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1. Introduction

Relative cotilting modules and their connection to ordinary cotilting modules
were first studied by Auslander and Solberg in [6] and [7]. Among other things,
they show that relative cotilting modules induce ordinary partial cotilting modules.
A special feature of such objects is that they can be relative cotilting modules in
several relative theories. This will induce different complements of partial cotilting
modules. Complements of partial cotilting and especially complements of almost
complete tilting modules have been studied by Coelho, Happel and Unger in [8],
[9] and [10]. We use this information to obtain information about how different
relative theories for a relative cotilting module are related.

There is also an interesting connection to well known homological conjectures.
In [9] it is shown that if the Finitistic Dimension Conjecture is true, then any almost
complete cotilting module has a finite number of non-isomorphic indecomposable
complements. So in fact they formulated the following conjecture: An almost com-
plete cotilting module always has a finite number of non-isomorphic indecomposable
complements. We show that given an artin algebra A, the Generalized Nakayama
Conjecture is satisfied for A if and only if the injective almost complete cotilting
modules over A only have a finite number of complements. This connection have
been shown independently by Happel and Unger ([11]).

We first introduce the notion of faithful dimension of an arbitrary module M
over an artin algebra A. Then we recall results on almost complete cotilting modules
from [8], [9] and [10], and show that an almost complete cotilting is of faithful
dimension n if and only if it has exactly n 4+ 1 non-isomorphic indecomposable
complements. This will also give the connection to the Generalized Nakayama
Conjecture. Next we turn to relative cotilting modules, and see how different
complements of partial cotilting modules are related to different relative theories for
relative cotilting modules. In the last section, we further investigate this connection,
by looking at corresponding subcategories.

For an artin algebra A we denote by mod A the category of finitely generated
left A-modules. All subcategories of mod A will be full additive subcategories. For
a A-module M, we let §(M) denote the number of non-isomorphic indecompos-
able summands. For a A-module M, let *M = {X € modA | Ext} (X, M) =
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(0) for all 4 > 0} and let M+ = {X € modA | Ext} (M, X) = (0) for all i > 0}.
Now recall the following definitions and results from [4]. If X" is a subcategory
of mod A and C is in mod A, then a map X — C is a right X-approximation
if X is in X and the induced map Homu( , X )|x — Homa( ,C)|x is an epimor-
phism. The category X is called contravariantly finite if all C' in mod A have a right
X-approximation. We also have the dual concepts of left X-approximation and co-
variantly finite subcategories. For a module M in mod A, the subcategory add M
is both contravariantly finite and covariantly finite. For unexplained terminology
we refer to [3].

2. The faithful dimension

In this section we introduce the notion of faithful dimension. In the next section
we show that an almost complete cotilting module has exactly n+ 1 non-isomorphic
indecomposable complements if and only if its faithful dimension is n.

Let M be a A-module. There is a complex

p0 AT AL B T

with K; = Coker f; for ¢ > 1 and Kg = A, such that each K; — M, is a
minimal left add M-approximation. Let 7, denote the truncated complex ending
in M, obtained from 7. Then M is said to have faithful dimension n if n, is
exact, but n,+1 is not. If n is exact, then M has infinite faithful dimension. We
denote this dimension by fadim M. Assume M is a faithful module, that is there
is a monomorphism f: A — M". Then f factors through the minimal add M-
approximation g, but then g is also a monomorphism. Hence, if a module M is
faithful, then it has at least faithful dimension 1. It is also easy to see, that a
module M is faithful if and only if it is cofaithful (that is; there is an epimorphism
M’ — DA°P with M’ in add M). We need the following notion from [7]. Let
I' = Enda (M). If the natural homomorphism A — Homrp(Homy (A, M), M) is an
isomorphism, for a A-module A, then M is said to dualize A. It M = M’ & M"
and M’ dualizes M, then M’ is called a dualizing summand. The following result
is a reformulation of a result of Auslander and Solberg ([7]).

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let M be in mod A.

(a) M dualizes a module A if and only if there is an exact sequence 0 — A —
My — My with M; in add M for i = 1,2 and A — M; a left add M-
approximation.

(b) Let T' = Enda(M). Then aM has faithful dimension at least 2 if and only
ZfA ~ Endr(f‘M),

A module of faithful dimension at least 2 is then the same as a faithfully balanced
bimodule, using the notion of [1].
For each A-module M there is a complex

0: ---—>M7/1&>---§>M{£>DAOP—>O,

with K] = Im f/ such that each M/ — K is a minimal right add M-approximation.
Let 6,, be the truncated complex starting in M}, obtained from 6. The module M is
then said to have cofaithful dimension n if 6, is exact, but 6,11 is not. We denote
this dimension by cofadim M.

Using this we obtain the following.
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PROPOSITION 2.2. Let M be a A-module, and let T = End(M). Then the
following hold.

(a) fadim A M = cofadim A M .
adim M > 2, then the following are equivalent.
b) If fadim M > 2, then the foll g l
(i) fadim M = n.
(i) Exth(M, M) = (0) fori=1,...,n —2 and Ext}: (M, M) # (0).

PROOF. Let o denote the natural homomorphism
A — Homp(Homp (A, M), r M) = Endr (M)
and o’ the natural homomorphism
A°P? — Homrer (Homper (AP, D(M)), ror D(M)) = Endpes (D(M)).
Then it follows that we have the following commutative diagram.

A — Endp (M)

| b

AP —— EndFOP (D(M))

where the rightmost vertical map is induced by the duality D. It follows from this
diagram that fadim M = ¢ if and only if cofadim M = for ¢ =0, 1.

So in the following we assume that n > 2. We first prove (i) and (ii) in (b) are
equivalent. Let n,: 0 = A — M; — --- — M, be the complex induced by taking
minimal left add M-approximations, Ky = A and K; = Coker(K; — M,11). We
apply Homu ( , A M) to this complex and obtain an exact sequence

(M,,,M)— -+ — (M;,M) —>rM—0

in modT'. Since for each j we have M; ~ ((M;, M), M) and Ko = A ~ (A, M), M),
by induction we obtain the following equivalence. For an integer r > 1 we have
that Extp (M, M) = (0) for i = 1,...,r — 1 and Extp.(M, M) # (0) if and only if

there are exact commutative diagrams

0 —— Ky —_— M;_4 —_— K; — 0

| | |
0 —— ((Ki—lvM)7M) - ((MivM)7M) - ((K“M)7M) — 0
for each : =0,...,r — 1 and an exact commutative diagram

0 —— Ky — M,y — K. — 0

y lz lm
0 —— (K-, M), M) —— ((M;,M),M) —"— ((K,, M), M)

where g, is not an epimorphism and h, is a proper monomorphism. But this is
clearly equivalent to M having faithful dimension r + 1.

To prove that cofadim M = n is equivalent to (ii) in (b), choose a minimal
projective resolution

=P —-PFP—DrM —0
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inT'°P, and apply Hompes (, p M) to this exact sequence. We have A°P ~ Endp(M)°P
Endrer (DM), and we obtain the commutative diagram

0 — (DM,DM) — (Py,DM) (Pn, DM)
i i i
n,:0 —— A°P — M/ M)

with each M/ in add DM, and such that the inclusion maps are minimal left
add D M-approximations. The sequence 7, is exact if and only if fadim DM = n.
Using that fadim DM = n if and only if cofadim M = n, the same method as above
gives the desired result. (|

The A-modules with infinite faithful dimension seem to have special properties.
Indeed, all tilting modules have infinite faithful dimension, and by the above also all
cotilting modules have this property (see next section for the definition of cotilting
modules). Let M be a A-module with fadim M = co. Then the above proposition
shows that M as a ['-module is selforthogonal. Using our definitions it is easy
to see that the selforthogoal modules M with fadim M = oo coincides with the
generalized tilting modules defined by Wakamatsu in [13]. These modules we call
Wakamatsu tilting modules, and Wakamatsu cotilting modules are defined dually.
Then Proposition 2.2 shows that a module is a Wakamatsu tilting module if and
only if it is a Wakamatsu cotilting module. If M is such that §(M) < §(A) and
fadim M = oo, then it is not hard to show that §(rM) > §(T"). There is a conjecture
that for a selforthogonal module this is impossible. So we formulate the following
conjecture.

CONJECTURE. For an artin algebra A, there is no module M in mod A with
§(M) < 6(A) and fadim M = oco.

This conjecture is also related to the Generalized Nakayama Conjecture. It
says that in a minimal injective coresolution of 5 A, all the indecomposable injective
modules occur, when A is an artin algebra. In the language of faithful dimension
this means that no injective module M, with §(M) < 6(A) has infinite faithful
dimension.

3. Complements of almost complete cotilting modules

In this section we show that an almost complete cotilting module M has n + 1
non-isomorphic indecomposable complements if and only if M has faithful dimen-
sion n. We also show a connection between almost complete cotilting modules and
the Generalized Nakayama Conjecture.

We start by recalling definitions and results that we need later. A A-module T’
is a cotilting module if

(i) Exty(T,T) = (0) for alli > 1,

(ii) ida T < oo,
(iii) there is an exact sequence 0 — T, — -+ — Ty — DA°? — 0 with T} in
addT for i =0,...,r.
It is known that if T'is a cotilting module, then §(T) = §(A) and +T C sub T, where
sub T denotes the subcategory of modules cogenerated by T'. A direct summand
M in a cotilting module is called a partial cotilting module, if in addition §(M) =
d(A) — 1 then M is called an almost complete cotilting module. If M is a partial

~
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cotilting module, and X is a module such that M @ X is a cotilting module, then
X is called a complement of M. A A-module which satisfies (i) and (ii) is called
an ezceptional module. It is not known if an exceptional module M with 6(M) =
d(A) — 1 always is an almost complete module, although it is shown not to be true
if (M) = 6(A) — 2 in [12]. Almost complete cotilting modules are studied in [8],
[9] and [10]. The following theorem is contained is these papers.

THEOREM 3.1. Let M be an almost complete cotilting module over an artin
algebra A.

(a) There is a unique complement Xg, such that *M = +(M @ X), this is
called the Bongartz-complement of M.

(b) If M is non-faithful, this is the only complement of M.

(¢) If M is faithful, there is an exact sequence

&MlgMogXo—?O

with X; = Ker f; such that M; is in add M and X; % X; when i # j, and
{X;} is a complete list of indecomposable complements of M. In addition
each 0 — X1 — M, is a minimal left add M -approximation, and each
M; — X; — 0 is a minimal right add M -approzimation, for j > 0.

The proof is based on the following fact. If X is a indecomposable comple-
ment of M and X is generated by M, then the kernel Y of the minimal right
add M-approximation is again an indecomposable complement. Also if X is a in-
decomposable complement of M and Y is cogenerated by M, then the cokernel X
of the minimal left add M-approximation is an indecomposable complement. We
generalize this to partial cotilting modules.

PRropPOSITION 3.2. Let M be a partial cotilting module with a complement X .
(a) If X is generated by M and f: M' — X is a minimal right add M -approzimation,
then Ker f is also a complement of M.
(b) If X is cogenerated by M and g: X — M" is a minimal left add M -approzimation,
then Coker f is also a complement of M.

Proor. (a) Let n: 0 - Y — M’ L X 5 0be exact, with f a minimal right
add M-approximation. By [8, Corollary 1.2], it is enough to show that M @Y is an
exceptional module. Wakamatsus Lemma gives that Ext} (M,Y) = (0), and then
it is easily seen by applying Homa (M, ) to n that Ext) (M,Y) = (0) for i > 1 as
well. By applying Homy ( , M) to n we get that Ext’ (Y, M) = (0). By dimension
shift we obtain Ext} (Y,Y) ~ Ext{"(X,Y) =~ Ext} (X, X) = (0). It is easy to see
that id Y < oo since id(M & X)) < oo.

(b) is similar. O

The following direct observation from Theorem 3.1 suggests that homological
properties of the endomorphism ring of an almost complete cotilting module give
information about the number of complements.

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let M be an almost complete cotilting module over A, and
let T' = Endp(M). If gldimT = r < oo, then M has at most r + 2 complements.

PRrROOF. Assume M has at least r+3 complements Xg, X1, ..., X, 42, such that
there is an exact sequence

0—Xoj0—= M y9— - — M — Xg—0,
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as in Theorem 3.1. Apply Homp( , M) to this sequence, and obtain the exact
sequence

0— (X9, M) — (M3, M) — -+ — (Myy2, M) — (X, 42, M) — 0.

Then (X5, M) is projective, since gldimT" = r. But since X5 is dualized by M, by
Proposition 2.1, this means that X5 is in add M, a contradiction. O

After having decribed the number of complements of M in terms of fadim M,
we give the precise relationship between the number of complements and the ho-
mological properties over its endomorphism ring. First we point out a connection
to the Generalized Nakayama Conjecture.

Since the injective dimension of the complement X, in Theorem 3.1 is at least
r, the number of complements of an almost complete cotilting module M over A is
less than or equal to one plus the finitistic dimension of A. If we reformulate the
Generalized Nakayama Conjecture in terms of almost complete cotilting modules, it
says: no almost complete injective cotilting module has infinite faithful dimension.
With this formulation the following is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.1 and
Proposition 2.2.

THEOREM 3.4. Let A be an artin algebra. Then A satisfies the Generalized
Nakayama Congjecture if and only if the almost complete injective cotilting modules
over A only have a finite number of complements.

PROOF. An artin algebra A satisfies the Generalized Nakayama Conjecture
if and only if no injective almost complete cotilting module has infinite faithful
dimension. Let M be an injective almost complete cotilting module with injective
Bongartz-complement X, such that add(Xo @ M) = add DAP. Then it is easy to
see that M has infinite cofaithful dimension if and only if M has an infinite number
of complements, using Theorem 3.1. O

This is also a consequence of the following more general fact below, which also
gives a procedure for computing the number of indecomposable non-isomorphic
complements of an almost complete cotilting module, without actually computing
any complement. In proving this we need the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.5. Let X and M be A-modules such that X is generated by M, and

0—>Y — M % X — 0 is an exact sequence with M' in add M. Assume
Ext}(A,Y) = (0) for a A-module A. Let f: A — M" be a minimal left add M -
approzimation. Then f is also a minimal left add(M @ X)-approzimation.

PROOF. Let A — M; ® X7 with M; in add M and X; in add X be a minimal
add(M @ X)-approximation, and consider the pullback-diagram

0 Y A —_— A — 0
H | |
0 Yi MMy —— M1 X —— 0

with Y7 in addY and M2 — X; a minimal right add M-approximation. Then the
upper row splits, and the induced map A — Z — M; & Ms is an add(M & X)-
approximation. [l

We now describe the number of indecomposable non-isomorphic complements
of an almost complete cotilting module M in terms of fadim M.
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THEOREM 3.6. Let M be an almost complete cotilting module in mod A. Then
M has exactly n + 1 indecomposable non-isomorphic complements if and only if
fadim M =n

PrOOF. For n = 0 the statement follows from Theorem 3.1.

Assume M has n+ 1 indecomposable non-isomorphic complements Xy, ..., X,.
We want to show that fadim M > n.

If n = 1, then by Theorem 3.1 we have that fadim M > 1. Assume now n > 2,
such that we have an exact sequence

0,:0—> X, > M"— - > M= X, — 0.
By induction, fadim M > n — 1 and there is an exact sequence
M-1:0—>A—M — - — M, 1 - K,_1 —0.

We need only to show that K,,_; is cogenerated by M. Since X,,_; is generated
by M, the map A — M is an add(M & X,,_1)-approximation, by Lemma 3.5.
Thus, by Wakamatsus Lemma ([13]) we have Ext} (K1, X, 1) = (0). Also by
Wakamatsus Lemma we have that K; is in M = +(M @ Xg) for i = 1,...,n —
1. By dimension shift, first along 7,_1 and then along 6,, we then obtain (0) =
Exty (K1, Xpo1) =~ BExt} N (K, 1, Xn 1) ~ Exty(K,_1,X1). Since M @ X, is
a cotilting module, we have that (M @ Xo) C sub(M @® X;). But K, is in
(M @ X,) since (M @ Xg) = M. Thus, there is a monomorphism 0 — K,,_; —
M’ & X§ with M’ in add M and r > 0. In the pullback-diagram

0 0
0 Xy Y —— Kpq1 —— 0
0 X7 MeM ——s M &X; — 0

the upper sequence splits. This shows that K, _; is cogenerated by M. Thus,
fadim M > n.

Assume now that fadim M = n. We want to show that M has at least n 4+ 1
complements.

If n =1, then M has at least two indecomposable non-isomorphic complements
by Theorem 3.1. Assume n > 2. By induction M has n indecomposable non-
isomorphic complements Xy, ..., X,,_1, and we have exact sequences

Mm:0—>A—>M —---—> M, — K, —0
and
Op—1:0— Xy > M1 — ... - M — X — 0.

It is enough to show that X,,_; is generated by M. By dimension shift along 7,
and 6,,_; we have that Exth (K1, X,,_1) ~ Ext? (K, X,_1) ~ Exth (K1, Xo). But
Ext} (K1, Xo) = (0) since by Wakamatsus Lemma K is in *M = +(M @ X,).
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There is an integer s and an epimorphism A®* — X,,_; — 0. Then in the pushout-
diagram

0 —— A M; K: 0
0 —— Xp g Y K; 0
0 0

the lower row will be an split exact sequence. This shows that X, _; is generated
by M. The kernel of the minimal right add M-approximation of X,,_; is then also a
complement, and M has at least n+1 indecomposable non-isomorphic complements.
The claim of the theorem follows from this. O

Using the description of the faithful dimension of a module in terms of its endo-
morphism ring we have the following immediate corollary.

COROLLARY 3.7. Let M be an almost complete cotilting module over A and let
I' = Enda(M). Denote by « the natural homomorphism

A — Homp(Homp (A, M), M) = Endr(M).

(a) M has a unique indecomposable complement if and only if « is not a monomor-
phism.

(b) M has exactly two indecomposable non-isomorphic complements if and only
if a is a monomorphism but not an epimorphism.

(¢) If M has at least three indecomposable non-isomorphic complements, then
M has ezactly n+1 indecomposable non-isomorphic complements if and only

if Exti(M, M) = (0) fori=1,...,n—2 and Ext}~ (M, M) # (0).

4. Relative cotilting modules

We start by recalling some definitions and results from [5] and [6]. Let A be
an artin algebra. Denote by P(A) and Z(A) the full subcategories of projective and
injective modules in mod A, respectively.

Let F be an additive subbifunctor of Extj( , ): (mod A)°° x mod A — Ab.
Then an exact sequence n: 0 - A — B — C — 0 is said to be F-ezact if n is in
F(C,A). A module P is called F-projective (or relative projective) if F(P, ) =0
and the full subcategory of F-projective modules is denoted by P(F). Dually we
define the full subcategory of F-injective modules Z(F'). The relative projective and
the relative injective modules are related by the equality P(F') = P(A)UTr DZ(F).

For a subcategory X of mod A define

Fx(C,A)={0- A—-B—-C—=0]|(,B)|x—(,C)|x — 0 exact}
and
F¥X(C,A)={0 A —=B—C—0]|(B,)|x — (4, )|x — 0 exact}

for all pairs of modules A and C' in mod A. It is proved in [5] that Fy and F'* are
additive subbifunctors of Ext} (, ). The constructions are related by Fy = FP ¥
and we have P(Fx) = P(A) Uadd X. Moreover, an additive subbifunctor F' has
enough projectives and injectives if and only if F' = Fp(p) and P(F) is functorially
finite in mod A. In this case we let Exti( , ) denote the i-th derived functor of
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F, where we have that F = Ext}.(, ). By idr M we denote the relative injective
dimension of a A-module M.

The use of this subject in the representation theory of artin algebras have been
studied by Auslander and Solberg in the series [5], [6] and [7]. For further results
on relative homology and relative cotilting modules we refer to these papers.

Let F be an additive subbifunctor of Ext}( , ) with enough projectives and
injectives. Recall from [6] that a A-module T is an F'-cotilting module if

(i) Exth(T,T) = (0) for all i > 1,

(ii) dp T < o0,
(iii) for each F-injective module I there is an F-exact sequence

0—-17T,— - —T1 —-1—-0
with the T} in add T'.

It is known that the number of indecomposable non-isomorphic summands in an F-
cotilting module equals the number of indecomposable non-isomorphic F-projective
modules. Therefore F' = F,qqagx) for some module X. We assume that all
subbifunctors in the rest of the paper are of this form, so it is enough to specify
P(F) to define the subbifunctors F we consider.

The following theorem is proven in [6].

THEOREM 4.1. Let T be a F-cotilting module in mod A, with P(F) = add(A &
X) for a A-module X. Let T' = Endy(T).
(a) C=Homp(A® X, T)=rT @ (X,T) is a I'-cotilting module.
(b) The functors Homp( ,T): modA — modT and Homr( ,7T): modT —
mod A induce dualities between the categories “AT = {X € mod A | Exty(X,T) =
(0) for alli > 0} and +(rT @ (X,T)).
(¢) T is a dualizing summand of C.

Some interesting consequences of this are the following observations. If T is
an F,qa(agy)-cotilting module where some indecomposable summand of ¥ do not
occur in X, then this induces another complement Homy (Y, T') of the partial com-
plete cotilting module 7. Moreover, if the module X in the above theorem is
indecomposable, the relative cotilting module 7" in mod A induces an ordinary al-
most complete cotilting module 7" in mod I'; with an indecomposable complement
Homp (X, T). Furthermore, different relative theories give rise to different comple-
ments.

Not all almost complete cotilting modules are induced from relative cotilting
modules as we now point out. By Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 3.1 it follows that an
almost complete cotilting module M is a dualizing summand in a cotilting module
if and only if M has at least three complements X, X1, Xs, ..., and in this case M
is a dualizing summand in M & X; for i > 2. The following general result is proved
in [7].

THEOREM 4.2. Let M®X be an cotilting module in modT" and let A = Endp(M).
Define F' to be the subbifunctor with P(F) = add(A @ (X, M)). Then M is a dual-
izing summand of the T'-module M & X if and only if AM is an F-cotilting module
in mod A.

We are especially interested in the case when M is an almost complete cotilting
module. Then we have the following immediate consequence using Theorem 3.1.
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COROLLARY 4.3. Let M be an almost complete cotilting module in mod " with
at least three complements Xo, X1, X2,..., and let A = Endp(M). For each i > 2
let F; be the subbifunctor of Exty( , ) such that P(F;) = add(A @ (X;, M)). Then
AM is an F;-cotilting module for all i > 2.

5. Changing relative theories for a relative cotilting module

In the previous section we observed that in some situations it is possible that
a module is a relative cotilting module for several relative theories. This section is
devoted to giving necessary and sufficient criteria for this. The first theorem gives
sufficient criteria.

THEOREM 5.1. Let F = Foqqgea) and F' = F,qqces) for two A-modules A
and B, where G is a generator, and such that A and B has no summands in add G.
Assume that there exists an exact sequence n: 0 - A — P — B — 0 such that n is
F244T _eqact and P is in P(F) N P(EF").

(a) Assume n is F*44C exact. Then if T is an F-cotilting module, T is also an
F'-cotilting module.

(b) Assume 1 is Faad g-exact. Then if T is an F’-cotilting module, T is also an
F-cotilting module if there is an F*7 ezact sequence G — G' — A — 0
with G’ and G in add G such that G’ — A is a right add G-approzimation.

PROOF. (a) Assume T is a F-cotilting module and let T' = End(T). Then
(G, T) is a partial cotilting module with a complement (A, T"), and such that (G, T)
is a dualizing summand in (G, T)® (A, T), by Theorem 4.2. Since 7 is F2447_exact,
the sequence

0— (B, T)— (P,T)— (AT)—0

is exact. Since 77is F244 % exact, (P,T) — (A, T) is a minimal add(G, T)-approximation.
But then, by Proposition 3.2 (B, T) is another complement of (G,T) and (G,T)
is a dualizing summand in (G,T) @ (B,T). But then by Theorem 4.2, T is an
Fiad(ce((B,1),1)-cotilting module. Since (A, T') is a complement of (G,T) and rT'
is a direct summand in (G, T), we have Extf((4,T),T) = (0). But then we obtain
the exact commutative diagram

o—— (4n,7) — (PT),T) —— (B, T),T) —— 0

L L l

such that B ~ ((B,T),T). This implies that T is a F’-cotilting module.
(b) By using Homa( ,T) on the F244T exact sequence G” — G’ — A — 0 we
obtain that (A4,T) is dualized by (G, T). Then the rest is dual to (a). O

We now show that this induces a necessary condition for a A-module T' to
be a relative cotilting module for two different relative theories Foqqcea) and
F.ad(ceB), where A are B are indecomposable modules and G is a generator.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let A and B be two indecomposable A-modules such that T
is an F' = Foqq(qea)-cotilting and an F' = F,qq(cep)-cotilting module. Then there
erist n exact sequences

ni:0—X; — Pip1 — Xip1 — 0
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fori=0,... ,n—1, where P; is inadd G, 1; is Fyaa(cex,)-ezact and 44 (GOTOXiw)
exact, and either Xo = A and X,, = B or Xo = B and X,, = A.

PROOF. Let I' = Endy(T) and U = Homa (G, T). Then U is an almost com-
plete cotilting module over I with complements Homp (A, T) and Homy (B, T).
Then, by Proposition 3.1 we can assume that there is an exact sequence in mod I'

0—-Y,—-U,—-Up-1—--—=U1—=-Yy—0

consisting of the short exact sequences n}_;:0 — Y; — U; — Y;_1 — 0, where
the inclusions Y; — U, are minimal left add U-approximations and Yy = (A,T)
and Y,, = (B,T). Applying Homp( ,T) to the exact sequences 7, we obtain exact
sequences
ni:0— (Yi,T) = (Ui1,T) — (Yis1,T) — 0

fort=0,...,n— 1. Since T is an F-cotilting module and an F’-cotilting module,
we have that (Yy,T) = (A, T),T) ~ A and (Y,,,T) = ((B,T),T) ~ B. Similarly,
U;, T) = (G4, T),T) ~ G, for some G; in add G.

Consider n9: 0 — (Y5,T) — (U1,T) — (Y1,T) — 0. Since Yy and U are in
LU®Y)), it follows that Y7 is in - (U@Yp). Since Exty (Yo, Y1) ~ Extk((Y1,T), (Yo, T))
via the functor Homrp( ,T), the sequence ng is F-exact.

Applying Homp (,G®T & (Y1,T)) on the F-exact sequence ng gives rise to the
long exact sequence

(U1, T),GeTe(Y1,T)) — (Yo, T), GaTa (Y1, T)) — ExthL((Y1,T), GaTa (Y1, T)) — 0.
Similarly as above we have that
ExtL((Y1,T7),GaT e (V1,T)) ~Ext.(Ge T & (Y1,T),T), (Y1, T),T))
~Extp(UoT @Y, Y:) = (0),

therefore the sequence 7y is F2dUGETEN1.T)) exact,

Now it follows from Theorem 5.1 that T" is an Flqq(ge(v,,r))-cotilting module,
and we can repeat the above procedure for 71, 72 and so on. We let X; = (Y;,T)
and Piy1 = (Uj41,T) for ¢ = 0,... ,n — 1, and this completes the proof of the
proposition. ([l

The following is an obvious consequence.

COROLLARY 5.3. If A has finite global dimension and gldim A = n, then a given
A-module T can be a relative cotilting module for relative theories F' = Foqq(aga)
with A indecomposable for at most n non-isomorphic indecomposable modules A.

We also consider the situation where the generator G is equal to A. Then the
hypothesis in Theorem 5.1 simplifies considerably.

LEMMA 5.4. If G = A and the modules A and B are indecomposable, we have
the following equivalence. The sequence 1 is F7T -exact and F244C -exact with P
in P(F)NP(F") if and only if and Exty (B, A ® T) = (0) with P in P(A).

PROOF. Since P(F) = add(A ® A) and P(F’) = add(A & B), a A-module is
projective in both relative theories if and only if it is an ordinary projective module.
But then 7 is F2497-exact if and only if Ext} (B, T) = (0), and 7 is F244%_exact if
and only if Ext} (B, A) = (0). O

Next we show that a corresponding relation between the relative injective mod-
ules gives the same result.
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PROPOSITION 5.5. Let A and B be two non-projective modules, with P(F) =
add(G @ A) and P(F') = add(G @ B). Then the following are equivalent.
(a) There is a sequencen: 0 — A — P — B — 0, with P in P(F)NP(F’) such
that n is F2UGOT) _egqct,
(b) There is a sequence n’: 0 — DTrA — I — DTrB — 0, with I in Z(F) N
T(F') such that 0 is Faqqar-ezact and FA4P TG epqct,

PROOF. We prove only that (a) implies (b), since the opposite is dual. Assume
7:0 - A —- P — B — 0 is an exact sequence with P in P(F) N P(F’) and
that 7 is F2d4(GOT) exact. We first show that we then have an exact sequence
7:0—>DTrA—1I— DTrB — 0 with I in Z(F) N Z(F’). We choose minimal
projective resolutions for A and B, and with the Horse Shoe Lemma we obtain the
following exact commutative diagram

0 @1 Q19 R Fy 0
0 Qo Qo @ Fy R 0
0 A P B 0
0 0 0
From this we can construct a commutative diagram with exact columns
0 0 0
I I I
0 —— B* —— P* A* 0
l I I
0 —— g —— o Q5 0
l I I
0 —— I —— o] Q1 0

l l l

0 —— TrtB —— TrP®Q —— TrA —— 0

l l l

0 0 0

with @ in P(A°P). Since 7 is F39G_ exact, the upper row is exact. The middle
rows are obviously exact. Therefore the lower row is exact, and we have the exact
sequence

7W:0—=DTrALT - DTrB =0
with T in Z(F) N Z(F").
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Since 1 is F2d47T_exact all morphisms A — T factors through 0 — A — P,
such that Hom, (A4,T) = (0). We use the Auslander-Reiten formula and obtain
Ext} (T, DTr A) = (0). But this means that 7’ is Flqqr-exact. Since 7 is F2dd 6.
exact, then (P,G) — (A,G) — 0 is exact. From general theory, Hom, (A, G) ~
Homa (D Tr A, D Tr G). Then, if h in Homp (D Tr A, D Tr G), there is a g in Homy (I, D Tr G)
such that h—go f factors through an injective module. But since a map from D Tr A
to an injective module clearly factors through f, we see that h factors through f.
Therefore the sequence 7’ is F344PTr G exact, (|

Another formulation of the Generalized Nakayama Conjecture states that if
Ext) (DA? @ X, X) = (0) for all i > 0, then X is injective. This conjecture is
obviously a consequence of the more general conjecture that if Ext’ (N, N) = (0)
for all ¢ > 0 for a A-module N, then §(N) < §(A).

For a arbitrary A-module M, by M we mean the maximal direct summand of
M with no injective summands. We need the following lemma, where we leave the
proof to the reader.

LEMMA 5.6. Let X be a non-injective A-module such that Exti, (DAP®X, X) =
(0) foralli=1,...,n.
(a)
Exty (DA, 2,7 (X)) = (0)
for3=0,....n—1and0<i<n-—j and
Ext}y (2,7(X), 23 (X)) = (0)

for0<j<i+k<n. .
(b) The number of non-injective indecomposable summands of X and 2,*(X)
are the same for 0 < i <n.

(c) If0 <i<j<m, then Q" (X) 2 Q37 (X).

By this we obtain an alternative way to prove that if the number of complements
of an almost complete cotilting module is always finite, the Generalized Nakayama
Conjecture is true for all artin algebras.

PROPOSITION 5.7. Let X be a non-injective indecomposable module in mod A
with Exty (DA @ X, X) = (0) fori = 1,...,n. Let T = DA ® X and T =
Enda(T). Then T is an injective almost complete T'-cotilting module, and T has at
least n + 2 complements.

PrOOF. Let X be an indecomposable non-injective A-module, such that Extﬁ\(DAOP@
X,X) = (0) for all s > 1. Let T = DA°® @ X and let I' = Ends (7). Since
idy X > n, for each i =0,...,n — 2 we have an exact sequence 7;: 0 — Qxl(X) —

I — Q" (X) = 0. Let F, = Fadd(DAPOQ (X)) then by part (a) in Lemma 5.6
the sequence 7; is F' T(Fi+1)_exact and Fr(F,)@add 7-exact. Therefore, by repeated

: add(DAP Q" — :
use of Theorem 5.1 the module T is an Fadd(DA™&Q" (M) — Fadd(A@TrD(QXI(M)))_
cotilting module for all ¢ = 0,...,n — 1. But Lemma 5.6 gives that all these n
relative theories are different. Then we know that the injective almost complete
cotilting module T has at least n complements which are dualized by 7', and there-

fore at least n + 2 complements. O
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6. Subcategory correspondence

It is shown in [2] that for a given artin algebra A, there is a 1-1 correspondence
between the basic cotilting modules and contravariantly finite resolving subcat-
egories of mod A with finite resolution dimension. Using this correspondence one
can reformulate questions about complements of almost complete cotilting modules
to questions about subcategories of mod A. If M is an almost complete cotilting
module with at least three complements, we have seen that it is induced by a rela-
tive cotilting module. So, questions about these types of almost complete cotilting
modules can be translated to questions about relative cotilting modules. In this
section we give the precise relationship.

First we recall the definitions and results we need later. Let X be a subcategory
of mod A. Then X is called resolving if it is closed under extensions and kernels of
epimorphisms, and contains the projective modules. Dually, we define coresolving
subcategories. The resolution-dimension &X'-resdim C' of a module C' is the minimal
number ¢ including infinity such that there exists an exact sequence

n0-Xi—-X;1—--—Xg—>C—0

with the X; in X. Then X-resdim(mod A) is defined to be the sup{X -resdim C |
C € mod A}. We define dually X-coresdim(mod A). We let X be the full subcate-
gory of modules with a finite resolution like 7. For a relative theory F', a module X
and a category X the notions +* X, X** and ()A( ) should now be self-explanatory.

By [2], the map T+ *T is a 1-1 correspondence between the basic cotilting
modules and the contravariantly finite resolving subcategories X of mod A with
X-resdim(mod A) < oo. There is also a 1-1 correspondence between the basic
cotilting modules and the covariantly finite coresolving subcategories X with X'-
coresdim(mod A) < oco. This is given by the map T +— (+T)*1. It is also known
that (L1T7)* = add T = IT®°(A) N T

Assume M is an almost complete cotilting module in mod I' with complements
Xo, X1, Xo,.... Then we have an exact sequence

n: - —= M — My— Xog—0

as in Theorem 3.1. This exact sequence induces a properly descending chain of
subcategories of mod I’

L CrtMe X)) CtH(Me X)) CHM e X,) =1 M.
We also have a properly ascending chain of subcategories
DI N (M & Xo)t DT N (M@ X1)* 2 T°(T) N (M & Xo)t.

The Generalized Nakayama Conjecture states that these sequences always are finite.
We have in the earlier sections seen how questions about the complements of an
almost complete cotilting module M can be translated to questions about relative
theories for a relative cotilting module, by looking at the endomorphism ring A =
Endr(M). Motivated by this, we show that the subcategories (M @& X;) and
Z°°(T) N (M @ X;)* have dual versions in mod A.

PROPOSITION 6.1. Let M be an almost complete cotilting module in modT,
and assume M has at least three complements Xo, X1, X2,.... Let A = Endp (M)
and let F; be the relative theories in mod A given by P(F;) = add(A @ (X;, M)) for
i>2.
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(a) The categories ~¥i M and ~(M & X;) are dual by the functors Homp( , M)
and Homp( , M).

(b) The categories T°°(F;) N M*7i and T°(T) N (M @ X;_2)* are dual by the
functors DHomp (M, ) and D Homp(M, ).

(c) The categories (add M) . and add(M & X;_2) are dual by the same functors
as in (b).

PRrROOF. (a) This follows directly from results in [6].

(b) The categories Z°(F;) N M*+#: and Z°°(T') N (D(M,Z(F;)))* are dual by
the given functors ([6]), so we need only to show that D(M,Z(F;)) = add(M &
Xi—2). Since I(F;) = add(DA°? & D Tr(X;, M)), this follows from the equali-
ties (i) D Homy (M, DAP) ~ M and (ii) DHomn (M, D Tr(X;, M)) ~ X;_5, By
adjoitness, we have

D Homp (M, DA°P) ~ DD(A°P @ M)
This proves (i), since A°? @y M ~ rM. Using adjointness again we obtain that
D Hom(M, D Tr(X;, M)) ~ Tr(X;, M) ®x M.
Thus, we need to show that Tr(X;, M)®a M ~ X,;_o. Consider the exact sequence
O—»Xj—>MN—>M/—> j72_’0
induced by taking minimal add M-approximations in mod I'. By applying the func-
tor Homy (, M) to this we obtain an exact sequence in mod A
0 — (X;_2, M) — (M', M) — (M", M) = (X;, M) — 0.
This is a projective presentation of (X;, M) and we obtain the exact sequence

(M",M),A) — (M',M),A) — Tr(X;, M) — 0.

We have that Homp (M, M), A) @ AMrpor =~ A @A AMpop ~ r M, and if M is in
add M, then HomA((M, M),AN)@M ~ M. By this we obtain the exact commutative
diagram

(M'"M),N)®M —— (M',M),AN)® M —— Tr(X;,M)®@M —— 0

L L !

M" — M’ - X; o — 0

such that Tr(X,;, M) ® M ~ X;_5. This concludes the proof of (b).

(¢) From [6] we have that for any (relative) F-cotilting module T we have (m Jp=
T=(F)n M. O
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