proposition 3.13, Lemma 4.26 and Lemma 4.27(d),

[i(PresmE (T ))] = gen[i(A)]
m (i(T ))∩[i(A)] = i(T ⊥)∩[i(A)] = [i(T )⊥∩i(A)] =

[

i(T ⊥E )
]

.

Hence, T is Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting in (A, E) by Lemma 4.28 and Theorem 4.20. �

Lemma 4.30. Let (A, E) be a skeletally small exact category with enough E-
projectives, and let P := ProjE(A). Then, i : A → Mod (Pop) , X 7→ HomA(−, X)|P ,
is an additive, faithful, full and exact functor that reflects exactness and such that
i(P) ⊆ Proj (Mod(Pop)).

Proof. it follows from [33, Prop. 2.1]. �

Corollary 4.31. Let (A, E) be an idempotent complete, skeletally small, exact cate-
gory with enough E-projectives and enough E-injectives. Then, by using the functor
i : A → Mod (Pop) given in Lemma 4.30, the following conditions are equivalent
for a class T ⊆ A.

(a) T is small n-tilting in (A, E) .
(b) [i(T )] is small n-[i(A)]-tilting in Mod (Pop).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.30 and Theorem 4.29. �

4.5. S. K. Mohamed’s contexts in mod (Λ). In [49], Soud Khalifa Mohamed
developed a relative tilting theory inspired in the work of Maurice Auslander and
Øyvind Solberg in [18]. In this section, we will review the main aspects of his work
and characterize his tilting objects in terms of n-X -tilting theory. We recall that,
in the context of Artin algebras, a class C ⊆ mod (Λ) is functorially finite if it is a
precovering and preenveloping class in mod (Λ).

Proposition 4.32. [17, 49] Let Λ be an Artin algebra, C ⊆ mod (Λ) be functorially
finite and closed under extensions, and let X = add (X ) be precovering and a relative

generator in C. Consider the class EX of all the short exact sequences A →֒ B
f
։

C in mod (Λ) such that HomΛ(X, f) is surjective ∀X ∈ X . Then, the following
statements hold true.
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(a) EX := {η | η ∈ EX } is an additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−) .

(b) For any exact sequence A →֒ B
f
։ C in EX with B,C ∈ C, we have that

A ∈ C.
(c) The pair (C, EC

X ) is an exact category, for EC
X := {η ∈ EX (X,Y ) |X,Y ∈ C} .

(d) If IC(EX ) := {C ∈ C | HomΛ(η, C) is exact ∀η ∈ EX } is preenveloping in C,
then (C, EC

X ) has enough EC
X -injectives.

(e) The exact category (C, EC
X ) has enough EC

X -projectives and X = ProjEC

X

(C).

Definition 4.33. [49, Sect. 4] Let Λ be an Artin algebra. A Mohamed context
in mod (Λ) is a pair (C,X ) of classes of objects in mod (Λ) satisfying the following
conditions.

(MC1): C is functorially finite and closed under extensions.
(MC2): X = add (X ) is precovering and a relative generator in C.
(MC3): IC(EX ) is preenveloping in C.

Remark 4.34. Let Λ be an Artin algebra and let (C,X ) be a Mohamed’s context
in mod (Λ).

(1) By Proposition 4.32, (C, EC
X ) is a skeletally small exact category with enough

EC
X -projectives and EC

X -injectives, where ProjEC

X

(C)=X .

(2) For P := ProjEC

X

(C) = X and i : C → Mod (Pop), C 7→ HomΛ(−, C)|P , the

following statements are equivalent: (a) C = smd (C) in mod (Λ) ; (b) C is
idempotent complete; and (c) [i(C)] = smd ([i(C))] in Mod (Pop).

Observe that, in general, for a Mohamed’s context (C,X ) in mod (Λ), the in-
clusion functor (C, EC

X ) → mod (Λ) , induced by the inclusion C ⊆ mod (Λ) , does
not reflect exactness. Indeed, consider Λ := R[x]/

〈

x4
〉

, M = ΛΛ, N := x2M and

K := N/x2N . Take C := mod (Λ) and X := add (M ⊕K). Notice that (C,X )
is a Mohamed context in mod (Λ). Moreover, the exact sequence N →֒ M ։ K
does not belong in EC

X since it does not split. Therefore, (C,X ) is not embedded in
mod (Λ) , via the natural inclusion C ⊆ mod (Λ) .

Theorem 4.35. Let Λ be an Artin algebra and let (C,X ) be a Mohamed’s context
in mod (Λ). Consider the exact category (C, EC

X ), P := ProjEC

X

(C) = X and the

embedding i : C → Mod (Pop), C 7→ HomΛ(−, C)|P . Then, for a class T ⊆ C, the
following statements are equivalent.

(a) T is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in
(

C, EC
X

)

and T is precovering in T
⊥

EC
X .

(b) [i(T )] is small n-[i(C)]-tilting in Mod(Pop).

(c) T is Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting in
(

C, EC
X

)

and T is precovering in T
⊥

EC
X .

(d) T is small n-tilting in
(

C, EC
X

)

.

(e) T is precovering in T
⊥

EC
X and PresmEC

X

(T ) = T
⊥

EC
X , where m := max{1, n}.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.24, Corollary 4.25, [33, Props. 2.1 and 2.8],
Remark 4.34 (2) and Theorem 4.29. �

Corollary 4.36. Let Λ be an Artin algebra, (C,X ) be a Mohamed’s context in
mod (Λ) and let T ∈ mod (Λ) . Then, for the embedding i : C → Mod (X op), C 7→
HomΛ(−, C)|X , the following statements are equivalent.

(a) T is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in
(

C, EC
X

)

.
(b) i(T ) is small n-[i(C)]-tilting in Mod (X op).
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(c) T is Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting in
(

C, EC
X

)

.

(d) T is small n-tilting in
(

C, EC
X

)

.

(e) PresmEC

X

(add(T )) = T
⊥

EC
X , where m := max {1, n} .

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.35 since add(T ) is precovering. �

In what follows, we will approach briefly to the precursor of S. K. Mohamed’s
tilting theory. Namely, we shall introduce the relative homological algebra presented
by Maurice Auslander and Øyvind Solberg in [17, 18].

Let Λ be an Artin algebra and F be an additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−). A
short exact sequence η : N →֒ M ։ K in mod (Λ) is F -exact if η ∈ F (K,N), and
the class of all the short F -exact sequences is denoted by EF .

The class P(F ) of the F -projective modules consists of all the P ∈ mod(Λ)
such that for every F -exact sequence η : N →֒ M ։ K, the sequence HomΛ(P, η)
is exact. It is said that F has enough projectives if any M ∈ mod (Λ) admits an F -
exact sequence M ′ →֒ P ։ M with P ∈ P(F ). Define dually F -injective modules,
the class I(F ) and the notion of saying that F has enough injectives.

Each X ⊆ mod (Λ) induces two subfunctors FX and FX of Ext1Λ (−,−) . Indeed,
for every A,C ∈ mod (Λ) , FX (C,A) is formed by all the extensions η ∈ Ext1Λ (C,A),
with η : A →֒ B ։ C, such that HomΛ(−, B)|X → HomΛ(−, C)|X → 0 is exact.
The functor FX is defined dually.

Proposition 4.37. [17, 18] For an Artin algebra Λ and a class X ⊆ mod (Λ) , the
following statements hold true.

(a) FX and FX are additive subfunctors of Ext1Λ (−,−) .
(b) Let F be an additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−). Then the class EF is closed

under pull-backs, push-outs and finite coproducts.
(c) The map F 7→ P(F ) is a bijection between the class of all the additive

subfunctors of Ext1Λ (−,−) with enough projectives and the class of all the
precovering classes X in mod (Λ) such that proj (Λ) ⊆ X = add (X ).

(d) Let F be an additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−) with enough projectives.
Then, (mod (Λ) , EF ) is an exact category with ProjEF

(mod (Λ)) = P(F )
and InjEF

(mod (Λ)) = I(F ).
(e) Let X ⊆ mod(Λ) be such that proj(Λ) ⊆ X = add(X ). Then, FX has

enough projectives and injectives if, and only if, X is functorially finite.

As a consequence of [17, Cor. 1.13], we get the following result that is useful to
obtain examples of Mohamed’s contexts.

Proposition 4.38. Let Λ be an Artin algebra and let F be an additive subfunctor
of Ext1Λ (−,−). Then, the following statements hold true.

(a) F has enough projectives and injectives if, and only if, P(F ) is functorially
finite and F = FP(F ).

(b) Let F be with enough projectives and injectives. Then, (mod (Λ) ,P(F )) is

a Mohamed’s context in mod (Λ) and E
mod(Λ)
P(F ) = EF .

Corollary 4.39. Let Λ be an Artin algebra, F an additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−)
with enough projectives and enough injectives, T ⊆ mod (Λ) and the functor i :
mod (Λ) → Mod (Pop), M 7→ HomΛ(−,M)|P , where P := P(F ). Then, the pair
(mod (Λ) , EF ) is an exact category with enough EF -projectives and EF -injectives.
Moreover, the following statements are equivalent:
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(a) T is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in (mod (Λ) , EF ) and precovering in T ⊥EF .
(b) [i(T )] is small n-[i(mod (Λ))]-tilting in Mod (Pop) .
(c) T is Zhu-Zhuang n-tilting in (mod (Λ) , EF ) and precovering in T ⊥EF .
(d) T is small n-tilting in (mod (Λ) , EF ).
(e) PresmEF

(T ) = T ⊥EF and T is precovering in T ⊥EF , where m := max{1, n}.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.38 (b) and Theorem 4.35. �

Corollary 4.40. Let Λ be an Artin algebra, T ∈ mod (Λ), n ∈ N, m := max{1, n}
and let F be an additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−) with enough injectives and pro-
jectives. Then, T ∈ mod (Λ) is Auslander-Solberg n-tilting in (mod (Λ) , EF ) if, and
only if, T⊥EF = PresmEF

(add (T )).

Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.39 since add(T ) is precovering. �

Remark 4.41. Let Λ be an Artin algebra.
(1) [58, Thm. 3.10] is a particular case of Corollary 4.40. Indeed, if F is an

additive subfunctor of Ext1Λ (−,−) with enough projectives and such that P(F ) is
of finite type, then F has enough projectives and injectives by [17, Thm. 1.12], [17,
Cor. 1.13] and [16, Prop. 4.2].

(2) There are examples where we can apply Corollary 4.40 but not [58, Thm.
3.10]. In order to see that, we need to give an example of an additive subfunctor F
with enough projectives and injectives and such that P(F ) is not of finite type. Let Λ
be a quasi-hereditary algebra. Consider the class F(△) of all the objects in mod (Λ)
filtered by the set of standard modules ∆. It is well known, that F(△) is resolving
and functorially finite [54, Thms. 1 and 3]. Therefore, from Proposition 4.37 (e),
we get that FF(△) has enough projectives and injectives. Finally, in [34, Sect. 3.5]
we can find examples of quasi-hereditary algebras where P(FF(△)) = F(△) is not
of finite type.

4.6. Tilting classes in functor categories. In the early years of the last decade,
Roberto Mart́ınez Villa and Mart́ın Ortiz Morales begun a series of research works
with the goal of extending tilting theory to arbitrary functor categories [44, 45, 46].
In the following lines, we will see how such theory can be related with n-X -tilting
objects. We will start this description by following the steps of Maurice Auslander
in [10].

Let C be an skeletally small additive category and Mod (Cop) denote the category
of additive contravariant functors C → Ab. Notice that Mod (Cop) is an AB3* and
AB5 abelian category having enough projectives and injectives, and any projective
is a direct summand of a coproduct of the form

⊕

i∈I HomC(−, Ci), where I is a
set and Ci ∈ C ∀i ∈ I. For more details the reader is referred to [10, Sect. 2,
pp.184-187] and [46, Lem. 2].

As we study Mod (Cop) we will be interested in the following subcategories. The
subcategory of finitely generated functors mod (Cop) whose elements are the func-
tors F ∈ Mod (Cop) that admit an epimorphism

⊕

i∈I HomC(−, Ci) → F where I
is a finite set and Ci ∈ C ∀i ∈ I [10, Prop. 2.1.(b), p.186]; and the subcate-
gory of finitely presented functors f.p.(Cop) whose elements are the functors F ∈
Mod (Cop) that admit an exact sequence HomC(−, C′) → HomC(−, C) → F → 0,
where C,C′ ∈ C. Furthermore, following [10], we denote by proj (Cop) the category
of all the finitely generated projective objects in Mod (Cop).
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We point out that Add(proj (Cop)) = Proj(Mod (Cop)). Therefore, since Mod (Cop)
has enough projectives, we have that pdf.p.(Cop) (T ) = 1 if and only if pd(T ) = 1,
for every class T ⊆ f. p. (Cop).

We will be interested in particular when all idempotents in C split. In that case
C is called an annuli variety.

Definition 4.42. [46, Def. 8] A class T ⊆ Mod (Cop) is a tilting category if the
following conditions hold true.

(FT0): T = smd (T ) ⊆ f. p. (Cop) .
(FT1): pd (T ) ≤ 1.
(FT2): T ⊆ T ⊥1 .
(FT3): coresdimT (HomC(−, C)) ≤ 1 ∀C ∈ C.

An object T ∈ Mod (C) is a big (small) tilting functor if Add (T ) (add (T )) is
a tilting category.

Proposition 4.43. Let T be a tilting category in Mod (Cop). Then Fac1(T ) = T ⊥

and gen1(T ) = T ⊥ ∩ f. p. (Cop).

Proof. It follows from [46, Prop. 10]. �

Theorem 4.44. For T ⊆ f. p. (Cop) , the following statements are equivalent.

(a) T is big 1-Mod (Cop)-tilting.
(b) T = Add (T ) is a tilting category which is precovering in T ⊥1 .

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let T be big 1-Mod (Cop)-tilting. In particular T = Add (T )
and by (T5) T is precovering in T ⊥1 = T ⊥. Now (FT1) follows from (T1), and
(FT2) follows from (T2). Let ρ := {HomC(−, C)}C∈C and ω := Add (ρ). Then,
by Theorem 3.12 (a), we get ω ⊆ ⊥(T ⊥) = T ∨. Moreover, by Corollary 3.7,
coresdimT (ω) ≤ pd (T ) ≤ 1 and thus (FT3) holds true.

(b) ⇒ (a) Let T = Add (T ) be a tilting category which is precovering in T ⊥.
Since Mod (Cop) has enough injectives, T satisfies (T4). Moreover, T satisfies (T5)
since T is precovering in T ⊥ = T ⊥1 . Moreover, using that T = Add (T ) and
Proposition 4.43, we get T ⊥ = Fac1(T ) = Gen1(T ). Thus T is 1-Mod (Cop)-tilting
by Theorem 3.13. �

To state the small version of the above theorem, we will need to recall the
following notion. Let C be an additive category. We recall that a morphism g :
C → A is a pseudo-kernel of a morphism f : A → B if the sequence of functors

HomC(−, C)
(−,g)
−−−→ HomC(−, A)

(−,f)
−−−→ HomC(−, B) is exact. If any morphism in

C has a pseudo-kernel, we say that C has pseudo-kernels. The notion of pseudo-
cokernel is introduced dually.

Theorem 4.45. Let C be an annuli variety with pseudo-kernels and such that
f. p. (Cop) has enough injectives. Then, for a class T ⊆ f. p. (Cop), the following
statements are equivalent.

(a) T is small 1-f. p. (Cop)-tilting.
(b) T = add (T ) is a tilting category which is precovering in T ⊥1 ∩ f. p. (Cop).

Proof. Notice that T ⊥1 = T ⊥ if pd (T ) ≤ 1. Now, by [33, Props. 2.6 and 2.7],
it follows that f. p. (Cop) is a thick class in Mod (Cop) and proj (Cop) is a relative
generator in f. p. (Cop). Using this fact, the rest of the proof follows as in the proof
of Theorem 4.44. �
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Recall that a dualizing R-variety is an R-category C, where R is an artinian
ring, such that C is an annuli variety and the functor D : f. p. (C) → f. p. (Cop),
D(M)(X) = HomR(M(X), I0(top(R))), is a duality [13, p.307].

Corollary 4.46. Let C be a skeletally small additive category with pseudo-kernels.
Then, f. p. (Cop) = (proj (Cop))∧∞ and it is a thick class in Mod (Cop).

Proof. It follows from [33, Props. 2.6 and 2.7]. �

Lemma 4.47. Let C be a dualizing R-variety with pseudo-kernels and pseudo-
cokernels. Then, f. p. (Cop) = (proj (Cop))∧∞ and it is a thick abelian subcategory of
Mod (Cop) with enough injectives.

Proof. By Corollary 4.46, f. p. (Cop) = (proj (Cop))∧∞ and it is thick in Mod (Cop).
Similarly, by Corollary 4.46, f. p. (C) = P(C)∧∞ and it has enough projectives. Then,
by the dualityD : f. p. (C) → f. p. (Cop), we get that f. p. (Cop) has enough injectives.

�

Definition 4.48. [45, Def. 6] Let C be an annuli variety. A class T ⊆ Mod (Cop)
is a generalized n-tilting subcategory if the following conditions hold true.

(FGT0): T = smd (T ) .
(FGT1): T ⊆ (proj (Cop))∧n .
(FGT2): T ⊆ T ⊥.
(FGT3): HomC(−, C) ∈ T ∨ ∀C ∈ C.

An object T ∈ Mod (Cop) is a generalized small (big) n-tilting functor if
add (T ) (Add (T )) is a generalized n-tilting subcategory.

Corollary 4.49. Let C be a skeletally small additive category with pseudo-kernels.
Then, the functor ExtnMod(Cop) (M,−) commutes with coproducts ∀M ∈ f. p. (Cop)

and ∀n ≥ 1.

Proof. It follows from [45, Cor. 2] and Corollary 4.46. �

Theorem 4.50. Let C be an annuli variety with pseudo-kernels and T ⊆ f. p. (Cop).
Consider the following statements:

(a) T is small n-f. p. (Cop)-tilting.
(b) T = T ⊕<∞ is a generalized n-tilting subcategory and there is a f. p. (Cop)-

injective relative cogenerator in f. p. (Cop).

Then, (a) implies (b). Furthermore, if T has pseudo-kernels, then (a) and (b) are
equivalent.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) Let T be small n-f. p. (Cop)-tilting. By [24, Prop. C.1.(2)], it
follows that ρ := {HomC(−, C)}C∈C is a f. p. (Cop)-projective relative generator in
f. p. (Cop). Then, there is a long exact sequence

0 → Fn+1
f
→ HomC(−, Cn) → · · · → HomC(−, C0) → T → 0,

where Fn+1 ∈ f. p. (Cop). Consider the exact sequence

η : Fn+1
f
→֒ HomC(−, Cn) ։ Fn.

Thus, by the Shifting Lemma and (T1), we have

Ext1Mod(C) (Fn, Fn+1) ≃ Extn+1
Mod(C) (T, Fn+1) = 0.
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Hence η splits and then Fn ∈ proj (Cop) . Therefore T ∈ proj (Cop)
∧

n and so (FGT1)
holds true. Condition (FGT2) follows from (T2). By Proposition 3.15(e), ρ ⊆
⊥(T ⊥) ∩ f. p. (Cop) = ⊥(T ⊥) ∩ (f. p. (Cop) , T )

∨ ⊆ T ∨, which proves (FGT3). Fi-
nally, by (T4), f. p. (Cop) has a f. p. (Cop)-injective relative cogenerator in f. p. (Cop) .

(b) ⇒ (a) By (FGT1), pdf.p.(Cop) (T ) ≤ pd (T ) ≤ n and thus (T1) is satisfied.

Since T ⊆ f. p. (Cop), using (FGT2), we have T ∩f. p. (Cop) = T ⊆ T ⊥ and then (T2)
holds true. Note that (FGT3) implies (t3”). Thus (T4) is satisfied since there is a
f.p.(Cop)-injective relative cogenerator in f. p. (Cop) and T ⊆ f. p. (Cop). Now, using
that T has pseudo-kernels and [45, Props. 6 and 7], we get that T is precovering in
f. p. (Cop) . In particular, every Z ∈ T ⊥∩ f. p. (Cop) admits a T -precover, and hence
(T5) holds true. Finally, by Lemma 3.35, condition (T3) follows since Definition
3.22 (t3”) is satisfied and f. p. (Cop) is thick by Corollary 4.46. �

4.7. Silting modules, quasitilting modules and n-X -tilting objects. Silting
modules were introduced in [2], by Lidia Angeleri Hügel, Frederik Marks and Jorge
Vitoria, as a simultaneous generalization of tilting modules over an arbitrary ring
and support τ -tilting modules over a finite dimensional algebra. In this section we
will focus on understanding silting theory through n-X -tilting objects. Let us begin
by recalling some known results on silting theory.

By [2, Lemdef 3.1 and Lem. 2.3], it can be shown the following result.

Lemma 4.51. For a ring R and T ∈ Mod(R), the following statements are equiv-
alent.

(a) Gen1(T ) = Gen2(T ) is a torsion class in Mod(R) and HomR(T,−) is exact
on Gen1(T ).

(b) Gen1(T ) = Gen2(T ) and T ∈ ⊥1 Gen1(T ).

(c) Gen1(T ) = Gen1(T )∩T⊥1 , where Gen1(T ) is the class of all the submodules
of modules in Gen1(T ).

Let R be a ring and T ∈ Mod(R). We recall from [2, Lemdef 3.1] that T is
quasitilting if T satisfies one of the equivalent conditions in Lemma 4.51. Let
E := EndR(M). We recall, from [35] that T is finendo if M is finitely generated
as a left E-module.

Definition 4.52. For a ring R, we denote by qtilt(R) the class of all the left
R-modules which are quasitilting and finendo.

Note that the relation ∼ on qtilt(R), where T1 ∼ T2 if Add (T1) = Add (T2) , is
an equivalence relation on qtilt(R).

Theorem 4.53. [2, Thm. 3.4] Let R be a ring. Then, the map T 7→ Gen1 (T )
induces a bijection between the quotient class qtilt(R)/∼ and the class of all the
torsion classes T ⊆ Mod (R) satisfying the following condition:

(QT): every M ∈ Mod(R) admits a T -preenvelope φ : M → T0 with CoKer(φ) in
⊥1T .

Let R be a ring and let σ be a morphism in Proj (R) . Following [2, Sect. 3.2], we
consider the class Dσ := {X ∈ Mod (R) | HomR(σ,X) is an epimorphism} . The
reader can find the elementary properties of this class in [2].

Let R be a ring and T ∈ Mod(R). Following [2, Def. 3.7], we recall that T is
partial silting if there is a projective presentation σ of T such that the following
two conditions hold true: (S1) Dσ is a torsion class and (S2) T ∈ Dσ. On the
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other hand, it is said that T is silting if there is a projective presentation σ of T
such that Gen1 (T ) = Dσ. In such a case, we say that T is silting with respect to
σ.

Proposition 4.54. [2] For a ring R, the following statements hold true.

(a) Every silting left R-module is finendo and quasitilting.
(b) Let T ∈ Mod(R). Then: T is 1-tilting ⇔ T is faithful and silting ⇔ T is

faithful, finendo and quasitilting.

Proof. It follows from [2, Props. 3.10 and 3.13 (2)]. �

Proposition 4.55. [2, Prop. 3.11] For a ring R and a projective presentation σ
of T ∈ Mod(R), the following statements are equivalent.

(a) T is a silting R-module with respect to σ.
(b) T is a partial silting R-module with respect to σ and the following condition

holds true:

(S3): there is an exact sequence R
φ
→ T0 → T1 → 0, where T0, T1 ∈

Add (T ) and φ is a Dσ-preenvelope of R.

We are ready to start discussing silting theory through n-X -tilting theory.

Lemma 4.56. Let R be a ring and let T ∈ Mod(R) be such that pdY (T ) ≤ 1,
where Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Y ⊆ Mod (R). Then, the following statements hold true.

(a) (Gen1 (T ))
⊥1 ∩ Y ⊆ (Add (T ))

⊥ ∩ Y.

(b) (Gen1 (T ))
⊥ ∩ Y = (Gen1 (T ))

⊥1 ∩ Y if Gen1 (T ) = Gen2(T ).

Proof. The item (a) follows from pdY (T ) ≤ 1. To prove (b), it is enough to show

that (Gen1 (T ))
⊥1∩Y ⊆ (Gen1 (T ))

⊥∩Y. ConsiderM ∈ (Gen1 (T ))
⊥1∩Y and N ∈

Gen1 (T ). In particular Ext1C(N,M) = 0. Letm ≥ 2. Since Gen1 (T ) = Gen2(T ), we
can build an exact sequence 0 → Km−1 → Tm−1 → ...→ T1 → N → 0, where Ti ∈

Add (T ) ∀i ∈ [1,m− 1] and Km−1 ∈ Gen1 (T ). Using that M ∈ (Gen1 (T ))
⊥1 ∩ Y

⊆ (Add (T ))
⊥
, by the Shifting Lemma we have ExtmC (N,M) ∼= Ext1C (Km−1,M) =

0 and thus M ∈ Gen1 (T )
⊥ ∩ Y. �

Definition 4.57. Let R be a ring and let (X ,Y) be a pair of classes of objects in
Mod (R) . We denote by X(I,Y) the class of all the R-modules M ∈ X admitting an

exact sequence M →֒ I0(X) ։ Y , where X ∈ X , Y ∈ Y and I0(X) is the injective
envelope of X in Mod (R).

Lemma 4.58. Let R be a ring and let T ∈ Mod(R) be quasitilting and such that
pdY (T ) ≤ 1, where Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Y ⊆ Mod (R). Then, for ω(T ) := Gen1(T )(I,T⊥0),
the following statements hold true.

(a) T⊥ ∩ Y = T⊥1 ∩ Y.
(b) Gen1 (T ) ⊆ T⊥ ∩ Y.
(c) Add (T ) is a relative Gen1 (T )-projective generator in Gen1 (T ).

(d) (Gen1 (T ))
⊥1 ∩ Y = (Gen1 (T ))

⊥ ∩ Y.
(e) ω(T ) is a relative Gen1 (T )-injective cogenerator in Gen1 (T ).

(f) ω(T ) ⊆ Gen1 (T )
⊥ ⊆ T⊥.

(g) Gen
Gen1(T )
1 (T ) = Gen1 (T ).
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Proof. The item (a) follows from pdY (T ) ≤ 1, (b) can be shown from (a) and
Lemma 4.51 (b), and (c) can be obtained from (b) and Lemma 4.51 (b). On the
other hand, (d) can be obtained from Lemmas 4.51 (b) and 4.56 (b). The first
inclusion in (f) follows from (e) and the second one from T ∈ Gen1(T ). Moreover,
(g) follows from Lemma 4.51 (b).

Let us show (e). By [2, Lem. 2.3] and (b), C :=
(

Gen1 (T ) , T
⊥0

)

is a torsion pair.
Let us prove that ω(T ) is a relative cogenerator in Gen1(T ). Let X ∈ Gen1 (T ) and

i : X → I0(X) be its injective envelope. Consider the exact sequences η : X
i
→֒

I0(X) ։ Y and µ : T ′ a
→֒ I0(X)

b
։ F , where µ is the canonical exact sequence

induced by C with T ′ ∈ Gen1 (T ) and F ∈ T⊥0. Note that T ′ ∈ ω(T ) by definition.
Now, since X ∈ Gen1 (T ) and F ∈ T⊥0 , we have bi = 0. Then, i factors through a.

Consider the exact sequence X
f
→֒ T ′

։ D, where af = i. Note that D ∈ Gen1 (T )
since T ′ ∈ Gen1 (T ). Therefore, ω(T ) is a relative cogenerator in Gen1(T ).

It remains to show that ω(T ) ⊆ (Gen1 (T ))
⊥. Let W ∈ ω(T ). Then, there is

an exact sequence ν : W →֒ I ։ F with I ∈ Inj (R) and F ∈ T⊥0. Thus,
for each G ∈ Gen1 (T ) , we have an epimorphism HomR(G,F ) → Ext1C (G,W ) .
Hence Ext1C (G,W ) = 0 since C is a torsion pair. Finally, by (d), we have W ∈

Gen1 (T )
⊥1 ∩Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Gen1 (T )

⊥1 ∩ Y ⊆ Gen1 (T )
⊥. �

Theorem 4.59. Let R be a ring and let T ∈ Mod(R) be quasitilting and such that
pdY (T ) ≤ 1, where Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Y ⊆ Mod (R). Then, T is big 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting.

Proof. By Lemma 4.51 (a), we get that Gen1 (T ) is closed under extensions and
direct summands. By Lemma 4.58 (e, f), (T4) holds true; and (T5) is satisfied since
Add (T ) is precovering. Then, by Lemma 4.58 (g) and Theorem 3.13, it remains
to show the equality Gen1 (T ) = T⊥ ∩ Gen1 (T ) , which follows from Lemma 4.58
(b). �

Remark 4.60. Let R be a ring. In [2, Ex. 3.14], it was given an example of an
R-module T , with pd (T ) ≤ 1, such that T is silting but it is not tilting. There-
fore, Theorem 4.59 show the existence of 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting R-modules of projective
dimension ≤ 1 that are not tilting.

In what follows, we will study 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting R-modules with the goal of
finding the conditions needed for a 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting R-module to be silting. As
a result of this pursuit, we will prove in Theorem 4.63, for an R-module T with
pd (T ) ≤ 1, that T is quasitilting if and only if T is big 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting.

Proposition 4.61. Let R be a ring and let T ∈ Mod(R) be such that Gen1(T ) is
closed under extensions and T is big n-Gen1(T )-tilting. Then, for m := max{1, n},
the following statements hold true.

(a) Gen
Gen1(T )
k (T ) = Genk+1(T ) ∀k ≥ m.

(b) Genm+1(T ) = T⊥ ∩Gen1 (T ) .
(c) Genk+1(T ) = T⊥ ∩Gen1 (T ) ∀k ≥ m.
(d) Add (T ) ⊆ T⊥ ∩ Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Gen2(T ) and T⊥ ∩ Gen1 (T ) is closed by m-

quotients in Gen1 (T ) .

Proof. Let us show (a). By Theorem 3.13 (c), Gen
Gen1(T )
k (T ) = Gen

Gen1(T )
k+1 (T ) ⊆

Genk+1(T ). Consider X ∈ Genk+1(T ). Then, there is an exact sequence 0 → K →
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Tk
fk→ ... → T1

f1
→ X → 0, with K ∈ Gen1 (T ) and Ti ∈ Add (T ) ∀i ∈ [1, k]. Thus

X ∈ Gen
Gen1(T )
k (T ) since Ker (fi) ∈ Gen1 (T ) ∀i ∈ [1, k]. Therefore, (a) holds true.

Finally, (b), (c) and (d) follow by (a) and Theorem 3.13 (b, c, d). �

Lemma 4.62. Let R be a ring and let T ∈ Mod(R) be big 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting and

pdY (T ) ≤ 1, where Gen1(T ) ⊆ Y ⊆ Mod(R). Then, the following statements hold
true.

(a) Gen1 (T ) ⊆ T⊥.
(b)

(

Gen1 (T ) , T
⊥0

)

is a torsion pair.

(c) Gen1 (T ) = Gen1 (T ) ∩ T⊥ = Genk+1(T ) ∀k ≥ 1.
(d) T is quasitilting.

(e) (Gen1 (T ))
⊥ ∩ Y = (Gen1 (T ))

⊥1 ∩ Y ⊆ T⊥ ∩ Y.
(f) Gen1 (T ) ∩ ⊥1 (Gen1 (T )) = ⊥(T⊥ ∩ Gen1 (T )) ∩ Gen1 (T ) = Add (T ) =

= ⊥(T⊥) ∩Gen1 (T ) = (Add (T ))∨ ∩Gen1 (T ).

Proof. (a) Let X ∈ Gen1 (T ), H := HomR(T,X), and u : T (H) → X be the
morphism defined by (mf )f∈H 7→

∑

f∈H f(mf). Since X ∈ Gen1 (T ), u is an

epimorphism. Thus, we have the exact sequence η : K →֒ T (H)
u
։ X . Now,

applying HomR(T,−) to η, we get the long exact sequence

HomR(T, T
(H))

HomR(T,u)
−−−−−−−→ HomR(T,X) → Ext1R (T,K) → Ext1R

(

T, T (H)
)

.

By (T2), Ext1R
(

T, T (H)
)

= 0 and thus Ext1R (T,K) = 0 since HomR(T, u) is sur-

jective. Therefore, K ∈ T⊥1 ∩ Y ⊆ T⊥ since pdY (T ) ≤ 1. Then, using that
T (H),K ∈ T⊥ and T⊥ is closed under mono-cokernels, we get X ∈ T⊥.

(b)It follows from (a) and [2, Lem. 2.3].
(c) By (b), Gen1(T ) is closed under extensions. Then, (c) follows straightforward

by (a) and Proposition 4.61 (c).
(d) Observe that Gen1 (T ) = Gen2(T ) by (c), and that HomR(T,−) is exact

on Gen1 (T ) by (a). Moreover, Gen1 (T ) is a torsion class by (b). Therefore, T is
quasitilting by Lemma 4.51 (a).

(e) It follows by (c) and Lemma 4.56.
(f) By (d) and [2, Lem. 3.3], we have Add (T ) = Gen1 (T )∩⊥1 (Gen1 (T )). Note

that Add (T ) ⊆ Gen1(T )∩(Add (T ))∨. In order to prove that the inclusion above is
an equality, observe firstly that pdGen1(T ) ((Add(T ))

∨) = pdGen1(T ) (Add(T )) = 0
by [7, Lem. 4.3] and (a). Let X ∈ Gen1(T ) ∩ (Add (T ))∨. Then, there is an ex-
act sequence η : X →֒ T0 ։ X ′ with T0 ∈ Add (T ) and X ′ ∈ (Add (T ))∨. Since
pdGen1(T ) ((Add(T ))

∨) = 0, we have that η splits and then X ∈ Add (T ). Therefore
Add (T ) = Gen1 (T ) ∩ (Add (T ))∨.
Now, by (b), we know that Gen1(T ) is closed under extensions and direct sum-
mands. Hence, applying Theorem 3.12 (a), we get the equalities ⊥(T⊥∩Gen1(T ))∩
Gen1(T ) = (Add (T ))∨Gen1(T )∩Gen1(T ) =

⊥
(

T⊥
)

∩Gen1 (T ) . Finally, observe that

(Add (T ))∨Gen1(T ) = (Add (T ))∨. �

Theorem 4.63. Let R be a ring and T ∈ Mod(R) with pdY (T ) ≤ 1, where

Gen1(T ) ⊆ Y ⊆ Mod(R). Then, T is quasitilting if and only if T is big 1-Gen1 (T )-
tilting.

Proof. Note that Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Gen1(T ). Then, the result follows from Lemma 4.62
(d) and Theorem 4.59. �
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The following lemma is contained in the proof of [21, Prop. 5.6].

Lemma 4.64. [21] Let R be a ring and let T ∈ Mod(R) be such that Gen1 (T ) ⊆

T⊥1. If P1
σ
→ P0 is a projective presentation of T such that Ker (σ) is a superfluous

submodule of P1, then Gen1(T ) ⊆ Dσ.

Theorem 4.65. Let R be a ring, T ∈ Mod(R) with pdY (T ) ≤ 1 and Gen1 (T ) ⊆
Y ⊆ Mod (R) , and let σ : P1 → P0 be a projective presentation of T with Ker (σ) a
superfluous submodule of P1. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) T is silting with respect to σ.
(b) T is big 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting and there is a Dσ-preenvelope φ : R → T0 such

that T0 ∈ Add (T ).

Moreover, Dσ = Gen1 (T ) = T⊥∩Y = T⊥1 ∩Y if one of the above conditions holds
true.

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) By Proposition 4.55, there is an exact sequence R
φ
→ T0 → T1 →

0, where T0, T1 ∈ Add (T ) and φ is a Dσ-preenvelope. Finally, note that T is big
1-Gen1 (T )-tilting by Proposition 4.54 (a) and Theorem 4.59.

(b) ⇒ (a) Observe that Gen1 (T ) ⊆ Dσ by Lemma 4.62 (a) and Lemma 4.64. Let
us show that Dσ ⊆ Gen1 (T ). We know that there is a Dσ-preenvelope φ : R→ T0.
Then, for X ∈ Dσ, every epimorphism R(α) → X factors through the preenvelope

φ(α) via an epimorphism T
(α)
0 → X . Therefore, Dσ ⊆ Gen1 (T ). �

Let R be a ring, T ∈ Mod(R) and let σ : P1 → P0 be a projective presentation
of T . The condition of Ker(σ) being a superfluous submodule of P1 means that the
induced morphism P1 → Im(σ) is a projective cover. We can find different contexts
where this kind of projective resolution can be built. For example, in [21, Cor. 5.7],
the following conditions on the ring and the module are mentioned: (i) R is left
perfect; (ii) R is semi perfect and T is finitely presented; and (iii) pd (T ) ≤ 1.

Remark 4.66. In [26], Simion Breaz and Jan Žemlička studied the torsion classes
generated by silting modules. In particular, this kind of torsion classes are char-
acterized for perfect and hereditary rings. Namely, for a left perfect (or a left
hereditary) ring R and S ∈ Mod (R) such that Gen1 (S) is a torsion class, they
proved in [26, Thms. 2.4 and 2.6] that S is silting if and only if there is a Gen1 (S)-
preenvelope ǫ : R → M such that M ∈ ⊥1 Gen1 (S). Note that, by [2, Lem. 3.3],
Proposition 4.54 and Theorem 4.63, the preenvelope ǫ : R→ M is the same preen-
velope that appears in Theorem 4.65 (b). Comparing these results, we observe the
following.

(1) Let R be a left perfect ring and T ∈ Mod(R) be big 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting. Since
R is left perfect, for every left R-module we can find a projective presentation τ :
Q1 → Q0, with Ker (τ) superfluous in Q0. Then, by Theorem 4.65 and [26, Thm.
2.4], T is silting with respect to a projective presentation ρ if and only if T is
silting with respect to every projective presentation σ : P1 → P0 of T , with Ker (σ)
superfluous in P1.

(2) Let R be a left hereditary ring and T ∈ Mod(R) be big 1-Gen1 (T )-tilting.
Since R is left hereditary, for every left R-module we can find a monomorphic
projective presentation τ : Q1 → Q0, and consequently, with Ker (τ) superfluous
in Q0. Then, by Theorem 4.65 and [26, Thm. 2.6], T is silting with respect to a
projective presentation ρ if and only if T es silting with respect to every projective
presentation σ : P1 → P0 of T with Ker (σ) superfluous in P1.
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(3) Let R be a ring. Proposition 4.55 states that, for every silting S ∈ Mod(R),
there is a Gen1 (S)-preenvelope ǫ : R → M with M ∈ Add (S). However, there
are examples where the existence of this preenvelope does not imply that S is silting
(see [26, Ex. 2.5] and [1, Ex. 5.4]). Therefore, it is worth noting that Theorem
4.65 give enough conditions in order to have that the existence of such preenvelope
implies the silting property.

(4) In [26, Cor. 2.9], it is proved for a left perfect (or a left hereditary) ring R
that, for every quasitilting finendo Q ∈ Mod(R), there is a silting T ∈ Mod(R) such
that Add (T ) = Add (Q). It is important mentioning that this is not true for every
ring, see [26, Ex. 2.10] and [1, Ex. 5.4]. Therefore, it is worth noting that Theorem
4.65 give us enough conditions for a quasitilting finendo R-module to be silting.
Indeed, let T be a quasitilting finendo R-module such that pdGen1(T ) (T ) ≤ 1. By
Theorems 4.63 and 4.53, T satisfies Theorem 4.65(b). Therefore, if T admits a
projective presentation σ : P1 → P0 with Ker (σ) superfluous in P1, then T is
silting with respect to σ by Theorem 4.65.

5. Tilting and cotorsion pairs in quiver representations

Let Q be a quiver. That is, a directed graph given by a set of vertices Q0, a
set of arrows Q1, a source map s : Q1 → Q0 and a target map t : Q1 → Q0. In
this context, a path γ (of length n) starting at s(γ) := x and ending at t(γ) := y,
is a sequence of arrows γ := α1α2 · · ·αn such that: s(αn) = x, s(αk) = t(αk+1)
∀k ∈ [1, , n− 1], and t(α1) = y. Here, we consider the case n = 0 as the trivial path
ending and starting at x = y. It can be defined the free category, or category of
paths, generated by Q as the category whose objects are the vertices in Q and the
morphisms are the paths in Q. The composition of morphisms in the path category
is the concatenation of paths in Q. A quiver Q is finite if Q0 and Q1 are finite, and
Q is acyclic if there are no paths γ = α1α2 · · ·αn of length n ≥ 1 with s(γ) = t(γ).

Given an abelian category C, we understand the category Rep(Q, C) of repre-
sentations of the quiver Q in C as the category of functors from the free category
generated by Q to C. The basic tools for working with Rep(Q, C) are the following
functors. For x ∈ Q0, we have the evaluation functor ex : Rep(Q, C) → C which
sends F to its evaluation Fx := F (x), and the stalk functor sx : C → Rep(Q, C),
defined by (sx(C))x = C and (sx(C))y = 0 for all y 6= x. It is well known that,
under certain conditions [8, Prop. 2.18], the functor ex admits a right adjoint
gx : C → Rep(Q, C) and a left adjoint fx : C → Rep(Q, C). In particular, if C
is AB4 and AB4*, or Q is finite and acyclic, then these functors exist and can
be defined as fx(C) = C(Q(x,−)) and gx(C) = CQ(−,x), see [8, Def. 2.16, Prop.
2.17]. Given a class X ⊆ C, we consider the classes g∗(X ) :=

⋃

i∈Q0
gi(X ) and

s∗(X ) :=
⋃

i∈Q0
si(X ). In case we need to highlight in which quiver we are working,

we will use the notation fQ
x := fx, g

Q
x := gx and eQx := ex, see [8, Section 2.11] for

more details.
Let Q be a quiver. In case Q0 is not finite, it is common to consider the full

subcategory Repf (Q, C) of finite-support representations, i.e. representations
F ∈ Rep(Q, C) such that the support Supp(F ) := {x ∈ Q0 |F (x) 6= 0} of F is finite.

Observe that Rep(Q, C) is an abelian category and Repf (Q, C) ⊆ Rep(Q, C) is a full
abelian subcategory closed under subobjects and quotients [8, Rk. 5.4]. Following
[8, Def. 2.6], we recall that the quiver Q is finite-cone-shape if for every vertex
x ∈ Q0 there exists a finite number of paths ending or starting at x. In this case
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it is known that the categories Rep(Q, C) and Repf (Q, C) are intimately related [8,
Sect. 5]. For example, let Q be finite-cone-shape. It is known that the functors

ex, fx, gx can be restricted to Repf (Q, C) and such restrictions also form adjoint
pairs [8, Prop. 5.14]. Moreover if C has enough projectives and injectives then so

do Repf (Q, C) and Rep(Q, C), and Inj(Repf (Q, C)) = Inj(Rep(Q, C)) ∩ Repf (Q, C)
and Proj(Repf (Q, C)) = Proj(Rep(Q, C)) ∩ Repf (Q, C) [8, Cor. 5.18].

Remark 5.1. Throughout this section, we will be using the results of [8]. So it is
worth saying a few words about the hypotheses that appear in such paper. Namely,
in [8], it is introduced certain cardinal numbers that measure the complexity of a
quiver Q. These cardinals are denoted by: lccn(Q), rccn(Q), ltccn(Q), rtccn(Q),
ccn(Q), tccn(Q), lmcn(Q) and α(Q) [8, Defs. 2.9, 2.10 and 5.8]. By using these
cardinals, the conditions AB3(κ), AB4(κ), AB3∗(κ) and AB4∗(κ) appear for an
infinite cardinal κ greater or equal to these cardinals (such conditions are the usual
Grothendieck conditions restricted to coproducts or products of < κ objects). Since
we will only be interested in finite-cone-shape quivers, all these cardinals turn out
to be ≤ ℵ0 and the quiver turns out to be rooted [8, Sect. 2.8]. In particular, for
the scope of this section, the reader does not need these cardinal numbers (but in
order to understand the statements we are using from [8] they actually do need it)
because any abelian category is AB3(ℵ0), AB4(ℵ0), AB3∗(ℵ0) and AB4∗(ℵ0). It is
also worth mentioning that in [8, Section 5] certain full subcategories of Rep(Q, C)
denoted by Repft(Q, C) and Repfb(Q, C) are studied. However, in the finite-cone-

shape case, one has that Repfb(Q, C) = Repf (Q, C) = Repft(Q, C), see [8, Lem.
5.11].

Without further ado, we present the first central theorem of this section, which
tells us how to build a tilting class in the abelian subcategory Repf (Q, C) ⊆
Rep(Q, C) and also in Rep(Q, C) from a tilting one in C. We recall that an abelian
AB3 category which has enough injectives is AB4.

Theorem 5.2. Let Q be a finite-cone-shape quiver, C an abelian category with
enough injectives, T = add(T ) a precovering and n-C-tilting class in C, and let

X := Repf (Q, C) ⊆ Rep(Q, C). Then T := add (g∗(T )) ⊆ X and the following
statements hold true.

(a) T is precovering in X .
(b) T is an (n+ 1)-X -tilting class in X .
(c) T is an (n+ 1)-X -tilting class in Rep(Q, C).
(d) Let C be AB3, T = Add(T ) for some T ∈ C and S :=

⊕

x∈Q0
gx(T ). Then

T = Add(S) ∩ X and S is a big (n+ 1)-X -tilting object in Rep(Q, C).

Proof. Before proceeding with the proof, we point out the following facts: (i) the
functors fi, gi : C → Rep(Q, C) are exact for all i ∈ Q0 [8, Rk. 2.19 (c)]; (ii)
pd(T ) ≤ n, T ⊆ T ⊥ and there is a class ω ⊆ T ∨ which is a generator in C; and
(iii) Repft(Q, C) = Repf (Q, C) = Repfb(Q, C) and gz(C), fz(C) ∈ Repf (Q, C) for
all z ∈ Q0 and all C ∈ C [8, Prop. 5.6 (a), Prop. 5.7 (a), Lem. 5.11 ]. In particular,

we get that T ⊆ Repf (Q, C).
(a) It follows from [8, Prop. 5.14 (b)].
(b) We proceed by proving all the conditions of Definition 3.1. In what follows,

we will be working in the abelian category X = Repf (Q, C). In particular, for each
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F ∈ X , we have pd(F ) := min{n ∈ N |ExtkX (C,−) = 0∀k > n}; and for all Z ⊆ X ,
we set Z⊥ := {F ∈ X | ExtkX (−, F )|Z = 0 ∀k ≥ 1}.

(T0): By definition T is closed under direct summands.
(T1): pd(T) = pd(g∗(T )) ≤ pd(T ) + 1, see [8, Prop. 5.14 (d)].
(T2): Let T, T ′ ∈ T and x, y ∈ Q0. Then, for k ≥ 1, we have that

ExtkRepf (Q,C)(gx(T ), gy(T
′)) ∼= ExtkC(eygx(T ), T

′) = ExtkC(T
Q(y,x), T ′) = 0,

where the above isomorphism is given by [8, Prop. 5.7 (d)] and the last equality
follows from the fact that Q(y, x) is finite. Therefore g∗(T ) ⊆ (g∗(T ))⊥ and thus
T ⊆ T

⊥.
(T3): We know that there is a class ω ⊆ T ∨ which is a generator in C. By [8,

Prop. 3.30 (a)], we get that Ω :=
∐

<ℵ0
f∗(ω) is a generator in Repf (Q, C).

Let us show that Ω ⊆ T ∨. Consider W ∈ ω and i ∈ Q0. Using that W ∈ T ∨, we
have that giejfk(W ) ∈ gi (T )

∨
for all i, j, k ∈ Q0 since gi is exact and T = add(T ).

Now, by [8, Cor. 5.12 (b2)], for all k ∈ Q0 there is a short exact sequence

η : fk(W ) →֒
∏

i∈Q0

giei(fk(W )) ։
∏

ρ∈Q1

gs(ρ)et(ρ)(fk(W ))

in Repf (Q, C). Using that Q is a finite-cone-shape quiver, it can be shown that only
a finite number of factors in

∏

i∈Q0
giei(fk(W )) and

∏

ρ∈Q1
gs(ρ)et(ρ)(fk(W )) are

not zero. Indeed, ei(fk(W )) 6= 0 ⇔ Q(k, i) 6= ∅, and hence giei(fk(W )) 6= 0 only for
i ∈ t(Q(k,−)); however the set t(Q(k,−)) is finite since Q(k,−) is finite. Similarly,
gs(ρ)et(ρ)(fk(W )) 6= 0 ⇔ t(ρ) ∈ t(Q(k,−)), and thus, there is only a finite number
of arrows ρ such that gs(ρ)et(ρ)(fk(W )) 6= 0 since the set

⋃

i∈t(Q(k,−))Q(i,−) is

finite. Then, it follows that the middle and right terms in the exact sequence η
belong to T

∨. Therefore, by [7, Cor. 4.21], we have that fk(W ) ∈ T
∨ and hence

Ω =
∐

<ℵ0
f∗(ω) ⊆ T

∨.

(T4): Since C has enough injectives, we get from [8, Cor. 5.18(e)] that Repf (Q, C)
has enough injectives; and thus (T4) follows.

(T5): This follows from (a).
Let us prove (c). We show that T is (n + 1)-X -tilting in Rep(Q, C), for X :=

Repf (Q, C). We point out that X ⊆ Rep(Q, C) is a full abelian subcategory which
is closed under subobjects and quotients [8, Rk. 5.4]. We proceed by showing that
all the conditions of Definition 3.1 hold true for T and X . In what follows we will be
working in the abelian category Rep(Q, C). In particular, the X -projective dimen-

sion of F ∈ Rep(Q, C) is given by pdX (F ) = min{n ∈ N | ExtkRep(Q,C)(F,−)|X =

0 ∀k > n}. and Z⊥ := {F ∈ Rep(Q, C) | ExtkRep(Q,C)(−, F )|X = 0 ∀k ≥ 1}, for
Z ⊆ Rep(Q, C).

(T1): Let T ∈ T and z ∈ Q0. By replacing pd (the projective dimension in

the abelian category Repft(Q, C)) with pdX (the relative projective dimension in
Rep(Q, C)) in the proof of [8, Prop. 5.9 (a)] and using [8, Prop. 2.18 (a)] we can
conclude that

pdX (gz(T )) ≤ sup
i∈Q0

{pdC(T
Q(i,z))} + 1 = pdC(T ) + 1.

Therefore pdX (T) = pdX (g∗(T )) ≤ pd(T ) + 1.
(T2): It follows as in the proof of (T2) in (b) by using [8, Prop. 2.18(b)].
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(T3): It follows from the condition (T3) in (a) since T ⊆ X and X ⊆ Rep(Q, C)
is a full abelian subcategory which is closed under subobjects and quotients.

(T4): Since C has enough injectives, we get from [8, Cor. 5.18 (e)] that X has
an X -injective relative cogenerator. Therefore (T4) holds true since T ⊆ X .

(T5): This follows from (c) and the inclusion T ⊆ X .
Let us prove (d). We show that the class Add(S) is (n+1)-X -tilting in Rep(Q, C),

for X = Repf (Q, C). We proceed by showing that all the conditions of Definition
3.1 hold true for Add(S) and X in Rep(Q, C). Notice that (Add(F ))⊥ = F⊥, for
any F ∈ Rep(Q, C) since C is AB4 [8, Lem. 3.18]. Let us show, firstly, that
T = Add(S) ∩ X . Indeed, for x, y ∈ Q0 and a set I, by using that Q(−, x) is
finite, we have that (gx(T

(I)))y = (T (I))Q(y,x) = (TQ(y,x))(I)) = ((gx(T ))
(I))y and

thus gx(T
(I)) ≃ (gx(T ))

(I). Therefore T = add(g∗(T )) ∩ X = Add(g∗(T )) ∩ X =
Add(S) ∩ X .

(T1): It follows as in the proof of (T1) in (c).
(T2): It follows as in the proof of (T2) in (c) since T = Add(S) ∩ X and

Add(S)⊥ = S⊥.
(T3): Notice that T∨ ⊆ Add(S)∨X since X ⊆ Rep(Q, C) is a full abelian subcat-

egory closed under quotients. Thus (T3) follows from (T3) in (b).
(T4): Since Add(S)⊥ = S⊥ =

⋂

x∈Q0
(gx(T ))

⊥, we have that the X -injective

cogenerator from (T4) (c) belongs to Add(S)⊥.
(T5): It follows from (a).

�

Example 5.3. Let Q be a finite-cone-shape quiver and C be an abelian category
with enough projectives and injectives. Observe that in this case Proj(C) is an 0-C-
tilting class in C. Therefore, by Theorem 5.2, we have that add (g∗(Proj(C))) is an

1-Repf (Q, C)-tilting class in Repf (Q, C). Notice that this was proved in [19, Prop.
3.9] for the case when Q is finite and acyclic.

Example 5.4. Let k be a field, Q be a finite acyclic quiver and C := mod(k) the

category of finite dimensional k-vector spaces. In this case Repf (Q, C) = Rep(Q, C)
and hence, by the example above, we have that T := add (g∗(C)) is an 1-Rep(Q, C)-
tilting class in Rep(Q, C). Moreover, we have that gx(k) is the injective represen-
tation at the vertex x ∈ Q0 and T = add(T ), where T :=

⊕

x∈Q0
gx(k) is a small

1-Rep(Q, C)-tilting object. Furthermore, since Rep(Q, C) ∼= mod(kQ), it follows
from Proposition 4.7 that the module corresponding to T is a Miyashita 1-tilting
kQ-module.

Example 5.5. Let k be a field, Q and S be finite acyclic quivers and C := mod(k)
be the category of finite dimensional k-vector spaces. By [41, Lem. 1.3], we know
that Rep(Q,Rep(S, C)) ≃ Mod(kQ⊗kkS) and thus, by proceeding as in the example
above, we can conclude that the module corresponding to

⊕

y∈Q0

⊕

x∈S0
gQy g

S
x (k) is

a Miyashita 2-tilting (kQ⊗k kS)-module. Notice that, for a finite set Q1, · · · , Qn of
finite acyclic quivers, we can repeat these arguments recursively to get a Miyashita
n-tilting

(

kQ1 ⊗k · · · ⊗k kQ
n
)

-module.

Our next goal is to give a description of the cotorsion pair induced by a tilting
class which is built in the previous theorem. For this, we recall the following
definitions from [40]. Let Q be a quiver, C be an abelian category and A ⊆ C. The
following notation is convenient: Rep(Q,A) := {F ∈ Rep(Q, C) |Fx ∈ A for all x ∈
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Q0}. For x ∈ Q0, define Qx→∗
1 as the set of arrows starting at x. Now, for

F ∈ Rep(Q, C) and x ∈ Q0, define ψ
F
x : Fx →

∏

α∈Qx→∗

1
Ft(α) as the morphism

induced by the universal property of products through the family of morphisms
{F (α) | α ∈ Qx→∗}. Lastly, define Ψ(A) as the class of the representations F ∈
Rep(Q, C) such that ψF

x is an epimorphism and Ker(ψF
x ) ∈ A for all x ∈ Q0, see

also in [8] for more details.

For the full abelian subcategory X := Repf (Q, C) ⊆ Rep(Q, C) and a class Z ⊆
X , we consider the following orthogonal classes Z⊥X := {F ∈ X : ExtkX (−, F )|Z =

0 ∀ k ≥ 1} and Z⊥ := {F ∈ Rep(Q, C) : ExtkRep(Q,C)(−, F )|Z = 0 ∀ k ≥ 1}. In

general, we only have that Z⊥ ∩ X ⊆ Z⊥X . Dually, we have the classes ⊥XZ and
⊥Z.

The second central theorem of this section tells us how to construct cotorsion
pairs in the category of representations from tilting classes in C.

Theorem 5.6. Let Q be a finite-cone-shape quiver, C be an abelian category with
enough projectives and injectives, T = add(T ) be a precovering and n-C-tilting class
in C, and let X := Repf (Q, C) ⊆ Rep(Q, C). Then T := add (g∗(T )) ⊆ X and the
following statements hold true.

(a) (⊥X (T⊥X ),T⊥X ) is a hereditary complete cotorsion pair in the abelian cat-
egory X .

(b) (⊥(T⊥),T⊥) is a hereditary complete cotorsion pair in Rep(Q, C). Moreover
T
⊥ = Ψ(T ⊥) and ⊥(T⊥) = Rep(Q,⊥(T ⊥)).

(c) Let C be AB3, T = Add(T ) for some T ∈ C and S :=
⊕

x∈Q0
gx(T ).

Then (⊥(S⊥), S⊥) is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in Rep(Q,C),
S⊥ = Ψ(T⊥) and ⊥(S⊥) = Rep(Q,⊥(T⊥)).

Proof. Observe that the abelian categories X and Rep(Q, C) have enough projec-
tives and injectives since C is so [8, Cor. 5.18 (e,f)].

(a) It follows from Lemma 3.44 since the abelian category X has enough projec-
tives and injectives and, by Theorem 5.2 (b), we know that T is (n + 1)-X -tilting
in X .

(b) By Lemma 3.44, we know that (A,B) := (⊥(T ⊥), T ⊥) is a complete heredi-
tary cotorsion pair in C. Then, by [8, Cor. 5.18 (a,g)] it follows that (Rep(Q,A),Ψ(B))
is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in Rep(Q, C) and g∗(A)⊥ = Ψ(B). More-
over, by [7, Lem. 4.3] and Theorem 3.12 (a), it follows that g∗(A)⊥ = g∗(T ∨)⊥ =
(g∗(T )∨)⊥ = g∗(T )⊥. Therefore, T⊥ = g∗(T )⊥ = g∗(A)⊥ = Ψ(B). Finally, since
(Rep(Q,A),Ψ(B)) is a hereditary cotorsion pair, we have that ⊥(T⊥) = ⊥Ψ(B) =
Rep(Q,A).

(c) Since S :=
⊕

x∈Q0
gx(T ) and T = Add(T ), we get Add(S) = Add(g∗(T )) =

Add(g∗(T )) = Add(T). Therefore S⊥ = Add(S)⊥ = Add(T)⊥ = T
⊥ and hence (c)

follows from (b). �

Example 5.7. Let Q be a finite-cone-shape quiver, R be a ring, C = Mod(R) and
T ∈ Mod(R) be a big n-C-tilting module. Then, by Theorems 5.2 and 5.6, we have

that T := add(g∗(Add(T ))) is a small (n+1)-Repf (Q, C)-tilting class in Rep(Q, C)
and S :=

⊕

x∈Q0
gx(T ) is big (n+1)-Repf (Q, C)-tilting object in Rep(Q, C). More-

over (⊥(S⊥), S⊥) is a complete hereditary cotorsion pair in Rep(Q,C), S⊥ =
Ψ(T⊥) and ⊥(S⊥) = Rep(Q,⊥(T⊥)).
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[4] Angeleri Hügel, L., Tonolo, A., Trlifaj. J. (2001). Tilting preenvelopes and cotilting precovers.
Algebr. Represent. Theory. 4: 155-170.
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