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EXACT STRUCTURES AND PURITY

KEVIN SCHLEGEL

Abstract. We relate the theory of purity of a locally finitely presented cat-
egory with products to the study of exact structures on the full subcategory
of finitely presented objects. Properties in the context of purity are translated
to properties about exact structures. We specialize to the case of a module
category over an Artin algebra and show that generic modules are in one to
one correspondence with particular maximal exact structures.

Introduction

Exact structures, in the sense of Quillen [29], are the right framework to make
use of homological methods not only for abelian but also for additive categories.
They are prominent in representation theory and appear in, for example, functional
analysis [12], algebraic K-theory [29] and algebraic geometry [5, Example 13.9]. In
general, an exact structure consists of a collection of kernel-cokernel pairs subject
to some closure properties. The collection of all split exact sequences forms the
smallest exact structure on an additive category. Rump showed that there also
always exists a maximal exact structure [33].

In this work we build a bridge between the topic of exact structures and the
theory of purity, which goes back to the work of Prüfer for abelian groups [28].
For modules over an associative ring it was developed by Cohn to study products
of rings [6]. Purity gives a nice framework to understand certain possibly large
modules. It also appears in the context of logic and model theory of modules [27].
A systematic treatment of purity for a locally finitely presented category A with
products is due to Crawley-Boevey [9]. We relate this theory of purity to the study
of exact structures on the full subcategory fpA of finitely presented objects in A.
As it turns out, this connection is stronger, the bigger the maximal exact structure
on fpA. In particular, if A is abelian, then the theory of purity and the study of
exact structures are strongly related.

In the context of purity, the Ziegler spectrum of A, denoted by ZspA, as well as
the notion of a definable subcategory of A is important. Definable subcategories
were introduced by Crawley-Boevey for module categories [8] and later by Krause
for locally finitely presented categories [20]. The Ziegler spectrum was originally
introduced by Ziegler [34]. It is a topological space whose underlying set consists
of the isomorphism classes of indecomposable pure-injective objects in A, which
are the injective objects in A relative to the pure-exact structure. Closed sets in
ZspA are in one to one correspondence with definable subcategories of A by work
of Herzog [16] and Krause [19]. Let us explain how to make sense of these notions
from the viewpoint of exact structures.

For an exact structure E on fpA we construct an embedding of A into a Grothen-
dieck category PE(A). The general idea of studying purity via an embedding into
a Grothendieck category is due to Gruson and Jensen in the context of module
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2 KEVIN SCHLEGEL

categories [14]; see also Simson [31].

Theorem A. (Theorem 2.6) Let A be a locally finitely presented category with

products and E an exact structure on fpA. There exists a fully faithful functor

evE : A → PE(A) commuting with filtered colimits, products and cokernels. More-

over, the essential image of evE is closed under extensions.

In particular, the above theorem says that we can realize A, up to equivalence,
as an extension-closed subcategory of PE(A). This induces an exact structure Ē
on A, which restricts to the exact structure E on fpA. For example, if E is the
split exact structure, then Ē is the pure-exact structure. Using the embedding in
Theorem A we show the existence of enough injectives in the exact category (A, Ē),
see Proposition 2.12. We simply call them Ē-injectives. Further, the fp-Ē-injective
objects in A are of interest. They are those X ∈ A that admit no non-trivial con-
flations X → Y → C in Ē with C ∈ fpA. The following shows how to obtain closed
sets in ZspA and definable subcategories of A from exact structures on fpA.

Theorem B. (Theorem 3.1) Let A be a locally finitely presented category with

products and Emax be the maximal exact structure on fpA. There exist one to one

correspondences between the following.

(1) Exact structures E on fpA.

(2) Definable subcategories X of A containing all fp-Ēmax-injectives.

(3) Closed sets U in ZspA containing all indecomposable Ēmax-injectives.

The assignments are given by E 7→ XE and E 7→ UE , where XE denotes the collection

of all fp-Ē-injectives and UE the collection of all indecomposable Ē-injectives in A.

If additionally A is abelian, then A is a Grothendieck category and has enough
injectives. In this case we precisely obtain all definable subcategories of A con-
taining all injectives and all closed sets in ZspA containing all indecomposable
injectives in the above theorem. In Section 3 we proceed by translating properties
in the context of purity to properties about exact strcutures. For example, an exact
structure E on fpA is finitely generated, that is E is the smallest exact structure
containing a specific conflation, if and only if ZspA\UE is quasi-compact in ZspA,
see Proposition 3.2.

We specialize to the case that A is a module category over an Artin algebra A,
so A = ModA and fpA = modA is the full subcategory of finite length modules.
This case is particulary nice, since there are only finitely many isomorphism classes
of indecomposable injective A-modules Q and {Q} is closed and open in ZspA.
Thus, exact structures on modA are in correspondence to closed sets in ZspA up
to a finite choice of indecomposable injective modules by Theorem B. We show a
connection between exact structures on modA and generic modules. Recall that
an indecomposable module X ∈ModA is generic if it is of infinite length and X is
endofinite, that is X is of finite length over its endomorphism ring. The existence
of generic modules is related to the second Brauer-Thrall conjecture [10].

Theorem C. (Theorem 4.3) Let A be an Artin algebra. The assignment

M 7→ EM = {(f, coker f) | ker f = 0 and cokerHomA(f,M) = 0}

induces a bijection between

(1) isomorphism classes of indecomposable endofinite modules M ∈ModA that

are not injective, and
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(2) maximal exact structures E on modA such that there exists an almost

E-exact sequence.

Moreover, M is generic if and only if EM contains every almost split sequence.

An exact structure E on modA is maximal if there is no bigger exact structure
than the abelian structure of modA and almost E-exact sequences generalize almost
split sequences [1], see Section 4.

We continue by studying exact structures E on modA via its associated ideals
of morphisms, which were already considered in [13, Section 9.2]. The E-injective
ideal IE consists of all X → M such that for every conflation X → Y → Z in E
there exists Y →M making the diagram

M

X Y

commute. This ideal completely determines the exact structure E and gives rise to
a relative Auslander-Reiten formula [13, Corollary 9.4]. We show that IE equals
the ideal of all morphisms in modA that factor through an Ē-injective module in
ModA, see Lemma 4.8. Moreover, we prove that the assignment E 7→ IE gives a one
to one correspondence between exact structures on modA and fp-idempotent ideals
of modA that contain all morphisms factoring through an injective A-module, see
Corollary 4.7. Fp-idempotent ideals were introduced by Krause in the context of
purity for module categories over Artin algebras [18]. This makes the importance
of fp-idempotent ideals apparent for the study of exact structures on modA. In
Section 5 we give a surprising characterization of fp-idempotent ideals.

Theorem D. (Theorem 5.7) An ideal I of modA is fp-idempotent if and only if

there exists a directed system of ideals Ji such that I =
⋂

J ωi with J ωi =
⋂∞

n=1 J
n
i .

1. Preliminaries

For a locally finitely presented category A with products there is a nice theory
of purity. We will relate this theory with the study of exact structures on the full
subcategory of finitely presented objects of A.

1.1. Exact structures. Let C be an additive category. A kernel-cokernel pair

X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z(∗)

in C is a pair of morphisms (f, g) such that f is the kernel of g and g is the cokernel of
f . For a collection E of kernel-cokernel pairs, a morphism f is an E-monomorphism

if there exists a morphism g such that (f, g) is in E . Similarly, a morphism g is an
E-epimorphism if there exists a morphisms f such that (f, g) is in E . The sequence
(∗) is called E-exact.

An exact structure E on C is a collection of kernel-cokernel pairs fulfilling the
following properties [5].

[E0] For all X in C the identity 1X is an E-monomorphism.
[E0op] For all X in C the identity 1X is an E-epimorphism.

[E1] The collection of all E-monomorphisms is closed under composition.
[E1op] The collection of all E-epimorphisms is closed under composition.

[E2] The push-out of an E-monomorphism along an arbitrary morphism exists
and is again an E-monomorphism.

[E2op] The pull-back of an E-epimorphism along an arbitrary morphism exists and
is again an E-epimorphism.
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As discussed in [5], this definition of exact structures is equivalent to the one of
Quillen [29].

For example, the collection of all split exact sequences always forms an exact
structure Esplit on C. This is the smallest exact structure. There also always exists
a maximal exact structure Emax on an additive category [33].

1.2. The extension groups. Let E be an exact structure on C. For X,Z ∈ C the
collection of all E-exact sequences

X −→ Y −→ Z

defines an abelian group Ext1E(Z,X) (up to set-theoretic issues) with the usual
equivalence relation and the Baer sum. If C is essentially small, then Ext1E(Z,X) is

a set. Moreover, Ext1E(−,−) : C
op × C −→ Ab is a biadditive functor.

An object Q ∈ C is E-injective if for all E-monomorphisms f the map HomC(f,Q)
is surjective or equivalently Ext1E(X,Q) = 0 for all X ∈ C. We say that C has
enough E-injectives if for all X ∈ C there exists an E-injective object Q and an
E-monomorphism X → Q. An E-monomorphism f : X → Q is an E-injective

envelope of X if Q is E-injective and f is left minimal, which means that for all
α if αf = f , then α is an isomorphism. The definition of E-projective objects

and enough E-projectives is dual. Similar as for abelian categories, E-injective and
E-projective objects can be used to compute the extension groups between objects.
For more details, see for example [12, Chapter 6].

1.3. Purity. Let A be an additive category with filtered colimits, denoted by lim
−→

.

An object X ∈ A is finitely presented if HomA(X,−) commutes with filtered col-
imits. The category A is locally finitely presented if the full subcategory of finitely
presented objects, denoted by fpA, is essentially small and A = lim

−→
fpA. If addi-

tionally fpA is abelian, then A is locally coherent. In this case A is a Grothendieck
category.

We fix a locally finitely presented category A with products and set C = fpA.
The category C is idempotent complete and has weak cokernels. For more details,
see [9, Section 1-2]. A sequence

X −−→ Y −−→ Z

in A is pure-exact if for all C ∈ C applying HomA(C,−) yields an exact sequence

0 −→ HomA(C,X) −→ HomA(C, Y ) −→ HomA(C,Z) −→ 0.

The pure-exact sequences form an exact structure on A, denoted by Epure. The
Epure-projective objects are precisely the direct summands of coproducts of finitely
presented objects. For an exact structure E onA an objectX ∈ A is fp-E-injective if
Ext1E(C,X) = 0 for all C ∈ C. As it turns out, every object in A is fp-Epure-injective.
Most important are the Epure-injective objects in A; the isomorphism classes of
indecomposable Epure-injectives form a topological space, the Ziegler spectrum of
A, denoted by ZspA. We will later describe the topology on ZspA. For more
details, see [9, Section 3].

1.4. The embedding. The pure-exact structure on A can also be described by
an embedding of A into an abelian category, which is constructed as follows. A
functor is always meant to be additive and covariant. Let (C,Ab) be the abelian
category of functors C → Ab. Every F ∈ (C,Ab) can be uniquely extended to a
functor F̄ : A → Ab that commutes with filtered colimits. A functor F ∈ (C,Ab)
is finitely presented if F ∼= cokerHomC(f,−) for a morphism f in C and in this
case F̄ ∼= cokerHomA(f,−). The full subcategory fp(C,Ab) of finitely presented
functors is abelian, since C has weak cokernels.
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The purity category of A, denoted by P(A), is the category of left exact functors
fp(C,Ab)→ Ab. The functor

fp(C,Ab)op −→ P(A), F 7→ Homfp(C,Ab)(F,−)

induces an equivalence between fp(C,Ab)op and fpP(A). Moreover, P(A) is locally
finitely presented and since the finitely presented objects form an abelian category,
it follows that P(A) is locally coherent. In particular, P(A) is a Grothendieck
category.

Theorem. [9, (3.3) Lemma 2-3] Let A be a locally finitely presented category with

products. There exists a fully faithful additive functor

ev : A −→ P(A), X 7→ X̄ with X̄(F ) = F̄ (X),

which commutes with filtered colimits, products and cokernels. Moreover, ev induces

an equivalence between A and the fp-injective objects in P(A).

A sequence X → Y → Z is pure-exact in A if and only if X̄ → Ȳ → Z̄ is exact
in P(A). Further, ev identifies the Epure-injectives in A with the injectives in P(A).
From this one can deduce the existence of Epure-injective envelopes in A from the
existence of injective envelopes in the Grothendieck category P(A).

The functor ev restricted to C = fpA coincides with

C −→ fp(C,Ab)op, C 7→ HomC(C,−)

under the identification of fpP(A) with fp(C,Ab)op. This embedding of C into
fp(C,Ab)op induces the split exact structure on C, since X → Y → Z is split exact
in C if and only if

0 −→ HomC(C,X) −→ HomC(C, Y ) −→ HomC(C,Z) −→ 0

is exact for all C ∈ C. The equality A = lim
−→

fpA now implies Epure = lim
−→
Esplit,

that is every pure-exact sequence in A is a filtered colimit of split exact sequences
in C. For more details, see [9, Section 3]. Later, our goal will be to generalize the
embedding of A into an abelian category such that an arbitrary exact structure E
on C can appear instead of Esplit.

1.5. The topology on the Ziegler spectrum. The topology on ZspA actually
comes from a topological space associated to the purity category P(A). Indeed,
for every locally coherent category B one can associate a topological space, the
spectrum of B, denoted by SpB. An element in SpB is an isomorphism class of an
indecomposable injective object in B. A subset U of SpB is closed if there exists a
collection S of objects in fpB such that

U = {Q ∈ SpB | HomB(X,Q) = 0 for all X ∈ S}.

In fact, the collection S can always be chosen to be a Serre subcategory of fpB,
which means that S is closed under extensions, subobjects and quotients. For more
details, see [16] or [19].

The functor ev : A → P(A) identifies ZspA with SpP(A) as sets, which induces
a topology on ZspA. It can be described as follows. A full subcategory X of A is
definable if there exists a collection S of finitely presented functors C → Ab such
that

X = {X ∈ A | F̄ (X) = 0 for all F ∈ S}.

Now U ⊆ ZspA is closed if there exists a definable subcategory X of A with
U = ZspA ∩ X . For more details, see [20, Chapter 6].
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1.6. The correspondences. For the theory of purity of A, the one to one corre-
spondences between the following collections are fundamental (for more details, see
[9], [16], [19], [20] and for a summary [22, Section 12.1]).

(i) Serre subcategories S of fp(C,Ab).
(ii) Hereditary torsion classes T of finite type in P(A).
(iii) Definable subcategories X of A.
(iv) Closed sets U in ZspA.

Recall that a torsion class is hereditary if it is closed under subobjects and of finite

type if the corresponding torsion-free class is closed under filtered colimits. There
are several ways to pass from one collection to the other. We will describe some of
them that will be useful for later purposes.

(i)↔(ii): Since fpP(A) is equivalent to fp(C,Ab)op, we can identify Serre sub-
categories of fp(C,Ab) with Serre subcategories S of fpP(A). The assignments are
then given by S 7→ lim

−→
S and T 7→ fpP(A) ∩ T .

(iii)↔(iv): The correspondence is given by X 7→ ZspA∩X and U 7→ XU , where
XU is the smallest definable subcategory containing U .

(i)↔(iii): The assignments are given by

S 7→ {X ∈ A | F̄ (X) = 0 for all F ∈ S},

X 7→ {F ∈ fp(C,Ab) | F̄ (X) = 0 for all X ∈ X}.

(ii)→(iii),(iv): Given T , we obtain a definable subcategory X of A and a closed
set U of ZspA by the already stated correspondences. The following gives a nice
second description of X and U . Consider the localisation of P(A) with respect to
the hereditary torsion class T of finite type. Then the composition of the quotient
functor P(A) → P(A)/T with ev : A → P(A)/T yields a functor A → P(A)/T .
It identifies X with the fp-injective objects in P(A)/T and the Epure-injectives in
X with the injectives in P(A)/T . Moreover, it induces a homeomorphism between
U with its subspace topology and SpP(A)/T .

2. From exact structures to purity

We will describe how to enter the theory of purity from exact structures. Let C be
an essentially small additive category. A functor F : C → Ab is finitely generated if it
is a quotient of a finitely presented functor; F is effaceable if F ∼= cokerHomC(f,−)
for a kernel-cokernel pair

X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z

in C. We denote by fg(C,Ab) and eff(C,Ab) the category of all finitely generated
and effaceable functors respectively. Clearly eff(C,Ab) ⊆ fp(C,Ab) ⊆ fg(C,Ab).
Note that eff(Cop,Ab) consists of all functors isomorphic to cokerHomC(−, g) for
some kernel-cokernel pair (f, g) in C.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a duality

E : eff(Cop,Ab) −→ eff(C,Ab)

such that

E cokerHomC(−, g) ∼= cokerHomC(f,−)

for every kernel-cokernel pair (f, g) in C.

Proof. The functor E is precisely the one in [11, Lemma 2.5]. The isomorphism is
clear from the proof of [17, 6.2 (1)]. �
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A full subcategory S of fg(C,Ab) is a Serre subcategory if for all short exact
sequences 0 → F → G → H → 0 in (C,Ab) with two functors in S and the third
one in fg(C,Ab), it follows that also the third one is in S.

For an exact structure E on C, we denote by SE the collection of all functors
isomorphic to cokerHomC(f,−), where f is an E-monomorphism. For a full sub-
category S of eff(C, Ab) we denote by ES the collection of all kernel-cokernel pairs
(f, g) with cokerHomC(f,−) ∈ S. The following theorem is precisely the dual
version of [11, Theorem 2.7].

Theorem 2.2. [11, Theorem 2.7] Let C be an idempotent complete additive cate-

gory. There exists a one to one correspondence between

(1) exact structures E on C, and

(2) subcategories S of eff(C,Ab) such that S, ES are Serre subcategories of

fg(C,Ab), fg(Cop,Ab) respectively.

The assignment is given by E 7→ SE and S 7→ ES .

Corollary 2.3. Let A be a locally finitely presented category with products, set

C = fpA and let Emax the maximal exact structure on C. There exists a one to one

correspondence between

(1) exact structures E on C, and

(2) Serre subcategories S of fp(C,Ab) with S ⊆ SEmax
.

Proof. Recall that C is idempotent complete, so we can apply Theorem 2.2. More-
over, C has weak cokernels, so fp(C,Ab) is a Serre subcategory of (C,Ab). Note
that eff(C,Ab) ⊆ fp(C,Ab). Lastly, if S ⊆ SEmax

is a Serre subcategory of fp(C,Ab),
then automatically ES is a Serre subcategory of fg(Cop,Ab), since so is ESEmax

and
E is a duality. The claim now follows from Theorem 2.2. �

From now on, we fix a locally finitely presented category A and set C = fpA.
The above corollary gives a bridge between the theory of purity of A and the study
of exact structures on C. For an exact structure E on C, corresponding to the Serre
subcategory SE we obtain a hereditary torsion class TE of finite type in P(A), a
definable subcategory XE of A and a closed set UE in ZspA by the assignments in
Section 1.6.

We define the purity category of A relative to E by the localisation of P(A) with
respect to TE and denote it by PE(A). Now PE (A) is again locally coherent, the
quotient functor q : P(A) → PE(A) is exact, commutes with filtered colimits and
products, and there exists a commutative diagram of functors

C fp(C,Ab)op fp(C,Ab)op/SE

A P(A) PE(A),
ev q

where the verticel arrows identify the categories in the first row with the finitely
presented objects of the categories in the second row respectively. For the first
commutative square, see Section 1.4. For the second commutative square and
the described properties, see for example [19]. The following lemma describes the
properties of the composition of the functors in the first row.

Lemma 2.4. There exists a fully faithful functor

C −→ fp(C,Ab)op/SE , C 7→ HomC(C,−),

whose essential image is closed under extensions.
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Proof. We show that for all C ∈ C the functor HomC(C,−) is SE -closed in fp(C,Ab)
or equivalently

Homfp(C,Ab)(F,HomC(C,−)) = 0 = Ext1fp(C,Ab)(F,HomC(C,−))(∗)

for all F ∈ SE . We have F ∼= cokerHomC(f,−) for an E-exact sequence

X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z

in C. This gives a projective resolution

0 −→ HomC(Z,−) −→ HomC(Y,−) −→ HomC(X,−) −→ F −→ 0

of F in fp(C,Ab). Applying Homfp(C,Ab)(−,HomC(C,−)) yields

0 −→ Homfp(C,Ab)(F,HomC(C,−))

−→ HomC(C,X) −→ HomC(C, Y ) −→ HomC(C,Z).

By exactness of

0 −→ HomC(C,X) −→ HomC(C, Y ) −→ HomC(C,Z),

the equality (∗) follows. Thus, HomC(C,−) is SE -closed in fp(C,Ab) and the functor
is fully faithful by [22, Lemma 2.2.5].

Consider a short exact sequence

0 −→ HomC(C,−) −→ F −→ HomC(X,−) −→ 0

in fp(C,Ab)/SE with C,X ∈ C. There exists an epimorphism HomC(Y,−) → F ,
which gives a commutative diagram

(∗∗)

0 K HomC(Y,−) HomC(X,−) 0

0 HomC(C,−) F HomC(X,−) 0

η

in fp(C,Ab)/SE with exact rows, where K is the kernel of η. In particular, the
left square is a pushout diagram. By fully faithfulness, η corresponds to some
f : X → Y with cokerHomC(f,−) ∈ SE . By Theorem 2.2 it follows that f is an
E-monomorphism. Let g : Y → Z be the cokernel of f . Then K ∼= HomC(Z,−)
and K → HomC(C,−) corresponds to some h : C → Z. Taking the pullback P of g
along h yields a commutative diagram

X Y Z

X P C

f g

h

with E-exact rows (see Section 1.1). Comparing the image of this diagram under
the functor C → fp(C,Ab)op/SE with (∗∗), it follows that F ∼= HomC(P,−). Hence,
the essential image is closed under extensions. �

Remark 2.5. It is well-known that a full additive extension-closed subcategory
of an abelian category inherits an exact structure from the abelian structure by
considering all sequences in the subcategory, which are short exact in the abelian
category. See for example [5, Lemma 10.20]. Thus, by Lemma 2.4 the category C
inherits an exact structure E ′ from the abelian structure of fp(C,Ab)op/SE . More
precisely, a sequence

X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z
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is E ′-exact in C if and only if

0 −→ HomC(Z,−) −→ HomC(Y,−) −→ HomC(X,−) −→ 0

is exact in fp(C,Ab)/SE . This is the case if and only if cokerHomC(f,−) ∈ SE ,
which is the case if and only if f is an E-monomorphism by Theorem 2.2. It follows
that E ′ = E .

Next, we will describe the embedding ofA into its relative purity categoryPE(A).
This gives us a big version of Lemma 2.4 and generalizes Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 2.6. Let A be a locally finitely presented category with products and let

E be an exact structure on C = fpA. There exists a fully faithful functor

evE : A −→ PE (A), X 7→ X̄,

which commutes with filtered colimits, products and cokernels. Moreover, the es-

sential image of evE is closed under extensions.

Proof. The functor evE equals the composition of the functors in the second row of
the commutative diagram

C fp(C,Ab)op fp(C,Ab)op/SE

A P(A) PE(A).

ϕ

ev q

By Theorem 1.4 and the properties of the quotient functor q, the functor evE

commutes with filtered colimits, products and cokernels.
Recall that ϕ induces an equivalence between fp(C,Ab)op/SE and fpPE (A). Fur-

ther, the composition of the two functors in the first row equals the functor in
Lemma 2.4. Since it is fully faithful and evE commutes with filtered colimits, it
follows that

HomPE (A)(X̄, Ȳ ) = HomPE (A)(lim−→ X̄i, lim−→ Ȳj)

∼= lim
←−

lim
−→

HomfpPE (A)(X̄i, Ȳj)

∼= lim←− lim−→HomC(Xi, Yj)

∼= HomA(lim−→
Xi, lim−→

Yj)

= HomA(X,Y )

for X,Y ∈ A with X = lim
−→

Xi, Y = lim
−→

Yj and Xi, Yj ∈ C. Thus, evE is also fully
faithful.

By Lemma 2.4 the essential image of evE restricted to C is closed under extensions
in PE(A). Because evE commutes with filtered colimits, also the essential image of
evE is closed under extensions in A by Lemma 2.7. �

Lemma 2.7. Let B be a locally coherent category and D a full additive subcategory

of fpB closed under extensions. Then lim−→D is extension-closed in B.

Proof. We have X ∈ lim
−→
D if and only if every morphism C → X with C ∈ fpB

factors through someD ∈ D by [22, Lemma 11.1.6]. Consider a short exact sequence

0 −→ X −→ Y −→ Z −→ 0

in B with X,Z ∈ lim
−→
D. Let C → Y be arbitrary with C ∈ fpB. The composition

C → Y → Z factors through some D ∈ D. Taking a pullback, we obtain a
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commutative diagram

0 X Y Z 0

0 X P D 0

C

with exact rows. Consider a morphism E → P with E ∈ fpB such that the
composition E → P → D is an epimorphism and let C ⊕ E → P be the induced
morphism. This yields a commutative diagram

0 X P D 0

0 K E ⊕ C D 0

with exact rows and K ∈ fpB. Now K → X factors through some D′ ∈ D. Taking
a pushout, we obtain a commutative diagram

P

0 D′ P ′ D 0

0 K E ⊕ C D 0

with exact rows. Since D is extension-closed, we have P ′ ∈ D. The originial
morphism C → Y equals the composition

C −→ E ⊕ C −→ P ′ −→ P −→ Y,

where C → E ⊕C is the canonical inclusion. Thus, it factors through an object in
D and it follows that Y ∈ lim

−→
D. �

By Theorem 2.6 the category A inherits an exact structure Ē from the abelian
structure of PE (A). More precisely, a sequence

X −→ Y −→ Z

is Ē-exact in A if and only if

0 −→ X̄ −→ Ȳ −→ Z̄ −→ 0

is a short exact sequence in PE(A). For example Ēsplit = Epure (see Section 1.3).
The following generalizes the fact that every pure-exact sequence is a filtered colimit
of short exact sequences and offers a second description of Ē .

Corollary 2.8. The exact structure Ē equals lim
−→
E, that is every Ē-exact sequence

in A is a filtered colimit of E-exact sequences in C.

Proof. An Ē-exact sequence X → Y → Z in A yields a short exact squence

0 −→ X̄ −→ Ȳ −→ Z̄ −→ 0

in PE (A). The functor evE commutes with filtered colimits and is fully faithful by
Theorem 2.6. Since A = lim

−→
C, it follows from Lemma 2.7 that the above short

exact sequence is a filtered colimit of short exact sequences

0 −→ X̄ ′ −→ Ȳ ′ −→ Z̄ ′ −→ 0
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in fpPE (A) with X ′, Y ′, Z ′ ∈ C. Because fpPE(A) identifies with fp(C,Ab)op/SE ,
the sequence X ′ → Y ′ → Z ′ is E-exact by Remark 2.5. By fully faithfulness, the
sequence X → Y → Z is a filtered colimit of the sequences X ′ → Y ′ → Z ′. �

Corollary 2.8 shows that one can lift an exact structure E on the small category
C to an exact structure on the big category A by taking filtered colimits. This is
a special case of [24, Theorem 2.7] and in this way one obtains a locally coherent

exact structure as in [24]. Positselski proves the existence of enough E ′-injectives
for every locally coherent exact structure E ′ [24, Corollary 5.4] by showing that one
is of Grothendieck type as in [32, Definition 3.11]. In our case, we will also show
the existence of enough Ē-injectives using a different approach, essentially via the
embedding of A into PE(A) in Thereom 2.6.

Lemma 2.9. The functor evE : A −→ PE(A) induces an equivalence between

(1) the fp-Ē-injectives in A and the fp-injectives in PE(A), as well as

(2) the Ē-injectives in A and the injectives in PE(A).

Proof. Recall that we have a definable subcategory XE of A and a closed set UE in
ZspA associated to the exact structure E on C by Corollarly 2.3 and the correspon-
dences (i)↔(iii)↔(iv) in Section 1.6. Following the assignments, we have

XE = {A ∈ A | HomA(f,A) is surjective for all E-monomorphisms f},

UE = ZspA ∩ XE .

By the correspondence (ii)→(iii),(iv) it follows that, under evE , the definable sub-
category XE identifies with the fp-injectives in PE(A) and the Epure-injectives in
XE identify with the injectives in PE (A). Thus, for (1) it suffices to show that the
fp-Ē-injectives in A coincide with XE and for (2) that the Ē-injectives in A coincide
with the Epure-injectives in XE .

(1) Let A ∈ A be fp-Ē-injective and consider an E-exact sequence

0 −→ X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z −→ 0

in C. This is also an Ē-exact sequence in A. Hence, the pushout of f along an
arbitrary morphism X → A yields an Ē-exact sequence 0 → A → P → Z → 0.
Now Ext1

Ē
(Z,A) = 0 implies that this sequence splits and the morphism X → A

factors through f . It follows that HomA(f,A) is surjective and A ∈ XE .
Let A ∈ XE . Then Ā is fp-injective in PE(A). Now for C ∈ C an Ē-exact

sequence A→ B → C yields a short exact sequence

0 −→ Ā −→ B̄ −→ C̄ −→ 0

in PE(A) with C̄ ∈ fpPE(A). Because Ā is fp-injective, this sequence must split.
By Theorem 2.6 the functor evE is fully faithful, so also A→ B → C splits. Hence,
A is fp-Ē-injective.

(2) Let A ∈ A be Ē-injective. Then A is also fp-Ē-injective, so A ∈ XE . Further,
Esplit ⊆ E implies Epure ⊆ Ē . Hence, A is also Epure-injective.

Let A ∈ XE be Epure-injective. Then Ā is injective in PE(A). Now an Ē-exact
sequence A→ B → C yields a short exact sequence

0 −→ Ā −→ B̄ −→ C̄ −→ 0

in PE(A). Because Ā is injective, this sequence must split. By Theorem 2.6 the
functor evE is fully faithful, so also A→ B → C splits. Hence, A is Ē-injective. �

The proof of Lemma 2.9 implies the following.

Corollary 2.10. (1) The fp-Ē-injectives form the definable subcategory XE .

(2) The indecomposable Ē-injectives form the closed set UE in ZspA.
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Before we can show the existence of enough Ē-injectives in A, we need the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 2.11. A morphism X → Y in A is an Ē-monomorphism if and only if

X̄ → Ȳ is a monomorphism in PE(A).

Proof. One implication is clear. Let f : X → Y and assume that f̄ : X̄ → Ȳ is
a monomorphism in PE(A). We will show that for all f ′ : X ′ → Y ′ in C every
morphism of morphisms

(∗)
X ′ Y ′

X Y

f ′

f

from f ′ to f factors through an E-monomorphism. This would imply that f is a di-
rect limit of E-monomorphisms by [22, Lemma 11.1.6] and thus an Ē-monomorphism
by Corollary 2.8.

Since f̄ is a monomorphism, we have ker f̄ ∈ TE . Recall that TE = lim
−→
S by the

assignment (i)↔(ii) in Section 1.6, where S equals the Serre subcategory of fpP(A)
corresponding to the Serre subcategory SE of fp(C,Ab) under the identification of
fpP(A) with fp(C,Ab)op (see Section 1.4). By the description of SE , we have

S = {F ∼= ker ḡ | g is an E-monomorphism}.

Now the diagram (∗) induces a morphism ker f̄ ′ → ker f̄ , which must factor through
some ker ḡ for an E-monomorphism g : C → D, since TE = lim

−→
S. Because for all

A ∈ A the object Ā is fp-injective in P(A) by Theorem 1.4, we obtain a commutative
diagram

0 ker f̄ ′ X̄ ′ Ȳ ′

0 ker ḡ C̄ D̄

0 ker f̄ X̄ Ȳ

with exact rows. Since the functor ev is fully faithful by Theorem 1.4, this yields a
second morphism of morphisms

(∗∗)

X ′ Y ′

X Y,

f ′

f

which factors through an E-monomorphism. It is left to show that the difference
between (∗∗) and (∗), denoted by ∆, factors through an E-monomorphism. This
difference induces the zero morphism between ker f̄ and ker f̄ ′. Corresponding to
∆, consider the commutative diagram

0 ker f̄ ′ X̄ ′ Ȳ ′

0 ker f̄ X̄ Ȳ .

ᾱ

f̄ ′

β̄

f̄
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Then ᾱ factors through the image of f̄ ′. Because X̄ is fp-injective, ᾱ also factors
through f̄ ′. This yields δ : Y ′ → X with α = δf ′. Hence, ∆ factors as

X ′ Y ′

X X ⊕ Y

X Y.

α

f ′

(δ β)⊺

(1X f)⊺

(0 1Y )

f

Note that the middle row is a split monomorphism. It equals a filtered colimit of
split monomorphisms in C. Since X ′, Y ′ ∈ C, it follows that ∆ factors through such
a split monomorphism. In particular, it factors through an E-monomorphism. �

Proposition 2.12. (1) Every X ∈ A admits an Ē-injective envelope X → Q.

(2) For all X ∈ A there exists a product Q of indecomposable Ē-injective objects

in A and an Ē-monomorphism X → Q.

Proof. (1) Let X ∈ A. Since PE(A) is a Grothendieck category, there exists an
injective envelope X̄ → F in PE (A). By Lemma 2.9 we can choose F = Q̄ for
an Ē-injective object Q ∈ A. Because evE is fully faithful by Theorem 2.6, the
morphism X̄ → Q̄ corresponds to a left minimal morphism X → Q, which is also
an Ē-monomorphism by Lemma 2.11. Thus, X → Q is an Ē-injective envelope.

(2) Let X ∈ A. By [19, Lemma 3.1] there exists a monomorphism X̄ → F ,
where F is a product of indecomposable injective objects in PE(A). By Lemma 2.9
and the fact that evE commutes with products (see Theorem 2.6), we can choose
F = Q̄, where Q is a product of Ē-injective objects in A. As for (1), the morphism
X̄ → Q̄ corresponds to an Ē-monomorphism X → Q. �

We continue by investigating the Ē-projective objects in A. In contrast to
the Ē-injective objects, there are not always enough Ē-projectives. The follow-
ing generalizes the fact that every object in C is Epure-projective, A has enough
Epure-projectives and every Epure-projective object is a direct summand of an arbi-
trary direct sum of objects in C.

Proposition 2.13. Every E-projective object is also Ē-projective. Moreover, if C
has enough E-projectives, then A has enough Ē-projectives and every Ē-projective
object is a direct summand of an arbitrary direct sum of E-projective objects.

Proof. Let P be E-projective and f an Ē-epimorphism in A. Then f = lim
−→

fi for

E-epimorphisms fi in C by Corollary 2.8. Now HomA(P, f) = lim
−→

HomC(P, fi),
since P is finitely presented. Moreover, because P is E-projective, it follows that
HomC(P, fi) is surjective and so is HomA(P, f). We conclude that P is Ē-projective.

If C has enough E-projectives, then for all C ∈ C there exists an E-epimorphism
π starting in an E-projective object and ending in C. Now consider the morphism
fC :

⊕

P → C, where the direct sum goes over all E-projective objects in C (up
to isomorphism) and all morphisms P → C. Clearly, fC is the filtered colimit of
all morphisms gC :

⊕

P → C, where the direct sum goes over a finite collection
of E-projective objects in C, containing at least the morphism π. Since π is an
E-epimorphism, also gC is an E-epimorphism by [5, Proposition 7.6]. It follows that
fC is an Ē-epimorphism by Corollary 2.8.

For X ∈ A we have X = lim
−→

Xi with Xi ∈ C. As before, consider the canonical

morphisms fX and fXi
. Since HomA(P,X) = lim

−→
HomC(P,Xi) for P ∈ C, we

also have fX = lim
−→

fXi
and it follows that fX is an Ē-epimorphism. Hence, A has

enough Ē-projectives. Further, if X is Ē-projective, then fX splits and X is a direct
summand of a direct sum of E-projective objects. �
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Example 2.14. LetA be a locally finitely presented abelian category and C = fpA.
In that case A is a Grothendieck category and C is closed under extensions in A
by [4, SATZ 1.9]. This induces an exact structure on C, which coincides with all
kernel-cokernel pairs in C. Hence, it is the maximal exact structure Emax on C. In
this case, the closed sets in ZspA that we get from exact structures E on C (see
Corollary 2.10) are exactly those that contain all indecomposable injectives in A.

Indeed, if E is an exact structure on C, then clearly every injective object in
A is also Ē-injective. On the other hand, if U is a closed set in ZspA containing
all indecomposable injectives in A, then the corresponding Serre subcategory S is
given by

S = {F ∈ fp(C,Ab) | F̄ (X) = 0 for all X ∈ U}.

For F ∈ S let F ∼= cokerHomC(f,−) with f : C → D in C. Then F̄ (Q) = 0, or
equivalently HomA(f,Q) is surjective, for all indecomposable injective objects Q in
A implies that f is a monomorphism by [19, Lemma 3.1]. Hence, S ⊆ SEmax

and
there exists a corresponding exact structure on C by Corollary 2.3.

3. Translation of properties

In Section 2 we have seen how to enter the theory of purity of a locally finitely
presented category with products from the viewpoint of exact structures on the full
subcategory of finitely presented objects. The following theorem summarizes this.

Theorem 3.1. Let A be a locally finitely presented category with products and Emax

the maximal exact structure on C = fpA. There exist one to one correspondences

between the following.

(1) Exact structures E on C.
(2) Definable subcategories X of A containing all fp-Ēmax-injectives.

(3) Closed sets U in ZspA containing all indecomposable Ēmax-injectives.

The assignments are given by E 7→ XE and E 7→ UE , where XE denotes the collection

of all fp-Ē-injectives and UE the collection of all indecomposable Ē-injectives in A.

Proof. By Corollary 2.10 the definition of UE and XE is compatible with the one in
Section 2. Now the theorem follows directly by the correspondences in Section 1.6
and in Corollary 2.3. �

We fix a locally finitely presented category A with products and set C = fpA.
Theorem 3.1 shows, the bigger the maximal exact structure Emax on C, the stronger
the connection between exact structures and purity. For example, if A is abelian,
then Emax is big. In this case Emax equals all kernel-cokernel pairs in C and the
collection of indecomposable Ēmax-injectives coincides with the closure of InjA in
ZspA, where InjA denotes all indecomposable injectives in A (see Example 2.14).

The goal of this section will be to translate properties of exact structures on C
to properties occurring in the theory of purity of A and vice versa. We fix an exact
structure E on C as well as the corresponding definable subcategory XE of A and
closed set UE in ZspA. The exact structure E is called finitely generated if there
exists a kernel-cokernel pair (f, g) in C such that E is the smallest exact structure
containing (f, g).

Proposition 3.2. The exact structure E on C is finitely generated if and only if

ZspA \ UE is quasi-compact.

Proof. For a closed set U in ZspA let Uc = ZspA \ U . For an E-monomorphism f
let Ef be the smallest exact structure on C containing (f, coker f).

Let E be finitely generated and Uc

E =
⋃

Uc an open cover of Uc

E , where the union
runs over a family F of closed sets in ZspA. Without loss of generality we can
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assume that F is directed, that is for all U and U ′ in F we have U ∪ U ′ ∈ F . By
Theorem 3.1 for every U ∈ F there exists a corresponding exact structure EU on C.
This yields E =

⋃

EU . Since E is finitely generated, there is a kernel-cokernel pair
(f, g) in E such that E is the smallest exact structure containing (f, g). Now (f, g)
must be contained in some EU and thus E = EU . It follows that UE = U and so Uc

E

is quasi-compact.
Let ZspA\UE be quasi-compact. We have E =

⋃

Ef , where the union goes over
all E-monomorphisms f in C. The union is directed, since for E-monomorphisms f
and g, also f ⊕ g is an E-monomorphism by [5, Proposition 2.9] and the inclusion
Ef , Eg ⊆ Ef⊕g holds by [5, Corollary 2.18]. By Theorem 3.1 we obtain a directed
union Uc

E =
⋃

Uc

Ef
. Because Uc

E is quasi-compact, there exists an E-monomorphism

f with UE = UEf
. It follows that E = Ef and so E is finitely generated. �

Consider a (finite or infinite) sequence

X0 −→ X1 −→ X2 −→ . . .(∗)

of morphisms in C. For all i ≥ 0 the sequence induces a morphism X0 → Xi, which
equals 1X0

for i = 0. Now (∗) is called an E-sequence if the morphism ϕ in some
weak pushout diagram

X0 Xi+1

Xi P
ϕ

is not an E-monomorphism for all i ≥ 0. Note that weak pushout diagrams exist,
since C has weak cokernels. In particular, X0 → Xi+1 is never an E-monomorphism.

Example 3.3. Let fi : Xi → Xi+1, i ≥ 0 be a sequence in C and gi = fi−1fi−2 . . . f0.

(1) Let Esplit be the split exact structure on C. The sequence fi, i ≥ 0 is an
Esplit-sequence if and only if gi does not factor through gi+1 for all i.

(2) Let C be abelian and Emax the maximal exact structure on C. The sequence
fi, i ≥ 0 is an Emax-sequence if and only if ker gi, i ≥ 0 is strictly increasing.

Recall that there exists a Serre subcategory SE of fp(C,Ab) corresponding to E
by Corollary 2.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let fi : Xi → Xi+1, i ≥ 0 be an E-sequence in C and gi = fi−1fi−2...f0.
Then

cokerHomC(gi,−) −→ cokerHomC(gi−1,−)

defines a chain of proper epimorphisms in fp(C,Ab)/SE between quotients of the

functor HomC(X0,−). Further, every sequence

· · · −→ F2 −→ F1 −→ F0

of proper epimorphisms between quotients of HomC(X0,−) in fp(C,Ab)/SE is iso-

morphic to such a chain.

Proof. Let q : fp(C,Ab) → fp(C,Ab)/SE be the canonical quotient functor. Every
epimorphism in fp(C,Ab)/SE is isomorphic to q(α) for an epimorphism α : F → G
in fp(C,Ab). We can choose F = cokerHomC(f,−) for a morphism f : X → Y in
C. This yields a commutative diagram

HomC(Y,−) HomC(X,−) F 0

HomC(Z,−) HomC(X,−) G 0

HomC(h,−)

HomC(f,−)

HomC(g,−)
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with exact rows and morphisms g : X → Z, h : Z → Y such that f = hg. The
kernel K of α equals cokerHomC(ϕ,−), where ϕ occures in some weak pushout
diagram

X Y

Z P.

f

g

ϕ

Because q is exact, it follows that the kernel of q(α) also equals K. Hence, q(α) is a
proper epimorphism if and only if K /∈ SE . By Theorem 2.2 this is equivalent to ϕ
not being an E-monomorphism. The claim now follows inductively by the definition
of E-sequences. �

A locally coherent category B is locally noetherian if everyX ∈ fpB is noetherian
and B is locally finite if every X ∈ fpB is of finite length.

Proposition 3.5. The following are equivalent.

(1) There exists no infinite E-sequence in C.
(2) The relative purity category PE (A) is locally noetherian.

(3) The subcategory of Ē-injective objects in A is closed under filtered colimits.

(4) The subcategory of Ē-injective objects in A is closed under coproducts.

(5) Every Ē-injective object decomposes into a coproduct of indecomposable ob-

jects with local endomorphism rings.

Proof. The category fpPE(A) identifies with fp(C,Ab)op (see Section 1.4) and every
object in fp(C,Ab) is a quotient of HomC(X,−) for some X ∈ C. Thus, the equiv-
alence between (1) and (2) follows from Lemma 3.4. The Ē-injective objects are
identified via evE with the injective objects in PE(A) by Lemma 2.9. Since evE is
fully faithful and commutes with filtered colimits by Theorem 2.6, the equivalences
between (2), (3), (4) and (5) follow from [19, Theorem 11.2.12]. �

An objectX ∈ A is endofinite if for all C ∈ C the EndA(X)-module HomA(C,X)
is of finite length.

Proposition 3.6. The following are equivalent.

(1) For every X ∈ C the lengths of E-sequences starting in X is bounded.

(2) The relative purity category PE (A) is locally finite.

(3) Every Ē-injective object in A is endofinite.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Proposition 3.5 but we make use of
[19, Proposition 13.1.9] instead. �

Recall that a morphism f : X → Y in an additive category is left almost split if
f is not a split monomorphism and every morphism starting in X that is not a split
monomorphism factors through f . In this case X has local endomorphism ring.

Lemma 3.7. Let X ∈ A be Ē-injective. The following are equivalent.

(1) The object X is the source of a left almost split morphism in XE .

(2) The injective envelope of a simple object in PE(A) coincides with X̄.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [22, Theorem 12.3.13]. Note that evE

identifies the Ē-injectives in A with the injectives in PE(A) as well as XE with the
fp-injectives in PE(A) by Lemma 2.9. Moreover, the functor evE is fully faithful by
Theorem 2.6.

(1)⇒(2): Let f : X → Y be left almost split in XE . If ker f̄ = 0, then X̄ → Ȳ is
a split monomorphism, since X̄ is injective. Then also f is a split monomorphism,
which is a contradiction. Hence, ker f̄ 6= 0. Let 0 6= C ⊆ ker f̄ be a finitely
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generated subobject, U ⊆ C a maximal subobject and C/U → X̄ ′ an injective
envelope in PE(A). Then C/U is simple and X ′ is indecomposable. Consider the
compositions

C −→ ker f̄ −→ X̄, C −→ C/U −→ X̄ ′.

Because X̄ ′ in injective, there exists a commutative diagram

X̄ ′

C X̄.

Now the morphism X̄ → X̄ ′ corresponds to a morphism g : X → X ′. If g is not a
split monomorphism, then g factors through f . This contradicts f̄(C) = 0 and it
follows that g is a split monomorphism. Since X ′ is indecomposable, the morphism
g is an isomorphism and X̄ is the injective envelope of the simple object C/U .

(2)⇒(1): Let S → X̄ be an injective envelope of a simple object S in PE(A).
By [22, Lemma 11.1.26] and [22, Proposition 11.1.27] there exists a morphism
α : X̄/S → Ȳ with Y ∈ XE such that HomPE(A)(α, Ā) is surjective for A ∈ XE .

The induced morphism X̄ → Ȳ corresponds to a morphism f : X → Y . We show
that f is left almost split. Clearly, f is not a split monomorphism, since f̄ is not
a monomorphism. Let g : X → Z be a morphism with Z ∈ XE that is not a split
monomorphism. By injectivity of X̄ it follows that ḡ is not a monomorphism and
so ḡ(S) = 0. Thus, ḡ factors through X̄ → X̄/S as well as X̄/S → Ȳ , because
HomPE(A)(α, Z̄) is surjective. Hence, g factors through f . �

A morphism X → Y in C is almost E-monic if it is not an E-monomorphism and
for every morphism X → Z, the morphism ϕ in some weak pushout diagram

X Y

Z P
ϕ

is an E-monomorphism or the induced morphismX → Y⊕Z is an E-monomorphism.

Example 3.8. (1) A morphism X → Y in C is left almost split if and only if
it is almost Esplit-monic and X has local endomorphism ring.

(2) Assume that C is abelian. A morphism X → Y in C is almost Emax-monic
if and only if its kernel is simple.

The following is a small version of Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 3.9. For X ∈ C the following are equivalent.

(1) The object X is the source of an almost E-monic morphism in C.
(2) There is an epimorphism HomC(X,−)→ S in fp(C,Ab)/SE with simple S.

In this case S ∼= cokerHomC(f,−), where f equals the almost E-monic morphism

f starting in X.

Proof. We show that for every morphism f : X → Y in C the functor

F = cokerHomC(f,−)

is simple in fp(C,Ab) if and only if f is almost E-monic. Then clearly (1) implies (2)
and also (2) implies (1), since an epimorphism HomC(X,−)→ S can be extendend
to an exact sequence

HomC(Y,−) −→ HomC(X,−) −→ S −→ 0
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in fp(C,Ab)/SE , where the first morphism corresponds to a morphism X → Y by
Lemma 2.4.

The object F is simple in fp(C,Ab)/SE if and only if F /∈ SE and for every mor-
phism HomC(Z,−) → F in fp(C,Ab) the image is contained in SE or the cokernel
is contained in SE . The morphism HomC(Z,−) → F corresponds to a morphism
X → Z. The image is isomorphic to cokerHomC(ϕ,−), where ϕ occures in the
pushout diagram

X Y

Z P
ϕ

and the cokernel is isomorphic to cokerHomC(g,−), where g equals the induced
morphism X → Y ⊕ Z. By Theorem 2.2 and the definition of an almost E-monic
morphism, it now follows that f is almost E-monic if and only if F is simple in
fp(C,Ab)/SE . �

The following connects left almost split morphisms in XE and almost E-monic
morphisms in C.

Proposition 3.10. Let Q ∈ A be the Ē-injective envelope of C ∈ C. The following

are equivalent.

(1) There is a left almost split morphism in XE starting in an indecomposable

direct summand X of Q.

(2) There is an almost E-monic morphism starting in C.

Moreover, in this case {X} is open in UE .

Proof. The proof is similar to [18, Theorem 3.6].
The Ē-injective envelope corresponds to an injective envelope C̄ → Q̄ in PE(A)

by the proof of Proposition 2.12. Simple subobjects of Q̄ correspond to simple
subobjects of C̄, which are automatically finitely presented, since PE(A) is locally
coherent. Further, every simple subobject of Q̄ corresponds to an indecomposable
direct summand of Q̄, which is the injective envelope of this simple object. This
direct summand is isomorphic to some X̄ , where X is an indecomposable direct
summand of Q. Now the equivalence of (1) and (2) follows by Lemma 3.7 and
Lemma 3.9 using the identification of fpPE(A) with fp(C,Ab)fp (see Section 1.4).

The above shows that, under the assumption of (1) or equivalently (2), there
exists an injective envelope S̄ → X̄ in PE(A), where S̄ is simple in fpPE(A).
Because HomfpPE (A)(S̄, Ȳ ) = 0 for every indecomposable injective object Ȳ 6∼= X̄

in PE(A), it follows that {X̄} is open in SpPE(A) (see Section 1.5). Hence, {X}
is open in UE by the correspondence (ii)→(iii),(iv) in Section 1.6. �

4. The case of an Artin algebra

Let k be a commutative artinian ring, A an Artin k-algebra, ModA the category
of left A-modules and modA the full subcategory of finite length modules. The cat-
egory ModA is locally finite with fp ModA = modA. We set ZspA = Zsp ModA
and denote by injA, respectively projA, the set of isomorphism classes of indecom-
posable injective, respectively projective, modules in modA.

The maximal exact structure Emax on modA coincides with the abelian structure
and so Ēmax = lim

−→
Emax coincides with the abelian structure of ModA. Moreover,

for an indecomposable module X ∈ ModA the set {X} is closed in ZspA if X is
endofinite and open if X is of finite length, see for example [27, Theorem 5.1.12]
and [27, Corollary 5.3.33]. The following result shows that the study of ZspA is
equivalent to the study of exact structure on modA.
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Corollary 4.1. There exists a one to one correspondence
{

closed sets

in ZspA

}

←→

{

exact structures

on modA

}

×

{

subsets

of injA

}

.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 an exact structure E on modA corresponds to a closed set
in ZspA containing injA. Now an arbitrary closed set in ZspA differs by a choice
of a subset of injA, since {X} is closed and open for all X ∈ injA. �

An indecomposable module X ∈ ModA is generic if X is endofinite and X is
not of finite length. The existence of generic modules is related to the (generalized)
second Brauer-Thrall conjecture, which states that if modA is of infinite repre-
sentation type and the simple modules have infinite underlying sets, then there
exist infinitely many n ∈ N such that there are infinitely many non-isomorphic
indecomposable modules of length n. Now under the assumptions in the second
Brauer-Thrall conjecture, the conjecture is equivalent to the existence of a generic
module [7, Theorem 7.3].

Proposition 4.2. [18, Proposition 6.23] The assignment

M 7→ SM = {F ∈ fp(modA,Ab) | F (M) = 0}

induces a bijection between

(1) isomorphism classes of indecomposable endofinite modules M ∈ ModA,

and

(2) maximal Serre subcategories S of fp(modA,Ab) such that fp(modA,Ab)/S
has a simple object.

Moreover, M is generic if and only if every simple object in fp(modA,Ab) is also

contained in SM .

Let E be an exact structure on modA. Then E is maximal if the only bigger
exact structure is the abelian exact structure of modA. A short exact sequence

0 −→ X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z −→ 0

in modA is almost E-exact if f is almost E-monic. Recall that the above short exact
sequence is an almost split sequence if f is left almost split and Z is indecomposable.
The following translates Proposition 4.2 to the language of exact structures.

Theorem 4.3. Let A be an Artin algebra. The assignment

M 7→ EM = {(f, coker f) | ker f = 0 and cokerHomA(f,M) = 0}

induces a bijection between

(1) isomorphism classes of indecomposable endofinite modules M ∈ModA that

are not injective, and

(2) maximal exact structures E on modA such that there exists an almost

E-exact sequence.

Moreover, M is generic if and only if every almost split sequence is EM -exact.

Proof. The exact structure EM coincides with the exact structure corresponding to
the closed set U = {M} ∪ injA from Theorem 3.1. Every bigger exact structure
would correspond to a smaller closed set in ZspA containing injA, which can only
be injA. It follows that EM is a maximal exact structure.

Let SM be as in Proposition 4.2. Then there exists a simple object F in
fp(modA,Ab)/SM . Further, F ∼= cokerHomA(f,−) for a morphism f : X → Y
in modA. If f = gh for a morphism g and an epimorphism h in modA, then there
exists a short exact sequence

0→ cokerHomA(g,−)→ cokerHomA(f,−)→ cokerHomA(h,−)→ 0
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in fp(modA,Ab). In such a case, either F is isomorphic to cokerHomA(g,−) or
isomorphic to cokerHomA(h,−) in fp(modA,Ab)/SM , since F is simple. Hence, by
induction we may assume that either f is a monomorphism or an epimorphism with
simple kernel. In the second case let f : X → X/S for S ≤ X simple, ι : X → I an
injetive hull, ϕ : I → I/ι(S) the pushout of f along ι and ψ : X → X/S⊕ I induced
by f, ι. By construction, there exists a short exact sequence

0→ cokerHomA(ϕ,−)→ cokerHomA(f,−)→ cokerHomA(ψ,−)→ 0

in fp(modA,Ab). Because M /∈ injA, we have cokerHomA(ϕ,M) = 0 and thus
F ∼= cokerHomA(ψ,−) in fp(modA,Ab)/SM . Hence, we may assume that f is a
monomorphism. It follows that cokerHomA(f,−) ∈ SEmax

, where SEmax
is the Serre

subcategory of fp(C,Ab) corresponding to the maximal exact structure Emax on
modA from Corollary 2.3. Thus, F is simple in SEmax

/(SM ∩SEmax
). By definition

SEM
= SM ∩SEmax

and it follows that F is simple in fp(modA,Ab)/SEM
. Now the

morphism f is almost EM -monic by Lemma 3.9. Since f is a monomorphism, the
pair (f, coker f) is an almost EM -exact sequence.

For an almost split sequence

0 −→ X
f
−−→ Y −→ Z −→ 0

in modA we have cokerHomA(f,M) = 0 if and only if X ∼= M . Thus, such a
sequence is always EM -exact if and only if M is generic.

It is left to check the surjectivity of the assignment. Let E be a maximal exact
structure on modA such that there exists an almost E-exact sequence (f, coker f).
Let UE be the corresponding closed set in ZspA by Theorem 3.1. Then UE is
minimal with the property of containing injA but not being equal to injA. It
follows that U = UE \ injA is a minimal non-empty closed set in ZspA. Hence, the
Serre subcategory S corresponding to U is maximal (see Section 1.6). Further, the
equality UE = U ∪ injA yields SE = S ∩ SEmax

. Now by Lemma 3.9 the functor
cokerHomA(f,−) is simple in fp(modA,Ab)/SE . Since f is a monomorphism,
we have cokerHomA(f,−) ∈ SEmax

. It follows that cokerHomA(f,−) is simple in
fp(modA,Ab)/S. By Proposition 4.2 there exists an endofinite module M ∈ ModA
with S = SM . Hence, EM = E and the assignment is surjective. �

Remark 4.4. Theorem 4.3 shows the importance of almost E-exact sequences.
The following are fundamental properties about them.

(1) Let 0 → X
f
−→ Y → Z → 0 be almost E-exact and X ′ a direct summand

of X . Then the canonical morphisms g : X/X ′→ Y/f(X ′) and h : X ′ → Y
yield a short exact sequence

0→ cokerHomA(g,−)→ cokerHomA(f,−)→ cokerHomA(h,−)→ 0.

in fp(modA,Ab). By Lemma 3.9 either g or h is almost E-monic. Hence, by
induction there exists an almost E-exact sequence 0→ X ′ → Y ′ → Z ′ → 0,
where X ′ is an indecomposable direct summand of X .

(2) Recall that a morphism X → Y in modA is almost E-monic if it is not
an E-monomorphism and for every morphism X → Z, the morphism ϕ in
some (weak) pushout diagram

X Y

Z P
ϕ



EXACT STRUCTURES AND PURITY 21

is an E-monomorphism or the induced morphism X → Y ⊕ Z is an
E-monomorphism. By the proof of Lemma 3.9 this property only needs
to be tested for indecomposable Z.

(3) One can define almost E-epic morphisms in modA dually to almost E-monic
morphisms. Then for a short exact sequence 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 the
morphismsX → Y is almost E-monic if and only if Y → Z is almost E-epic.
This follows from the duality in Lemma 2.1 and from Lemma 3.9 applied
to both modA and (modA)op.

We continue by investigating exact structures E on modA via ideals of morphisms
in modA. A class of morphisms I in modA is an ideal if

(1) for all f, g ∈ I the sum f + g is in I, and
(2) for all f ∈ I and arbitrary α, β the composition βfα is in I,

whenever the expressions are defined. For X,Y ∈ modA let I(X,Y ) denote the
collection of all morphisms in I starting in X and ending in Y . This induces
functors I(X,−) : modA→ Ab and I(−, Y ) : modA→ Abop.

The ideal I is fp-idempotent if

SI = {F ∈ fp(modA,Ab) | F (f) = 0 for all f ∈ I}

is a Serre subcategory of fp(modA,Ab) [18, Section 5.1].

Corollary 4.5. [18, Corollary 5.9] There exists a one to one correspondence be-

tween Serre subcategories S of fp(modA,Ab) and fp-idempotent ideals I of modA,

given by I 7→ SI and

S 7→ {f : X → Y in modA | F (f) = 0 for all F ∈ S}.

Given an exact structure E on modA let SE be the associated Serre subcategory
of fp(modA,Ab) by Corollary 2.3 and IE the corresponding fp-idempotent ideal by
the above result. Following the correspondences, the ideal IE equals all f : X → Y
such that for all E-monomorphisms X → M there exists M → Y making the
diagram

Y

X M

f

commute. Motivated by this description, we call IE the E-injective ideal. Dually,
we define the E-projective ideal and denote it by PE . These ideals were already
considered in [13, Section 9.2].

Remark 4.6. Let D : mod k → mod k be the Matlis duality, which induces a
duality between modA and modAop. For an ideal I of modA we denote by DI
the ideal of all morphisms in modAop isomorphic to Dϕ for some ϕ ∈ I.

(1) The assignment F 7→ DFD defines a duality between fp(modA,Ab) and
fp(modAop,Ab) by [3, Proposition 3.3]. Moreover, DFD(Df) = 0 if and
only if F (f) = 0 for a morphism f in modA. It follows that an ideal I of
modA is fp-idempotent if and only if DI is fp-idempotent.

(2) For an exact structure E on modA let DE denote all kernel-cokernel pairs
in modAop isomorphic to (Df,Dg) for (f, g) ∈ E . Then DE is an exact
structure on modAop. Clearly IDE = DPE and PDE = DIE . In particular,
the E-projective ideal is also always fp-idempotent by (1).

With the above remark, Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 4.5 imply the following.
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Corollary 4.7. There exists a one to one correspondence between the following.

(1) Exact structures E on modA.

(2) Fp-idempotent ideals I of modA containing all morphisms factoring through

an injective module.

(3) Fp-idempotent ideals P of modA containing all morphisms factoring through

a projective module.

The assignments are given by E 7→ IE and E 7→ PE , as well as

I 7→ EI = {(f, coker f) | cokerHomA(f,−)(ϕ) = 0 for all ϕ ∈ I},

P 7→ EP = {(ker g, g) | cokerHomA(−, g)(ψ) = 0 for all ψ ∈ P}.

The following offers a different description of the E-injective ideal IE .

Lemma 4.8. Let E be an exact structure on modA and f a morphism in modA.

(1) If f factors through an fp-Ē-injective module in ModA, then f ∈ IE .

(2) If f ∈ IE , then f factors through a finite direct sum of indecomposable

Ē-injective modules in ModA.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 the definable subcataegory XE corresponding to E equals
the collection all fp-Ē-injectives in ModA and the corresponding closed set UE in
ModA coincides with the indecomposable Ē-injectives in ModA. Now (1) follows
by [18, Theorem 5.2] and (2) by [26, Corollary 4.7]. �

Let τ : modA → modA denote the Auslander-Reiten translation, where modA
is the projectively stable module category and modA the injectively stable module
category. Further, let τ− denote the inverse of τ . The following result is a relative
Auslander-Reiten formula for the lifted exact structure Ē on ModA.

Proposition 4.9. Let E be an exact structure on modA and I the collection of all

morphisms factoring through an Ē-injective module. There exists an isomorphism

DExt1Ē(C,X) ∼= HomA(X, τC)/I(X, τC)

functorial in X ∈ModA and C ∈ modA.

Proof. For the extension groups relative to exact structures, see Section 1.2. We
proceed as in [21]. By Proposition 2.12 there exists an Ē-injective envelope X → Q.
Let K be its cokernel. For the short exact sequence δ : 0→ X → Q→ K → 0, the
covariant defect δ∗ and the contravariant defect δ∗ are given by the exact sequences

0→ HomA(K,−)→ HomA(Q,−)→ HomA(X,−)→ δ∗ → 0,

0→ HomA(−, X)→ HomA(−, Q)→ HomA(−,K)→ δ∗ → 0.

The defect formula states D δ∗(C) ∼= δ∗(τC) functorial in δ and C [21, Theorem].
Now δ∗(C) ∼= Ext1

Ē
(C,X) and δ∗(τC) = HomA(X, τC)/I(X, τC). �

As a consequence, we also get the relative Auslander-Reiten formulas for exact
structures E on modA, which are shown in [13, Corollary 9.4]. They also hold
in a more general setup, see [23], and their proof does not rely on any arguments
involving big objects contrary to our approach.

Corollary 4.10. Let E be an exact structure on modA. For X,Y ∈ modA there

exist functorial isomorphisms

Ext1E(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(Y, τX)/IE(Y, τX),

Ext1E(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(τ
−Y,X)/PE(τ

−Y,X).

Proof. The first equality follows by Proposition 4.9 with Lemma 4.8. The second
equality follows by duality. �
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For an ideal I of modA let I denote the induced ideal in modA and I the
induced ideal in modA. Further, we denote by ZspA, respectively ZspA, all closed
sets in ZspA containing projA, respectively injA.

Proposition 4.11. Let E be an exact structure on modA. The Auslander-Reiten

translation τ and its inverse τ− induce mutually inverse bijections

PE IE .
τ

τ−

In particular, 1X ∈ PE if and only if 1τX ∈ IE for X ∈ modA.

Proof. Let δ : 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 be an E-exact sequence. By definition of
the E-projective and E-injective ideal, we have f ∈ PE iff δ∗(f) = 0 and f ∈ IE iff
δ∗(f) = 0 for all δ. The defect formula Dδ∗ ∼= δ∗τ implies the desired result. �

Corollary 4.12. There exist mutually inverse order preserving assignments

ZspA ZspA
τ

τ−

such that for all indecomposable X ∈ modA we have

(1) X ∈ U if and only if τX ∈ τ U for U ∈ ZspA, and

(2) X ∈ U if and only if τ−X ∈ τ− U for U ∈ ZspA.

Proof. By [26, Corollary 4.7] closed sets in ZspA containing projA, respectively
injA, correspond to fp-idempotent ideals containing all morphisms factoring through
an injective, respectively projective, module in modA. The assignment is now given
by Corollary 4.7 and the desired properties follow by Proposition 4.11. �

Example 4.13. We consider the smallest exact structure E = Efin containing all
almost split sequences in modA. Exact structures containing E are relevent for the
existence of generic modules by Theorem 4.3.

The Serre subcategory SE of fp(modA,Ab) corresponding to E is generated by
all cokerHomA(f,−), where f is a left almost split morphism starting in a non-
injective indecomposable module, see Corollary 2.3. The corresponding definable
subcategory XE consists of all X ∈ ModA such that HomA(f,X) is surjective for
all such f , see Section 1.6 (i)↔(iii). Thus, XE equals the collection of all modules
in ModA having no non-injective indecomposable direct summand of finite length.
It follows that the indecomposable Ē-injective modules form the closed set U ∪ injA
in ZspA, where U denotes all infinite length modules in ZspA, see Theorem 3.1.

By [18, Corollary 8.13] the fp-idempotent ideal IE corresponding to XE equals
radωA + 〈injA〉. Here, 〈injA〉 denotes all morphisms in modA factoring through an
injective module, radA the radical ideal of modA and radωA =

⋂∞

n=1 radnA. The ideal
IE is the E-injective ideal. Since the duality D preserves almost split sequences and
radical morphisms, it follows that the E-projective ideal PE equals radωA+ 〈projA〉.
In particular, τ(U ∪ projA) = U ∪ injA, see Corollary 4.12. Applying the relative
Auslander-Reiten formulas in Corollary 4.10 yields

Ext1Efin
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(Y, τX)/(radωA + 〈injA〉)(Y, τX),

Ext1Efin
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(τ

−Y,X)/(radωA + 〈projA〉)(τ−Y,X).

We consider some special cases.
If X has no preprojective (in the sense of [2]) indecomposable direct summand,

then HomA(A,X) ⊆ radωA(A,X) by [30, Proposition 5.5]. In this case

Ext1Efin
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(τ

−Y,X)/radωA(τ
−Y,X).
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Similarly, if Y has no preinjective indecomposable direct summand, then

Ext1Efin
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(Y, τX)/radωA(Y, τX).

It follows that Ext1Efin
(τX, Y ) ∼= Ext1Efin

(X, τ−Y ) if τX has no preprojective and
τ−Y no preinjective direct summand.

We also consider the condition radωA(Y, τX) ⊆ 〈injA〉. This holds if and only if

Ext1Efin
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(Y, τX)/〈injA〉(Y, τX) ∼= Ext1A(X,Y )

by the classical Auslander-Reiten formula. Thus, we have a criteria when every
short exact sequence between two modules is generated by almost split sequences.

5. Fp-idempotent ideals

In this section we stick to the case of a module category over an Artin algebra A.
By the results in Section 4, the importance of fp-idempotent ideals to study exact
structures on modA is apparent. Our aim will be to further analyze them. To do
so, we need some additional terminology.

Let I be an ideal of modA. A morphism f : X →M in modA is called (strongly)
left I-factoring if for all ϕ : X → Y in I there exists g : Y → M (in I) such that
f = gϕ. Note that f is left I-factoring if and only if cokerHomA(f,−)(ϕ) = 0
for all ϕ ∈ I. The ideal I is left idempotent if every left I-factoring morphism is
strongly left I-factoring. The definition of (strongly) right I-factoring morphisms
and right idempotent ideals is dual. Clearly, every idempotent ideal I (so I2 = I)
is both left and right idempotent. The following is an important recharacterization
of fp-idempotent ideals.

Lemma 5.1. Let I be an ideal of modA. Then I is fp-idempotent if and only if

it is left idempotent if and only if it is right idempotent.

Proof. Assume that I is fp-idempotent. Let S be the corresponding Serre subcat-
egory of fp(modA,Ab) from Corollary 4.5 and f : X → M left I-factoring. Then
cokerHomA(f,−)(ϕ) = 0 for ϕ ∈ I. Thus, cokerHomA(f,−) ∈ S. Recall that
there exists a definable subcategory X of ModA corresponding to S, given by

X = {Z ∈ ModA | F (Z) = 0 for all F ∈ S},

see Section 1.6 (i)↔(iii). By [18, Theorem 5.2] the ideal I equals all morphisms in
modA that factor through a module in X . In particular, every ϕ : X → Y in I
factors through some Z ∈ X and cokerHomA(f, Z) = 0. This yields a commutative
diagram

Y

Z

X M.

Hence, M → Y is in I and X → Y is strongly left I-factoring . Thus, the ideal I
is left idempotent.

Assume that I is left idempotent. For I to be fp-idempotent, the collection

S = {F ∈ fp(modA,Ab) | F (ϕ) = 0 for all ϕ ∈ I}

must be a Serre subcategory of fp(modA,Ab). Now S is always closed under
subobjects and quotients. It remains to show that S is closed under extensions. A
short exact sequence in fp(modA,Ab) is given by

0→ cokerHomA(f,−)→ cokerHomA(g,−)→ cokerHomA(h,−)→ 0,
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where g : X →M is arbitrary, f : N → P is given by a pushout diagram

X M

N P

g

α β

f

and h : X → M ⊕ N is induced by g, α. If the right term in the short exact
sequence is in S, then for all ϕ : X → Y in I there exists ψ : M ⊕ N → Y such
that ϕ = ψh = ψ1g + ψ2α with ψ1 : M → Y and ψ2 : N → Y . Because I is left
idempotent, we can choose ψ ∈ I. In particular, ψ2 ∈ I. Now if also the left term
in the short exact sequence is in S, then there exists γ : P → Y with ψ2 = γf . It
follows that

ϕ = ψ1g + ψ2α = ψ1g + γfα = (ψ1 + γβ)g.

Hence, also the middle term in the short exact sequence is in S and the ideal I is
fp-idempotent.

Moreover, I is right idempotent if and only if I is fp-idempotent by duality and
Remark 4.6 (1). �

We will apply the recharacterization of fp-idempotent ideals to generalize the
following phenomenon. Let C be a full additive subcategory of modA and I the ideal
of all morphisms factoring through some module in C. Every morphismX → Y in I
factors as X → C → Y with C ∈ C and taking images yields a second factorization

X −→ C′ −→ C′′ −→ Y,

where X → C′ is an epimorphism ending in a submodule of C and C′′ → Y a
monomorphism starting in a quotient of C. Moreover, C′ → C′′ factors through C.
Now submodules C′ and quotients C′′ of modules in C can also be described as all
modules that fulfill

I(C′, DA) = HomA(C
′, DA) and I(A,C′′) = HomA(A,C

′′)

respectively. The above generalizes to fp-idempotent ideals.

Proposition 5.2. Let I be an fp-idempotent ideal of modA. Then every morphism

X → Y in I factors as

X −→ C′ −→ C′′ −→ Y,

where X → C′ is an epimorphism, C′′ → Y is a monomorphism and C′ → C′′ is

in I with

I(C′, DA) = HomA(C
′, DA) and I(A,C′′) = HomA(A,C

′′).

Proof. For C ∈ modA let tC be the sum of all images of morphisms in I ending in
C. Because C is of finite length, this image is obtained from a single epimorphism
ϕ : M → tC in I. If tC = C, then I(A,C) = HomA(A,C), since every morphism
A → C in I factors through ϕ. By construction the inclusion tC → C is right
I-factoring. By Lemma 5.1 it follows that every morphism X → Y in I factors as

X −→ tY −→ Y

with X → tY in I. Again X → tY factors as X → t(tY )→ tY . Because tY equals
the image of all morphisms in I ending in Y , we must have t(tY ) = tY . Hence,
we found the desired C′′ = tY . The existence of C′ and the desired factorization
follows dually. �
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For an fp-idempotent ideal I we denote by s(I), respectively e(I), the full
subcategory of all C ∈ modA with I(C,DA) = HomA(C,DA) and respectively
I(A,C) = HomA(A,C). Motivated by Proposition 5.2 we say that I starts in s(I)
and ends in e(I).

Example 5.3. (1) Let C be a full additive subcategory of modA and I the
ideal of morphisms factoring through a module in C. Then s(I), respectively
e(I), equals all submodules, respectively quotients, of modules in C.

(2) Consider the fp-idempotent ideal I = radωA. Then s(I), respectively e(I),
equals all modules in modA with no preinjective, respectively preprojective,
direct summand (see Example 4.13).

Remark 5.4. The following describes some closure properties of the collection of
fp-idempotent ideals. Let Ii be a set of fp-idempotent ideals of modA and Si the
corresponding Serre subcategories of fp(modA,Ab) from Corollary 4.5.

(1) The ideal J =
∑

Ii contains all finite sums of morphisms that are each
contained in some Ii. It is easy to check that J is the fp-idempotent ideal
corresponding to the Serre subcategory

⋂

Si. Hence, fp-idempotent ideals
are closed under arbitrary sums.

(2) Let J =
⋂

Ii. Assume that the intersection is directed, that is for all
i, j there exists l with Il ⊆ Ii ∩ Ij . It is easy to check that J is the
fp-idempotent ideal corresponding to the Serre subcategory

⋃

Si. Hence,
fp-idempotent ideals are closed under directed intersections.

Our next goal will be a new classification of fp-idempotent ideals. It is motivated
by the following result, which describes some properties of the largest fp-idempotent
ideal J contained in an arbitrary ideal I. Note that J exists by Remark 5.4 (1).

Corollary 5.5. [18, Corollary 5.11] Let I be an ideal of modA. Then the set of

fp-idempotent ideals contained in I has a unique maximal element J . It satisfies
⋂

n∈N

In ⊆ J ⊆ I.

Let us denote Iω =
⋂

n∈N
In. We show that for a class of ideals I the smallest

fp-idempotent ideal contained in I equals Iω. We need the following notions.
Let I be an ideal of modA. A left I-factoring morphism f : X → Y in modA

is a left I-approximation of X if f ∈ I. If every module X ∈ modA admits
a left I-approximation, then I is covariantly finite. The definition of a right

I-approximation and I being contravariantly finite is dual.

Lemma 5.6. Let I be a co- or contravariantly finite ideal of modA. Then Iω is

the smallest fp-idempotent ideal contained in I.

Proof. Let J be the maximal fp-idempotent ideal contained in I. Then Iω ⊆ J
by Corollary 5.5. Assume that I is covariantly finite, let f : X → Y be in J and
Xi → Xi+1 a left I-approximation for i ≥ 0 with X0 = X . Then Xi → Xi+1 is
left J -factoring and hence strongly left J -factoring by Lemma 5.1. Inductively, it
follows that X → Y factors as

Y

X X1 X2 . . .

f
f1 f2

with fi ∈ J . Since Xi → Xi+1 is in I for all i, we conclude that X → Y is in Iω

and so J = Iω. The argument is dual if I is contravariantly finite. �
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Theorem 5.7. An ideal I of modA is fp-idempotent if and only if there exists a

collection of ideals Ji such that

I =
⋂

J ωi ,

where the intersection is directed. Moreoever, we may choose a collection Ji of

covariantly finite ideals or of contravariantly finite ideals.

Proof. Let J be an ideal of modA and consider its finite powers J n with n ∈ N.
Clearly, (J n)ω = J ω. Hence, by Corollary 5.5 the largest fp-idempotent ideal Jn
contained in J n contains J ω. Thus,

⋂

n∈N
Jn = J ω. This intersection is directed,

since J n+1 ⊆ J n implies Jn+1 ⊆ Jn. By Remark 5.4 (2) it follows that J ω is
fp-idempotent as well as an arbitrary directed intersection of such ideals.

Let I be an fp-idempotent ideal and S the corresponding Serre subcategory of
fp(modA,Ab) from Corollary 4.5. For F ∈ S let IF be the ideal of all morphisms
ϕ in modA with F (ϕ) = 0. Then I ⊆ IF and I =

⋂

F∈S
IF . Moreover, the

intersection is directed, since IF⊕G = IF ∩ IG for F,G ∈ S. We will show that the
ideals IF are covariantly finite. Then Lemma 5.6 implies I ⊆ IωF for all F ∈ S and
so I =

⋂

F∈S
IωF .

For F ∈ S there exists f : X → M in modA with F ∼= cokerHomA(f,−). Now
F (ϕ) = 0 for a morphism ϕ : Y → N in modA is equivalent to: For every X → Y
there exists M → N such that the diagram

Y N

X M

ϕ

f

commutes. Let HomA(X,Y ) be generated by g1, . . . , gn as a k-module. This induces
a morphism g : Xn → Y . Consider the pushout diagram

Y P

Xn Mn.

ψ

g

fn

We show that ψ is a left IF -approximation. First, for ϕ : Y → N in IF there exists
a commutative diagram

Y N

Xn Mn.

ϕ

g

f

It follows that ϕ factors through ψ. Further, by construction of g for all X → Y
there exists λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ kn such that the diagram

Y P

Xn Mn

X M

ψ

g

fn

λ

f

λ

commutes. Hence ψ ∈ IF and ψ is a left IF -approximation.
We have found the desired collection Ji as the collection IF . The ideals IF are

covariantly finite and by duality, see Remark 4.6 (1), we can also choose Ji to be
contravariantly finite. �
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Example 5.8. (1) For an ideal I of modA the ideal Iω is fp-idempotent by
Theorem 5.7. A particular useful choice of I seems to be the following.
For a full additive subcategory C of modA let radC be the collection of all
morphisms X → Y that factor as X → C′ → C′′ → Y , where C′, C′′ ∈ C
and C′ → C′′ is a radical morphism. Then radωC equals all morphisms
X → Y that factor as

X −→ C1 −→ · · · −→ Cn −→ Y

for all n ∈ N with Ci ∈ C such that Ci → Ci+1 is a radical morphism.
(2) For an ideal I of modA we define the expresseion Iα for ordinal numbers

α as in [25]. If λ is a non-zero limit ordinal, let Iλ =
⋂

α<λ I
α. If α is an

arbitrary infinite ordinal, then α = λ + n for a limit ordinal λ and n ∈ N,
and we let Iα = (Iλ)n+1. Since every non-zero limit ordinal λ can be
written as ω(λ′ + n) for n ∈ N, a limit ordinal λ′ and ω the first non-finite
ordinal, it follows that

Iλ =

{
(

Iω(λ
′+n−1)

)ω

for n > 0,
⋂

α<λ′ Iωα for n = 0.

In both cases the ideal Iλ is fp-idempotent by Theorem 5.7 using induction
in the second case. An important example is radλA for a limit ordinal λ.

Let us connect some of the results in this section to exact structures on modA.
Let I be an fp-idempotent ideal of modA containing the ideal of all morphisms
factoring through an injective module, denoted by 〈injA〉. Then the correspond-
ing exact structure E on modA is given by all kernel-cokernel pairs (f, g) such
that f is left I-factoring, see Corollary 4.7. We may also start with an arbitrary
fp-idempotent ideal I of modA and consider all left I-factoring monomorphisms.
They will coincide with all left (I + 〈injA〉)-factoring morphisms and hence induce
an exact structure EI-inj. Dually, also all right I-factoring epimorphisms induce an
exact structure EI-proj. One can also directly confirm that EI-inj and EI-proj are
exact structures by checking the axioms, see Section 1.1, and using the fact that I
is left and right idempotent, see Lemma 5.1.

The following generalizes the behaviour of the exact structure Efin on modA in
Example 4.13.

Proposition 5.9. Let I be an fp-idempotent ideal of modA that starts in C and

ends in D.

(1) There are isomorphisms

Ext1EI-inj
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(Y, τX)/I(Y, τX),

Ext1EI-proj
(X,Y ) ∼= DHomA(τ

−Y,X)/I(τ−Y,X),

functorial in X ∈ modA and Y ∈ C for the first isomorphism, and functo-

rial in X ∈ D and Y ∈ modA for the second isomorphism.

(2) If τI = I, then E = EI-inj = EI-proj and

Ext1E(τX, Y ) ∼= Ext1E(X, τ
−Y )

for all τX ∈ D and τ−Y ∈ C.

Proof. (1) The EI-inj-injective ideal equals I + 〈injA〉. Moreover, if Y ∈ C, then
〈injA〉(Y,−) ⊆ I(Y,−), see Proposition 5.2. Hence, the first isomorphism follows
by Corollary 4.10. The second isomorphism follows similarly.

(2) If τI = I then E = EI-inj = EI-proj by Proposition 4.11. The isomorphism
now follows from (1). �
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The following characterizes almost E-monic morphisms.

Proposition 5.10. Let E be an exact structure on modA and I the E-injective

ideal. A morphism f : X → Y in modA is almost E-monic if and only if Im I(f,−)
is a maximal element in the poset

{ImI(g,−) 6= I(X,−) | g : X → Z with Z ∈ modA}

of proper subfunctors of I(X,−).

Proof. A morphism α : M → N is an E-monomorphism if and only if it is strongly
left I-factoring by Lemma 5.1. Clearly, this is equivalent to Im I(α,−) = I(M,−).

The morphism f is almost E-monic if it is not an E-monomorphism and for every
morphism g : X → Z, the morphism ϕ in some pushout diagram

X Y

Z P

f

g

ϕ

is an E-monomorphism or the morphism h : X → Y ⊕ Z induced by f and g is an
E-monomorphism. These conditions are equivalent to Im I(f,−) 6= I(X,−), and
Im I(ϕ,−) = I(Z,−) or Im I(g,−) = I(X,−). By properties of the pushout and
the direct sum, they are also equivalent to ImI(f,−) 6= I(X,−), and

Im I(g,−) ⊆ Im I(f,−) or Im I(f,−) + Im I(g,−) = I(X,−).

It follows that Im I(f,−) is a maximal element in the poset. �

Example 5.11. Let k be an algebraically closed field, Q = 1 2 the Kro-
necker quiver and A = kQ. The indecomposable modules in modA can be devided
into three parts: The preprojective modules P = {P1, P2, . . . }, the preinjective
modules Q = {Q1, Q2, . . . } and the regular modules R, which further divide into
tubes Rλ = {Rλ1 , R

λ
2 , . . . } with λ ∈ k ∪ {∞}. The Auslander-Reiten quiver of

modA can be visualized as follows.

P QR

. . . . . .

...
...

...
...

...
...

. . . . . .

Sometimes we identify the above collections with their additive closures. There
only exist non-zero morphisms in radωA from left to right in the above picture, that
is from P to R, from R to Q and from P to Q. In the third case, such morphisms
are always contained in radω+1

A = (radωA)
2.

For λ ∈ k ∪ {∞} the Prüfer module Rλ∞ is constructed by a filtered colimit of

monomorphisms in Rλ and the adic module R̂λ by an inverse limit of epimorphisms
in Rλ. The Ziegler spectrum ZspA consists of all indecomposable modules in
modA, the generic module G, the Prüfer modules Rλ∞ and the adic modules R̂λ,
see for example [22, Theorem 14.2.15]. We will mainly focus on the non-empty
closed sets U ⊆ ZspA that contain no finite dimensional modules. They are given
by two subsets S, T ⊆ k ∪ {∞} such that

U = {Rλ∞, R̂
µ, G | λ ∈ S, µ ∈ T }.

The corresponding fp-idempotent ideals are those contained in radωA and the cor-
responding exact structures are those containing Efin, see Example 4.13. We make
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use of Theorem 5.7, in particular Example 5.8 (1), to produce these fp-idempotent
ideals.

(1) The fp-idempotent ideal radωP starts in P and ends in R∪Q. It corresponds

to the closed set U = {R̂λ, G | λ ∈ k ∪ {∞}}.
(2) The fp-idempotent ideal radωQ starts in P∪R and ends in Q. It corresponds

to the closed set U = {Rλ∞, G | λ ∈ k ∪ {∞}}.
(3) For a non-empty subset S ⊆ k∪{∞} letRS =

⋃

λ∈S R
λ. The fp-idempotent

ideal radωRS starts in P ∪ RS and ends in RS ∪ Q. It corresponds to the

closed set U = {Rλ∞, R̂
λ, G | λ ∈ S}.

(4) We have radω+1
A =

⋂

radωRS , where the intersection goes over all cofinite

subsets S ⊆ k ∪ {∞}. Since the intersection is directed, the ideal radω+1
A

is fp-idempotent. It starts in P and ends in Q. The corresponding closed
subset equals U = {G}. We can also describe radω+1

A as a single ω-power of
an ideal as follows. For a sequence λ1, λ2, . . . of pairwise distinct elements
in k ∪ {∞} let C = {Rλi

j | i ∈ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ i}. Then radω+1
A = radωC .

(5) For S, T ⊆ k ∪ {∞} with S 6= ∅ or T 6= ∅ let IS,T be the ideal generated
by proper monomorphisms in RS and proper epimorphisms in RT . The
fp-idempotent ideal IωS,T starts in P∪RS and ends inRT∪Q. It corresponds

to the closed set U = {Rλ∞, R̂
µ, G | λ ∈ S, µ ∈ T }.

Note that the ideal IS,T in (5) fulfills τIS,T = IS,T . Thus, τIωS,T = I
ω

S,T and
so τ(U ∪ projA) = U ∪ injA, see Corollary 4.12. Because (1) - (3) are special cases
of (5), and (4) is constructed from (3), it follows that τ(U ∪ projA) = U ∪ injA in
every case. Further, every fp-idempotent ideal here is an ω-power of an ideal. It
would be interesting to know for what algebras these properties hold.

We continue by investigating the exact structure on modA corresponding to the
fp-idempotent ideal in (4). Let E be the exact structure such that the E-injective
ideal equals radω+1

A + 〈injA〉. By the observations before, the E-projective ideal

equals radω+1
A + 〈projA〉. We consider an exact sequence

0 −→ X
f
−−→ Y

g
−−→ Z −→ 0(∗)

with X,Z ∈ modA indecomposable. It is E-exact if and only if every X → M in
radω+1

A factors through f . If X /∈ P , then radω+1
A (X,−) = 0 implies that (∗) is

E-exact. Similarly, if Z /∈ Q, then (∗) is E-exact. It is left to consider the case
X ∈ P and Z ∈ Q. Clearly, if (∗) splits, then the sequence is E-exact. If it does
not split, then the identity 1Z : Z → Z does not factor through g. By the defect
formula there also exists X → τZ that does not factor through f . Since X ∈ P and
τZ ∈ Q, it follows that X → τZ is in radω+1

A . Hence, in such a case the sequence
(∗) is not E-exact. We conclude that for X,Z indecomposable

Ext1E(Z,X) =

{

Ext1A(Z,X) for X /∈ P or Z /∈ Q,

0 for X ∈ P and Z ∈ Q.

Next, we prove that the sequence

0 −→ P1 −→ Rλ1 −→ Q1 −→ 0

is almost E-exact for all λ ∈ k ∪ {∞}. It is not E-exact, since it does not split.
We must show that for every morphism P1 → X , the morphism f in some pushout
diagram

P1 R1

X Y
f
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is an E-monomorphism or the morphism P1 → X ⊕ R1 is an E-monomorphism.
By Remark 4.4 (2) this property only needs to be tested for indecomposable X . If
X 6∈ P , then X → Y is an E-monomorphism. If X ∈ P , then X ∼= Pi for some
i ≥ 1. Note that we can assume P1 → X to be a monomorphism, since otherwise
it would be zero and f would split. Thus, for i = 1 the morphism P1 → X is the
identity and so P1 → X ⊕ R1 splits. For i > 1 the morphism P1 → X induces a
short exact sequence

0 −→ P1 −→ Pi −→ Z −→ 0.

with Z ∈ R. Hence, the morphism P1 → X is an E-monomorphism and so is
P1 → X ⊕R1. It follows that the sequence in question is almost E-exact.

By Theorem 4.3 we conclude that the exact structure E corresponds to a generic
module. We already knew this, since the closed set corresponding to radω+1

A is
exactly {G}. The examination here reproves that G is generic. Moreover, by
Proposition 3.10 an Ē-injective envelope Q of P1 must have G as an indecomposable
direct summand.
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