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TRIANGULATED STRUCTURES INDUCED BY MUTATIONS

RYOTA IITSUKA

ABSTRACT. In representation theory of algebras, there exist two types of muta-
tion pairs: rigid type (cluster-tilting mutations by Iyama-Yoshino) and simple-
minded type (mutations of simple-minded systems by Simoes-Pauksztello). It
is known that such mutation pairs induce triangulated categories, however,
these facts have been proved in different ways. In this paper, we introduce
the concept of “mutation triples”, which is a simultaneous generalization of
two different types of mutation pairs as well as concentric twin cotorsion pairs.
We present two main theorems concerning mutation triples. The first theorem
is that mutation triples induce pretriangulated categories. The second one is
that pretriangulated categories induced by mutation triples become triangu-
lated categories if they satisfy an additional condition (MT4).
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2 RYOTA IITSUKA

1. INTRODUCTION

The notion of “mutation” plays important roles in representation theory and
related topics. Roughly speaking, mutation is an operation to obtain new objects
from old ones, usually considered in triangulated categories, exact categories, or
extriangulated categories [IL[2,T3,[18]. There are many studies about mutation
of tilting objects (for example APR-tilting [4]), silting objects [2], cluster-tilting
objects [6lI8] and 7-tilting objects [1], they are respectively called tilting mutations,
silting mutations, cluster-tilting mutations and 7-tilting mutations. In many cases,
we can study characters of certain objects (silting objects and so on) by mutating
them [IL[6L[T8].

What is more interesting is that some mutations in triangulated category induces
another triangulated category [2L[6L[8[I8]. This technique is called “reduction” and
it is often compatible with mutations. Due to this compatibility, we only have to
study under simpler situations by using reduction techniques [1L[2,[6]18].

The aim of this paper is to study sufficient conditions for mutations to induce
another triangulated category.

In section 2] we introduce some basic concepts in this paper such as extriangu-
lated category, pretriangulated category and so on.

In section Bl we introduce the new concept “mutation triples”.

Definition 1.1. (Condition and Definition B.23.10)
Let (C,E,s) be an extriangulated category and (S, Z,V) be a triplet of subcate-
gories of C. We call (S, Z,V) mutation triple if it satisfies the following conditions:

(MT1) SN Z=2ZnNYV, denoted by Z, and Z C Z is strongly functorially finite.
(MT2) (i) EX(S, 2) = 0 and Ez(S, CoConeg, (Z, Z)) = 0.
(i) Ez(Z,V) = 0 and E*(Conegz(Z,Z),V) = 0.
(MT3) (i) Conegz(Z,Z) C U and CoConeg, (Z,Z) C T where U and T are in
Notation B4
(ii) S and Z are closed under extensions in EZ and V and Z are closed
under extensions in Ez.

This triplet is a simultaneous generalization of a triplet (S, Z,V) defined by
concentric twin cotorsion pairs in [24] and mutation pairs in [8[I8]. We collect
elementary results of the triplets in this section.

In section [ We show one of the main theorems below, which is a generalization
of the results in [24].

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem [L.17)
Let (S, Z,V) be a mutation triple. Then Z/[Z] has a pretriangulated structure.

In section Bl we collect sufficient conditions for mutation triples to induce a
triangulated category. We consider two cases. The former one is the results in [24],
which can be applied to mutation triples defined by concentric twin cotorsion pairs
in triangulated category with some conditions: Hovey and heart-equivalent. The
latter one is an original result of this paper. This requires an additional condition
(MT4), but it is not necessary that C is a triangulated category.

Theorem 1.3. (Condition B3] Theorem [B.4)
Let (S, Z,V) be a mutation triple. We consider the following new condition
(MT4):
(MT4) Conegr, (V,Z)N(Z(—1)xZ(1)) = CoConegz (Z,S)N(Z(—1)*Z(1)) where
 is considered in EZ N E7.
If (S, Z,V) satisfies (MT4), then Z/[Z] has a triangulated structure.
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Throughout this thesis, let C be a skeletally small additive category, thus the
isomorphism class of Ob(C) is a set. We denote the category of abelian groups
(resp. sets) by Ab (resp. Set).

We also assume all subcategories are additive, full and closed under isomor-
phisms. We do not always assume that all subcategories are closed under direct
summands, so we denote the smallest subcategory containing D and closed under
direct summands by addD for a subcategory D.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Approximations in additive categories. To define mutations, we intro-
duce the concept of approximations.

Definition 2.1. Let D be a subcategory of C and let X € C.
(1) A morphism a: Dx — X in C is D-epic if C(D,a): C(D,Dx) — C(D, X) is
surjective for any D in D.
(2) A morphism d: Dx — X in C is a right D-approzimation of X if Dx € D and
d is D-epic.
(3) D is contravariantly finite if any X in C has a right D-approximation.
Dually, we define D-monic, a left D-approzimation of X and covariantly finite.
D is called functorially finite if D is both covariantly finite and contravariantly
finite.

2.2. Extriangulated categories. First, we start this subsection from the defini-
tion of extriangulated categories [25].

Definition 2.2. [25] Definition 2.7,2.8]

(1) For X,Y in C, we denote the collection of three-term sequences whose first-term
is X and third-term is Y by £(Y, X) (note the order of X and Y). Then we
introduce an equivalence relation ~ in £(Y, X) as follows:

FrE=(X S ELY)E =X 5 E Y)Y, X),

, There exists an isomorphism e: £ — E’
E~E «— , ,
such that 2" = ex and y = y'e.

We denote £(Y, X)/ ~ by E(Y, X).

1
(2) For X,Y in C, we denote as 0 = (X M xavy 2 yyin ey, X).
(3) For (X S ELYV)in &Y, X)and (X' S E 5 Y)in YV, X)), X S ES

Yy (X' B Y v is defined by (X @ X' 2% Bao B 2 Y ¢ Y) in
EYaY XX
Remark 2.3. [25] Definition 2.1-2.3, Remark 2.2] Let E: C°? x C — Ab be an
additive bifunctor and X, X", Y,Y’, Z € C.
(1) An element § € E(X,Y) is called E-extension.
(2) Fora: X =Y and b: Y — Z, we can define the following natural transforma-
tions.
E(b7 _): E(Za _) = E(Ya _)
E(fv a’) : E(fa X) = E(fa Y)
(3) There exists the following isomorphism.
EXoY,X oY) 2EX,X)0EX,Y)oEY,X)aEY,Y)

Then we define § @ 0’ in left-hand side as the element which corresponds to
(0,0,0,¢") in right-hand side by the above isomorphism.
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(4) Let 6 € E(Z, X). We write E(b, X)(9),E(Z, a)(d) as db, ad respectively.

(5) In the rest of this paper, we sometimes regard E-extensions as “morphisms”
in C, that is, we interpret 6b as a “composition” of (Y bz 0, X) and ad
as a “composition” of (Z -%» X % Y). Then, we can consider commutative
diagrams with E-extensions by this notation.

For example, let § € E(X,Y),d € E(X',Y'),z € C(X,X'),y € C(Y,Y),
then

X-"—>y
yé = &' x is expressed as [w O [y

X -5 =yr
Definition 2.4. [25] Definition 2.4,2.5]

(1) Let E: C°? x C — Ab be an additive bifunctor. We call s realization of E if s
satisfies the following conditions:
(i) sisa collection of maps in Ab {sx y: E(X,Y) = £(X,Y)}x yec. We often
denote sx y as s if there is no confusion.

’
x

(i) For 6 € E(Y,X),d8 € E(Y', X'), let () = (X = E L V), s(8) = (X' %

E' 25 Y"). Then for any commutative diagrams in C:

X—2-p—tsy-">x

‘a J/b ) J/a

XI ! E/ v Y/ — 6_/ >XI
there exists a morphism e: F — E’ which makes the following diagram
commutative.

X—t-p—"tsy-sx

‘a O ‘36 O J/b O J/a

bl a’ b0l v vy — & = X/

(2) Let s be a realization of E. s is additive if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) For any X,Y € C, s(0) = (X M> X oY 25 Y), that is, s maps 0 in
E(Y, X) to 0 in £(Y, X).
(ii) For any 6 € E(X,Y),0' € E(X",Y"), s(0 ® ') =5(J) ® s(J).

Remark 2.5. [25] Definition 2.15,2.19]

(1) Let § € E(Y,X) and 5(6) = (X = E % Y). This sequence (X = E % Y) is
called s-conflation. We often call it conflation if there is no confusion.

(2) The left morphism of a conflation is called s-inflation and the right one is called
s-deflation.

(3) We call a pair (9,s(0)) s-triangle and it is denoted by:

X5ELY %X oo Y- HXBEYLY
Definition 2.6. [25] Definition 2.12]

A triplet (C, E, s) is called extriangulated category, or ET category if the triplet
satisfies the following conditions:

(ET1) E: C°? x C — Ab is an additive bifunctor.
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(ET2) s is an additive realization of E.
(ET3) Let § € E(Y,X),d8 € E(Y,X'). Fors(d) = (X & E % Y),s(8) =

’
x

(X' % B L5 Y7, any diagram in C:

x—tsp—Ytoy- sy
‘a ) ‘e J’a
XI z/ E/ y/ Y/ — 6_/ >XI

there exists a morphism b: Y — Y’ which makes the following diagram

commutative.
X—Lsp—Ytoy-lsx
X gLy - Yy

(ET3)°P Dual of (ET3).
(ET4) For § € E(C,X),e € E(D,Y), 5(8) = (X 5 Y = ), s(e) = (

Z 25 D), there exist s-triangles X = Z *5 E 25 X and C 5
D -5 C which make the following diagram commutative.

y 4
E 4

D————D
I I
:6 O :E/
T ] x’ ) §
X Y C———>X
P 5
X Z EFE-——>X
y O d O ‘/Z
D=—=D--"->Y

(ET4)°P Dual of (ET4).

Remark 2.7. [25, Corollary 3.12] Let (C,E,s) be an ET category and (X 5 Y %
Z --» X)) be an s-triangle. Then the following are exact sequences.

c(z,—) ey, —) L ex, -) =5 B(Z, ) L E(Y, -) S2 L E(X, )

3

do—

C(—,x) E(—,X) u E(_,y) M E(_, Z)

c(—, X) c(—,Y) LY -, 2)

The following proposition is often used in this paper.

Proposition 2.8. [25, Proposition 3.15] (Shifted octahedrons) Let X; =5 v; £
Z -*» X; be an s-triangle for i = 1,2. Then there exist s-triangles Xy — W =%
Vi -9 Xo and X7 2 W 25 Y, -% X, which make the following diagram
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commutative.
XQ —_— XQ
vy O T2
X, WYy - 2 =X,
5
X — =Y, ——=7- " =X,
| |
} [SEENG] : 62 O [W
¥ [
Xog=——Xo——>W
Proof. See [25] Proposition 3.15]. O

The following definition of projective objects and injective objects is an analogy
of exact category.

Definition 2.9. [25] Let (C,E,s) be an ET category.

(1) We define a subcategory of C, ProjzC as {X € C | E(X,C) = 0}. An object in
Proji C is called projective object.

(2) C has enough projectives if, for any X in C, there exists a conflation X’ — P —
X with P € Projg C.

(3) For subcategories X',) C C, we define the following three subcategories.

There exists an s-triangle
X*y:{EEC’ X—>E—>Y——+thereXeX,Y€y}
There exists an s-triangle
CODGE(X’JJ):{ZGC} X—>Y—>Z——+thereXeX,Y€y}
There exists an s-triangle
COCOHGE(X’JJ){Z/EC X - Z’%X%YwhereXEX,YEy}

We denote Projz C by ProjC when there is no confusion. Dually, we define Injg C
and enough injectives. We call C is Frobenius if ProjC = Inj C and C has enough
projectives and enough injectives.

Example 2.10. [25] Corollary 3.18, Proposition 3.22]

(1) An exact category is an ET category whose inflations are monomorphic and
deflations are epimorphic. In this situation, s-conflations are exactly conflations
in the exact structure.

(2) A triangulated category is exactly a Frobenius ET category with ProjC = 0.

There are some ways to obtain a new ET category from old one. First case is a
generalized statement of Happel’s theorem [14].

Proposition 2.11. [25 Proposition 3.30] Let C be an ET category and let Z C
ProjC NInjC. Then C/[Z] also becomes an ET category.

Proof. See [25], Proposition 3.30]. O

Next way is to restrict the bifunctor E and the realization s to an extension-closed
subcategory. We start from the definition of “extension-closed” subcategories.

Definition 2.12. [25, Definition 2.17] Let C be an ET category and D be a
subcategory. We call D extension-closed if, for any conflation X — Y — Z where
X,Z in D, then Y is also in D.
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Lemma 2.13. [25, Remark 2.18] Let C be an ET category and D is an extension-
closed subcategory. Then D has an ET structure defined by restricting E and s to
D.

Last way is to restrict the bifunctor to a closed subfunctor. See also [10, p649]
for the following definitions in exact categories.

Definition 2.14. [I5] Definition 3.7] Let (C,E,s) be an ET category.

(1) A functor F: C°P x C — Set is called a subfunctor of E if it satisfies the following
conditions:
(i) For any X,Y € C, F(X,Y) is a subset of E(X,Y).
(ii) For any z: X' — X,y: Y = Y', F(z,y) = E(z,9)|rx,v)-
Then we denote F C E.
(2) A subfunctor F C E is called additive if F is an additive bifunctor.

Definition 2.15. [I5] Definition 3.8] Let (C,E,s) be an ET category and F be an
additive subfunctor of E. We define s|p by restriction of s onto F.

Proposition 2.16. [I5] Proposition 3.16] [I0, Proposition 1.4] Let (C,E,s) be
an ET category and F be an additive subfunctor of E. Then the following are
equivalent.

(i) s|p-inflations are closed under composition.

(ii) s|p-deflations are closed under composition.

(iii) (C,TF,s|p) satisfies (ET4).

(iv) (C,F,s|p) satisfies (ET4)°P.

(v)

In this case, [F is called closed.

(C,F,s|p) is an ET category.

The following subfunctors are examples of closed ones defined in [I5].

Example 2.17. [I5] Definition 3.18, Proposition 3.19] Let (C,E,s) be an ET
category and D be a full subcategory of C.

(1) We define a closed subfunctor Ep of E as follows:
Ep(C,A) ={d € E(C,A) |do—:C(D,C) — E(D, A); zero morphism}.
(2) We define a closed subfunctor EP of E as follows:
EP(C,A) = {6 € E(C, A) | —0d: C(A, D) — E(C, D); zero morphism}.
We denote 5|z, (resp.s|gp) by sp (resp.s?).
Remark 2.18. In this paper, the ET structures defined by (C,Ep,s|g,) and
(C,EP,s|gp) are called relative extriangulated structure, or more simply relative
structure.
On the other hand, in [I2] Section 2], all extriangulated substructures are called

relative extriangulated structure. Since we do not use other substructures here,
there would be no confusion.

Remark 2.19. Let (C,E,s) be an ET category and D be a full subcategory of C.
Then, D C Projg, C and D C Injgo C. This follows from the long exact sequences
in Remark 271

2.3. Approximations in ET categories. In this subsection, we fix an ET cate-
gory (C,E,s) and assume all subcategories are closed under direct summands.

We start from a reformulation of extensions in relative structures by using D-epic
and D-monic morphisms in ET categories for a subcategory D.

Lemma 2.20. [26, Proposition 3.2] Let D be a subcategory of C. Let X =Y %
Z -% X be an s-triangle.



8 RYOTA TITSUKA
(1) 0 € Ep(Z,X) <= y is D-epic.
(2) § e EP(Z,X) <= x is D-monic.

Proof. From Remark 27 this follows from definitions of D-epic and D-monic. [

Definition 2.21. [27] Definition 3.21] Let Z, D be subcategories of C where Z C D.

(1) Z is strongly contravariantly finite in D with respect to (C,E,s) if, for any
D € D, there exists an s-deflation Ip % D where ¢ is a right Z-approximation.
(2) Z is strongly covariantly finite in D with respect to (C,E,s) if, for any D € D,

there exists an s-inflation D Ly 1P where f is a left Z-approximation.

Example 2.22. Assume that C has enough projectives (resp.injectives). Then
ProjC (resp.Inj C) is strongly contravariantly (resp. covariantly) finite in C.

Lemma 2.23. [26] Lemma 3.5] Let Z C X be subcategories of C.

(1) Assume that Z C X is strongly covariantly finite.
e For X € X, there exists an inflation i%X: X — IX which is a left Z-
approximation of X. Then we obtain the following sZ-triangle.

- X X
X5 x2S x

e For : X — X’ in X, we define z(1): X(1) — X'(1) as a morphism in C
which makes the following diagram in C commutative.

x1)-Nsx

z(l)t O tm
AX

X'(1) “== X/

Then (1) induces an additive functor (1): X/[Z] — C/[Z]. Moreover, (1) is
unique up to natural isomorphisms.
(2) Assume that Z C X is strongly contravariantly finite.
e For X € X, there exists a deflation px: Ix — X which is a right Z-
approximation of X. Then we obtain the following sz-triangle.

X% X (1) 2 1 PN x

e For z: X — X' in X, we define z(—1): X(—1) — X'(—1) as a morphism
in C which makes the following diagram commutative.

X A X(-1)

z[ O [m(—l}
A

X2 X(-1)

Then (—1) induces an additive functor (—1): X/[Z] — C/|Z]. Moreover, (—1)
is unique up to natural isomorphisms.

X
Proof. We prove only (1). First, for each X in C, choose an s-triangle X “—

X X
¥ 25 x(1) 25 X where iX is a left Z-approximation. For any X = X’ in X,
since i is a left Z-approximation and (ET3), there exist morphisms y and i which



TRIANGULATED STRUCTURES INDUCED BY MUTATIONS 9

make the following diagram commutative.

X X X

X;>]XL>X<1>¥\7>-X

‘/z O ‘/i O ‘/y O ‘/z
i’ X’ AX
X —— X — X' {1)2—> X'

then we define z(1) by y. Assume that y,3': X (1) — X'(1) in C satisfy z\¥ =
My =AYy Then, \X (y—y') = 0. So, y—¢ = 0in C/[Z] and (1): X — C/[Z] is
well-defined. This induces (1) because AX z(1) = 2AX = 0 for = € [Z]. Therefore,
y is uniquely determined by « up to [Z] and (1) is an additive functor.

Uniqueness of (1) up to natural isomorphism follows from the diagram below and
nXmX = iy in C/[T] where X 2 JX 5 X (1)’ 275 X is another s-triangle
with a left Z-approximation j~.

b'e X AX

X%1X$X<1>——>X

id O i O m>x O id

§% a A X
j LR T

id O Jj O nX O id

X
X )\X

X%1X$X<1>77>X
O

Remark 2.24. In the proof of Lemma 23] we used the following commutative
diagram.

iX ¥ AX
X —JX —>X<1>77>X
id O [l O [mx O id
jX X , X

Then we denote m* in C/[Z] (that is m™ in NotationB5]) by px because p induces
natural isomorphism (1) = (1)" where (1), (1)": Z/[Z] — C/[Z].

Notation 2.25. Let Z C X be subcategories of C.
(1) We denote Conegz(X,Z) by X(1)z. In particular, Z C X(1)7.
(2) We denote CoConeg, (Z, X) by X(—1)z. In particular, Z C X{—1)z.
If there is no confusion, we often drop Z of (1)7 and (—1)z.

In the situation of Lemma 223 {X (1) | X € X} in Lemma 223 and X (1) are
same in C/[Z].

Note that we can define X (1) (resp. X(—1)) even if Z C X is not strongly co-
variantly (resp. contravariantly) finite.

Lemma 2.26. [20, Proposition 3.2] Let Z be a subcategory of C.

(1) If Z C C is strongly contravariantly finite, then Z = Projy_ C and (C,Ez, s|g,)
has enough projectives.

(2) If Z C C is strongly covariantly finite, then Z = InjgzzC and (C,EZ,s|gz) has
enough injectives.
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Proof. We only prove (2). Let Z/ = Injgz C. By definition of relative structure,
Z C T'. On the other hand, for any I’ € 7, there exists an sZ-triangle I’ — I —
Z --» I where I € T since Z C C is strongly covariantly finite. From I’ € 7', the
above s-triangle splits and I’ € 7. O

As an application of this lemma, we define “relative Frobenius” to produce ex-
amples later.

Definition 2.27. Let Z be a subcategory of C. Then C is called relative Z-Frobenius
if Z C C is strongly functorially finite and EX = E7.

For more information about “mutation pair”, see Appendix [Bl and

Example 2.28. Assume that C is a triangulated category. Let D C Z be sub-
categories of C which satisfies (IY1), (IY2) and (IY3) in Appendix [B11] then Z is
relative D-Frobenius.

Remark 2.29. If C is relative Z-Frobenius, (C, EZ, s7) is Frobenius ET category.

ET categories are different from triangulated categories in that not every mor-
phism has a cone or cocone. However, we may sometimes replace any morphisms
by inflations (resp. deflations) up to ideal quotient in the following meanings.

Lemma 2.30. [22, Proposition 1.20] Take f € C(X, X’). Let X 5 F 4 Y X

’ ’ 6
be an s-triangle and X' = E' 45 v L%, X' be a realization of fo. Then there
exists a morphism g: E — E’ which satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) g makes the following diagram commutative.

X—Lsp—Yt oy sx

‘f O ‘g O O ‘f
’ y’ 5

X' ——E Y- ==X

[f] oy f

(2) X 5 X'@ E =% E' Y5 is an s-triangle, in particular ©.| is an inflation.

Proof. See [22], Proposition 1.20]. O

The following statement is also useful.

Lemma 2.31. [25, Proposition 3.17) Let X % v %5 7 0 x, X & 72/ & 77 %2,

’
a

Xand X' S Y 5 7 % X' be s-triangles where ¢ = ba. Then there exists an
s-triangle X' 7 % 77 %5 X' which makes the following diagram commutative.

X =X

o o s
X—tsy—Y oz ox
H S A H
X 7 —=zr -2 =X

D?’__
C
o

. C

B
)
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Proof. This is a dual statement of [25] Proposition 3.17]. O

Corollary 2.32. Let Z C C be strongly covariantly finite and a: X — Y in C.

T . iX X pX AX ]—X X qX A X
Take s*-triangles X — [ — X (1) = X and X — J* — X(1)) 2-» X
where % and j¥ are left Z-approximations.
There exist the following sZ-triangles from Lemma

4]

xS yerX o b x

R

X ZyaesX e

;

X Syerfe s Yol I x

’

RN

Then C*" =~ C* @ JX = C* @ I¥X. In particular, C* is uniquely determined up to

=X X
isomor)\g(hism in C/[Z] and does not depend on choices of sZ-triangle X — ¥ £
X(1) 2=+ X.

Proof. From Lemma 23] there exists a commutative diagram.

JX _ JX
B )
X%Y@IX@JX;C "o _61 — > X
x—8 yert ——sco—— - - X
| |
}o O :v
\ Al
JX _ JX
Since EZ(C?,JX) = 0, C*" = C* @ JX. One can show C% = C* @ IX in the
same way. O

At the end of this subsection, we add the following lemma which is used in
section [B

Lemma 2.33. Let Z C X be subcategories of C and suppose that Z C X is
strongly covariantly finite. Assume that EX(Z,X) = 0, then (1): X — X(1) is an
equivalence.

Proof. Since (1): X — X(1) is dense by definition and one can directly prove (1)
is full, we only show that (1)2 is faithful. Let z: X — X' be in X' and take s-
triangles X — I — X (1) 25 X and X/ — 1X & X'(1) 25 X'. Then we obtain
z(1): X (1) = X'(1) where 2AX = AX'2(1). If 2(1) = 0 in C/[Z], 22X = 0 and =
factors through IX. 0

X
Remark 2.34. X — I — X(1) %55 X in Lemma 233 is not only an sZ-triangle
but also an sz-triangle.

2.4. Pretriangulated categories. In this subsection, we introduce right triangu-
lated categories and left triangulated categories in [5]. First, we define left triangles
and right triangles like as distinguished triangles in triangulated categories.

Definition 2.35. [0l I1.1] Let 3,Q: C — C be additive (endo)functors.
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(1) We define a category RTri by:

e Objects are diagrams in C of the form X Ly % zMhsx.
e Morphisms are triplets (z,y,z) which satisfy the following commutative

diagram.
Xl f1 Y,l g1 Z1 h1 EXl
‘/z O ‘/y O ‘/ z O ‘/ Sz
Xg f2 Y,Q g2 Zg ho 2X2

(2) We define a category LTri by:

e Objects are diagrams in C of the form Q7 MoxLiy 4oy
e Morphisms are triplets (z,y,z) which satisfy the following commutative
diagram.

hy f1 g1

QZl X1 Yl Zl

[Qz O [z O [y O [z
h/

07, 2 X, f2 Y, g2 Zs

Now, let us define left triangulated categories and right triangulated categories.

Definition 2.36. [5 II.1]

right triangulated category is a triplet (C, %, V) where:
1) A right tri lated cat i iplet (C, 3, V) wh
(i) ¥: C — C be an additive functor.
(ii) V is a full subcategory of RTri.
(iii) (C,%, V) satisfies all of the axioms of a triangulated category except that
> is not necessarily an equivalence.
eft triangulated category is a triplet (C, 2, A) where:
2) A left tri lated cat i iplet (C,Q,A) wh
(i) 2: C — C be an additive functor.
(ii) A is a full subcategory of LTri.
111 , 82, satisfies all of the axioms of a triangulated category except that
iii) (C,Q, A isfies all of th i f iangulated g h
) is not necessarily an equivalence.

Remark 2.37. For the convenience of the reader, we list the axioms of right
triangulated categories (C, X, V) below.
(RT0) V is closed under isomorphisms.
(RT1) (i) For any X € C, the sequence X X505 5Xisin V.
(ii) For any f: X — Y, there exists X Ly 5Z 52X V.

(RT2) Let X LY 4 Z 5 SX bein V, then Y % Z 25 ©X =24 2y is also in
V.
(RT3) Assume that there exists a commutative diagram where each row is in V.

Xl f1 Yl g1 Z1 h1 EXl

f2 hao

X2 Y2 Z2 EXQ
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Then there exists z: Z; — Z5 which makes the following diagram commu-

tative.
X, f1 Y 91 7 h1 $X,
Lz O Ly O L z O L Sz
Xg f2 Y,Q g2 Zg ho 2X2

(RT4) Assume that o’ = daand X Y 50 S X,y % 2z % D < sy,

X 7z Y B 5 %X are in V. Then there exists C = E 55 D % 5C
in V which makes the following diagram commutative.

a b c

X Y C DX
XYz Vg
v O t O lza
D D—S>3%y
d O u
DY —2> 50

Remark 2.38. Assume that (C,X, V) satisfies from (RT0) to (RT3). Then one
can show the following statements like triangulated categories.

(1) For any right triangle X v % 7z ™ v,
¢ X) Lo e-v) £ (-, 2)
is exact.

(2) Assume that there exists a commutative diagram where each row is in V and
x,y are isomorphism.

X, f1 Y g1 7 h1 X,
ztm . z‘/y ztm
X, f2 Y, g2 Zs ha £X,

Then there exists an isomorphism z: Z; — Zs which makes the following dia-
gram commutative.

f1 g1 h1

Xl Yi Zl EXl
ztz . zty . ZLZ . ZLM
X, f2 Y, 92 7 ha $X,

Finally, we define pretriangulated categories.
Definition 2.39. [5l IL.1] (C,%,Q,V, A) is a pretriangulated category if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(i) (%,9Q) is an adjoint pair of additive endofunctors ,Q: C — C.
Now, let a be a unit and 8 be a counit.
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(i)

C,%,V) is a right triangulated category.
(iii) (C,Q,A

Q,A) is a left triangulated category.

—~

) )

(iv) For any commutative diagrams in C:
X, Loy 2z Movx, X, Ly 2z Movx
O A L Oy 2 ) A L ey

h/
where X, f—1> Yi AN Al h—1> ¥ X, is a right triangle and (275 = X, f—2>

Y, 2 Z5) € Ais a left triangle, then there exist u and s’ which make following
diagrams commutative.

X, 1 Y g1 7 hy e X, fi Y 91 7 hy X,

[s O [t O ju O [BZZOES Qu'Oolet O s/j O t’[ O u’[
h f h

07 2 X, 2 Y, g2 7y 07 2 X, f2 Y, 92 7y

Example 2.40. [5] II.1]

(1) A triangulated category (C,[1],A) is a pretriangulated category (C,[1],[—1],
VANWAN

(2) Assume that A is an abelian category. Let REx be a collection of right exact se-
quences and LEx be a collection of left exact sequences. Then (A, 0,0, REx, LEx)
is a pretriangulated category.

3. MUTATION TRIPLES

In the rest of this paper, we assume all subcategories are closed under direct
summands. We fix an ET category (C,E,s). In the following definition, we use
notations which are compatible with [24].

3.1. Premutation triples.

Condition 3.1. Let S§,V, Z be subcategories of C. We denote S N Z,V N Z by
T,J, respectively. We consider the following two conditions:
(RM1) Z C Z is strongly contravariantly finite.
(RM2) EX(S, Z) =0 and Ez(S, Z({-1)) = 0.
Dually, we also consider the following two conditions:
(LM1) J C Z is strongly covariantly finite.
(LM2) E7(Z,V) =0 and EZ(Z(1),V) = 0.
For convenience, we also use the following conditions:

(MT1) Z=J and Z C Z is strongly functorially finite.
(MT2) (RM2) and (LM2).

Definition 3.2. Let S,V, Z be subcategories of C.

(1) A pair (S, Z) is a right premutation double if it satisfies the conditions (RM1)
and (RM2).

(2) A pair (Z,V) is a left premutation double if it satisfies the conditions (LM1)
and (LM2).

(3) A triplet (S, Z,V) is a premutation triple if it satisfies the conditions (MT1)
and (MT?2).
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Example 3.3. (1) [25] Assume that (C,E,s) is Frobenius with P = Projz C. Then
(P,C,P) is a premutation triple.

(2) [I8] Assume that C is a triangulated category. Let D be a functorially finite
rigid subcategory of C and (X,)) be a rigid D-mutation pair (see Appendix
[B9). We define Z =X NY. Then (D, Z,D) is a premutation triple.

(3) |8 Assume that C is a Krull-Schmidt triangulated k-category (k is a field) with
a Serre functor S. Let M be a collection of Ob(C) which satisfies the condition
(SP1) in Appendix [C4] and (X,)) be a simple-minded (M)-mutation pair
(see Appendix [CI3). We define Z = X N Y. Then ((M[1]), Z, (M[-1])) is a
premutation triple.

(4) [24) Let ((S,T), (U,V)) be a concentric twin cotorsion pair (see Appendix [A5]).
We define Z =T NU. Then (S, Z,V) is a premutation triple.

Proof. (1) (MT1) follows from definition of Frobenius ET categories. Since P is
both projective and injective, E = E¥ = Ep and E(P,—) = 0,E(—,P) = 0. Thus,
(MT?2) holds.

(2) By definition of rigid D-mutation pairs, D C Z is functorially finite. In
particular, (MT1) holds. Z C +D[1] N D[-1]* also follows from definition of
rigid D-mutation pairs. Note that Z(1) C Y, Z(-1) ¢ X. Thus, E(D,2) =
0,E(D, Z2(-1)) =0,E(Z,D) =0 and E(Z(1),D) = 0. In particular, (MT2) holds.

(3) Note that Z = J = 0 since (X,)) is a simple-minded mutation pair, in
partlcular E = EZ = Ez, (1) = [1], (MT1) hold. (MT2) follows from Z C *M N
M EM[-1]n M1

(4)Z = J since ((S,T), U, V)) is concentric. By definition of twin cotorsion pair,
E(S,2) =0 and E(Z,V) = 0. From Z(1) CU and Z(-1) C T, E(S,Z(-1)) =0
and E(Z(1),V) = 0. Thus, we obtain (MT2). (MT1) is direct from definition of
twin cotorsion pairs (for detail, see [22]). O

From Example B3] we may consider premutation triples as a generalization of
concentric twin cotorsion pairs. We define new subcategories of C, U and T below.

We use these notations because & € U and T C T hold for any concentric twin
cotorsion pair ((S,T), (U, V)).

Notation 3.4. (1) Let (S, Z) be a right premutation double. We define U as
CoConegz (Z,S).
(2) Let (Z,V) be a left premutation double. We define 7 as Coneg, (V, Z).

Notation 3.5. (1) Let (S, Z) be a right premutation double. we denote Z/[Z],
U/|Z] and C/[Z] by Z, U and C, respectively.
(2) Let (Z,V) be a left premutation double. we denote Z/[7], T/[J] and C/[Z]

by Z, T and C, respectively.
(3) For x in Z, we denote (1) by z(1).

Lemma 3.6. [24] Fact 2.1, Definition 3.10]

1) Let S Z) be a right premutation double. For U € Z] take an s”-triangle U iU%
g g

zv L ‘—> S -->U. Then —ohV: Z(ZV, Z) - U(U, Z) is a natural isomorphism.
In particular, there exists an additive functor o: Q — Z;U + ZY which is a
left adjoint of the inclusion functor ¢, : Z — ZZ .

(2) Let (Z,V) be a left premutation double. For T € T, take an sz-triangle T --»
V — Zp 2% T Then hro—: Z(Z,Zr) — T(Z,T) is a natural isomorphism.
In particular, there exists an additive functor w: i — Z:;T — Zp which is a
right adjoint of the inclusion functor ¢, : Z — f
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Proof. We only prove (1). We denote hY, gV by h,g respectively. Since — o
h: 2(ZY,2) — u (U, 2) is clearly well-defined and functorial, we only have to show
that this is bijective for any Z’ € Z. Take z: ZY — Z' with zh = 0. There exists an
sz-triangle Z/(—1) — I 225 7/ 2z, 7Z'(—1) because T C Z is strongly contravari-
antly finite. We denote pz/, Az by p, A, respectively. From X is an Ez-extension
and zh € T, there exists a: U — I with zh = pa. Since EZ(S, Z) = 0, there exists
a': ZY — I such that a = a’h. Then 0 = zh — pa = (z — pa’)h. Thus, there exists
z't S — Z' where z — pa’ = z'g. From Ez(S, Z(—1)) = 0, Az’ = 0 and there exists
2" 8 — I where 2/ = pz”. Therefore z = pa’ + 2'g = p(a’ + 2"g) = 0, that is,
—oh is injective. On the other hand, — o h is surjective because EZ(S, Z) = 0. O

Remark 3.7. (1) From Lemma B8, for z: Z¥ — Z in Z,
z=0in Z2 < th:0inQ.

(2) From the above proof, for any morphism u: U — Z’ where U € Uand Z' € Z,
there exists a morphism z: ZY — Z’ which satisfies u = zhY in U and such z
is unique up to [Z].
(3) We can construct o: U — Z directly like (1).
e ForUell , there exists an s”-triangle

U U U

UltsoU2s525U
where cU € Z and S € S.

~ U Uy U

e Foru: U; — Us in U, there exist 5I—triangles U, Q oly EAN S1 L U,
U Ugy U.

and Us K> oUsy EARN Sy L Us where S1, 55 € S. We denote oUy, 0Us
by Z1, Zs, respectively. Then there exists a unique morphism z: 77 — Z5
in C up to [Z] which makes the following commutative diagram commu-

tative from (2)).

nY1
U —— 73

lu O lz
Us _hE, Z2
We define o(u) as 2.
Then, ¢ induces o: U — Z. From uniqueness of left adjoint functor up to

natural isomorphisms, so is ¢. In particular, o does not depend on the choices
of s7-triangles in Lemma 3.6l up to natural isomorphisms.

Notation 3.8. (1) For z in Z, we denote o(z) by o(z).

(2) We denote the unit of the adjoint pair (¢, t,) by 7.
(3) We denote the counit of the adjoint pair (¢.,,w) by e.

3.2. Mutation triples.

Condition 3.9. We consider the following conditions:

(RM3) (i) Conegz(Z,Z) C U.

(ii) S and Z are closed under extensions in EZ.

(LM3) (i) CoConeg,(Z,2) CT.
(ii) Z and V are closed under extensions in E 7.

(MT3) (RM3) and (LM3).
Definition 3.10. Let S, Z,V be subcategories of C.
(1) (S, 2) is a right mutation double if (S, Z,T) satisfies (MT1), (RM2) and (RM3).
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(2) (Z,V) is a left mutation double if (J, Z,V) satisfies (MT1), (LM2) and (LM3).
(3) (S, Z,V) is a mutation triple if it satisfies from (MT1) to (MT3).

Note that both right and left mutation doubles are required to satisfy (MT1).

Example 3.11. (1) Assume that C has enough projectives and ProjC is strongly
functorially finite. Then, (ProjC,C) is a right mutation double. Dually, assume
that C has enough injectives and InjC is strongly functorially finite. Then
(C,InjC) is a left mutation double. One can generalize the above examples to
any strongly contravariantly (resp. covariantly) finite subcategory.

(2) [25] Assume that C is Frobenius with P = ProjC. Then (P,C,P) is a muta-
tion triple. More generally, for any strongly functorially finite subcategory X,
(X,C,X) in E* NEy is a mutation triple.

(3) [18] In the case of Example B3(2), we additionally assume that X = ) and
(IY3) in Appendix [BI1} Then (D, Z,D) is a mutation triple.

(4) 8] In the case of Example B3(3), we additionally assume that X = ) and
(SP3) in Appendix [CT8l Then ((M[1]), Z, (M[—1])) is a mutation triple.

(5) [24] In the case of Example B3[4), (S, Z,V) is a mutation triple.

Proof. ([{l) We only prove when C has enough projectives. Then by definition of
having enough projectives, (RM1) holds. (RM2) follows from E(P, —) = 0. (RM3)
is also true because = C and P is closed under extensions in E. @) is direct
from (). @) follows from Lemma 220/ and [I8, Lemma 4.3]. (@) is by definition of
(SP3). (@) follows from Lemma [A-T3 and the definition of twin cotorsion pairs. [J

Because of the condition (RM3)(i)]and (LM3)(i)| we can finally define mutations.

Definition 3.12. (1) Let (S, Z) be a right mutation double. We define an additive
functor ¥ = oo (1): Z — Z, called right mutation.

(2) Let (Z,V) be a left mutation double. We define an additive functor Q =
wo (—1): Z — Z, called left mutation.

Remark 3.13. In general, mutations defined by left (resp.right) approximations
are called left (resp. right) mutations. However, if we use this convention, we should
call 3 left mutation in the case of rigid mutation pairs (Definition [B:4] [B.7)) and
right mutation in the case of simple-minded mutation pairs (Definition [C.17]).

To avoid this confusion, we define left and right mutations so that left (resp.
right) mutations induce left (resp. right) triangulated structures.

In the last part of this section, we collect some lemmas we use later.
Lemma 3.14. [24, Proposition 4.3] Let (S, Z,V) be a mutation triple. Then
(%,€Q) is an adjoint pair.
Proof. From Lemma [3.6 we only have to show that there exists a bifunctorial
isomorphism ®: U(Z(1),2') = T(Z,Z'(—1)) forany Z,Z' € Z. For z: Z(1) — 7,

.z Z z i,
we take an sZ-triangle Z ~— IZ £ Z(1) ©“» Z and an sz-triangle Z/(—1) ~Z5
) Ay

Iy 225 77 22y 7/(—1). Then there exists z’: Z — Z’(—1) which makes the
following diagram commutative since pz is a right Z-approximation.

iZ p? A%
Z—)IZ—>Z<1>——>Z

lz/ O j O jz O lz/
’LZ/ A

7)\ ’
721 L Iy — 2 gt = EL7(-1)

Then, we define ®(z) = 2’. This correspondence is well-defined and injective
from the commutativity of the right most square. In particular, z’ is unique up to
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[Z] where 2’A\? = —\z 2. This correspondence is also surjective since iZ is a left
Z-approximation. Finally, this is bifunctorial because z’ is uniquely determined by

the commutativity of right square. 0

Notation 3.15. We denote the unit (resp. counit) of (3,) by « (resp. 3).

Remark 3.16. From Lemma [3.6] 314 we have the following isomorphisms for
7,7 € Z.

_th<1> hZ/<71>O—

2(22,7") = U(Z(1), Z') —2— T(2, 2/ (—1)) 7——— Z(Z,Q7")
(3.1)
Then, for f: Z — QZ" in Z, the corresponding morphism f': X7 — Z' in 31
is uniquely determined by the following commutative diagram up to [Z].

Rz (1)

AZ
Z<=-Z(1)—=3xZ

%l . ‘/o / (32)
f

0z —2"(-1)< -7
hgri—1y Ay

Note that f' = Bz o X(f) and f = Q(f') o az.

Remark 3.17. We assume that C is a triangulated category and let (S, Z,V) be
a mutation triple induced by a concentric twin cotorsion pair. The negative sign in
the proof of Lemma [3.14] comes from the following correspondence.

E(X(1),X) = C(X(1), X[1])

X > X
E(Y,Y(-1)) = C(Y[-1],Y(-1)) = C(Y,Y(-1)[1])
)\y — 7[)/[71] —> 7ly

then ® in Lemma [3.14] is defined by the following commutative diagram in C.

201y — 71

Lz O [@(z)

-
7' ——Z'(-1)[1]
This correspondence is used in [24] Definition 4.1].

Lemma 3.18. [24, Lemma 3.11] Let (S, Z) be a right mutation double. Take an
sZ-triangle U % U’ — S --» U where U,U’ € U. Then o(u): oU — oU’ is an
isomorphism.

Proof. By definition of mutation triples, there exists an sZ-triangle S’ --» U’ —
7' — 8" where Z' € Z and S’ € S. Since S is closed under extensions in EZ, there
exists the following commutative diagram in C

u

U U’ S—-->U

O O O

U z' S"— - >U

S’ S’
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where S” € S. Thus, we obtain an sZ-triangle U — 2’ — S” --» U. From
uniqueness of o, o(u) is an isomorphism. ]

4. PRETRIANGULATED STRUCTURES INDUCED BY MUTATION TRIPLES

In this section, we consider pretriangulated structures induced by mutation
triples. We assume (S, Z) is a right mutation double.
First, we fix the following s-triangles to define (1) and o.

e For X € Z, there exists the following sZ-triangle (and also an sz-triangle)
where IX € 7 and we fix it.

- X X
XX xay M x

Then we define iX,pX, A% by the above fixed s’-triangle.
e For U € U, there exists the following s’-triangle where U € Z,SY € S and
we fix it.

U
UiJUiq—%SU—p—U-)U

Then we define hV, gV, pV by the above fixed sZ-triangle. For Z € Z, we always
take 0Z and hZ so that 0Z = Z and h?Z = idy.

We remind readers that (1): Z — Z;{ and o: Z;{ — Z do not depend on the choices
of the above s”-triangles up to natural isomorphisms.

Remark 4.1. Let U € Y. From Remark BZ@), o(hY) is one of the morphisms
which makes the following diagram in C commutative. Note that AV = id,y .

hU
U———0U

Y O ‘o’(hU)
oU
oU ——=oU

From uniqueness of o(hY) up to [Z], o(hY) = o(hY) = id,p .

4.1. Right triangles induced by a mutation triple.

Notation 4.2. (1) From Lemma[230 for a: X — Y in Z, there exists the follow-
ing sZ-triangle and we fix it.

B

X SyarXbheoetx
Then we define 5, C and & by the above s-triangle. We also define a = L(j{}

i

and b as the composition of Y — Y @ IX 2 .
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(2) From Lemma 23T] there exists the following commutative diagram and we fix
it.

Y Y
il o b
X —myarX —sco- Loy
H o |on o |e o H (4.1)
iX X AX

|
}o o N O [a
v v [y

Y Y —>=varIX

X—>[XL>X<1>77>X
|
|
|

Then we define ¢*,v* by the above diagram. We often drop “a” if there is no
confusion.

There exists the following sequence in Z.

"o

X&yoerX oC 19 wx (4.2)

We show that the sequence (.2)) in Notation E.2] does not depend on choices of
¢ and s7-triangle X — I¥ — X (1) 25 X

Lemma 4.3. (1) ¢ in Notation EE2([2) is uniquely determined in Z.
(2) ([@2) in Notation 2l does not depend on the choices of (1), up to isomorphisms
of sequences in Z.

Proof. (1) If ¢,¢': C* — X (1) satisfies 6 = Ac = A/, then ¢ — ¢ factors through
Ix.
X X ,

(2) Take another s’-triangle X Z— JX 25 X (1) 2”5 X where J% is a left
Z-approximation. Let p: (1) = (1)’ be a natural isomorphism defined in Remark
22 and ¥’ = oo (1). Then AX = X *mX holds. From Corollary 232 there exists
the following commutative diagrams.

X—E>Y@]X Ca_£>X Cah:>a.ca
O f1 o} g 0 91 0 o(g1)
~ 577 577 hca”
Xa—>Y@]X@JX—>0a”— —>X Ca”—>aca”
O f2 o} g2 O 92 O o(g2)
= b 5 hC®
X _* o Y@JX Ca’ - —>X Ca' [— O'Ca/

Let ¢: C* — X (1) and ¢/: C% — X(1)’ in Notation EEJ[), then there exist the
following commutative diagrams in C.

ce CU‘,

h h ,
Cr ——> gCO Cv —— 5o
jc 0 o(c) ¢ 0 o(c)
X1 X (1)

X(1)t—s¥nx X(1) ——=y¥y'X
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So, N¥mXegy = dg1 = 8'gy = NX¢gy. Thus, m¥c = /gagi~!. Therefore, the
following commutative diagram exists in C.

% o(c)
X—>YEBIX—>C“—>EX

O O
H z fofi! zlamgl*) 2| o(m™)
not b’ ()

X—>Y@JX—>C‘1 —Y'X

Lemma 4.4. Let a: X — Y bein Z and X 5V %5 U7 -%5 X be sT-triangle
where ¢ = /. Then there exists a morphism s: cC% — oU’ which makes the
following diagram in £ commutative where s is an isomorphism.

a hca b U(E
X Y oC?

O O

ail hca/ %
X Y UU’

In particular, the isomorphism class of the sequence [@2]) in Z does not depend
on the choice of a up to [Z].

Before we show the above statement, we prove the following claim.
Claim 4.5. Assume that there exists a commutative diagram in C with two sZ-

ayl 1 01 as 2 d2
triangles X1 — Y3 b—) Ui --» X;7 and X9 — Y5 b—) Us --» X5 where X;,Y; € Z
for 1 <i,5 <2.

ai by 01
X1 Yl U1 - - >X1
Lm O Ly O Lu O [z
az b2 2
XQ Y2 UQ - - >X2

This induces the following commutative diagram in Z.

a1 hYtby o(c1)
X1 Yy olU; ¥ X,
[I O Ly O LU(Q)O LEE
as hY2b, G'(C_Q)
Xo Ys olUs ¥ X,
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Proof. First, we recall the following commutative diagrams in C.

X, - p—XiX1<1> M x,
H O O ct O H
X, —2=v h U, - o > X, X i>]X1 p—X;X1<1> A X,
[w O ¥y O u O [ﬂc lz O l O LZQ)O ‘/I
Xy~ oy, 2oy, 21X, Xo 220 1Xa p_XiX2<1> 2Pl x,
H O O c2 O H

X2 P2 AX2
Xy —— %2 —= X5(1) = —> X>

Then AX22(1)c; = aA¥1c; = 261 = M 2cu. Thus, x(1)c; — cou factors through
I*2 and z(1)ci = cou. Applying o to this diagram, we obtain the right square of
the following commutative diagram in C.

nY1 o(c1)
U ——oU; —= XX,

‘/g O ‘/U(g)o ‘/Ez
nU2 o(c2)

Uy ——=0lU; —= X X5

Therefore, the claim holds. O

Proof of Lemma .4l Since i*: X — I¥ is a left Z-approximation, a — a’ factors
through iX. Let kX: IX — Y where a — a’ = kXi¥X. There exists an s-triangle

kX
X LL Y & IX L%y % 1X. Then we obtain the following commutative

diagram from Lemma 2.3T]

IX IX
e
a b 5

X—syorX —2>co- =X
H S P H
Xx—*sy—Yop-%sx

| |

oo 0

Y Y

I* Ix

From the above claim, we only have to prove o(u) is isomorphic. However, this is
clear because w is isomorphic from the above diagram. [

Therefore, the sequence ([{2]) does not depend on the choice of a up to [Z]. Thus,
the following definition makes sense.

Definition 4.6. Let a: X — Y in Z. Then there exists the unique sequence in Z
up to isomorphisms.
R ob a(c)

X5y == sC°

¥X
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We define

a Cao olc
(X &y =2 500 219

sequences in Z isomorphic to one in
a ¥ X | a is a morphism in Z}
and the sequence in V is called a right triangle in Z.

Example 4.7. The diagram (@) induced by a = idz for Z € Z is the following
one.

Z Z
o |
Z d zer? Lz - %y
O 01y O p? O
iZ p? A
Z—)IZ—>Z<1>——>Z
| \
o
| |
0O A ‘(M
¥ Yo
Z 7 —7ZpI%

id
Thus, Z — Z — 0 — Y7 is a right triangle.

4.2. Right triangulated structures induced by mutation triples. Now, we
check the triplet also satisfies the axioms of right triangulated category.

Lemma 4.8. The triplet (£, %, V) satisfies (RT0) and (RT1) in Remark 237

Proof. (RTO0) is by definition of V. (RT1)(i) follows from Example[d7l Since Z C Z
is strongly covariantly finite, (RT1)(ii) holds from Lemma Z30 O

Lemma 4.9. (Z,%,V) satisfies (RT2).

a ce olc
Proof. We only have to show for right triangles X — Y N oC*® ﬁ) YX. In

the rest of this proof, we denote cC'* by Z. Recall that both b: Y — C* and
hC": C* — Z are s’-inflations. Thus h®"b, now denoted by ¥, is also an inflation

and there exists an sZ-triangle Y 2 Z < U 25 Y. We define a’: U — Y (1) by
the following commutative diagram.

This s”-triangle induces the following right triangle.

’ UC/ aa/
VB S CONE S
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v -
It is enough to show that the above sequence is isomorphic to ¥ — Z M

SX =% Y. From (ET4), we obtain u: X (1) — U and the following left com-
mutative diagram. We also obtain the following right commutative diagram.

SC“ _— SC“
\ \
| | he"
‘ O | 4t ——gC?
b M c v vy
Yy ——(C*——X(1)-=>Y c 0 a(c)
RX(D)
@) RC® O u O X(1)—=3xX
y—t sz spy-S-sy v 0 o
hU
O U———o0oU
SC“ _— SC“

Then o(u)o(c)h®" = hPuc = hYhC". From Remark B[), o(u)o(c) = hYc .
On the other hand, from (@), aA\* = —y = —¢'u = —A\Y @’u. Thus there exists
the following commutative diagram.

b'e X

i P AX
X—>]X—>X<1>77>X
‘a O [ O [—a'uo ‘a

;Y pY Y
Y—>]Y—>Y<1>77>Y

So, a(l) = —a'u and ¥a = —o(d/)o(u). From LemmaBI8 o(u) is an isomorphism.
Therefore, there exists the following commutative diagram we wanted.

v a(e) —Sa

Y A »X Y
O O 2 ‘a’(u) O
v K¢ o(a')

Y A oU YY

O

Lemma 4.10. (£,%,V) satisfies (RT3), that is, the following statement holds.
Assume that there exists the following commutative diagram where each row is
a right triangle.

a pCt b1 o(c1)

Xy — Yy cCn —— 33X,

as hC*? ba o(c2)

Xy —— Y, o2 —— ¥ X,

Then there exists z: cC* — oC** which makes the following diagram commuta-
tive.

ay R by o(c1)
X1 Y1 o1 ——— EXl
jx O [y O z O LZQ
as R by o(cz2)

Xog —— Yo

ocC%”2 ——= Y. X>
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Proof. From ya; = asz and iX1 is a left Z-approximation, there exists ji: IX* —
Yo, ja: 151 — X2 where asz — yap = jlixl and i X2z = jgin. Then {g il] a =
2

yay + jlixl ~ . . . . .
it = agx. Thus, there exists the following commutative diagram in C.
2

X1 S vert—c- - =X,

[w - LM{[ © [

X 2 Yy@oIXe == 02 -2 = X,

The statement follows from Lemma 4] and Claim .5 O

To show (£, %, V) satisfies (RT4), we need some preparations.

a 4 .
Lemma 4.11. Let U; — Us i> Uz --» Uy be an 5I—tr1angle where Uy,Us,Us €
Conegz(Z, Z). Then there exist three sZ-triangles:

SQ -—2 U2 Z—2> Z2 — SQ
S3 --+» Us u—3> U3I — S5
O'Ul i) Z2 i> U3I —E-> Z1

where S3,S83 € S, Zy € Z, U3’ € Conegz(Z, Z) and make the following diagram
commutative.

a b

U1 U2 Ug* é >U1

pU1 O z2 O uz O hU1

xT €
olUy ——=Zy ——=U3' — — >l

Moreover, there exists the following commutative diagram.

o(a o(b o(c®usg)
ol (@ oUs, © oUs — X(oly)
O Lo(Zz) O jo(uz) O ‘
o hUs'y o(c”)
O'U1 ZQ O'Ug/ E(UUl)

In particular,

o(b) oUs o(cfus)

0’U1 ola) 0’U2

Z(O‘Ul)
is a right triangle.

Proof. First, one can easily show Zx(Cone(Z, Z)) = Cone(Z, Z) in EZ from Propo-
sition From the dual of Proposition with sZ-triangles U; % U, LN Us -9,
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nU1 U pUl . . . .
and Uy — oU; — St £-5 Uy, we obtain the following commutative diagram.
Us =—=U3
I
: e : )
Yoo ¥
U1t — — > U] ——oU; ——= §U1
O a O us’ O
QUi — — > 2$U2l—>SU1

Note that U’ € Coneg, (2, Z) by the first remark.
ug’ va' U1 2
Next, from (ET4) with s”-triangles oU; 25 Uy’ 2 Uy "2 oUy and Uy 2
oUy' — SU2" 225 17,/ there exists the following commutative diagram where Us’ €
Conegz(Z, 2).

oU) =——=ol;
'U.Q, O xz
, , _hU2 / ,
QU2 — — >y ——= gl > QU2
O vy! O ¥y O
’ u ’
QU2 ——>Us — Ugl_ > QU2
I I
Lo O
| horo | €
N N
0'U1—0'U1

Since Us" € Conegz(Z, Z), we obtain an

T ovoe ’ nUs’ ’ Us' pUs’
s*-triangle U3’ —— oUs’ — SYs 2-5

Us'. From (ET4), there exist the following commutative diagrams.

SU=' SU='
| |
oo
u2 v V
Uy —2> Uy ——> §Us — — = U
O pU2’' O O
z2
Us oUy’ Sy — — =Us
O
SUQI _ SUQI

We denote hU2 us, kU3 ug by 29, 23, respectively. Note that Ss, 93 € S since S is

closed under extensions in EZ.

SUs’ SUs’
I I
| O
us Y A
Us ——= Uy —— gU2' — — > Uj
O pnUs’ O O
2
Us —= oUs' S3— — =Us
O
SUsl _ SUg/
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Then we finally obtain three sZ-triangles
Sy -=» Uz = oUy' — 55
SUs ——5 Uy 225 U’ — SU2
0’U1 i) O’Ugl i> U3I —E-) 0’U1
and the following commutative diagram in C.

a b

U1 U2 Ug* é >U1

RU1 O z2 O uz O

hU1

ol —2> oUy —2— Uy — <=0l
There exists the following commutative diagram

a b nUs

U, Us Us oUs
U1 O Z2 O u3 O o(us)
y hUs’
0’U1 I O’UQI U3I 0’U3I
O O c” O o(c®)
oUq Uy ReUL(L)

ol ~— [oU1 L (oU4)(1) L 2(ol)
e o My e e
and cU; = oUs oUs ¥(oUy) is a right triangle.
Since we define 0Z = Z for Z € Z, z = o(z) = o(zhY) = o(22a) and
hU3/yU(z_2) = o(hY3'yzy) = o(y)o(z2) = o(us)o(b) from Remark £l Thus, the
following diagram in C is commutative.

o(a o(b o(c®usg)
oy 22 ou, Y s, T s o)
O [6(2) o) [U(ﬂ) 6)
z sy o(c”)
olUy O'UQ/ O'Ugl E(0'U1)

From Lemma B.I8 o(uz) and o(us) are isomorphism. Therefore the statement
holds. g

Proposition 4.12. (Z,X,V) satisfies (RT4).

Proof. Let
o nCtuy a(c™)
Xl — XQ o(C*L EXl
22 he2v2 o(cr2)
Xl — X3 o(C*2 EXQ
s RO o(et)
X9 — X3 Ccrs »X

be right triangles where xo = 2321, X; € Z for 1 <4 < 3. From Lemma £ we
may assume z; is an s--inflation for 1 < i < 3 and xs = z321. Indeed, there exist
j: It — X3 which satisfies £o = x321 + jiX! since i*! is a left Z-approximation,

and T3 = L@i] = ﬁ)‘o’ {] r1. From Remark [Z38 we may replace x1,x2 and x3 by

7, [:Eos ﬂfﬁ and [%3 ﬂ, respectively.
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In the rest of the proof, we denote C* by U;. There exist s-triangles
b
X1 Z—l) X2 y_1> U1 ——1-> X1

1

X1 Z—Z) X3 y_2> U2 ——2-> X2
3 -

X2 z_3> X3 yHS' U3 ——3'-) Xg.

From (ET4),
R
:53 O :5
Xy Xy My, - e,
R
X -2 x, 2oy, - 2ax,
ys O b O [$1
Uy=—=U; - 2 = X,

a 9 .
and we obtain s’-triangle U; — U, LN Uz --» U;. By Claim (5]

Tl 61

X1 Y U1 - — > X1

Xl z2 X3 Y2 2 _ %2 Xl

induces

z hUlyl o( 1)

X1 X2 EXI

H 6] ‘(ws 6] ‘/a(a)o H (4.3)
T2 hY2y, o(c’2)

X1 X3 Us YXi.

From Lemma [ I7] there exists the following commutative diagram

U ——= U, ’ Us - LI Ui
LhUl O t@ O Lud O Lzl
UU1%ZQ$U3/— <7

where Zy € Z and Us’ € Conegz(Z,Z). Moreover, there exists the following
commutative diagram.

o(a o(b o(c®usg)
oy 22 ou, Y s, T v o)
O [6(2) o) [U(ﬂ) 6)
z hs'y o(c”)
oUq o a’U3/ E(O’Ul)
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Thus, by Claim again,

x3

Y3 03

X5

O
hY1y, 2292 O us

O'Ul LZQ

induces

X3

Y

z3 h3ys o(c™3)
Xo X3 oUs ¥ X5
[hUlmo [% © o(us) © [ZhUl Y1
z hUsly a(c”()
olUp — Zo O'Ué E(O'ljl) .

U3— - >X2

O [{hUlyl

€
——Uj— - >0l

Then we obtain the following commutative diagram.

23 hys o(e*2)
Xo X3 oUs ¥ X5
[hUlm © 22920 o(uz) O [ZhUlyl
z hUS/y a(c“(a))
O'U1 — Z2 O'Ué E(O’Ul)
O
O (z2) o(us) O ‘
o(a o(b o(c”usg)
O'U1 @) O'UQ © O'Ug —32(0'U1)

29

(4.4)

Note that o(z2) ' 22y2 = 0(22) "o (22y2) = 0(y2) = hY2y,. Thus, we obtain the
following commutative diagram from @3] and @4).

z hy (L)

X1 X2 UUl

H O T3 O oa) O

z2 h72ys o(c®2)

X1 X3 UUQ

O
hYsys a(b)

0‘U3 0‘U3

o(c3) o(c” Dug)

SRy,

SXy =25 (0l)

¥ X3

¥X3
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So, it is enough to show that ¥zi0(c"™) = o(c")o(b). From the following
commutative diagram:

X, 2 Xy -2 Uy - 2 =X,
H o | o Jeo H
X1 P A1
X, —— 1% — X1 (1) === X,
[11 O O z1(1) © [11
X2 P2 A%z
Xy —— %2 —= Xo(1) =—> X,
H S P H
Xy =2 Xy —2 > Us — % > Xo
then \X2c%b = §3b = 2162 = :1 A% c™2 = MX2z(1)e"2. So, z1(1)c*? = c"3b.
Applying o, Xz10(c*?) = o(c*3)o(b) holds. O

To sum up, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.13. Let (S, Z) be a right mutation double. Then (Z,%, V) is a right
triangulated category.

Proof. From Lemma (.8 .9 {10 and Proposition .12 O

Dually, we can construct left triangulated structures from left mutation double
(Z,V).
First, we fix the following s-triangles to define (—1) and w.

e For X € Z, there exists the following sz-triangle where Iy € Z and we fix it:
X5 X (1) 2 1 PN x
then we d~eﬁne ix,Px,Ax by the above fixed sz-triangle.
e For T € T, there exists the following sz-triangle where w1 € Z, Vp € V and
we fix it.
T v 9 b

Then we define hr, g7, pr by the above fixed sz-triangle. For Z € Z., we always
take wZ so that wZ = Z.

Notation 4.14. (1) Forb: Y — Z in Z, there exists the following sz-triangle from
dual of Lemma and we fix it:

[b px]

Z-5%0,%vaer1, Mz

then we define @ and & by the above sz-triangle. We also define b= [b P X} and

a as the composition of Cj i Y & Ix B]% Y.
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(2) There exists following commutative diagram and we fix it:

Y Y
| |
}’Yb O :0
Az v iz ¥ Pz
Z-"=>7Z(-1)—=1I; ——=Z7
o o O [ o (4.5)
5 a b
Z———>CY Y®ly Z
|
a O 1o O }/\Z
—b v
Yy =——VY - —>Z(-1)

then we define ¢, 7, by the above diagram. (We often drop “b” if there is no
confusion.)
There exists the sequence in Z:
ahc /I;
0z Yo, =5 val, sz (4.6)
Definition 4.15. Let b: Y — Z in Z. Then there exists the unique sequence in Z
up to isomorphisms:

w(c) ahoy, b
V7 —wC, —Y = Z.

We define
sequences in Z isomorphic to one in
= w(c ahc
{QZ ), wCy, —=Y Lz | bis a morphism in Z}

and the sequence in A is called a left triangle in Z.

We omit the proof of the following statement, which is the dual of Corollary
4. 15

Proposition 4.16. Let (Z£,V) be a left mutation double. Then (Z,Q, A) is a left
triangulated category.

4.3. Pretriangulated structures induced by mutation triples.

Theorem 4.17. (£,%,Q,V,A) is a pretriangulated category, that is, for the fol-
lowing commutative diagrams in Z:

a he“b o(c) a b o(c)

X Y VA ¥X X Y A4 YX
‘/5 O ‘/L [Bz’oz§ QU_IOGX[ ﬁ[ O U_/L
wie) ¥ dhoy v wie)  hey v
YA X' Y’ A Qz' X' Y’ 7'

where Z = 0C®% ¢ = ¢*, X' = wCy and ¢ = ¢, there exists u: Z — Y’ and
5’1 Y — X’ which makes the following diagrams commutative.

h"b o(c)
X Y Z X X

Y
l§ O [i O [M O [52/02@ Qu_/oaxt O Ls_’ O lﬁ O [u_/
wie) ¥ @hoy v wie) ¥ hey v

Qz' X’ Y —Z7' Qz' X’ Y —=Z7'

IS}
IS}

he“b ol(c
7 ) b))
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Proof. We only prove the existence of u because one can show that of s’ by dual
argument. We divide our proof into two steps.

Step.1 Construct the morphism u: Z — Y’

From ta = w(c’)s, there exists j: IX — X' where ta+ji* = w(c’)s. By (ET3) of
(C,E,s), we obtain u': C* — Y’ which makes the following diagram commutative.

X—vyerXxLt-ci- 25 x

hz/<1>sj O lhcb/ L¥ile) J/U/ O jhz%l)s
/ ’

7/ (—1) == Oy —2 >y s Z/(—1)

Since we assumed that EX(S,Z) = 0, «’ factors through h¢": C* — Z. Then,
there exists a morphism u: Z — Y’ where v’/ = uh®". Thus we obtain the following
commutative diagram.

b RC”
YoIX —(C*—Z

hcb/ [t j] O u’ O
, u

Cb’ u’% YI

Step.2 Checks for commutativity

Since uhC’b = a’he, [t 7], uh®’b = a’ho,t. We only have to show that

Bz3(s)o(c) = b'u. Recall that we obtain s': XX — Z’ where s’ = $2/X(s) from
Remark and the following commutative diagram exists.

X X (1)
X<5—X<1>}L—>EX

AT

0z — 2" (1)< -7

hzl<71) 7)\21
Then Az s'0(c)h®" = Agps’hXMe = th/<_1>s)\Xc = th/<_1>55~ = —ypu' =
Az b uhC” from (@1 and (@3). Thus, Az (S’J(c)—l/)\’u)hca =0and (BzX(s)o(c) —
bu)hC" = 0. From Remark B[, Bz X(s)o(c) — b'u = 0. O

Corollary 4.18. Let (S, Z,V) be a mutation triple where 2 and ¥ are mutually
quasi-inverse. Then (Z,X, V) is a triangulated category.

Proof. By definition of pretriangulated categories. O

We consider sufficient conditions that 2 and ¥ are mutually quasi-inverse in the
next section.

5. TRIANGULATED STRUCTURES INDUCED BY MUTATION TRIPLES

We finally achieve the aim of this paper, which is finding sufficient conditions
for mutation triples to induce triangulated categories, in this section.
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5.1. Case 1 : concentric twin cotorsion pairs. First, the following statement
is proved in [24].

Theorem 5.1. [22/[24] We assume that C is a triangulated category and let
((8,7),(U,V)) be a concentric twin cotorsion pair.
(1) [24] Remark 5.8] If ((S,T),(U,V)) satisfies the following conditions, then a
pretriangulated category (Z,%,, V, A) defined by mutation triple (S, Z,V) is
a triangulated category.
(i) Z(-1)T C S[-1]x V.
(il) Z(1)~ c S« V[1].
(See Appendix [A14] or [22] Definition 2.18] for definitions of 71 and U~.)
(2) [24, Condition 6.1, Proposition 6.2, Definition 6.6, Corollary 6.12] [22], Defini-
tion 3.10, Proposition 3.12] We consider following conditions:
(HE) add(S *7) = add(U = V).
(HO) S« V[1] = S[-1] * V.
If one of the above two conditions holds, the TCP satisfies the condition in
@. In particular, (£,%,9Q,V,A) defined by mutation triple (S, Z,V) is a
triangulated category.

Remark 5.2. A concentric twin cotorsion pair satisfying condition (HE) is called
heart-equivalent and satisfying condition (HO) is called hovey in [22][24].

5.2. Case 2 : mutation triples satisfying (MT4). Next, we consider another
condition to induce triangulated structures for mutation triples in ET categories.
We define

Z(-1)xZ(1) =

{EeC

Condition 5.3. Let (S, Z,V) be a mutation triple and we consider the following
conditions:

(MT4) Coneg, (V,T) N (Z(—1) * Z(1)) = CoConegz (T, S) N (Z(—1)  Z(1))

Theorem 5.4. Let (S, Z,V) be a mutation triple satisfying (MT4). Then the
quintuplet (Z,%,9Q,V,A) in Theorem [T is a triangulated category.

X > E—Y -% X where X € Z(—1),Y € Z(1) }

and ¢ is an EX N Ez-extension.

Proof. We only prove X0 = Id. Let Z € Z and we obtain the following left
commutative diagram in Ez where V € V and V' € Coneg,(V,Z) from (ET4) and
Remark 2341 Note that hZ<_1>)\QZ is an sZ-triangle.

S

From (MT4), there exists an sZ-triangle S BN VAN I, L S where I eI, Se
S. By (ET4) again, we obtain the following right commutative diagram in EZ.

(Q2)(1) = (22)(1) Z(-1) ——=Z(-1)
| !
:/\QZ O \ f O i’y
Y hzi \ Z(—1 s
% 0z 2Lz y gy Iy ——s
O O f 0o O g O py O
R(Q2)(1)
1% 9% Vi--->=V §- =(QZ)(Q1) ) S
! |
O 9 hz(—1yAPZ | O lez
i y
(Q2)(1) = (22)(1) Z(-1) Z(-1)
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Thus, we obtain an sZ-triangle Z(—1) iz, I, 22 w(2) “% Z(~1). Then we
obtain the following diagram in EZ.

iz Pz Az

(1) —=1I; —— 7 -"=>7Z(-1)

H O l O jwzo H (5.1)

Z(-1) 2> 1, —A W (7) “% Z(-1)

One can show that 9z is an isomorphism, like as proof of Lemma 223 since both
iz and 7', are left Z-approximations. Then ¥(Z) € Z. For z: Z; — Z3 in Z, there
exists the following commutative diagram in C.

’

-/
'z, €7,

Zy(—1) — Iy, 2 V(Z1) = Z1(-1)
O )
Lz(l) O U(z) Lz(l) (5.2)
Z-,ZQ ZD,Z2 €Zgy

Zo(—1) —> Iy, —> V(Zs) = Z5(-1)

Then we define ¥(z): ¥(Z1) — ¥(Z,) as ¥(z). We obtain an additive functor
U: Z — Z. Moreover, ¢z induce a natural isomorphism 1: Id = ¥ from (5.I]) and
G.2).

Recall that § 2 (Q2)(1) U(Z) — S is an s’-triangle. Then, from
Remark BB and ¥(Z) € Z, there exists a morphism ¢z: 3QZ — ¥(Z) which
satisfies (24N = K2 () and ¢, is unique up to [Z]. Because of this unique-
ness, one can show ¢: ¥ = ¥ is a natural isomorphism like Remark B.7(B).

Therefore, (£,%,Q,V,A) is a triangulated category from Corollary T8

CEIIEH

O

Example 5.5. (1) [25] Assume that C is Frobenius with P = Proji C. Then
a mutation triple (P,C,P) satisfies (MT4). More generally, for any strongly
functorially finite subcategory &, a mutation triple (X,C,X) in E¥ NEx also
satisfies (MT4).

(2) [18] In the case of Example BITI[), then a mutation triple (D, Z, D) satisfies
(MT4).

(3) [8] In the case of Example BITIH), then a mutation triple ((S[1]), Z, (S[—1]))
satisfies (MT4).

(4) [24] In the case of Example[33[(4) and we assume an additional condition that
Coneg, (V,Z) = CoConegz(Z,S). Then a mutation triple (S, Z,V) satisfies
(MTA4).

Proof. (1) follows from Z = S =V and these are projective and injective. One can
show (2) from Z(—1)xZ(1) = ZxZ = Z and Coneg, (V,Z)NZ = CoConegz(Z,S)N
Z =D. Since Coneg, (V,Z) = Coneg(V,0) = V[1] = S[-1] = CoConegz(Z,S), (3)
holds. (4) is direct. O
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The aim of this appendix is to introduce interesting examples of mutation triples.
If the reader is interested in contents below, one can get more information about

twin cotorsion pairs from [22,24125] and mutation theories from [2][7H9L[1TLT6HIS]
20,211 23127].

APPENDIX A. TWIN COTORSION PAIRS

In this section, let (C,E,s) be an ET category. We assume all subcategories are
additive, full and closed under both isomorphisms and direct summands.

A.1l. Definitions and examples. Before we define cotorsion pairs in ET cate-
gories, we recall that of torsion pairs in triangulated categories.

Definition A.1. [I8 Definition 2.2] Assume that C is triangulated. A pair of
subcategories of C, (U, V) is a torsion pair (torsion theory) of C if it satisfies the
following conditions:

(i) cu,v)=0.

(i) C=UxV.

Definition A.2. [22 Definition 2.1] A pair of subcategories of C (U, V) is a co-
torsion pair, or CP of C if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) EU,V)=0.

(ii) C = Cone(V,U).
(iii) € = CoCone(V,U).

Remark A.3. (1) If C is triangulated, there exists the following one-to-one corre-

spondence:

{(U,V) | cotorsion pair} +— {(U[—1],V) | torsion pair}.
(2) By definition of CP, if (U, V) is CP, then
U={XeC|EX,V)=0}and V= {X € C|EU,X) = 0}.
In particular, U,V are closed under extensions.

(3) Let (U,V) be a CP. Then U is strongly contravariantly finite in C and V is
strongly covariantly finite in C.

We sometimes use the following notation in this paper.

Notation A.4. Let X, ) be subcategories of C.

(1) X+ Y = Cone(Y, X). Note that X ! ) = X x Y[1] if C is triangulated.
(2) X %Y = CoCone(Y, X). Note that X %Y = X[—1] Y if C is triangulated.

We can consider “resolutions” of objects in C with each CP. Thus, we can deal
with different kinds of resolutions at the same time when there exists a pair of CPs.
Next, we study special pairs of CPs.

Definition A.5. [22] Definition 2.3] [24] Definition 3.3]

(1) Let (S,7),(U,V) be CPs of C. A pair of CP ((S,7T),U,V)) is twin cotorsion
pair, or TCP if S C U.

(2) Let ((S,T),(U,V)) be a TCP. ((S,7),(U,V)) is called concentric if SNT =
unv.

Example A.6. (1) For any CP (U, V), then (U, V), (U,V)) is a trivial concentric
TCP.

(2) Assume that C has enough projectives and enough injectives. Then ((ProjC,C),
(C,InjC)) is a TCP, which is not concentric in general.
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(3) [18] Assume that C is a Krull-Schmidt triangulated category. If there exists a
functorially finite rigid subcategory D, ((D, D[—1]*), (*D[1], D)) is a concentric
TCP.

(4) [I720] Assume that C is a Krull-Schmidt triangulated category. If there exists
a functorially finite thick subcategory N in C and a CP of NV (S,V), then
(S, S[-1]1), (FV[1],V)) is a TCP.

Moreover, if there exist a presilting subcategory P’ and a silting subcategory
P of C where P’ C P and N = thick P/, then ((S,S[-1]*),(+V[1],V)) is a
concentric TCP with P’ = S N S[-1]*.

We define some important subcategories.

Definition A.7. [22] Definition 2.5,2.6] Let ((S,7T), (U,V)) be a TCP in C.
(1) Z=TnNU is called core of the TCP.

(2) CT = Cone(V,Z2) = Z V.

(3) C~ = CoCone(Z,8) =8 % Z.

(4) H=CTncC.

(5) H/[Z] is a heart of the TCP.

Remark A.8. For Z],%in Notation B.4, U cC and T C C* hold. If T C
ProjC NInjC, then C~ =U and C™ = T hold.

Example A.9. (1) Let A be a ring. The derived category of A-modules D(A) has
the standard t-structure (D=°(A4),D~%(A)).
This induces a CP (D<Y(A),D”Y(A)). We regard this CP as a TCP like
Example [AG|[T).
e Z2=D"%A)ND~%A4)=0
e Ct =0+ D7A) =D="(4)
e ¢~ =DY(A4) %0 = D=(A) (aisle of the t-structure)
e H/[Z]=CtTNC~ =D"(A) = Mod(A) (heart of the t-structure)
(2) Let A be aring. The perfect derived category of A in D(A), denoted by per(A),
has the standard co-t-structure (persq(A), per_4(A)).
This induces a CP (perso(A), per<y(A)). We regard this CP as a TCP like
Example [A6|[T). - N
Z = perso(A) Npercy(A) = add A (co-heart of the co-t-structure)
CT =add A +! per(A) = per_y(A)
C~ = perso(A) % add A = pers,(A) (aisle of the co-t-structure)
H/[Z] =addA/addA =0

Next, we introduce two types of TCPs which plays an important role in this
paper.
Definition A.10. [24] Condition 6.1, Definition 6.6] [22] Definition 3.10, Propo-
sition 3.12] Let ((S,T), (U,V)) be a concentric TCP. We denote S x* V by N and
S %V by N7,
(1) ((S,T),U,V)) is called Hovey if N* = N'f.
(2) ((S,7),U,V)) is called heart-equivalent if add(S * T) = add(U = V).

Example A.11. Assume that C is a Krull-Schmidt triangulated category.

(1) [I7] Assume that C has a silting subcategory M. Let P be a presilting subcat-
egory which is functorially finite in C. Then ((S,7), (U,V)) defined as follows

is Hovey.
¢ S=U;jsoPl=i]*-- P,
o T =S[-1]*.

o U :=1V1].
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o V=P *-xP[i.

(2) [20] Assume that C has a simple-minded collection X and let ) be a subset of
X. We define P as the extension closure of ). Assume that P is functorially
finite in C, then ((S,T), (U, V)) defined as follows is Hovey.

i] *

o 8=UpsoPlil -+ Pl1L.
o T =S[-1]*.
o U ="1V1).

o V=Upg Pl-1 5 P,

(3) [I8 We additionally assume C is k-linear Hom-finite and has a Serre functor
S, where k is a field. Let D be a functorially finite rigid subcategory in C. If
D is Sp-subcategory (see Appendix BI3), ((D,D[-1]4), (+D[1], D)) is heart-
equivalent.

A.2. Relations between conic conflations and monic morphisms. The fol-
lowing statement is used in Example Bl In this section, we denote SNT by Z
for a concentric TCP ((S,T), (U, V)).

Definition A.12. [24] Definition 4.4] Let ((S,7),(U,V)) be a concentric TCP.
Let A% B2 € -%5 Abe an s-triangle.
(1) AL B % € -2 Ais called U-conic if A,B € Z and C € U.
(2) AZ B C-% Ais called T-coconic if B,C € Z and A€ T.
In [24, Definition 4.4], U-conic is defined in triangulated categories.

Lemma A.13. Let ((S,7), (U, V)) be a concentric TCP. Let A % B % ¢ =25 A
be an s-triangle.

(1) Assume A, B € Z, then

AL BY C-% AisU-conic. <= z is T-monic.
(2) Assume B,C € Z, then

AL BY 0 -2 Ais T-coconic. <= y is Z-epic.

Proof. We only prove (1). Assume that A % B Yy ¢ -%5 A is U-conic. Then
E(C,Z) =0, so « is Z-monic. On the other hand, assume that x is Z-monic. From
E(Z,Z) = 0 and long exact sequence, E(C,Z) = 0. Take a conflation V' — U —
C s where U € Y and V € V. Then we obtain the following diagram.

v v
O
A U U--->4
O O O
A—S—=pB—"—>C-"->4A
I I
oo e
Y Y
v v

Note that U’ € U since A,U € U and U is closed under extensions. From §' €
E(Z,V)=0,VeUnV =1I. Thus, §" € E(C,Z) = 0. Therefore, C' € U. O
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A.3. Triangulated structures induced by concentric TCPs. The following
definition is well-defined from [22].

Definition A.14. [22, Definition 2.18] Let ((S,T), (U,V)) be a concentric TCP
and X € C.

(1) There exist XT € CT and the following commutative diagram in C where
SeSUcU,ZeZandV eV,

s s
I I
o
A Y
v U X--=>V
O O rX O
1% Z X+t-->V
O sX
s s

Moreover, (-)*: C/[Z] — C*/[Z] is a left adjoint functor of the inclusion functor
Cct/[1) — C/I).

(2) There exist X~ € C~ and the following commutative diagrams in C where
SesSTeT,ZcZandV €.

Tt
o
yoD o Ly Py
O O O
v z T--->V
O
§——35

Moreover, (1)~ : C/[Z] — C~/[Z] is a right adjoint functor of the inclusion func-
tor C~/[Z] — C/[Z].

Theorem A.15. [24) Remark 5.8] Let ((S,T), (U, V)) be a concentric TCP. We
assume that C is a triangulated category and following conditions:

(i) 7+/[2] c N7 /[T].
(ii) U~ /[Z] € N*/[Z).

Let (2,%,9,V,A) be a pretriangulated category defined by a mutation triple
(S, Z,V) in Theorem IT7 Then (Z,%,Q,V,A) is a triangulated category.

Proof. See [24] Remark 5.8]. O

APPENDIX B. MUTATION THEORY OF RIGID SUBCATEGORIES

The aim of this section is to introduce rigid mutation pairs. For detail, see [2[18§].
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We assume that C is a triangulated category and k is a field in this section. In
this case, E(—,—) = C(—,—[1]). We also assume that all subcategories are full,
additive and closed under isomorphisms and direct summands.

B.1. Definitions and examples.

Definition B.1. [I8 Section 3] [I7, 2.3] Let D be a subcategory of C and n > 2
be an integer.

(1) D is (n-)rigid if for any integer 0 < i < n, C(D,D[i]) = 0.
(2) D is presilting if for any positive integers i, C(D, D[i]) = 0.
Remark B.2. [I8, Section 3] We often use rigid instead of 2-rigid.

Example B.3. [2l[6]

(1) Let A be a finite dimensional k-algebra and C = DP(A). Then add A is a pre-
silting subcategory (in this case, this subcategory is also a silting subcategory.)

(2) Let @ be a Dynkin quiver and H = kQ. Let C be the cluster category of H
(for detail, see [6].) Then add H is a rigid subcategory of C (in this case, this
subcategory is also cluster-tilting subcategory).

B.2. Rigid mutation pairs.

Definition B.4. [I8| Definition 2.5] Let D be a functorially finite rigid subcat-
egory. Let X,) be subcategories where D C X,). We define the following two
subcategories:
(1) u* (X3 D) = (D + X[1]) N +DI1].
(2) u (VD) = (V[-1] + D) 1 D[-1]*.

Then ™ (X;D) is called left mutation of X by D and p~(Y; D) is called right
mutation of Y by D.

Remark B.5. There are different notations about p* and p~. This paper used
the notations in [I] not [2L[8]. That is because notations in Definition [B.4] are
“compatible” with [1], that is, u™(X;0) = X[1].

Lemma B.6. In Definition [B:4] the following equalities hold:

(1) pu*(X;D) = Conegn (X, D).

(2) p=(¥; D) = CoConeg, (D, ).

Proof. We only show (1). Take Z € pu*(X;D). Since Z € D x X[1], there exists a

triangle X Lpgzh X[1] where X € X, D € D. From Z[—1] € 1D, f is a left
D-approximation. Let Z € Conego (X; D), then Z € D X[1]. From the long exact
sequence, Z € +D[1]. O

From the above proof, we can consider object-wise left (resp. right) mutation.

Definition B.7. [I8 Section 2] In Definition [B4l, we can define the following
functors by Lemma

(1): &/[D] = p*(X;D)/[D]
(=1): Y/[D] = u=(¥; D)/[D]
In the rest of this section, we denote p*(X;D) by X(1) and u=(Y; D) by Y(—1).
The following statement is a corollary of Lemma

Proposition B.8. [I8, Proposition 2.6,2.7] Assume that D is a functorially finite
rigid subcategory of C.

(1) (1): D[-1]* — +D[1] and (—1): +D[1] — D[—1]* are mutually quasi-inverse.
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(2) (1) induces the following one-to-one correspondence of subcategories.
(1): {X: subcategory | D C X C D[-1]*} =
{Y: subcategory | D C Y C TD[1]}: (~1)

Proof. Since D is rigid, EP(D,D[-1]*) c C(D,D+) = 0 and Ep(+D[1],D) C
C(*D[1],D[1]) = 0. From Lemma 33 and (D[—1]+)(1) = +D[1], then (1) follows.
(2) is direct from (1). O

Definition B.9. [I8 Definition 2.5] Let D be a functorially finite rigid subcategory
of C. Let X and Y be subcategories of C containing D.

We call a pair of subcategories (X,)) a rigid D-mutation pair if D C X C
D[-1]* and Y = X(1).
Example B.10. [I8] Let D be a functorially finite rigid subcategory of C. The
following pairs of subcategories are elementary examples of rigid mutation pairs.
(1) (D, D) is a rigid D-mutation pair.
(2) (D[-1]*,+DJ[1]) is a rigid D-mutation pair.
(3) For any subcategory X, (X, X[1]) is a rigid O-mutation pair.

B.3. Triangulated structures induced by rigid mutation pairs. The follow-
ing statement is Theorem 4.2 in [I§].

Condition B.11. [I8 Section 4] Let D C Z be subcategories of C. We consider
the following conditions:

(IY1) D C C is functorially finite.

(IY2) (Z, 2) is a rigid D-mutation pair.

(IY3) Z is closed under extensions.
Theorem B.12. [I8] Theorem 4.2] We assume (IY1), (IY2) and (TY3) in Condition
B.I11

Then, (Z/[D],(1),/\) is a triangulated category, where distinguished triangles
are defined as follows:

For f: X =Y in Z, we define a distinguished triangle X £> viz24 X(1) in
Z/|D] by the following diagram in C

X P~
X DX X (1) X[1]
Lf o L N Lm
y —L— 7 X (1) —Y[1]
and
sequences in Z/[D] isomorphic to one in
B {XAY%ZAXKD|fisam0rphisminZ} .

In the last of this section, we introduce important examples of rigid mutation
pairs. We assume C is a k-category and has a Serre functor S in Definition [B.13
and Example [B.14

Definition B.13. [I8 Section 3] [§, Definition 2.5] Let D be a subcategory of C
and n be an integer.

(1) We define S,, by S o [—n].

(2) Dis S,-stable it D =S, (D).

Example B.14. [I§] Let n > 2 be an integer and D be a functorially finite n-rigid

Sp-stable subcategory.
Then Z = (y.;.,, - Dli] satisfies (IY1), (IY2) and (IY3).
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ApPPENDIX C. MUTATION THEORY OF SIMPLE-MINDED SYSTEMS

C.1. Definitions and examples. We collect some information about mutations
of simple-minded systems in this section. For details, see [8/[IT].

In this section, we assume that C is a Krull-Schmidt triangulated k-category (k
is a field) and has a Serre functor S. For & C Ob(C), we denote the extension
closure of S in C by (S).

Definition C.1. [8, Definition 2.1] [3} Definition 1.1] [21, Definition 3.2]
Let S ={S; |i € I} C Ob(C) where S; # S; for i # j, and n > 1.
(1) S is n-orthogonal if C(S[i],S) = 0 for any 0 < i < n.

. o o _ J division ring (i = j) o
(2) S is a semibrick if C(S;, ;) = {0 (clse) (Si,S; €8)
(3) S is a pre n-simple-minded system (pre n-SMS) if S is an n-orthogonal semib-

rick.
(4) S is a simple-minded collection (SMC) if S is an n-orthogonal semibrick for
any n > 2 and C = thick S.

Remark C.2. (1) The definition of “n-orthogonal” is not coincident with that
in [8, Definition 2.1].

(2) We often use orthogonal instead of 2-orthogonal.

Example C.3. (1) [2I] Let A be a finite dimensional k-algebra. Then S =
{simple A-modules} is an SMC of D"(A).

(2) [1920] Let H be a path algebra of Dynkin diagram. A dg k-algebra A =
H @ DHJ[1 — d] is defined by zero differential for d > 1. Let S be a complete
system of representatives of simple H? A-modules with respect to isomorphism
class. Then S is a (—d)-SMS of (—d)-cluster category D"(A)/v[d] where v is a
Nakayama functor of D”(A).

C.2. Mutation pairs of simple-minded type. Let S C Ob(C) and fix it.

Condition C.4. [§, Setup 3.5] We consider the following conditions for S.

(SP1) (i) S is a semibrick and (S) C C is functorially finite.
(ii) S is orthogonal or S_;-stable.

Definition C.5. [8 Definition 3.1, Lemma 3.3] [11l Section 4] We assume (SP1)(i).
Let X € C.

(1) wX is defined (uniquely up to isomorphisms) by the following triangle.
= 9 qx n¥
wX — X — S* — wX[1]
where ¢~ is a left minimal (S)-approximation.
(2) 0X is defined (uniquely up to isomorphisms) by the following triangle.
SX f—X>X g_x> cX h—X) Sx[l]
where fx is a right minimal (S)-approximation.
Remark C.6. From Wakamatsu’s lemma, wX € S and 0 X € S*.

Lemma C.7. [8 Lemma 2.6(1)] We assume (SP1)(i). Let X € C.
(1) If X € +S[—1], then wX € +S[-1].
(2) If X € S[1]*, then 0 X € S[1]*.

Proof. See [8 Lemma 2.6(1)]. O

Corollary C.8. (1) w: t8[-1] — +S[-1] N +S is an additive functor.
(2) o: S[1]*+ — S[1]t NS is an additive functor.
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X
Proof. We only prove (1). Take a: X — Y. a induces b: wX — wY since X g,
SX is a left (S)-approximation and (TR3). Uniqueness of b follows from wX €
+8[-1]. O
Lemma C.9. [8 Lemma 2.6(3)] We assume (SP1).

(1) If X € S, then wX € S*.
(2) If X € +S, then 0 X € *S.

Proof. We only prove (2). If S is n-orthogonal, this is clear. If S is S_;-stable, this
follows from [8, Lemma 2.6(3)]. O

Corollary C.10. We denote SN S+ by +S+. Assume (SP1).
(1) w: tS[-1]NnSt — +8[-1] N L8+ is an additive functor.
(2) o: S[1]F N+S — S[1]+ N8+ is an additive functor.
Definition C.11. [, Definition 3.1] Assume (SP1). We define following functors.
(1) Q=wo [-1]: tSNS[1]F — +S[-1] N LS+, called left mutation.
(2) X =00[1]: St NLS[-1] = S[1]* N LS+, called right mutation.
Proposition C.12. [8, Lemma 3.6] Assume (SP1).
(1) ¥ and Q are mutually quasi-inverse.
(2) (1) induces the following one-to-one correspondence of subcategories.
¥: {X: subcategory | X ¢ 1St ntS[-1]} =
{¥: subcategory | ¥ C *ST N S[1]*F}:
where ¥X = X[1] % (S[1]) N +S[1] N +S+ and
QY = Y[-1] % (S[-1]) n+S[-1]n*tS+.

Proof. For (1), see [§, Lemma 3.6]. We only prove 3X = X[1]x(S[1])N+S[1]n+S+.

By definition, XX C X[1] * (S[1]) N 1tS[1] N 1S+, Take Z € X[1] * (S[1]) N
+S[1] N +S8t. Then there exists a triangle Z[—1] — S EN X[1] = Z where S €
(S),X € X. From Z € S*, f is a right (S)-approximation. Assume that f is
not right minimal. Then Z[—1] and S has a nonzero common direct summand.

However, this contradicts Z[—1] € +S. Thus, f is right minimal. Therefore,
Z = o(X[1]) = BX. O

Definition C.13. [8| Definition 3.2] Let X', ) be subcategories of C and assume
(SP1). A pair of subcategories (X,)) is a simple-minded (S)-mutation pair if
X CctS[-1]N+tSt and TX = ).

Remark C.14. In [], they define (simple-minded) (S)-mutation pair for a collec-
tion § in Ob(C) where (S) C C is functorially finite. From Proposition [C.12] the
definition of simple-minded mutation pairs in [§] is equivalent to that in Definition
C. 13

C.3. Triangulated structures induced by simple-minded mutation pairs.
The following statement is Theorem 5.1 in [8]. We start from introducing some
conditions for simple-minded (S)-mutation pairs satisfying (SP1).

Condition C.15. [8 Theorem 4.1] We assume S satisfies (SP1). Let Z be a
subcategory of C.
(SP2) (Z,Z2) is a simple-minded (S)-mutation pair.
(SP3) (i) Cone(Z,Z) C (S)* Z.
(ii) CoCone(Z,2) C Z  (S).
(iii) Z is closed under extensions.
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Theorem C.16. [8 Theorem 4.1,5.1] We assume (SP1), (SP2) and (SP3) in
Condition [CTH

Then, (Z,%,A) is a triangulated category, where distinguished triangles are
defined as follows:

For f: X — Y in Z, we define a distinguished triangle X Ly %z vX
Z by the following diagram in C

X——0——X|[1 X[1]
f‘ . H [f
v g Py f] Y[1]
X}\ [
9z O 9x (1]
g
ZTEX

where Z =07’ and X Ly &5 20 1y X[1] is a triangle. Then
A sequences in Z isomorphic to one in
- (X Ly % 2z X | fis amorphism in 2}

Example C.17. [8 Lemma 6.3] Let S be a S_,,-stable pre n-SMS for n > 1. Let
Z =iy S[i]*. Then Z satisfies (SP1), (SP2) and (SP3).
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