
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

19
62

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

R
T

] 
 2

8 
Ju

n 
20

24

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 Simões-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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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 [1, 2, 13, 18]. There are many studies about mutation
of tilting objects (for example APR-tilting [4]), silting objects [2], cluster-tilting
objects [6,18] and τ -tilting objects [1], they are respectively called tilting mutations,
silting mutations, cluster-tilting mutations and τ -tilting mutations. In many cases,
we can study characters of certain objects (silting objects and so on) by mutating
them [1, 6, 18].

What is more interesting is that some mutations in triangulated category induces
another triangulated category [2,6,8,18]. 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 [1, 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 3, we introduce the new concept “mutation triples”.

Definition 1.1. (Condition 3.1,3.9 and Definition 3.2,3.10)
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) S ∩ Z = Z ∩ V , denoted by I, and I ⊂ Z is strongly functorially finite.
(MT2) (i) EI(S,Z) = 0 and EI(S,CoConeEI (I,Z)) = 0.

(ii) EI(Z,V) = 0 and EI(ConeEI (Z, I),V) = 0.

(MT3) (i) ConeEI (Z,Z) ⊂ Ũ and CoConeEI (Z,Z) ⊂ T̃ where Ũ and T̃ are in
Notation 3.4.

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

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, 18]. We collect
elementary results of the triplets in this section.

In section 4, We show one of the main theorems below, which is a generalization
of the results in [24].

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 4.17)
Let (S,Z,V) be a mutation triple. Then Z/[I] has a pretriangulated structure.

In section 5, 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 5.3, Theorem 5.4)
Let (S,Z,V) be a mutation triple. We consider the following new condition

(MT4):

(MT4) ConeEI (V , I)∩(Z〈−1〉∗Z〈1〉) = CoConeEI (I,S)∩(Z〈−1〉∗Z〈1〉) where
∗ is considered in EI ∩ EI .

If (S,Z,V) satisfies (MT4), then Z/[I] 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-approximation 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-approximation 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 Ẽ(Y,X) (note the order of X and Y ). Then we

introduce an equivalence relation ∼ in Ẽ(Y,X) as follows:

For E = (X
x
−→ E

y
−→ Y ),E′ = (X

x′

−→ E′ y′

−→ Y ) in Ẽ(Y,X),

E ∼ E′ ⇐⇒
There exists an isomorphism e : E → E′

such that x′ = ex and y = y′e.

We denote Ẽ(Y,X)/ ∼ by E(Y,X).

(2) For X,Y in C, we denote as 0 = (X

[
1
0

]

−−→ X ⊕ Y
[
0 1
]

−−→ Y ) in E(Y,X).

(3) For (X
a
−→ E

b
−→ Y ) in E(Y,X) and (X ′ a′

−→ E′ b′

−→ Y ′) in E(Y ′, X ′), (X
a
−→ E

b
−→

Y ) ⊕ (X ′ a′

−→ E′ b′

−→ Y ′) is defined by (X ⊕X ′ a⊕a′
−−−→ E ⊕ E′ b⊕b′

−−−→ Y ⊕ Y ′) in
E(Y ⊕ Y ′, X ⊕X ′).

Remark 2.3. [25, Definition 2.1-2.3, Remark 2.2] Let E : Cop × C → Ab be an
additive bifunctor and X,X ′, Y, Y ′, Z ∈ C.

(1) An element δ ∈ E(X,Y ) is called E-extension.
(2) For a : X → Y and b : Y → Z, we can define the following natural transforma-

tions.
E(b,−) : E(Z,−)⇒ E(Y,−)

E(−, a) : E(−, X)⇒ E(−, Y )

(3) There exists the following isomorphism.

E(X ⊕ Y,X ′ ⊕ Y ′) ∼= E(X,X ′)⊕ E(X,Y ′)⊕ E(Y,X ′)⊕ E(Y, Y ′)

Then we define δ ⊕ δ′ in left-hand side as the element which corresponds to
(δ, 0, 0, δ′) in right-hand side by the above isomorphism.
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(4) Let δ ∈ E(Z,X). We write E(b,X)(δ),E(Z, a)(δ) as δb, aδ respectively.
(5) In the rest of this paper, we sometimes regard E-extensions as “morphisms”

in C, that is, we interpret δb as a “composition” of (Y
b
−→ Z δ

99K X) and aδ

as a “composition” of (Z δ
99K X

a
−→ Y ). Then, we can consider commutative

diagrams with E-extensions by this notation.
For example, let δ ∈ E(X,Y ), δ′ ∈ E(X ′, Y ′), x ∈ C(X,X ′), y ∈ C(Y, Y ′),

then

yδ = δ′x is expressed as

X

X ′

Y

Y ′ .

δ //❴❴❴❴

x

��
δ′ //❴❴❴

y

��

�

Definition 2.4. [25, Definition 2.4,2.5]

(1) Let E : Cop × C → Ab be an additive bifunctor. We call s realization of E if s
satisfies the following conditions:
(i) s is a collection of maps in Ab {sX,Y : E(X,Y )→ E(X,Y )}X,Y ∈C . We often

denote sX,Y as s if there is no confusion.

(ii) For δ ∈ E(Y,X), δ′ ∈ E(Y ′, X ′), let s(δ) = (X
x
−→ E

y
−→ Y ), s(δ′) = (X ′ x′

−→

E′ y′

−→ Y ′). Then for any commutative diagrams in C:

X

X ′

E

E′

Y

Y ′

X

X ′

x //

x′
//

y //

y′ //

a

��

b

��

a

��

δ //❴❴❴❴

δ′ //❴❴❴

�

there exists a morphism e : E → E′ which makes the following diagram
commutative.

X

X ′

E

E′

Y

Y ′

X

X ′

x //

x′
//

y //

y′ //

a

��

∃e

��

b

��

a

��

δ //❴❴❴❴

δ′ //❴❴❴

� � �

(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

[
1
0

]

−→ X ⊕ Y
[0 1]
−−→ Y ), that is, s maps 0 in

E(Y,X) to 0 in E(Y,X).
(ii) For any δ ∈ E(X,Y ), δ′ ∈ E(X ′, Y ′), s(δ ⊕ δ′) = s(δ)⊕ s(δ′).

Remark 2.5. [25, Definition 2.15,2.19]

(1) Let δ ∈ E(Y,X) and s(δ) = (X
x
−→ E

y
−→ Y ). This sequence (X

x
−→ E

y
−→ 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 (δ, s(δ)) s-triangle and it is denoted by:

X
x
−→ E

y
−→ Y

δ
99K X or Y

δ
99K X

x
−→ E

y
−→ Y.

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 : Cop × C → Ab is an additive bifunctor.
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(ET2) s is an additive realization of E.

(ET3) Let δ ∈ E(Y,X), δ′ ∈ E(Y ′, X ′). For s(δ) = (X
x
−→ E

y
−→ Y ), s(δ′) =

(X ′ x′

−→ E′ y′

−→ Y ′), any diagram in C:

X

X ′

E

E′

Y

Y ′

X

X ′

x //

x′
//

y //

y′ //

a

��

e

��

a

��

δ //❴❴❴❴

δ′ //❴❴❴

�

there exists a morphism b : Y → Y ′ which makes the following diagram
commutative.

X

X ′

E

E′

Y

Y ′

X

X ′

x //

x′
//

y //

y′ //

a

��

e

��

b

��

a

��

δ //❴❴❴❴

δ′ //❴❴❴

� � �

(ET3)op Dual of (ET3).

(ET4) For δ ∈ E(C,X), ǫ ∈ E(D,Y ), s(δ) = (X
x
−→ Y

x′

−→ C), s(ǫ) = (Y
y
−→

Z
y′

−→ D), there exist s-triangles X
z
−→ Z

z′

−→ E
δ′

99K X and C
c
−→ E

d
−→

D
ǫ′

99K C which make the following diagram commutative.

X

X

D

Y

Z

D

D

C

E

D

X

X

Y

x //

x

��

x′
//

y

��

y′

��

z // z′ //

c

��

d

��

ǫ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

ǫ //❴❴❴❴

ǫ′

��✤
✤
✤
✤

δ //❴❴❴❴

δ′ //❴❴❴❴

�

�

�

�

�

�

(ET4)op Dual of (ET4).

Remark 2.7. [25, Corollary 3.12] Let (C,E, s) be an ET category and (X
x
−→ Y

y
−→

Z
δ

99K X) be an s-triangle. Then the following are exact sequences.

C(Z,−)
C(y,−)
−−−→ C(Y,−)

C(x,−)
−−−→ C(X,−)

−◦δ
−−→ E(Z,−)

E(y,−)
−−−→ E(Y,−)

E(x,−)
−−−→ E(X,−)

C(−, X)
C(−, x)
−−−→ C(−, Y )

C(−, y)
−−−→ C(−, Z)

δ◦−
−−→ E(−, X)

E(−, x)
−−−→ E(−, Y )

E(−, y)
−−−→ E(−, Z)

The following proposition is often used in this paper.

Proposition 2.8. [25, Proposition 3.15] (Shifted octahedrons) Let Xi
xi−→ Yi

yi
−→

Z
δi
99K Xi be an s-triangle for i = 1, 2. Then there exist s-triangles X2

v1−→ W
w1−−→

Y1
ǫ1
99K X2 and X1

v2−→ W
w2−−→ Y2

ǫ2
99K X1 which make the following diagram
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commutative.
X2 X2

X1 W Y2 X1

X1 Y1 Z X1

X2 X2 W

v2 // w2 // ǫ2 //❴❴❴

x1 // y1 // δ1 //❴❴❴

−v1 //

v1

��

w1

��

ǫ1

��✤
✤
✤
✤

x2

��

y2

��

δ2

��✤
✤
✤
✤

v2

��

�

� � �

� �

Proof. See [25, Proposition 3.15]. �

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, Proj
E
C as {X ∈ C | E(X, C) = 0}. An object in

ProjE 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 ∈ ProjE C.
(3) For subcategories X ,Y ⊂ C, we define the following three subcategories.

X ∗ Y =

{
E ∈ C

∣∣∣∣
There exists an s-triangle

X → E → Y 99K X where X ∈ X , Y ∈ Y

}

ConeE(X ,Y) =

{
Z ∈ C

∣∣∣∣
There exists an s-triangle

X → Y → Z 99K X where X ∈ X , Y ∈ Y

}

CoConeE(X ,Y) =

{
Z ′ ∈ C

∣∣∣∣∣
There exists an s-triangle

X 99K Z ′ → X → Y where X ∈ X , Y ∈ Y

}

We denote Proj
E
C by ProjC when there is no confusion. Dually, we define Inj

E
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 I ⊂
ProjC ∩ Inj C. Then C/[I] also becomes an ET category.

Proof. See [25, Proposition 3.30]. �

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

(1) A functor F : Cop×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 x : X ′ → X, y : Y → Y ′, F(x, y) = E(x, y)|F(X,Y ).
Then we denote F ⊂ E.

(2) A subfunctor F ⊂ E is called additive if F is an additive bifunctor.

Definition 2.15. [15, Definition 3.8] Let (C,E, s) be an ET category and F be an
additive subfunctor of E. We define s|F by restriction of s onto F.

Proposition 2.16. [15, Proposition 3.16] [10, 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|F-inflations are closed under composition.
(ii) s|F-deflations are closed under composition.
(iii) (C,F, s|F) satisfies (ET4).
(iv) (C,F, s|F) satisfies (ET4)op.
(v) (C,F, s|F) is an ET category.

In this case, F is called closed.

The following subfunctors are examples of closed ones defined in [15].

Example 2.17. [15, 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 ED of E as follows:

ED(C,A) = {δ ∈ E(C,A) | δ ◦ − : C(D, C)→ E(D, A); zero morphism}.

(2) We define a closed subfunctor ED of E as follows:

ED(C,A) = {δ ∈ E(C,A) | − ◦ δ : C(A,D)→ E(C,D); zero morphism}.

We denote s|ED (resp. s|ED) by sD (resp. sD).

Remark 2.18. In this paper, the ET structures defined by (C,ED, s|ED) and
(C,ED, s|ED) are called relative extriangulated structure, or more simply relative
structure.

On the other hand, in [12, 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 ⊂ Proj

ED
C and D ⊂ Inj

ED C. This follows from the long exact sequences
in Remark 2.7.

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
x
−→ Y

y
−→

Z δ
99K X be an s-triangle.
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(1) δ ∈ ED(Z,X) ⇐⇒ y is D-epic.
(2) δ ∈ ED(Z,X) ⇐⇒ x is D-monic.

Proof. From Remark 2.7, this follows from definitions of D-epic and D-monic. �

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

(1) I is strongly contravariantly finite in D with respect to (C,E, s) if, for any

D ∈ D, there exists an s-deflation ID
g
−→ D where g is a right I-approximation.

(2) I is strongly covariantly finite in D with respect to (C,E, s) if, for any D ∈ D,

there exists an s-inflation D
f
−→ ID where f is a left I-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 I ⊂ X be subcategories of C.

(1) Assume that I ⊂ X is strongly covariantly finite.
• For X ∈ X , there exists an inflation iX : X → IX which is a left I-
approximation of X . Then we obtain the following s

I-triangle.

X
iX

−−→ IX
pX

−−→ X〈1〉
λX

99K X

• For x : X → X ′ in X , we define x〈1〉 : X〈1〉 → X ′〈1〉 as a morphism in C
which makes the following diagram in C commutative.

X〈1〉

X ′〈1〉

X

X ′

λX

//❴❴❴

λX′

//❴❴❴

x

��

x〈1〉

��

�

Then 〈1〉 induces an additive functor 〈1〉 : X/[I] → C/[I]. Moreover, 〈1〉 is
unique up to natural isomorphisms.

(2) Assume that I ⊂ X is strongly contravariantly finite.
• For X ∈ X , there exists a deflation pX : IX → X which is a right I-
approximation of X . Then we obtain the following sI-triangle.

X
λX

99K X〈−1〉
iX−−→ IX

pX
−−→ X

• For x : X → X ′ in X , we define x〈−1〉 : X〈−1〉 → X ′〈−1〉 as a morphism
in C which makes the following diagram commutative.

X〈−1〉

X ′〈−1〉

X

X ′

λX //❴❴❴

λX′ //❴❴

x〈−1〉

��

x

��

�

Then 〈−1〉 induces an additive functor 〈−1〉 : X/[I] → C/[I]. Moreover, 〈−1〉
is unique up to natural isomorphisms.

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

−−→

IX
pX

−−→ X〈1〉
λX

99K X where iX is a left I-approximation. For any X
x
−→ X ′ in X ,

since iX is a left I-approximation and (ET3), there exist morphisms y and i which
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make the following diagram commutative.

X

X ′

IX

IX
′

X〈1〉

X ′〈1〉

X

X ′

iX //

iX
′

//

pX //

pX
′

//

x

��

i

��

y

��

x

��

λX

//❴❴❴

λX′

//❴❴❴

� � �

then we define x〈1〉 by y. Assume that y, y′ : X〈1〉 → X ′〈1〉 in C satisfy xλX =

λX
′

y = λX
′

y′. Then, λX
′

(y−y′) = 0. So, y−y′ = 0 in C/[I] and 〈1〉 : X → C/[I] is

well-defined. This induces 〈1〉 because λX
′

x〈1〉 = xλX = 0 for x ∈ [I]. Therefore,
y is uniquely determined by x up to [I] and 〈1〉 is an additive functor.

Uniqueness of 〈1〉 up to natural isomorphism follows from the diagram below and

nXmX = idX〈1〉 in C/[I] where X
jX

−−→ JX
qX

−−→ X〈1〉′ λ
′X

99K X is another s-triangle

with a left I-approximation jX .

X

X

X

IX

JX

IX

X〈1〉

X〈1〉′

X〈1〉

X

X

X

iX //

iX //

jX //

pX //

pX //

qX //

id i

��
mX

��
id

id j

��
nX

��
id

λX

//❴❴❴

λX

//❴❴❴

λ′X

//❴❴❴

� � �

� � �

�

Remark 2.24. In the proof of Lemma 2.23, we used the following commutative
diagram.

X

X

IX

JX

X〈1〉

X〈1〉′

X

X

iX //

jX //

pX //

qX //

id i

��
mX

��
id

λX

//❴❴❴

λ′X

//❴❴❴

� � �

Then we denote mX in C/[I] (that is mX in Notation 3.5) by µX because µ induces
natural isomorphism 〈1〉 ⇒ 〈1〉′ where 〈1〉, 〈1〉′ : Z/[I]→ C/[I].

Notation 2.25. Let I ⊂ X be subcategories of C.

(1) We denote ConeEI (X , I) by X〈1〉I . In particular, I ⊂ X〈1〉I .
(2) We denote CoConeEI (I,X ) by X〈−1〉I . In particular, I ⊂ X〈−1〉I .

If there is no confusion, we often drop I of 〈1〉I and 〈−1〉I .
In the situation of Lemma 2.23, {X〈1〉 | X ∈ X} in Lemma 2.23 and X〈1〉 are

same in C/[I].
Note that we can define X〈1〉 (resp.X〈−1〉) even if I ⊂ X is not strongly co-

variantly (resp. contravariantly) finite.

Lemma 2.26. [26, Proposition 3.2] Let I be a subcategory of C.

(1) If I ⊂ C is strongly contravariantly finite, then I = ProjEI
C and (C,EI , s|EI )

has enough projectives.
(2) If I ⊂ C is strongly covariantly finite, then I = InjEIC and (C,EI , s|EI ) has

enough injectives.
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Proof. We only prove (2). Let I ′ = InjEI C. By definition of relative structure,
I ⊂ I ′. On the other hand, for any I ′ ∈ I ′, there exists an s

I-triangle I ′ → I →
Z 99K I ′ where I ∈ I since I ⊂ C is strongly covariantly finite. From I ′ ∈ I ′, the
above s-triangle splits and I ′ ∈ I. �

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

Definition 2.27. Let I be a subcategory of C. Then C is called relative I-Frobenius
if I ⊂ C is strongly functorially finite and EI = EI .

For more information about “mutation pair”, see Appendix B and C.

Example 2.28. Assume that C is a triangulated category. Let D ⊂ Z be sub-
categories of C which satisfies (IY1), (IY2) and (IY3) in Appendix B.11, then Z is
relative D-Frobenius.

Remark 2.29. If C is relative I-Frobenius, (C,EI , sI) 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
x
−→ E

y
−→ Y

δ
99K X

be an s-triangle and X ′ x′

−→ E′ y′

−→ Y
fδ
99K X ′ be a realization of fδ. Then there

exists a morphism g : E → E′ which satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) g makes the following diagram commutative.

X

X ′

E

E′

Y

Y

X

X ′

x // y // δ //❴❴❴❴

x′
// y′ // δ′ //❴❴❴

f

��

g

��

f

��

� � �

(2) X

[
f
x

]

−→ X ′ ⊕ E
[−x′ g]
−−−→ E′ δy′

99K is an s-triangle, in particular
[
f
x

]
is an inflation.

Proof. See [22, Proposition 1.20]. �

The following statement is also useful.

Lemma 2.31. [25, Proposition 3.17] Let X
a
−→ Y

b′

−→ Z δ1
99K X , X

c
−→ Z ′ d

−→ Z ′′ δ2
99K

X and X ′ a′

−→ Y
b
−→ Z ′ δ3

99K X ′ be s-triangles where c = ba. Then there exists an

s-triangle X ′ f
−→ Z

g
−→ Z ′′ δ

99K X ′ which makes the following diagram commutative.

X

X

X ′

Y

Z ′

X ′

X ′

Z

Z ′′

X ′

X

X

Y

a // b′ // δ1 //❴❴❴❴

c // d // δ2 //❴❴❴

−a′ //

a′

��

b

��

δ3

��✤
✤
✤
✤

f

��

g

��

δ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

a

��

�

� � �

� �
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Proof. This is a dual statement of [25, Proposition 3.17]. �

Corollary 2.32. Let I ⊂ C be strongly covariantly finite and a : X → Y in C.

Take s
I-triangles X

iX

−−→ IX
pX

−−→ X〈1〉
λX

99K X and X
jX

−−→ JX
qX

−−→ X〈1〉′ λ
′X

99K X
where iX and jX are left I-approximations.

There exist the following s
I-triangles from Lemma 2.30.

X

[
a
iX

]

−−→ Y ⊕ IX
b̃
−→ Ca δ̃

99K X

X

[
a
jX

]

−−→ Y ⊕ JX
b̃′
−→ Ca

′ δ̃′
99K X

X



a
iX

jX




−−→ Y ⊕ IX ⊕ JX
b̃′′
−→ Ca

′′ δ̃′′
99K X

Then Ca
′′ ∼= Ca ⊕ JX ∼= Ca

′

⊕ IX . In particular, Ca is uniquely determined up to

isomorphism in C/[I] and does not depend on choices of sI-triangle X
iX

−−→ IX
pX

−−→
X〈1〉

λX

99K X .

Proof. From Lemma 2.31, there exists a commutative diagram.

X

X

JX

Y ⊕IX⊕JX

Y ⊕IX

JX

JX

Ca
′′

Ca

JX

X

X



a
iX

jX




// b̃′′ // δ̃′′ //❴❴❴❴❴

[
a
iX

]

// b̃ // δ̃ //❴❴❴❴❴❴

��

��

0

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

γ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

�

� � �

�

Since EI(Ca, JX) = 0, Ca
′′ ∼= Ca ⊕ JX . One can show Ca

′′ ∼= Ca
′

⊕ IX in the
same way. �

At the end of this subsection, we add the following lemma which is used in
section 5.

Lemma 2.33. Let I ⊂ X be subcategories of C and suppose that I ⊂ X is
strongly covariantly finite. Assume that EI(I,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〉 is faithful. Let x : X → X ′ be in X and take s

I-

triangles X → IX → X〈1〉
λX

99K X and X ′ → IX
′

→ X ′〈1〉 λ
X′

99K X ′. Then we obtain

x〈1〉 : X〈1〉 → X ′〈1〉 where xλX = λX
′

x〈1〉. If x〈1〉 = 0 in C/[I], xλX = 0 and x
factors through IX . �

Remark 2.34. X → IX → X〈1〉
λX

99K X in Lemma 2.33 is not only an s
I-triangle

but also an sI-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. [5, II.1] Let Σ,Ω: C → C be additive (endo)functors.
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(1) We define a category RTri by:

• Objects are diagrams in C of the form X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ ΣX .

• Morphisms are triplets (x, y, z) which satisfy the following commutative
diagram.

X1

X2

Y1

Y2

Z1

Z2

ΣX1

ΣX2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

f2 // g2 // h2 //

x

��

y

��

z

��

Σx

��

� � �

(2) We define a category LTri by:

• Objects are diagrams in C of the form ΩZ
h′

−→ X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z.

• Morphisms are triplets (x, y, z) which satisfy the following commutative
diagram.

ΩZ1

ΩZ2

X1

X2

Y1

Y2

Z1

Z2

h′
1 // f1 // g1 //

h′
2 // f2 // g2 //

Ωz

��

x

��

y

��

z

��

� � �

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

Definition 2.36. [5, II.1]

(1) A right triangulated category is a triplet (C,Σ,∇) where:
(i) Σ: C → C be an additive functor.
(ii) ∇ is a full subcategory of RTri.
(iii) (C,Σ,∇) satisfies all of the axioms of a triangulated category except that

Σ is not necessarily an equivalence.
(2) A left triangulated category is a triplet (C,Ω,∆) where:

(i) Ω: C → C be an additive functor.
(ii) ∆ is a full subcategory of LTri.
(iii) (C,Ω,∆) satisfies all of the axioms of a triangulated category except that

Ω is not necessarily an equivalence.

Remark 2.37. For the convenience of the reader, we list the axioms of right
triangulated categories (C,Σ,∇) below.

(RT0) ∇ is closed under isomorphisms.

(RT1) (i) For any X ∈ C, the sequence X
id
−→ X → 0→ ΣX is in ∇.

(ii) For any f : X → Y , there exists X
f
−→ Y → Z → ΣX in ∇.

(RT2) Let X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ ΣX be in ∇, then Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ ΣX

−Σf
−−−→ ΣY is also in

∇.
(RT3) Assume that there exists a commutative diagram where each row is in ∇.

X1 Y1 Z1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 Z2 ΣX2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

f2 // g2 // h2 //

x

��

y

��

Σx

��

�
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Then there exists z : Z1 → Z2 which makes the following diagram commu-
tative.

X1 Y1 Z1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 Z2 ΣX2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

f2 // g2 // h2 //

x

��

y

��

z

��

Σx

��

� � �

(RT4) Assume that a′′ = a′a and X
a
−→ Y

b
−→ C

c
−→ ΣX , Y

a′

−→ Z
b′

−→ D
c′

−→ ΣY ,

X
a′′

−−→ Z
b′′

−→ E
c′′

−→ ΣX are in ∇. Then there exists C
s
−→ E

t
−→ D

u
−→ ΣC

in ∇ which makes the following diagram commutative.

X Y C ΣX

X Z E ΣX

D D ΣY

ΣY ΣC
Σb //

a // b // c //

a′′ // b′′ // c′′ //

c′ //

a′

��

b′

��

c′

��

s

��

t

��

u

��

Σa

��

��

� �

�

�

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

(1) For any right triangle X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ ΣX ,

C(−, X)
f◦−
−−−→ C(−, Y )

g◦−
−−→ C(−, Z)

is exact.
(2) Assume that there exists a commutative diagram where each row is in ∇ and

x, y are isomorphism.

X1 Y1 Z1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 Z2 ΣX2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

f2 // g2 // h2 //

x∼

��

y∼

��

Σx∼

��

�

Then there exists an isomorphism z : Z1 → Z2 which makes the following dia-
gram commutative.

X1 Y1 Z1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 Z2 ΣX2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

f2 // g2 // h2 //

x∼

��

y∼

��

z∼

��

Σx∼

��

� � �

Finally, we define pretriangulated categories.

Definition 2.39. [5, II.1] (C,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) is a pretriangulated category if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(i) (Σ,Ω) is an adjoint pair of additive endofunctors Σ,Ω: C → C.
Now, let α be a unit and β be a counit.
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(ii) (C,Σ,∇) is a right triangulated category.
(iii) (C,Ω,∆) is a left triangulated category.
(iv) For any commutative diagrams in C:

X1

ΩZ2

Y1

X2

Z1

Y2

ΣX1

Z2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

h′
2 // f2 // g2 //

s

��

t

��

βZ2◦Σs

��

�

X1

ΩZ2

Y1

X2

Z1

Y2

ΣX1

Z2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

h′
2 // f2 // g2 //

u′

��
t′

��

Ωu′◦αX1

��

�

where X1
f1
−→ Y1

g1
−→ Z1

h1−→ ΣX1 is a right triangle and (ΩZ2
h′
2−→ X2

f2
−→

Y2
g2
−→ Z2) ∈ ∆ is a left triangle, then there exist u and s′ which make following

diagrams commutative.

X1

ΩZ2

Y1

X2

Z1

Y2

ΣX1

Z2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

h′
2 // f2 // g2 //

s

��

t

��

u

��

βZ2◦Σs

��

� � �

X1

ΩZ2

Y1

X2

Z1

Y2

ΣX1

Z2

f1 // g1 // h1 //

h′
2 // f2 // g2 //

u′

��
t′

��
s′

��

Ωu′◦αX1

��

� � �

Example 2.40. [5, II.1]

(1) A triangulated category (C, [1],△) is a pretriangulated category (C, [1], [−1],
△,△).

(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 ∩ Z,V ∩ Z by
I,J , respectively. We consider the following two conditions:

(RM1) I ⊂ Z is strongly contravariantly finite.
(RM2) EI(S,Z) = 0 and EI(S,Z〈−1〉) = 0.

Dually, we also consider the following two conditions:

(LM1) J ⊂ Z is strongly covariantly finite.
(LM2) EJ (Z,V) = 0 and EJ (Z〈1〉,V) = 0.

For convenience, we also use the following conditions:

(MT1) I = J and I ⊂ 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 (MT2).
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Example 3.3. (1) [25] Assume that (C,E, s) is Frobenius with P = ProjE C. Then
(P , C,P) is a premutation triple.

(2) [18] Assume that C is a triangulated category. Let D be a functorially finite
rigid subcategory of C and (X ,Y) be a rigid D-mutation pair (see Appendix
B.9). We define Z = X ∩ Y. 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. LetM be a collection of Ob(C) which satisfies the condition
(SP1) in Appendix C.4 and (X ,Y) be a simple-minded 〈M〉-mutation pair
(see Appendix C.13). We define Z = X ∩ 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 A.5).
We define Z = T ∩ U . 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 = EP = EP and E(P ,−) = 0,E(−,P) = 0. Thus,
(MT2) holds.

(2) By definition of rigid D-mutation pairs, D ⊂ Z is functorially finite. In
particular, (MT1) holds. Z ⊂ ⊥D[1] ∩ D[−1]⊥ also follows from definition of
rigid D-mutation pairs. Note that Z〈1〉 ⊂ Y,Z〈−1〉 ⊂ X . Thus, E(D,Z) =
0,E(D,Z〈−1〉) = 0,E(Z,D) = 0 and E(Z〈1〉,D) = 0. In particular, (MT2) holds.

(3) Note that I = J = 0 since (X ,Y) is a simple-minded mutation pair, in
particular, E = EI = EI , 〈1〉 = [1], (MT1) hold. (MT2) follows from Z ⊂ ⊥M∩
M⊥ ∩ ⊥M[−1] ∩M[1]⊥.

(4) I = J since ((S, T ), (U ,V)) is concentric. By definition of twin cotorsion pair,
E(S,Z) = 0 and E(Z,V) = 0. From Z〈1〉 ⊂ U and Z〈−1〉 ⊂ 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]). �

From Example 3.3, we may consider premutation triples as a generalization of

concentric twin cotorsion pairs. We define new subcategories of C, Ũ and T̃ below.

We use these notations because U ⊂ Ũ and T ⊂ T̃ 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 Ũ as
CoConeEI (Z,S).

(2) Let (Z,V) be a left premutation double. We define T̃ as ConeEI (V ,Z).

Notation 3.5. (1) Let (S,Z) be a right premutation double. we denote Z/[I],

Ũ/[I] and C/[I] by Z , Ũ and C, respectively.

(2) Let (Z,V) be a left premutation double. we denote Z/[J ], T̃ /[J ] and C/[I]

by Z, T̃ and C, respectively.
(3) For x in Z, we denote x〈1〉 by x〈1〉.

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

(1) Let (S,Z) be a right premutation double. For U ∈ Ũ , take an s
I-triangle U

hU

−−→

ZU
gU

−−→ S 99K U . Then −◦hU : Z(ZU,Z)→ Ũ(U,Z) is a natural isomorphism.

In particular, there exists an additive functor σ : Ũ → Z ;U 7→ ZU which is a

left adjoint of the inclusion functor ισ : Z → Ũ .
(2) Let (Z,V) be a left premutation double. For T ∈ T̃ , take an sI-triangle T 99K

V −→ ZT
hT−−→ T . Then hT ◦ − : Z(Z, ZT )→ T̃ (Z, T ) is a natural isomorphism.

In particular, there exists an additive functor ω : T̃ → Z ;T 7→ ZT which is a

right adjoint of the inclusion functor ιω : Z → T̃ .
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Proof. We only prove (1). We denote hU , gU by h, g respectively. Since − ◦

h : Z(ZU,Z)→ Ũ(U,Z) is clearly well-defined and functorial, we only have to show
that this is bijective for any Z ′ ∈ Z. Take z : ZU → Z ′ with zh = 0. There exists an

sI-triangle Z
′〈−1〉 −→ I

pZ′

−−→ Z ′ λZ′

99K Z ′〈−1〉 because I ⊂ Z is strongly contravari-
antly finite. We denote pZ′ , λZ′ by p, λ, respectively. From λ is an EI -extension
and zh ∈ I, there exists a : U → I with zh = pa. Since EI(S,Z) = 0, there exists
a′ : ZU → I such that a = a′h. Then 0 = zh− pa = (z − pa′)h. Thus, there exists
z′ : S → Z ′ where z − pa′ = z′g. From EI(S,Z〈−1〉) = 0, λz′ = 0 and there exists
z′′ : S → I where z′ = pz′′. Therefore z = pa′ + z′g = p(a′ + z′′g) = 0, that is,

−◦ h is injective. On the other hand, −◦ h is surjective because EI(S,Z) = 0. �

Remark 3.7. (1) From Lemma 3.6(1), for z : ZU → Z in Z,

z = 0 in Z ⇐⇒ zhU = 0 in Ũ .

(2) From the above proof, for any morphism u : U → Z ′ where U ∈ Ũ and Z ′ ∈ Z,

there exists a morphism z : ZU → Z ′ which satisfies u = zhU in Ũ and such z
is unique up to [I].

(3) We can construct σ : Ũ → Z directly like 〈1〉.

• For U ∈ Ũ , there exists an s
I-triangle

U
hU

−−→ σU
gU

−−→ S
ρU

99K U

where σU ∈ Z and S ∈ S.

• For u : U1 → U2 in Ũ , there exist s
I-triangles U1

hU1

−−→ σU1
gU1

−−→ S1
ρU1

99K U1

and U2
hU2

−−→ σU2
gU2

−−→ S2
ρU2

99K U2 where S1, S2 ∈ S. We denote σU1, σU2

by Z1, Z2, respectively. Then there exists a unique morphism z : Z1 → Z2

in C up to [I] which makes the following commutative diagram commu-
tative from (2).

U1 Z1

U2 Z2

hU1 //

hU2 //

u

��

z

��

�

We define σ(u) as z.

Then, σ induces σ : Ũ → Z. From uniqueness of left adjoint functor up to
natural isomorphisms, so is σ. In particular, σ does not depend on the choices
of sI-triangles in Lemma 3.6 up to natural isomorphisms.

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

(2) We denote the unit of the adjoint pair (σ, ισ) by η.
(3) We denote the counit of the adjoint pair (ιω , ω) by ε.

3.2. Mutation triples.

Condition 3.9. We consider the following conditions:

(RM3) (i) ConeEI (Z,Z) ⊂ Ũ .
(ii) S and Z are closed under extensions in EI .

(LM3) (i) CoConeEJ (Z,Z) ⊂ T̃ .
(ii) Z and V are closed under extensions in EJ .

(MT3) (RM3) and (LM3).

Definition 3.10. Let S,Z,V be subcategories of C.

(1) (S,Z) is a right mutation double if (S,Z, I) 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 Inj C is strongly functorially finite. Then
(C, Inj C) 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 EX ∩ EX is a mutation triple.

(3) [18] In the case of Example 3.3(2), we additionally assume that X = Y and
(IY3) in Appendix B.11. Then (D,Z,D) is a mutation triple.

(4) [8] In the case of Example 3.3(3), we additionally assume that X = Y and
(SP3) in Appendix C.15. Then (〈M[1]〉,Z, 〈M[−1]〉) is a mutation triple.

(5) [24] In the case of Example 3.3(4), (S,Z,V) is a mutation triple.

Proof. (1) 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 Ũ = C and P is closed under extensions in E. (2) is direct
from (1). (3) follows from Lemma 2.20 and [18, Lemma 4.3]. (4) is by definition of
(SP3). (5) follows from Lemma A.13 and the definition of twin cotorsion pairs. �

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 Σ = σ ◦ 〈1〉 : Z → Z, called right mutation.

(2) Let (Z,V) be a left mutation double. We define an additive functor Ω =
ω ◦ 〈−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 Σ 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.11).

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
(Σ,Ω) is an adjoint pair.

Proof. From Lemma 3.6, we only have to show that there exists a bifunctorial

isomorphism Φ: Ũ(Z〈1〉, Z ′)
∼
−→ T̃ (Z,Z ′〈−1〉) for any Z,Z ′ ∈ Z. For z : Z〈1〉 → Z ′,

we take an s
I-triangle Z

iZ

−→ IZ
pZ

−−→ Z〈1〉
λZ

99K Z and an sI -triangle Z
′〈−1〉

iZ′
−−→

IZ′
pZ′

−−→ Z ′ λZ′

99K Z ′〈−1〉. Then there exists z′ : Z → Z ′〈−1〉 which makes the
following diagram commutative since pZ′ is a right I-approximation.

Z

Z ′〈−1〉

IZ

IZ′

Z〈1〉

Z ′

Z

Z ′〈−1〉

iZ // pZ // λZ

//❴❴❴

iZ′ // −pZ′ // −λZ′//❴❴

z′

�� ��

z

��

z′

��

� � �

Then, we define Φ(z) = z′. 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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[I] where z′λZ = −λZ′z. This correspondence is also surjective since iZ is a left
I-approximation. Finally, this is bifunctorial because z′ is uniquely determined by
the commutativity of right square. �

Notation 3.15. We denote the unit (resp. counit) of (Σ,Ω) by α (resp. β).

Remark 3.16. From Lemma 3.6, 3.14, we have the following isomorphisms for
Z,Z ′ ∈ Z.

Z(ΣZ,Z ′)
−◦hZ〈1〉

−−−−−→ Ũ(Z〈1〉, Z ′)
Φ

−−−−−→ T̃ (Z,Z ′〈−1〉)
hZ′〈−1〉◦−

←−−−−−−− Z(Z,ΩZ ′)
(3.1)

Then, for f : Z → ΩZ ′ in Z, the corresponding morphism f ′ : ΣZ → Z ′ in (3.1)
is uniquely determined by the following commutative diagram up to [I].

Z Z〈1〉 ΣZ

ΩZ ′ Z ′〈−1〉 Z ′

λZ

oo❴ ❴ ❴ hZ〈1〉
//

hZ′〈−1〉

//
−λZ′

oo❴ ❴

f

��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

�� ��
f ′

��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

� � � (3.2)

Note that f ′ = βZ′ ◦ Σ(f) and f = Ω(f ′) ◦ αZ .

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])

λX 7→ lX

E(Y, Y 〈−1〉)
∼
−→ C(Y [−1], Y 〈−1〉)

∼
−→ C(Y, Y 〈−1〉[1])

λY 7→ −lY [−1] 7→ −lY
then Φ in Lemma 3.14 is defined by the following commutative diagram in C.

Z〈1〉 Z[1]

Z ′ Z ′〈−1〉[1]

lZ //

lZ′ //

z

��

Φ(z)

��

�

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

s
I-triangle U

u
−→ U ′ → S 99K U where U,U ′ ∈ Ũ . Then σ(u) : σU → σU ′ is an

isomorphism.

Proof. By definition of mutation triples, there exists an s
I-triangle S′

99K U ′ →
Z ′ → S′ where Z ′ ∈ Z and S′ ∈ S. Since S is closed under extensions in EI , there
exists the following commutative diagram in C

U

U

U ′

Z ′

S′

S

S′′

S′

U

U

u // // //❴❴❴❴

// // //❴❴❴
��

��

��

��

� � �

�
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where S′′ ∈ S. Thus, we obtain an s
I -triangle U → Z ′ → S′′

99K U . From
uniqueness of σ, σ(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 σ.

• For X ∈ Z, there exists the following s
I-triangle (and also an sI-triangle)

where IX ∈ I and we fix it.

X
iX

−−→ IX
pX

−−→ X〈1〉
λX

99K X

Then we define iX , pX , λX by the above fixed s
I-triangle.

• For U ∈ Ũ , there exists the following s
I-triangle where σU ∈ Z, SU ∈ S and

we fix it.

U
hU

−−→ σU
gU

−−→ SU
ρU

99K U

Then we define hU , gU , ρU by the above fixed s
I-triangle. For Z ∈ Z, we always

take σZ and hZ so that σZ = Z and hZ = idZ .

We remind readers that 〈1〉 : Z → Ũ and σ : Ũ → Z do not depend on the choices
of the above s

I-triangles up to natural isomorphisms.

Remark 4.1. Let U ∈ Ũ . From Remark 3.7(3), σ(hU ) is one of the morphisms
which makes the following diagram in C commutative. Note that hσU = idσU .

U σU

σU σU

hU

//

hσU

//

hU

��

σ(hU )

��

�

From uniqueness of σ(hU ) up to [I], σ(hU ) = σ(hU ) = idσU .

4.1. Right triangles induced by a mutation triple.

Notation 4.2. (1) From Lemma 2.30, for a : X → Y in Z, there exists the follow-
ing s

I-triangle and we fix it.

X

[
a
iX

]

−−→ Y ⊕ IX
b̃
−→ Ca δ̃

99K X

Then we define b̃, Ca and δ̃ by the above s-triangle. We also define ã =
[
a
iX

]

and b as the composition of Y

[
1
0

]

−−→ Y ⊕ IX
b̃
−→ Ca.
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(2) From Lemma 2.31, there exists the following commutative diagram and we fix
it.

X

X

Y

Y ⊕IX

IX

Y

Y

Ca

X〈1〉

Y

X

X

Y ⊕IX

ã // b̃ // δ̃ //❴❴❴

iX // pX // λX

//❴❴❴

[
−1
0

]

//

[
1
0

]

��

[0 1]

��

0

��✤
✤
✤
✤

b

��

ca

��

γa

��✤
✤
✤
✤

ã

��

�

� � �

� �

(4.1)

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

There exists the following sequence in Z.

X
ã
−→ Y ⊕ IX

hCa
◦ b̃

−−−−→ σCa
σ(c)
−−→ ΣX (4.2)

We show that the sequence (4.2) in Notation 4.2 does not depend on choices of
c and s

I-triangle X → IX → X〈1〉 λ
X

99K X .

Lemma 4.3. (1) c in Notation 4.2(2) is uniquely determined in Z.
(2) (4.2) in Notation 4.2 does not depend on the choices of 〈1〉, up to isomorphisms

of sequences in Z.

Proof. (1) If c, c′ : Ca → X〈1〉 satisfies δ̃ = λc = λc′, then c − c′ factors through
IX .

(2) Take another s
I -triangle X

jX

−−→ JX
qX

−−→ X〈1〉′ λ′X

99K X where jX is a left
I-approximation. Let µ : 〈1〉 ⇒ 〈1〉′ be a natural isomorphism defined in Remark

2.24 and Σ′ = σ ◦ 〈1〉′. Then λX = λ′
X
mX holds. From Corollary 2.32, there exists

the following commutative diagrams.

X Y ⊕IX Ca X

X Y ⊕IX⊕JX Ca
′′

X

X Y ⊕JX Ca
′

X

ã // b̃ // δ̃ //❴❴❴

ã′′ // b̃′′ // δ̃′′ //❴❴❴

ã′ // b̃′ // δ̃′ //❴❴❴

f1

OO

g1

OO

f2

��

g2

��

� � �

� � �

Ca σCa

Ca
′′

σCa
′′

Ca
′

σCa
′

hCa

//

hCa′′

//

hCa′

//

OO

g1

OO

σ(g1)

g2

��

σ(g2)

��

�

�

Let c : Ca → X〈1〉 and c′ : Ca
′

→ X〈1〉′ in Notation 4.2(2), then there exist the
following commutative diagrams in C.

Ca σCa

X〈1〉 ΣX

hCa

//

hX〈1〉
//

c

��

σ(c)

��

�

Ca′ σCa
′

X〈1〉′ Σ′X

hCa′

//

hX〈1〉′

//

c′

��
σ(c′)

��

�
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So, λ′
X
mXcg1 = δ̃g1 = δ̃′g2 = λ′

X
c′g2. Thus, mXc = c′g2g1

−1. Therefore, the
following commutative diagram exists in C.

X Y ⊕IX Ca ΣX

X Y ⊕JX Ca
′

Σ′X

ã // hCa
b̃// σ(c) //

ã′ // hCa′

b̃′// σ(c′) //

f2f1
−1

∼

��

σ(g2g1
−1)∼

��
σ(mX )∼

��

�
� �

�

Lemma 4.4. Let a : X → Y be in Z and X
a′

−→ Y
b′

−→ U ′ δ′

99K X be s
I-triangle

where a = a′. Then there exists a morphism s : σCa → σU ′ which makes the
following diagram in Z commutative where s is an isomorphism.

X Y σCa ΣX

X Y σU ′ ΣX

a // hCa
b // σ(c) //

a′ // hCa′

b′ //
σ(c′)

//

s∼

��

� � �

In particular, the isomorphism class of the sequence (4.2) in Z does not depend
on the choice of a up to [I].

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 s
I-

triangles X1
a1−→ Y1

b1−→ U1
δ1
99K X1 and X2

a2−→ Y2
b2−→ U2

δ2
99K X2 where Xi, Yj ∈ Z

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2.

X1 Y1 U1 X1

X2 Y2 U2 X2

a1 // b1 // δ1 //❴❴❴

a2 // b2 // δ2 //❴❴❴

x

��

y

��

u

��

x

��

� � �

This induces the following commutative diagram in Z.

X1 Y1 σU1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 σU2 ΣX2

a1 //
hU1b1 //

σ(c1) //

a2 //
hU2b2 //

σ(c2) //

x

��

y

��

σ(u)

��

Σx

��

� � �



22 RYOTA IITSUKA

Proof. First, we recall the following commutative diagrams in C.

X1 IX1 X1〈1〉 X1

X1 Y1 U1 X1

X2 Y2 U2 X2

X2 IX2 X2〈1〉 X2

iX1 // pX1
// λX1 //❴❴❴

a1 // b1 // δ1 //❴❴❴

a2 // b2 // δ2 //❴❴❴

iX2 // pX2
// λX2 //❴❴❴

OO OO

c1

x

��

y

��

u

��

x

��

��

c2

��

� � �

� � �

� � �

X1 IX1 X1〈1〉 X1

X2 IX2 X2〈1〉 X2

iX1 // pX1
// λX1 //❴❴❴

iX2 // pX2
// λX2 //❴❴❴

x

�� ��

x〈1〉

��

x

��

� � �

Then λX2x〈1〉c1 = xλX1c1 = xδ1 = λX2c2u. Thus, x〈1〉c1 − c2u factors through
IX2 and x〈1〉c1 = c2u. Applying σ to this diagram, we obtain the right square of
the following commutative diagram in C.

U1 σU1 ΣX1

U2 σU2 ΣX2

hU1

//
σ(c1) //

hU2

//
σ(c2) //

u

��

σ(u)

��

Σx

��

� �

Therefore, the claim holds. �

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Since iX : X → IX is a left I-approximation, a−a′ factors
through iX . Let kX : IX → Y where a − a′ = kX iX . There exists an s-triangle

IX

[
kX

1

]

−−→ Y ⊕ IX
[
1 −kX

]

−−−→ Y
0

99K IX . Then we obtain the following commutative
diagram from Lemma 2.31.

IX IX

X Y ⊕IX Ca X

X Y U ′ X

IX IX

ã // b̃ // δ̃ //❴❴❴

a′ // b′ // δ′ //❴❴❴

[
kX

1

]

��

[
1 −kX

]

��

0

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

u

��

0

��✤
✤
✤
✤

�

�
�

�

�

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

Therefore, the sequence (4.2) does not depend on the choice of a up to [I]. 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.

X
a
−→ Y

hCa
◦b

−−−−→ σCa
σ(c)
−−→ ΣX
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We define

∇ =

(
sequences in Z isomorphic to one in

{X
a
−→ Y

hCa
◦b

−−−−→ σCa
σ(c)
−−→ ΣX | a is a morphism in Z}

)

and the sequence in ∇ is called a right triangle in Z.

Example 4.7. The diagram (4.1) induced by a = idZ for Z ∈ Z is the following
one.

Z

Z

Z

Z⊕IZ

IZ

Z

Z

IZ

Z〈1〉

Z

Z

Z

Z⊕IZ

[
1
iZ

]

//
[
−iZ 1

]
// 0 //❴❴❴

iZ // pZ // λZ

//❴❴❴

[
−1
0

]

//

[
1
0

]

��

[0 1]

��

0

��✤
✤
✤
✤

−iZ

��

pZ

��

−λZ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

[
1
iZ

]

��

�

� � �

�

�

Thus, Z
idZ

−−→ Z → 0→ ΣZ 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 (Z,Σ,∇) satisfies (RT0) and (RT1) in Remark 2.37.

Proof. (RT0) is by definition of∇. (RT1)(i) follows from Example 4.7. Since I ⊂ Z
is strongly covariantly finite, (RT1)(ii) holds from Lemma 2.30. �

Lemma 4.9. (Z ,Σ,∇) satisfies (RT2).

Proof. We only have to show for right triangles X
a
−→ Y

hCa
b

−−−→ σCa
σ(c)
−−→ ΣX . In

the rest of this proof, we denote σCa by Z. Recall that both b : Y → Ca and
hC

a

: Ca → Z are s
I -inflations. Thus hC

a

b, now denoted by b′, is also an inflation

and there exists an s
I -triangle Y

b′

−→ Z
c′

−→ U
δ′

99K Y . We define a′ : U → Y 〈1〉 by
the following commutative diagram.

Y Z U Y

Y IY Y 〈1〉 Y

b′ // c′ // δ′ //❴❴❴❴

// // λY

//❴❴❴
��

a′

��

� � �

This sI -triangle induces the following right triangle.

Y
b′

−→ Z
hUc′

−−−→ σU
σ(a′)
−−−→ ΣY
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It is enough to show that the above sequence is isomorphic to Y
b′

−→ Z
σ(c)
−−→

ΣX
−Σa
−−−→ ΣY . From (ET4), we obtain u : X〈1〉 → U and the following left com-

mutative diagram. We also obtain the following right commutative diagram.

SC
a

SC
a

Y Ca X〈1〉 Y

Y Z U Y

SC
a

SC
a

b // c // γ //❴❴❴

b′ // c′ // δ′ //❴❴❴❴

��✤
✤
✤
✤

hCa

��

��

��✤
✤
✤
✤

u

��

��

�

� � �

�

Ca σCa

X〈1〉 ΣX

U σU

hCa

//

hX〈1〉
//

hU

//

c

��

u

��

σ(c)

��

σ(u)

��

�

�

Then σ(u)σ(c)hC
a

= hUuc = hU c′hC
a

. From Remark 3.7(1), σ(u)σ(c) = hUc′.
On the other hand, from (4.1), aλX = −γ = −δ′u = −λY a′u. Thus there exists

the following commutative diagram.

X IX X〈1〉 X

Y IY Y 〈1〉 Y

iX // pX // λX

//❴❴❴

iY // pY // λY

//❴❴❴

a

�� ��

−a′u

��

a

��

� �
�

So, a〈1〉 = −a′u and Σa = −σ(a′)σ(u). From Lemma 3.18, σ(u) is an isomorphism.
Therefore, there exists the following commutative diagram we wanted.

Y Z ΣX ΣY

Y Z σU ΣY

b′ // σ(c) // −Σa //

b′ // hUc′ // σ(a′) //

σ(u)∼

��

� � �

�

Lemma 4.10. (Z,Σ,∇) satisfies (RT3), that is, the following statement holds.
Assume that there exists the following commutative diagram where each row is

a right triangle.

X1 Y1 σCa1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 σCa2 ΣX2

a1 //
hCa1

b1 //
σ(c1) //

a2 //
hCa2

b2 //
σ(c2) //

x

��

y

��

Σx

��

�

Then there exists z : σCa1 → σCa2 which makes the following diagram commuta-
tive.

X1 Y1 σCa1 ΣX1

X2 Y2 σCa2 ΣX2

a1 //
hCa1

b1 //
σ(c1) //

a2 //
hCa2

b2 //
σ(c2) //

x

��

y

��

z

��

Σx

��

� � �
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Proof. From ya1 = a2x and iX1 is a left I-approximation, there exists j1 : I
X1 →

Y2, j2 : I
X1 → IX2 where a2x − ya1 = j1i

X1 and iX2x = j2i
X1 . Then

[
y j1
0 j2

]
ã1 =

[
ya1 + j1i

X1

j2i
X1

]
= ã2x. Thus, there exists the following commutative diagram in C.

X1 Y1⊕IX1 C X1

X2 Y2⊕IX2 Ca2 X2

ã1 // // //❴❴❴

ã2 // b̃2 // δ̃2 //❴❴❴

x

��

[
y j1
0 j2

]

�� ��

x

��

� � �

The statement follows from Lemma 4.4 and Claim 4.5. �

To show (Z ,Σ,∇) satisfies (RT4), we need some preparations.

Lemma 4.11. Let U1
a
−→ U2

b
−→ U3

δ
99K U1 be an s

I-triangle where U1, U2, U3 ∈
ConeEI (Z,Z). Then there exist three s

I-triangles:

S2 99K U2
z2−→ Z2 → S2

S3 99K U3
u3−→ U3

′ → S3

σU1
x
−→ Z2

y
−→ U3

′ ǫ
99K Z1

where S2, S3 ∈ S, Z2 ∈ Z, U3
′ ∈ ConeEI (Z,Z) and make the following diagram

commutative.

U1 U2 U3 U1

σU1 Z2 U3
′ σU1

a // b // δ //❴❴❴

x // y // ǫ //❴❴❴

hU1

��

z2

��

u3

��
hU1

��

� � �

Moreover, there exists the following commutative diagram.

σU1 σU2 σU3 Σ(σU1)

σU1 Z2 σU3
′ Σ(σU1)

σ(a) // σ(b) //
σ(cxu3)//

x //
hU3

′
y
// σ(cx)//

σ(z2)

��

σ(u3)

��

� � �

In particular,

σU1
σ(a)
−−−→ σU2

σ(b)
−−→ σU3

σ(cxu3)
−−−−−→ Σ(σU1)

is a right triangle.

Proof. First, one can easily show Z∗(Cone(Z,Z)) = Cone(Z,Z) in EI from Propo-

sition 2.8. From the dual of Proposition 2.8 with s
I-triangles U1

a
−→ U2

b
−→ U3

δ
99K
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and U1
hU1

−−→ σU1 → SU1
ρU1

99K U1, we obtain the following commutative diagram.

U3 U3

SU1 U1 σU1 SU1

SU1 U2 U2
′

SU1

U3 U3

//❴❴❴ hU1 // //

//❴❴❴
u2 // //

δ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

a

��

b

��

hU1δ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

u2
′

��

v2
′

��

�

� � �

�

Note that U2
′ ∈ ConeEI (Z,Z) by the first remark.

Next, from (ET4) with s
I -triangles σU1

u2
′

−−→ U2
′ v2

′

−−→ U3
hU1δ
99K σU1 and U2

′ hU2
′

−−−→

σU2
′ → SU2

′ ρU2
′

99K U2
′, there exists the following commutative diagram where U3

′ ∈
ConeEI (Z,Z).

σU1 σU1

SU2
′

U2
′ σU2

′
SU2

′

SU2
′ U3 U3

′
SU2

′

σU1 σU1

//❴❴❴ hU2
′

// //

//❴❴❴
u3 // //

u2
′

��

v2
′

��

hU1δ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

x

��

y

��

ǫ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

�

� � �

�

Since U3
′ ∈ ConeEI (Z,Z), we obtain an s

I-triangle U3
′ hU3

′

−−−→ σU3
′ → SU3

′ ρU3
′

99K

U3
′. From (ET4), there exist the following commutative diagrams.

SU2
′

SU2
′

U2 U2
′

SU1 U2

U2 σU2
′ S2 U2

SU2
′

SU2
′

u2 // // //❴❴❴

z2 // // //❴❴❴

��✤
✤

✤

hU2
′

��

��

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

�

� � �

�

SU3
′

SU3
′

U3 U3
′

SU2
′ U3

U3 σU3
′ S3 U3

SU3
′

SU3
′

u3 // // //❴❴❴

z3 // // //❴❴❴

��✤
✤

✤

hU3
′

��

��

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

�

� � �

�

We denote hU2
′

u2, h
U3

′

u3 by z2, z3, respectively. Note that S2, S3 ∈ S since S is
closed under extensions in EI .
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Then we finally obtain three s
I-triangles

S2 99K U2
z2−→ σU2

′ → S2

SU
′
2 99K U3

u3−→ U3
′ → SU

′
2

σU1
x
−→ σU2

′ y
−→ U3

′ ǫ
99K σU1

and the following commutative diagram in C.

U1 U2 U3 U1

σU1 σU2
′ U3

′ σU1

a // b // δ //❴❴❴

x // y // ǫ //❴❴❴

hU1

��

z2

��

u3

��
hU1

��

� � �

There exists the following commutative diagram

U1 U2 U3 σU3

σU1 σU2
′ U3

′ σU3
′

σU1 IσU1 (σU1)〈1〉 Σ(σU1)

a // b // hU3 //

x // y // hU3
′

//

iσU1 // pσU1
// h(σU1)〈1〉

//

hU1

��

z2

��

��

u3

��

cx

��

σ(u3)

��

σ(cx)

��

� � �

� � �

and σU1
x
−→ σU2

′ hU3
′
y

−−−−→ σU3
′ σ(cx)
−−−→ Σ(σU1) is a right triangle.

Since we define σZ = Z for Z ∈ Z, x = σ(x) = σ(xhU1 ) = σ(z2a) and

hU3
′

yσ(z2) = σ(hU3
′

yz2) = σ(y)σ(z2) = σ(u3)σ(b) from Remark 4.1. Thus, the
following diagram in C is commutative.

σU1 σU2 σU3 Σ(σU1)

σU1 σU2
′ σU3

′ Σ(σU1)

σ(a) // σ(b) //
σ(cxu3)//

x //
hU3

′
y
// σ(cx) //

σ(z2)

��

σ(u3)

��

� � �

From Lemma 3.18, σ(u2) and σ(u3) are isomorphism. Therefore the statement
holds. �

Proposition 4.12. (Z,Σ,∇) satisfies (RT4).

Proof. Let

X1

x1

−→ X2
hCx1y1

−−−−−→ σCx1
σ(cx1)
−−−−→ ΣX1

X1

x2

−→ X3
hCx2y2

−−−−−→ σCx2
σ(cx2)
−−−−→ ΣX2

X2

x3

−→ X3
hCx3y3

−−−−−→ σCx3
σ(cx3)
−−−−→ ΣX3

be right triangles where x2 = x3x1, Xi ∈ Z for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. From Lemma 4.4, we

may assume xi is an s
I -inflation for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 and x2 = x3x1. Indeed, there exist

j : IX1 → X3 which satisfies x2 = x3x1 + jiX1 since iX1 is a left I-approximation,

and x̃2 =

[
x2
iX1

]
=

[
x3 j
0 1

]
x̃1. From Remark 2.38, we may replace x1, x2 and x3 by

x̃1,

[̃
x3 j
0 1

]
x̃1 and

[̃
x3 j
0 1

]
, respectively.
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In the rest of the proof, we denote Cxi by Ui. There exist sI-triangles

X1
x1−→ X2

y1
−→ U1

δ1
99K X1

X1
x2−→ X3

y2
−→ U2

δ2
99K X2

X2
x3−→ X3

y3
−→ U3

δ3
99K X3.

From (ET4),

U3 U3

X1 X2 U1 X1

X1 X3 U2 X1

U3 U3 X2

x1 // y1 // δ1 //❴❴❴

x2 // y2 // δ2 //❴❴❴

δ3 //❴❴❴

δ3

��✤
✤
✤
✤

x3

��

y3

��

δ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

a

��

b

��

x1

��

�

� � �

� �

and we obtain s
I-triangle U1

a
−→ U2

b
−→ U3

δ
99K U1. By Claim 4.5,

X1 X2 U1 X1

X1 X3 U2 X1

x1 // y1 // δ1 //❴❴❴

x2 // y2 // δ2 //❴❴❴

x3

��

a

��

� � �

induces

X1 X2 σU1 ΣX1

X1 X3 σU2 ΣX1.

x1 //
hU1y1 // σ(cx1 )//

x2 //
hU2y2 // σ(cx2 )//

x3

��

σ(a)

��

� � � (4.3)

From Lemma 4.11, there exists the following commutative diagram

U1 U2 U3 U1

σU1 Z2 U3
′ Z1

a // b // δ //❴❴❴

x // y // ǫ //❴❴❴

hU1

��

z2

��

u3

��

z1

��

� � �

where Z2 ∈ Z and U3
′ ∈ ConeEI (Z,Z). Moreover, there exists the following

commutative diagram.

σU1 σU2 σU3 Σ(σU1)

σU1 Z2 σU3
′ Σ(σU1)

σ(a) // σ(b) //
σ(cxu3)//

x //
hU3

′
y

// σ(cx) //

σ(z2)

��

σ(u3)

��

� � �
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Thus, by Claim 4.5 again,

X2 X3 U3 X2

σU1 Z2 U ′
3 σU1

x3 // y3 // δ3 //❴❴❴

x // y // ǫ //❴❴❴

hU1y1

��

z2y2

��

u3

��
hU1y1

��

�
� �

induces

X2 X3 σU3 ΣX2

σU1 Z2 σU ′
3 Σ(σU1) .

x3 //
hU3y3 // σ(cx3 ) //

x //
hU3

′
y
// σ(cσ(a))//

hU1y1

��

z2y2

��

σ(u3)

��

ΣhU1y1

��

� � �

Then we obtain the following commutative diagram.

X2 X3 σU3 ΣX2

σU1 Z2 σU ′
3 Σ(σU1)

σU1 σU2 σU3 Σ(σU1)

x3 //
hU3y3 // σ(cx3 ) //

x //
hU3

′
y
// σ(cσ(a))//

σ(a) // σ(b) //
σ(cxu3)//

hU1y1

��

z2y2

��

σ(u3)

��

ΣhU1y1

��

OO

σ(z2)

OO

σ(u3)

�

� �

�

�

�

(4.4)

Note that σ(z2)
−1z2y2 = σ(z2)

−1σ(z2y2) = σ(y2) = hU2y2. Thus, we obtain the
following commutative diagram from (4.3) and (4.4).

X1 X2 σU1 ΣX1

X1 X3 σU2 ΣX1

σU3 σU3

ΣX2 Σ(σU1)
Σ(hU1y1)//

x1 //
hU1y1 // σ(cx1 ) //

x2 //
hU2y2 // σ(cx2 ) //

x3

��

hU3y3

��

σ(cx3 )

��

σ(a)

��

σ(b)

��

σ(cσ(a)u3)

��

��

�

�

�
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So, it is enough to show that Σx1σ(c
x2) = σ(cx3)σ(b). From the following

commutative diagram:

X1 X3 U2 X1

X1 IX1 X1〈1〉 X1

X2 IX2 X2〈1〉 X2

X2 X3 U3 X2

x2 // y2 // δ2 //❴❴❴

iX1 // pX1
// λX1 //❴❴❴

iX2 // pX2
// λX2 //❴❴❴

x3 // y3 // δ3 //❴❴❴

��
cx2

��

x1

�� ��

x1〈1〉

��

x1

��

OO OO

cx3

� � �

� �
�

� � �

then λX2cx3b = δ3b = x1δ2 = x1λ
X1cx2 = λX2x1〈1〉cx2 . So, x1〈1〉cx2 = cx3b.

Applying σ, Σx1σ(c
x2) = σ(cx3)σ(b) holds. �

To sum up, we obtain the following result.

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

Proof. From Lemma 4.8, 4.9, 4.10 and Proposition 4.12. �

Dually, we can construct left triangulated structures from left mutation double
(Z,V).

First, we fix the following s-triangles to define 〈−1〉 and ω.

• For X ∈ Z, there exists the following sI-triangle where IX ∈ I and we fix it:

X
λX

99K X〈−1〉
iX−−→ IX

pX
−−→ X

then we define iX , pX , λX by the above fixed sI -triangle.

• For T ∈ T̃ , there exists the following sI -triangle where ωT ∈ Z, VT ∈ V and
we fix it.

T
ρT
99K VT

gT
−−→ ωT

hT−−→ T

Then we define hT , gT , ρT by the above fixed sI-triangle. For Z ∈ Z, we always
take ωZ so that ωZ = Z.

Notation 4.14. (1) For b : Y → Z in Z, there exists the following sI-triangle from
dual of Lemma 2.30 and we fix it:

Z δ̂
99K Cb

â
−→ Y ⊕ IZ

[
b pX

]

−−→ Z

then we define â and δ̂ by the above sI-triangle. We also define b̂ =
[
b pX

]
and

a as the composition of Cb
â
−→ Y ⊕ IX

[
1 0
]

−−→ Y .
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(2) There exists following commutative diagram and we fix it:

Z

Z

Y

Z〈−1〉

Cb

Y

Y

IZ

Y ⊕IZ

Y

Z

Z

Z〈−1〉

λZ //❴❴❴
iZ // pZ //

δ̂ //❴❴❴❴ â // b̂ //

−γb //❴❴❴

γb

��✤
✤
✤
✤

cb

��

a

��

0

��✤
✤
✤
✤

[
0
1

]

��

[
1 0
]

��

λZ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

�

� � �

� �

(4.5)

then we define cb, γb by the above diagram. (We often drop “b” if there is no
confusion.)

There exists the sequence in Z:

ΩZ
ω(c)
−−−→ ωCb

âhCb

−−−→ Y ⊕ IZ
b̂
−→ Z. (4.6)

Definition 4.15. Let b : Y → Z in Z. Then there exists the unique sequence in Z
up to isomorphisms:

ΩZ
ω(c)
−−−→ ωCb

ahCb

−−−→ Y
b
−→ Z.

We define

∆ =

(
sequences in Z isomorphic to one in

{ΩZ
ω(c)
−−−→ ωCb

ahCb

−−−→ Y
b
−→ Z | b is a morphism in Z}

)

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

We omit the proof of the following statement, which is the dual of Corollary
4.13.

Proposition 4.16. Let (Z,V) be a left mutation double. Then (Z,Ω,∆) is a left
triangulated category.

4.3. Pretriangulated structures induced by mutation triples.

Theorem 4.17. (Z,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) is a pretriangulated category, that is, for the fol-
lowing commutative diagrams in Z:

X Y Z ΣX

ΩZ ′ X ′ Y ′ Z ′

a // hCa
b // σ(c) //

ω(c′) //
a′hC

b′ // b′ //

s

��

t

��

βZ′◦Σs

��

�

X Y Z ΣX

ΩZ ′ X ′ Y ′ Z ′

a // hCa
b // σ(c) //

ω(c′) //
a′hC

b′ // b′ //

Ωu′◦αX

��

t′

��

u′

��

�

where Z = σCa, c = ca, X ′ = ωCb′ and c′ = cb′ , there exists u : Z → Y ′ and
s′ : Y → X ′ which makes the following diagrams commutative.

X Y Z ΣX

ΩZ ′ X ′ Y ′ Z ′

a // hCa
b // σ(c) //

ω(c′) //
a′hC

b′ // b′ //

s

��

t

��

u

��

βZ′◦Σs

��

� � �

X Y Z ΣX

ΩZ ′ X ′ Y ′ Z ′

a // hCa
b // σ(c) //

ω(c′) //
a′hC

b′ // b′ //

Ωu′◦αX

��

s′

��

t′

��

u′

��

� � �
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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 = ω(c′)s, there exists j : IX → X ′ where ta+jiX = ω(c′)s. By (ET3) of
(C,E, s), we obtain u′ : Ca → Y ′ which makes the following diagram commutative.

X Y ⊕IX Ca X

Z ′〈−1〉 Cb′ Y ′ Z ′〈−1〉

ã // b̃ // δ̃ //❴❴❴

c′ // a′ // γb′ //❴❴

hZ′〈−1〉s

��

hC
b′

[t j]

��
u′

��

hZ′〈−1〉s

��

� � �

Since we assumed that EI(S,Z) = 0, u′ factors through hC
a

: Ca → Z. Then,
there exists a morphism u : Z → Y ′ where u′ = uhC

a

. Thus we obtain the following
commutative diagram.

Y ⊕IX Ca Z

Cb′ Y ′

b̃ // hCa

//

a′ //

hC
b′

[t j]

��
u′

�� u
uu

� �

Step.2 Checks for commutativity

Since uhC
a

b̃ = a′hCb′
[t j], uhC

a

b = a′hCb′
t. We only have to show that

βZ′Σ(s)σ(c) = b′u. Recall that we obtain s′ : ΣX → Z ′ where s′ = βZ′Σ(s) from
Remark 3.16 and the following commutative diagram exists.

X X〈1〉 ΣX

ΩZ ′ Z ′〈−1〉 Z ′

λX

oo❴ ❴ ❴ hX〈1〉
//

hZ′〈−1〉

//
−λZ′

oo❴ ❴

s

��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

�� ��
s′

��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧

� � �

Then λZ′s′σ(c)hC
a

= λZ′s′hX〈1〉c = −hZ′〈−1〉sλ
Xc = −hZ′〈−1〉sδ̃ = −γb′u′ =

λZ′ b̂′uhC
a

from (4.1) and (4.5). Thus, λZ′(s′σ(c)− b̂′u)hC
a

= 0 and (βZ′Σ(s)σ(c)−

b̂′u)hC
a

= 0. From Remark 3.7(1), βZ′Σ(s)σ(c)− b′u = 0. �

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

Proof. By definition of pretriangulated categories. �

We consider sufficient conditions that Ω and Σ 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
((S, T ), (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,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) defined by mutation triple (S,Z,V) is
a triangulated category.

(i) Z〈−1〉+ ⊂ S[−1] ∗ V.

(ii) Z〈1〉− ⊂ S ∗ V [1].

(See Appendix A.14 or [22, Definition 2.18] for definitions of T + 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 ∗ T ) = add(U ∗ V).
(HO) S ∗ V [1] = S[−1] ∗ V .

If one of the above two conditions holds, the TCP satisfies the condition in
(1). In particular, (Z,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) 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〉 ⋆Z〈1〉 =
{
E ∈ C

∣∣∣∣∣
X → E → Y δ

99K X where X ∈ Z〈−1〉, Y ∈ Z〈1〉

and δ is an EI ∩ EI-extension.

}
.

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

(MT4) ConeEI (V , I) ∩ (Z〈−1〉 ⋆ Z〈1〉) = CoConeEI (I,S) ∩ (Z〈−1〉 ⋆ Z〈1〉)

Theorem 5.4. Let (S,Z,V) be a mutation triple satisfying (MT4). Then the
quintuplet (Z,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) in Theorem 4.17 is a triangulated category.

Proof. We only prove ΣΩ ∼= Id. Let Z ∈ Z and we obtain the following left
commutative diagram in EI where V ∈ V and V ′ ∈ ConeEI (V , I) from (ET4) and
Remark 2.34. Note that hZ〈−1〉λ

ΩZ is an s
I -triangle.

From (MT4), there exists an s
I -triangle S δ

99K V ′ s
−→ I ′Z

t
−→ S where I ′Z ∈ I, S ∈

S. By (ET4) again, we obtain the following right commutative diagram in EI .

(ΩZ)〈1〉 (ΩZ)〈1〉

V ΩZ Z〈−1〉 V

V IΩZ V ′ V

(ΩZ)〈1〉 (ΩZ)〈1〉

//
hZ〈−1〉 //

ρZ〈−1〉//❴❴❴

// // //❴❴❴❴

λΩZ

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

��✤
✤

✤

f

��

g

��

�

� � �

�

Z〈−1〉 Z〈−1〉

S V ′ I ′Z S

S (ΩZ)〈1〉 Ψ(Z) S

Z〈−1〉 Z〈−1〉

δ //❴❴❴❴ s // t //

//❴❴ ~
(ΩZ)〈1〉

// //

f

��

g

��

hZ〈−1〉λ
ΩZ

��✤
✤

✤

i′Z

��

p′Z

��

ǫZ

��✤
✤

✤

�

� � �

�
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Thus, we obtain an s
I -triangle Z〈−1〉

i′Z−→ I ′Z
p′Z−−→ Ψ(Z)

ǫZ
99K Z〈−1〉. Then we

obtain the following diagram in EI .

Z〈−1〉 IZ Z Z〈−1〉

Z〈−1〉 I ′Z Ψ(Z) Z〈−1〉

iZ // pZ // λZ //❴❴❴

i′Z // p′Z // ǫZ //❴❴
��

ψZ

��

� � � (5.1)

One can show that ψZ is an isomorphism, like as proof of Lemma 2.23 since both
iZ and i′Z are left I-approximations. Then Ψ(Z) ∈ Z. For z : Z1 → Z2 in Z, there
exists the following commutative diagram in C.

Z1〈−1〉 I ′Z1
Ψ(Z1) Z1〈−1〉

Z2〈−1〉 I ′Z2
Ψ(Z2) Z2〈−1〉

i′Z1 //
p′Z1 //

ǫZ1//❴❴

i′Z2 //
p′Z2 //

ǫZ2//❴❴

z〈−1〉

�� ��
Ψ(z)

��

z〈−1〉

��

�

�

�
(5.2)

Then we define Ψ(z) : Ψ(Z1) → Ψ(Z2) as Ψ(z). We obtain an additive functor

Ψ: Z → Z. Moreover, ψZ induce a natural isomorphism ψ : Id⇒ Ψ from (5.1) and
(5.2).

Recall that S
gδ
99K (ΩZ)〈1〉

~
(ΩZ)〈1〉

−−−−−→ Ψ(Z) → S is an s
I -triangle. Then, from

Remark 3.7(3) and Ψ(Z) ∈ Z, there exists a morphism ϕZ : ΣΩZ → Ψ(Z) which
satisfies ~(ΩZ)〈1〉 = ϕZh

(ΩZ)〈1〉 and ϕZ is unique up to [I]. Because of this unique-
ness, one can show ϕ : Ψ⇒ ΣΩ is a natural isomorphism like Remark 3.7(3).

Therefore, (Z,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) is a triangulated category from Corollary 4.18.
�

Example 5.5. (1) [25] Assume that C is Frobenius with P = Proj
E
C. Then

a mutation triple (P , C,P) satisfies (MT4). More generally, for any strongly
functorially finite subcategory X , a mutation triple (X , C,X ) in EX ∩ EX also
satisfies (MT4).

(2) [18] In the case of Example 3.11(3), then a mutation triple (D,Z,D) satisfies
(MT4).

(3) [8] In the case of Example 3.11(4), then a mutation triple (〈S[1]〉,Z, 〈S[−1]〉)
satisfies (MT4).

(4) [24] In the case of Example 3.3(4) and we assume an additional condition that
ConeEI (V , I) = CoConeEI (I,S). Then a mutation triple (S,Z,V) satisfies
(MT4).

Proof. (1) follows from I = S = V and these are projective and injective. One can
show (2) from Z〈−1〉∗Z〈1〉 = Z∗Z = Z and ConeEI (V , I)∩Z = CoConeEI (I,S)∩
Z = D. Since ConeEI (V , I) = ConeE(V , 0) = V [1] = S[−1] = CoConeEI (I,S), (3)
holds. (4) is direct. �
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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, 24, 25] and mutation theories from [2, 7–9, 11, 16–18,
20, 21, 23, 27].

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

Definition A.1. [18, 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) C(U ,V) = 0.
(ii) C = U ∗ V .

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) E(U ,V) = 0.
(ii) C = Cone(V ,U).
(iii) C = 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 = {X ∈ C | E(X,V) = 0} and V = {X ∈ C | E(U , 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 ,Y be subcategories of C.

(1) X ∗1 Y = Cone(Y,X ). Note that X ∗1 Y = X ∗ Y[1] if C is triangulated.
(2) X ∗1 Y = CoCone(Y,X ). Note that X ∗1 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, T ), (U ,V) be CPs of C. A pair of CP ((S, T ), (U ,V)) is twin cotorsion
pair, or TCP if S ⊂ U .

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

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, Inj C)) 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) [17,20] Assume that C is a Krull-Schmidt triangulated category. If there exists
a functorially finite thick subcategory N in C and a CP of N (S,V), then
((S,S[−1]⊥), (⊥V [1],V)) is a TCP.

Moreover, if there exist a presilting subcategory P ′ and a silting subcategory
P of C where P ′ ⊂ P and N = thickP ′, then ((S,S[−1]⊥), (⊥V [1],V)) is a
concentric TCP with P ′ = S ∩ S[−1]⊥.

We define some important subcategories.

Definition A.7. [22, Definition 2.5,2.6] Let ((S, T ), (U ,V)) be a TCP in C.

(1) Z = T ∩ U is called core of the TCP.
(2) C+ = Cone(V ,Z) = Z ∗1 V .
(3) C− = CoCone(Z,S) = S ∗1 Z.
(4) H = C+ ∩ C−.
(5) H/[Z] is a heart of the TCP.

Remark A.8. For Ũ , T̃ in Notation 3.4, Ũ ⊂ C− and T̃ ⊂ C+ hold. If I ⊂
ProjC ∩ Inj C, then C− = Ũ and C+ = T̃ hold.

Example A.9. (1) Let A be a ring. The derived category of A-modules D(A) has

the standard t-structure (D≤0(A),D>0(A)).

This induces a CP (D<0(A),D>0(A)). We regard this CP as a TCP like
Example A.6(1).
• Z = D>0(A) ∩D<0(A) = 0

• C+ = 0 ∗1 D>0(A) = D≥0(A)

• C− = D<0(A) ∗1 0 = D≤0(A) (aisle of the t-structure)

• H/[Z] = C+ ∩ C− = D0(A) ∼= Mod(A) (heart of the t-structure)
(2) Let A be a ring. The perfect derived category of A in D(A), denoted by per(A),

has the standard co-t-structure (per≥0(A), per<0(A)).
This induces a CP (per≥0(A), per≤0(A)). We regard this CP as a TCP like

Example A.6(1).
• Z = per≥0(A) ∩ per≤0(A) = addA (co-heart of the co-t-structure)

• C+ = addA ∗1 per≤0(A) = per≤0(A)

• C− = per≥0(A) ∗
1 addA = per≥0(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 ∗1 V by N i and
S ∗1 V by N f .

(1) ((S, T ), (U ,V)) is called Hovey if N i = N f .
(2) ((S, T ), (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) [17] Assume that C has a silting subcategoryM. Let P be a presilting subcat-
egory which is functorially finite in C. Then ((S, T ), (U ,V)) defined as follows
is Hovey.
• S =

⋃
i≥0 P [−i] ∗ · · · ∗ P .

• T = S[−1]⊥.
• U := ⊥V [1].
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• V =
⋃
i≥0 P ∗ · · · ∗ P [i].

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

⋃
i>0 P [i] ∗ · · · ∗ P [1].

• T = S[−1]⊥.
• U = ⊥V [1].
• V =

⋃
i>0 P [−1] ∗ · · · ∗ P [−i].

(3) [18] 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 S2-subcategory (see Appendix B.13), ((D,D[−1]⊥), (⊥D[1],D)) is heart-
equivalent.

A.2. Relations between conic conflations and monic morphisms. The fol-
lowing statement is used in Example 3.11. In this section, we denote S ∩ T by I
for a concentric TCP ((S, T ), (U ,V)).

Definition A.12. [24, Definition 4.4] Let ((S, T ), (U ,V)) be a concentric TCP.

Let A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A be an s-triangle.

(1) A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A is called U-conic if A,B ∈ Z and C ∈ U .

(2) A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A is 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, T ), (U ,V)) be a concentric TCP. Let A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A
be an s-triangle.

(1) Assume A,B ∈ Z, then

A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A is U-conic. ⇐⇒ x is I-monic.

(2) Assume B,C ∈ Z, then

A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A is T -coconic. ⇐⇒ y is I-epic.

Proof. We only prove (1). Assume that A
x
−→ B

y
−→ C δ

99K A is U-conic. Then
E(C, I) = 0, so x is I-monic. On the other hand, assume that x is I-monic. From
E(Z, I) = 0 and long exact sequence, E(C, I) = 0. Take a conflation V → U →
C δ′′

99K where U ∈ U and V ∈ V . Then we obtain the following diagram.

A

A

V

U ′

B

V

V

U

C

V

A

A

// //

��

δ′

��✤
✤
✤
✤

x // y //
��

δ′′

��✤
✤
✤
✤

�� ��
//❴❴❴❴

δ //❴❴❴❴

�

�

�

�

�

Note that U ′ ∈ U since A,U ∈ U and U is closed under extensions. From δ′ ∈
E(Z,V) = 0, V ∈ U ∩ V = I. Thus, δ′′ ∈ E(C, I) = 0. Therefore, C ∈ U . �
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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 X+ ∈ C+ and the following commutative diagram in C where
S ∈ S, U ∈ U , Z ∈ Z and V ∈ V .

S S

V U X V

V Z X+ V

S S

// // //❴❴❴❴

// // //❴❴❴

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

ρX

��✤
✤
✤
✤

rX

��

sX

��

�

� � �

�

Moreover, (·)+ : C/[I]→ C+/[I] is a left adjoint functor of the inclusion functor
C+/[I]→ C/[I].

(2) There exist X− ∈ C− and the following commutative diagrams in C where
S ∈ S, T ∈ T , Z ∈ Z and V ∈ V .

S S

V X− X V

V Z T V

S S

rX // sX // ρX //❴❴❴❴

// // //❴❴❴❴

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

��✤
✤
✤
✤

��

��

�

� � �

�

Moreover, (·)− : C/[I]→ C−/[I] is a right adjoint functor of the inclusion func-
tor C−/[I]→ C/[I].

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) T +/[I] ⊂ N f/[I].
(ii) U−/[I] ⊂ N i/[I].

Let (Z,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) be a pretriangulated category defined by a mutation triple
(S,Z,V) in Theorem 4.17. Then (Z,Σ,Ω,∇,∆) is a triangulated category.

Proof. See [24, Remark 5.8]. �

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. [18, Section 3] [17, 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. [18, Section 3] We often use rigid instead of 2-rigid.

Example B.3. [2, 6]

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

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

B.2. Rigid mutation pairs.

Definition B.4. [18, Definition 2.5] Let D be a functorially finite rigid subcat-
egory. Let X ,Y be subcategories where D ⊂ X ,Y. We define the following two
subcategories:

(1) µ+(X ;D) = (D ∗ X [1]) ∩ ⊥D[1].
(2) µ−(Y;D) = (Y[−1] ∗ D) ∩D[−1]⊥.

Then µ+(X ;D) is called left mutation of X by D and µ−(Y;D) is called right
mutation of Y by D.

Remark B.5. There are different notations about µ+ and µ−. This paper used
the notations in [1] not [2, 18]. That is because notations in Definition B.4 are
“compatible” with [1], that is, µ+(X ; 0) = X [1].

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

(1) µ+(X ;D) = ConeED (X ,D).
(2) µ−(Y;D) = CoConeED (D,Y).

Proof. We only show (1). Take Z ∈ µ+(X ;D). Since Z ∈ D ∗ X [1], there exists a

triangle X
f
−→ D

g
−→ Z

h
−→ X [1] where X ∈ X , D ∈ D. From Z[−1] ∈ ⊥D, f is a left

D-approximation. Let Z ∈ ConeED (X ;D), then Z ∈ D ∗X [1]. From the long exact
sequence, Z ∈ ⊥D[1]. �

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

Definition B.7. [18, Section 2] In Definition B.4., we can define the following
functors by Lemma 2.23.

〈1〉 : X/[D]→ µ+(X ;D)/[D]

〈−1〉 : Y/[D]→ µ−(Y;D)/[D]

In the rest of this section, we denote µ+(X ;D) by X〈1〉 and µ−(Y;D) by Y〈−1〉.

The following statement is a corollary of Lemma 2.33.

Proposition B.8. [18, 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 ⊂ X ⊂ D[−1]⊥}⇄

{Y : subcategory | D ⊂ Y ⊂ ⊥D[1]} : 〈−1〉

Proof. Since D is rigid, ED(D,D[−1]⊥) ⊂ C(D,D⊥) = 0 and ED(
⊥D[1],D) ⊂

C(⊥D[1],D[1]) = 0. From Lemma 2.33 and (D[−1]⊥)〈1〉 = ⊥D[1], then (1) follows.
(2) is direct from (1). �

Definition B.9. [18, 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 ,Y) a rigid D-mutation pair if D ⊂ X ⊂
D[−1]⊥ and Y = X〈1〉.

Example B.10. [18] 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]⊥,⊥D[1]) is a rigid D-mutation pair.
(3) For any subcategory X , (X ,X [1]) is a rigid 0-mutation pair.

B.3. Triangulated structures induced by rigid mutation pairs. The follow-
ing statement is Theorem 4.2 in [18].

Condition B.11. [18, Section 4] Let D ⊂ Z be subcategories of C. We consider
the following conditions:

(IY1) D ⊂ C is functorially finite.
(IY2) (Z,Z) is a rigid D-mutation pair.
(IY3) Z is closed under extensions.

Theorem B.12. [18, Theorem 4.2] We assume (IY1), (IY2) and (IY3) in Condition
B.11.

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
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ X〈1〉 in

Z/[D] by the following diagram in C

X DX X〈1〉 X [1]

Y Z X〈1〉 Y [1]

iX // pX // //

g // h // //

f

�� ��

f [1]

��

� � �

and

△ =

(
sequences in Z/[D] isomorphic to one in

{X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ X〈1〉 | f is a morphism in Z}

)
.

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. [18, Section 3] [8, Definition 2.5] Let D be a subcategory of C
and n be an integer.

(1) We define Sn by S ◦ [−n].
(2) D is Sn-stable if D = Sn(D).

Example B.14. [18] Let n ≥ 2 be an integer and D be a functorially finite n-rigid
Sn-stable subcategory.

Then Z =
⋂

0<i<n
⊥D[i] satisfies (IY1), (IY2) and (IY3).
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Appendix 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, 11].

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 S ⊂ 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 = {Si | i ∈ I} ⊂ Ob(C) where Si 6= Sj for i 6= j, and n ≥ 1.

(1) S is n-orthogonal if C(S[i],S) = 0 for any 0 < i < n.

(2) S is a semibrick if C(Si, Sj) =

{
division ring (i = j)
0 (else)

(Si, Sj ∈ S)

(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 = thickS.

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) [21] Let A be a finite dimensional k-algebra. Then S =

{simple A-modules} is an SMC of Db(A).
(2) [19, 20] Let H be a path algebra of Dynkin diagram. A dg k-algebra A =

H ⊕DH [1 − d] is defined by zero differential for d ≥ 1. Let S be a complete
system of representatives of simple H0A-modules with respect to isomorphism
class. Then S is a (−d)-SMS of (−d)-cluster category D

b(A)/ν[d] where ν is a

Nakayama functor of Db(A).

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

Condition C.4. [8, Setup 3.5] We consider the following conditions for S.

(SP1) (i) S is a semibrick and 〈S〉 ⊂ C is functorially finite.
(ii) S is orthogonal or S−1-stable.

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

(1) ωX is defined (uniquely up to isomorphisms) by the following triangle.

ωX
fX

−−→ X
gX

−−→ SX
hX

−−→ ωX [1]

where gX is a left minimal 〈S〉-approximation.

(2) σX is defined (uniquely up to isomorphisms) by the following triangle.

SX
fX
−−→ X

gX
−−→ σX

hX−−→ SX [1]

where fX is a right minimal 〈S〉-approximation.

Remark C.6. From Wakamatsu’s lemma, ωX ∈ ⊥S and σX ∈ S⊥.

Lemma C.7. [8, Lemma 2.6(1)] We assume (SP1)(i). Let X ∈ C.

(1) If X ∈ ⊥S[−1], then ωX ∈ ⊥S[−1].
(2) If X ∈ S[1]⊥, then σX ∈ S[1]⊥.

Proof. See [8, Lemma 2.6(1)]. �

Corollary C.8. (1) ω : ⊥S[−1]→ ⊥S[−1] ∩ ⊥S is an additive functor.
(2) σ : S[1]⊥ → S[1]⊥ ∩ S⊥ is an additive functor.



42 RYOTA IITSUKA

Proof. We only prove (1). Take a : X → Y . a induces b : ωX → ωY since X
gX

−−→
SX is a left 〈S〉-approximation and (TR3). Uniqueness of b follows from ωX ∈
⊥S[−1]. �

Lemma C.9. [8, Lemma 2.6(3)] We assume (SP1).

(1) If X ∈ S⊥, then ωX ∈ S⊥.
(2) If X ∈ ⊥S, then σX ∈ ⊥S.

Proof. We only prove (2). If S is n-orthogonal, this is clear. If S is S−1-stable, this
follows from [8, Lemma 2.6(3)]. �

Corollary C.10. We denote ⊥S ∩ S⊥ by ⊥S⊥. Assume (SP1).

(1) ω : ⊥S[−1] ∩ S⊥ → ⊥S[−1] ∩ ⊥S⊥ is an additive functor.
(2) σ : S[1]⊥ ∩ ⊥S → S[1]⊥ ∩ ⊥S⊥ is an additive functor.

Definition C.11. [8, Definition 3.1] Assume (SP1). We define following functors.

(1) Ω = ω ◦ [−1] : ⊥S ∩ S[1]⊥ → ⊥S[−1] ∩ ⊥S⊥, called left mutation.
(2) Σ = σ ◦ [1] : S⊥ ∩ ⊥S[−1]→ S[1]⊥ ∩ ⊥S⊥, called right mutation.

Proposition C.12. [8, Lemma 3.6] Assume (SP1).

(1) Σ and Ω are mutually quasi-inverse.
(2) (1) induces the following one-to-one correspondence of subcategories.

Σ: {X : subcategory | X ⊂ ⊥S⊥ ∩ ⊥S[−1]}⇄

{Y : subcategory | Y ⊂ ⊥S⊥ ∩ S[1]⊥} : Ω

where ΣX = X [1] ∗ 〈S[1]〉 ∩ ⊥S[1] ∩ ⊥S⊥ and

ΩY = Y[−1] ∗ 〈S[−1]〉 ∩ ⊥S[−1] ∩ ⊥S⊥.

Proof. For (1), see [8, Lemma 3.6]. We only prove ΣX = X [1]∗〈S[1]〉∩⊥S[1]∩⊥S⊥.
By definition, ΣX ⊂ X [1] ∗ 〈S[1]〉 ∩ ⊥S[1] ∩ ⊥S⊥. Take Z ∈ X [1] ∗ 〈S[1]〉 ∩

⊥S[1] ∩ ⊥S⊥. Then there exists a triangle Z[−1] → S
f
−→ 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 ∼= σ(X [1]) = ΣX . �

Definition C.13. [8, Definition 3.2] Let X ,Y be subcategories of C and assume
(SP1). A pair of subcategories (X ,Y) is a simple-minded 〈S〉-mutation pair if
X ⊂ ⊥S[−1] ∩ ⊥S⊥ and ΣX = Y.

Remark C.14. In [8], they define (simple-minded) 〈S〉-mutation pair for a collec-
tion S in Ob(C) where 〈S〉 ⊂ C is functorially finite. From Proposition C.12, the
definition of simple-minded mutation pairs in [8] 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,Z) is a simple-minded 〈S〉-mutation pair.
(SP3) (i) Cone(Z,Z) ⊂ 〈S〉 ∗ Z.

(ii) CoCone(Z,Z) ⊂ 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 C.15.

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

For f : X → Y in Z, we define a distinguished triangle X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ ΣX in

Z by the following diagram in C

X

Y

0

Z ′

Z

X [1]

X [1]

ΣX

X [1]

Y [1]

//

g′ //

//

h′
//

f

�� ��

f [1]

��
f [1] //

gZ′

��

gX[1]

��

h
//

g

��❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄

� � �

�

�

where Z = σZ ′ and X
f
−→ Y

g′

−→ Z ′ h′

−→ X [1] is a triangle. Then

△ =

(
sequences in Z isomorphic to one in

{X
f
−→ Y

g
−→ Z

h
−→ ΣX | f is a morphism in Z}

)
.

Example C.17. [8, Lemma 6.3] Let S be a S−n-stable pre n-SMS for n ≥ 1. Let
Z =

⋂n
i=0 S[i]

⊥. Then Z satisfies (SP1), (SP2) and (SP3).
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