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AN ELEMENTARY PROOF OF A CRITERION FOR SUBFUNCTORS OF

EXT TO BE CLOSED

JUAN CAMILO CALA

Abstract. Let A be an abelian category and let F be a subbifunctor of the additive bifunctor
Ext1

A
(−, −) : Aop×A → Ab. Buan proved in [4] that F is closed if, and only if, F has the 3×3-

lemma property, a certain diagrammatic property satisfied by the class of F -exact sequences.
The proof of this result relies on the theory of exact categories and on the Freyd–Mitchell
embedding theorem, a very well-known overpowered result. In this paper we provide a proof
of Buan’s result only by means of elementary methods in abelian categories. To achieve this
we survey the required theory of subfunctors leading us to a self-contained exposition of this
topic.

1. Introduction

In [7] Butler and Horrocks introduced the notion of Ext-subbifunctors over abelian categories
under the name of natural classes of simple extensions and E-functors. In this work, they
also defined closed subfunctors and proved that these were intimately related to certain classes
of morphisms, called h.f. classes, that were previously introduced by Buchsbaum in [5]. This
was an interesting fact because Buchsbaum had already shown [5, 6] that a theory of relative
homological algebra can be developed with this kind of classes. From this it became clear that
the work of Butler and Horrocks gave the very first insight of how relative homological algebra
could be improved by the study of the theory of subfunctors of Ext, an idea that was later
explored and formalized by Auslander and Solberg [1–3] in the context of categories of modules
over an Artin algebra.

Later on, Dräxler et al. [8] studied closed subfunctors and the relation between its induced
collection of exact sequences but now in the context of exact categories in the sense of Quillen
[13] which are a natural generalization of abelian categories. One of their main results says that
the definition of closed subfunctor given by Butler and Horrocks is redundant ([8, Proposition
1.4]).

After that, Buan [4] showed that a subfunctor is triangulated if, and only if, it is closed.
For this, he proved that closed subfunctors are exactly those whose induced collection of exact
sequences satisfies a certain 3 × 3-lemma property. Nevertheless, its proof is based on the
fact that the collection of exact sequences induced by a subfunctor defines an exact structure
over the underlying abelian category and so, by a result of Keller [10, Appendix A], there is
a version of the Freyd–Mitchell embedding theorem [9, Theorem 7.34] that applies over this
type of categories, that is, there exists an exact embedding sending the exact sequences of the
induced collection to short exact sequences into some abelian category. Therefore the problem
trivializes because the 3 × 3-lemma holds over abelian categories.

In this document we present a self-contained exposition of the theory of Ext-subfunctors over
abelian categories following the ideas of Butler and Horrocks [7], Auslander and Solberg [1],
and Dräxler et al. [8]. The objective behind this is to establish a clean path for proving the
mentioned result of Buan [4] without using the theory of exact categories nor the Freyd–Mitchell
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2 JUAN CAMILO CALA

embedding theorem (see Theorem 3.18). We will write full proofs of some of the results, specially
that ones contained in the work of Butler and Horrocks [7] with a more modern notation.

We now describe how we will proceed to achieve our goal. In Section 2 we first recall from
[14] the Yoneda’s construction of the Ext-bifunctor over abelian categories without assuming the
existence of enough projectives nor injectives. Then we recall the notion of a subfunctor of Ext
and establish in Proposition 2.7 the connection between subfunctors and its induced collections
of short exact sequences. We end this section by introducing in Definition 2.10 the concept of
proper functors and by stating in Proposition 2.13 equivalent conditions for a subfunctor of Ext
to be proper.

In Section 3 we start by giving the axioms defining f. classes and h.f. classes. We see how
one can construct a proper subfunctor from an f. class and viceversa, and in Theorem 3.7 we
show that both constructions are mutually inverse. After that, we recall the notion of closed
subfunctors and see that these correspond to h.f. classes under the bijection between proper
subfunctors and f. classes that we mentioned before. Lastly, we state and proof in Theorem 3.18
the result of Buan using elementary methods in abelian categories and as a direct consequence
we derive the fact that the definition of closed subfunctor is redundant.

Throughout this paper, A will denote an abelian category and Aop its opposite category,
that is, the category whose objects are the same as those of A and whose arrows are given by
reversing the arrows of A. We also denote by Ab and Set the category of abelian groups and
the category of sets, respectively.

2. Subfunctors of Ext

2.1. Yoneda’s Ext construction. We recall the Yoneda construction [14] of the Ext-bifunctor.
Most of the material cover here is taken from Mitchell’s book [11].

Consider two objects A, C ∈ A. We denote by EA(C, A) the collection of all short exact
sequences in A of the form

ε : 0 −→ A
i

−→ B
p

−→ C −→ 0 .

Then we denote by EA the collection of all short exact sequences in A and this are the objects
of a category (which we denote it in the same way) where a morphism (f, g, h) : ε → η between
two exact sequences ε ∈ EA(C, A) and η ∈ EA(Z, X) is a commutative diagram

ε : 0 A B C 0

η : 0 X Y Z 0 .

i

f

p

g h

j q

Composition in EA is defined component-wise and the identities morphisms are the obvious
ones. Then, a morphism (f, g, h) : ε → η is an isomorphism in EA if, and only if, f, g and h are
isomorphisms in A. With this information it’s easy to see that EA is an additive category. For
example, for k = 1, 2, let εk ∈ EA(Ck, Ak) be given by

εk : 0 Ak Bk Ck 0 .
ik pk

Then the direct sum ε1 ⊕ ε2 is the short exact sequence

(2.1) 0 A1 ⊕ A2 B1 ⊕ B2 C1 ⊕ C2 0 .
i1⊕i2 p1⊕p2
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Two short exact sequences ε and ε′ in EA(C, A) are Yoneda equivalent if there exists a mor-
phism (1A, g, 1C) : ε → ε′, that is, a commutative diagram

ε : 0 A B C 0

ε′ : 0 A B′ C 0 .

i p

g

i′ p′

We see that g is necessarily an isomorphism due to the Five Lemma and therefore the previous
construction defines an equivalence relation on EA(C, A). We denote by Ext1

A (C, A) the quotient
class and its elements will be referred as [ε] for representative ε ∈ EA(C, A). For example, any
split short exact sequence ε ∈ EA(C, A) satisfies [ε] = [εC,A], where we put

(2.2) εC,A : 0 A A ⊕ C C 0 .
µA πC

Here µA and πC denote the canonical inclusion and projection of the direct sum, respectively.
In order to see that the construction described above is functorial, we define for an exact

sequence ε ∈ EA(C, A) and a morphism f ∈ homA (A, A′) the correspondence

Ext1
A (C, f) : Ext1

A (C, A) → Ext1
A (C, A′)

[ε] 7→ [f · ε],

where f ·ε denotes the pushout of ε along f , that is, an exact sequence such that in the following
commutative diagram the left-sided square is a pushout

ε : 0 A B C 0

f · ε : 0 A′ B′ C 0 .

i

f po

p

l

j q

Dually we define for an exact sequence ε ∈ EA(C, A) and a morphism g ∈ homA (C′, C) the
correspondence

Ext1
A (g, A) : Ext1

A (C, A) → Ext1
A (C′, A)

[ε] 7→ [ε · g],

where ε·g denotes the pullback of ε along g. This information constitutes a bifunctor Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop×

A → Set contravariant in the first variable and covariant in the second variable. Some of the
properties satisfied by this construction are listed below.

Proposition 2.1. Any morphism (f, g, h) : ε → ε′ between short exact sequences ε ∈ EA(C, A)
and ε′ ∈ EA(C′, A′) admits a factorization

(

ε ε′(f,g,h)
)

=

(

ε ε ε′(f,g,1C) (1A′ ,g′,h)
)

where ε ∈ EA(C, A′), and this implies the relations [f ·ε] = [ε] = [ε′ ·h]. Therefore, for any short
exact sequence ε ∈ EA(C, A) the following properties holds true:

(a) [1A · ε] = [ε] = [ε · 1C ].

(b) [(f ′f) · ε] = [f ′ · (f · ε)], for all A
f
→ A′ f ′

→ A′′.

(c) [ε · (gg′)] = [(ε · g) · g′], for all C′′ g′

→ C′ g
→ C.

(d) [(f · ε) · g] = [f · (ε · g)], for all f : A → A′ and g : C′ → C.
(e) For every X ∈ A, [0A,X ·ε] = [εC,A] = [ε ·0X,C ], where 0A,X : A → X and 0X,C : X → C

are zero morphisms and εC,A is given by (2.2). �
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We can endow each Ext1
A (C, A) with an additive structure that turn it into an abelian group.

This is done by taking the Baer’s sum: for given ε, ε′ ∈ EA(C, A) define

(2.3) [ε] + [ε′] := [∇A · (ε ⊕ ε′) · ∆C ],

where ε ⊕ ε′ is the direct sum as defined in (2.1), ∆C : C → C ⊕ C is the diagonal morphism
and ∇A : A ⊕ A → A is the codiagonal morphism, each of which is completely determined by its
matricial representation ∇A = ( 1A 1A ) and ∆C =

(

1C

1C

)

. The zero element of the abelian group

Ext1
A (C, A) is [εC,A], the class of split short exact sequences. Therefore we obtain an additive

bifunctor Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop × A → Ab.

Finally, for given ε ∈ EA(C, A) and X ∈ A there is an induced morphism of abelian groups,
known as the covariant connecting morphism, given by

(2.4)
∂ε

X : homA (X, C) → Ext1
A (X, A)

f 7→ [ε · f ].

Dually we have the contravariant connecting morphism given by

(2.5)
δε

X : homA (A, X) → Ext1
A (C, X)

f 7→ [f · ε].

Theorem 2.2. For ε ∈ EA(C, A) and X ∈ A the following holds:

(a) The covariant connecting morphism ∂ε
X given in (2.4) is natural in X. In addition, any

morphism (f, g, h) : ε → η, with η ∈ EA(C′, A′), gives rise to a commutative square

homA (X, C) Ext1
A (X, A)

homA (X, C′) Ext1
A (X, A′) .

homA(X,f) Ext1

A
(X,α)

∂ε
X

∂
η

X

Dually, the same holds for the contravariant connecting morphism δε
X given in (2.5).

(b) If ε is given by

ε : 0 A B C 0 ,
i p

then there is an induced long exact sequence of abelian groups

0 homA (X, A) homA (X, B) homA (X, C)

Ext1
A (X, A) Ext1

A (X, B) Ext1
A (X, C) .

∂ε
X

Dually, there is an induced long exact sequence of abelian groups with the contravariant
connecting morphism δε

X . �

2.2. Subfunctors and exact sequences. In what follows we first recall the definition of an
Ext-subbifunctor and the properties satisfied by its induced class of short exact sequences.

In a categorical setting, a subfunctor of a functor G : C → D between two categories C and
D is a subobject F of G in the category of functors (strictly speaking this is not a category but
for didactical purposes we assume this is not a problem). This means that a subfunctor of G

is a pair (F, α) consisting of a functor F : C → D and a natural transformation α : F → G such
that its components αX : FX → GX are monic for every X ∈ C. When the source category
is given by a product of two categories, a subfunctor is simply called a subbifunctor. In our
setting, an Ext-subbifunctor is merely a subfunctor (F, α) of Ext1

A (−, −) : Aop × A → Set and
is completely determined by the following data:

(SF1) The natural transformation α can be taken as the set inclusion. This means that for
every pair of objects C, A ∈ A, F (C, A) ⊆ Ext1

A (C, A).
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(SF2) For every C, A ∈ A the induced functors F (C, −) and F (−, A), both together with the
natural inclusion, defines subfunctors of the correspondent induced functors Ext1

A (C, −) : A →
Set and Ext1

A (−, A) : Aop → Set, respectively. Thereby any two morphisms f ∈
homA (C′, C) and g ∈ homA (A, A′) gives rise to a commutative square

F (C, A) Ext1
A (C, A)

F (C′, A′) Ext1
A (C′, A′) .

⊆

F (f,g) Ext1

A
(f,g)

⊆

In other words, the action of F over morphisms in A are given by restricting the action
of Ext over the elements of F .

Notice that in the previous definition we are considering subfunctors when the target category
is Set. In considering subbifunctors of the additive bifunctor Ext1

A (−, −) : Aop × A → Ab, we
will refer to them as additive subbifunctors. The reason of why we adopt this terminology is
for avoiding confusion due to the well-knowing fact that, in general, subfunctors of an additive
functor are additive.

Lemma 2.3. Every subfunctor of an additive functor G : A → Ab is additive. �

From now on, by a subfunctor we always mean a subbifunctor of the functor Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop×

A → Set, and by an additive subfunctor we always mean a subbifunctor of the additive functor
Ext1

A (−, −) : Aop × A → Ab.
Every subfunctor F has associated a collection of short exact sequences in A. Indeed, for

every pair of objects C, A ∈ A, let EF (C, A) := {ε ∈ EA(C, A) : [ε] ∈ F (C, A)} and then denote
by EF the collection of all short exact sequences arising in this form. Elements in EF are called
F -exact sequences. Notice that the collection of exact sequences associated to the Ext-functor
is just EA.

Definition 2.4. For a given a class of short exact sequences E ⊆ EA, we say that:

(a) E is closed under pushouts if given a morphism f ∈ homA (A, X) and a short exact
sequence ε ∈ E(C, A), any representative of [f · ε] belongs to E .

(b) E is closed under pullbacks if given a morphism g ∈ homA (Y, C) and a short exact
sequence ε ∈ E(C, A), any representative of [ε · g] belongs to E .

(c) E is closed under Baer sums if given short exact sequences ε1, ε2 ∈ E(C, A), any repre-
sentative of the Baer sum [ε1] + [ε2] as defined in (2.3) belongs to E .

(d) E is closed under (finite) direct sums if given short exact sequences ε1, ε2 ∈ E , the direct
sum ε1 ⊕ ε2 as defined in (2.1) belongs to E .

(e) E is closed under isomorphisms if for any isomorphism (f, g, h) : ε → η with ε ∈ E , then
η ∈ E .

(f) E is closed under direct summands if for ε1, ε2 ∈ EA such that ε1⊕ε2 ∈ E , then ε1, ε2 ∈ E .

Let E0 ⊆ EA be the collection of all split short exact sequences in A. That is, every sequence
in E0 is Yoneda-equivalent to some εC,A as defined in (2.2). We clearly see that E0 is closed
under pushouts, pullbacks, finite direct sums, Baer’s sums and isomorphisms. Actually, E0 is
the smallest non-empty collection closed under pushouts and pullbacks.

Lemma 2.5. If E ⊆ EA is a non-empty collection of short exact sequences closed under pushouts
and pullbacks, then E0 ⊆ E.

Proof. If there is some ε ∈ E(C, A), then by Proposition 2.1 we have [εX,Y ] = [0Y,A ·ε ·0X,C], for
every X, Y ∈ A. Since E is closed under pushouts and pullbacks, εX,Y ∈ E . Thus E0 ⊆ E . �

It is straightforward to check that if F is a subfunctor then the collection EF of F -exact
sequences is closed under pushouts and pullbacks. Moreover, if F is an additive subfunctor, then
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EF is closed under Baer sums. The following criterion for decide whether a given subfunctor is
additive was first established by Auslander and Solberg in [1].

Proposition 2.6 ([1, Lemma 1.1]). Let F be a subfunctor. Then, F is an additive subfunctor if,
and only if, the collection EF of F -exact sequences is non-empty and closed under direct sums.
�

Reciprocally, any collection E ⊆ EA of short exact sequences which is closed under pushouts
and pullbacks gives rise to a subfunctor FE defined as follows: on objects, for A, C ∈ A,
FE(C, A) consists of Yoneda equivalence classes [ε] whose representatives are short exact se-
quences ε ∈ E(C, A), and on morphisms the action is given by restricting the action of the
functor Ext1

A (−, −). If in addition E is non-empty and closed under direct sums, then FE is an
additive subfunctor due to Proposition 2.6. This construction for passing from subfunctors to
collections of short exact sequences and viceversa actually defines a bijection between these two
classes. We record this observation formally as follows.

Proposition 2.7. There is a bijection between the following two classes:

(a) Subfunctors F of Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop × A → Set.

(b) Collections E ⊆ EA of short exact sequences which are closed under pushouts and pull-
backs.

The bijection is given by F 7→ EF and its inverse is given by E 7→ FE . Under this bijection,
additive subfunctors correspond to non-empty collections of short exact sequences which are
additionally closed under direct sums. �

For example, the additive subfunctor which sends everything to zero corresponds via the
bijection of Proposition 2.7 to the collection of all split short exact sequences E0.

In view of Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.6 we derive the following.

Lemma 2.8. If E ⊆ EA is a collection of short exact sequences closed under pushouts and
pullbacks, then:

(a) E is closed under direct summands. In particular, E is closed under isomorphisms.
(b) The following statements are equivalent if E is non-empty:

(b1) E is closed under finite direct sums.
(b2) E is closed under Baer’s sums.

Proof. (a) For j = 1, 2, consider εj ∈ EA(Cj , Aj) such that ε = ε1 ⊕ ε2 ∈ E . Then [εj ] =
[πA

j · ε · µC
j ], where we set A := A1 ⊕ A2, C := C1 ⊕ C2, and πA

j : A → Aj and µC
j : Cj → C

are the canonical projections and inclusions, respectively. Since E is closed under pushouts and
pullbacks it follows that εj ∈ E for j = 1, 2.

(b) Via the bijection of Proposition 2.7, this is equivalent to see that FE is additive if, and
only if, E is closed under direct sums. But is clear that FE is additive if, and only if, E is closed
under Baer’s sums and therefore the result follows from Proposition 2.6. �

One more thing we can say about a subfunctor F is that the images of the connecting
morphisms (2.4) and (2.5) associated to an F -exact sequence are again F -exact sequences and
therefore, by Theorem 2.2 (b), we obtain an exact sequence as follows.

Proposition 2.9 ([1, Proposition 1.3]). Let F be a subfunctor and let ε ∈ EF (C, A) be an
F -exact sequence of the form

ε : 0 A B C 0 .
f g

Then, for every X ∈ A the sequences

0 homA (C, X) homA (B, X) homA (A, X) F (C, X)
∂ε

X
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and

0 homA (X, A) homA (X, B) homA (X, C) F (X, A)
δε

X

are exact. �

We end this section by introducing the notion of proper functors. We will see in the next
section how this definition fits well into the theory of subfunctors.

Definition 2.10. We say that a functor G : C → Set is proper provided GX 6= ∅ for all X ∈ C.

It is not hard to see that every additive functor from A to Ab is proper. Indeed, we proof
this fact in two steps.

Lemma 2.11. If C is a preadditive category with zero object and G : C → Set is a functor such
that GX 6= ∅ for some X ∈ C, then G is proper.

Proof. For each Y ∈ A there is a well-defined correspondence

G : homC (X, Y ) → homSet (GX, GY ) .

Since C is preadditive with zero object, there exists a zero morphism 0X,Y : X → Y and so
G(0X,Y ) : GX → GY defines a morphism in Set. Now from the hypothesis GX 6= ∅ and the
well-known fact that there are no morphisms GX → ∅ in Set, necessarily GY 6= ∅. �

Lemma 2.12. If C is a preadditive category with zero object, then every additive functor G : C →
Ab is proper.

Proof. We know that additive functors maps zero objects in C to zero objects in Ab, and given
that zero objects in Ab are all isomorphic to a singleton, then the result follows directly from
Lemma 2.11. �

In other words, we have proven that the only proper functor from A to Set is the empty
functor, that is, the functor who sends everything to empty.

For our purposes, we list below equivalent conditions for subfunctors to be proper.

Proposition 2.13. The following statements are equivalent for a subfunctor F :

(a) F is proper.
(b) EF is non-empty.
(c) E0 ⊆ EF .
(d) There exists [ε] ∈ F (C, A) for some A, C ∈ A.

Proof. According to Proposition 2.7, if F is proper then EF is non-empty and closed under
pushouts and pullbacks, and therefore E0 ⊆ EF by Lemma 2.5. Hence (a) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (c). Clearly
(c) ⇒ (d), and (d) ⇒ (a) follows from Lemma 2.11. �

3. Closed subfunctors and h.f. classes

3.1. f. classes and h.f. classes of morphisms. The axioms defining f. classes and h.f. classes
were introduced and studied by Buchsbaum [5, 6] in order to develop a theory of relative
homological algebra. Later on, Butler and Horrocks [7] formulated an equivalent set of axioms
as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let M ⊆ Mor(A) be a class of morphisms in A. Consider the following
properties for M:

(A) M contains all zero monomorphisms and epimorphisms in A.
(B) If f ∈ M and f = xgy for some isomorphisms x and y, then g ∈ M.
(C) f ∈ M if, and only if, kf , cf ∈ M, where kf and cf are the kernel and cokernel of f ,

respectively.
(D) If f and gf are monomorphisms and gf ∈ M, then f ∈ M.

(D∗) If g and gf are epimorphisms and gf ∈ M, then g ∈ M.
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(E1) If f, g ∈ M are monomorphisms and gf is defined, then gf ∈ M.
(E2) If f, g ∈ M are epimorphisms and gf is defined, then gf ∈ M.

We say that M is an f. class if satisfies properties (A)–(D∗). If M satisfies all of them then we
call it an h.f. class.

Remark 3.2. Notice that properties (A)–(C) are self-dual, while (D)-(D∗) and (E1)-(E2) are
dual of each other. Therefore, M is an f. class in A if, and only if, Mop is an f. class in Aop,
where Mop := {fop : f ∈ M}. Also, M satisfies (E1) if, and only if, Mop satisfies (E2), and
thus M is an h.f. class if, and only if, Mop is an h.f. class.

Lemma 3.3. Let M ⊆ Mor(A) be a class of morphisms and

0 −→ A
f

−→ B
g

−→ C −→ 0

be an exact sequence in A. If M satisfies properties (B) and (C) of Definition 3.1, and f ∈ M,
then g ∈ M. The dual statement also holds, that is, f ∈ M if g ∈ M. �

To any class of morphisms M ⊆ Mor(A) we can associate a collection of short exact sequences
EM ⊆ E whose elements are given by

ε : 0 −→ A
f

−→ B
g

−→ C −→ 0 , with f, g ∈ M.

We will see that if M is an f. class, then EM induces a proper subfunctor, and reciprocally, every
proper subfunctor gives rise to an f. class of morphisms. This is contained in the work of Butler
and Horrocks [7, Proposition 1.1, Proposition 1.2].

Proposition 3.4. If M ⊆ Mor(A) is an f. class, then FM := FEM
is a proper subfunctor.

Proof. According to Proposition 2.7, for FM to be a subfunctor it is enough to see that the
collection EM is closed under pullbacks and pushouts. For this, let ε ∈ EM such that [ε] ∈
EM(A, B), and let f ∈ homA (X, A). Let us consider the commutative diagram with exact rows
arising from the pullback of ε along f , where by definition i, d ∈ M:

ε · f : 0 B Z X 0

ε : 0 B W A 0

j z

d

h f

i

pb

Since M is an f. class and both hj = i ∈ M and j are monomorphisms, then j ∈ M by (D) and
so ε · f ∈ EM by Lemma 3.3. Hence EM is closed under pullbacks. By arguing in a similar way
or by duality, we see that EM is closed under pushouts.

Finally, from Proposition 2.13 we deduce that FM is proper because being M an f. class,
property (A) says that EM is non-empty since contains all short exact sequences of the form

0 −→ A
1A−→ A −→ 0 −→ 0 .

�

Next we recall the construction for obtaining a class of morphisms from a subfunctor. Given a
subfunctor F , the class MF ⊆ Mor(A) of F -morphisms consists of those morphisms f satisfying
one of the following conditions:

(M1) f is monic and there exists ε ∈ EF such that

ε : 0 −→ A
f

−→ B −→ C −→ 0.

(M2) f is epic and there exists ε ∈ EF such that

ε : 0 −→ A −→ B
f

−→ C −→ 0.
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(M3) There exists ε1, ε2 ∈ EF such that

ε1 : 0 −→ Ker(f)
kf

−→ A
g

−→ B −→ 0 ,

ε2 : 0 −→ A
h

−→ B
cf

−→ Coker(f) −→ 0 .

As we mentioned before, we will show that the previous construction gives rise to an f. class
of morphisms whenever the subfunctor is proper. To achieve this the next result will be helpful.

Lemma 3.5. For an additive category C the following conditions hold:

(a) If the kernel kf : Ker(f) → A of a morphism f : A → B exists in C and y : A → Y is an
isomorphism, then the kernel of fy−1 : Y → B exists and is given by ykf : Ker(f) → Y .
Hence we have a commutative diagram

Ker(f) A B

Ker(f) Y B.

kf f

k
fy−1 fy−1

y

(b) If the cokernel cf : B → Coker(f) of a morphism f : A → B exists in C and x : X → B

is an isomorphism, then the cokernel of x−1f : A → X exists and is given by cf x : X →
Coker(f). Hence we have a commutative diagram

A X Coker(f)

A B Coker(f).

c
x−1f

cf

x

x−1f

f

�

Proposition 3.6. If F is a proper subfunctor, then the class MF of F -morphisms is an f. class.

Proof. We must check that MF satisfies properties (A)–(D∗). In order to avoid repeating
arguments we recall from Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.13 that the collection EF of F -
exact sequences is closed under pushouts, pullbacks and isomorphisms, and contains the class
E0 of split short exact sequences.

(A) For every C ∈ C, the exact sequences

0 −→ C
1C−→ C −→ 0 −→ 0 and 0 −→ 0 −→ C

1C−→ C −→ 0

both belong to εF since all split short exact sequences are F -exact. Hence MF contains all zero
monomorphisms and epimorphisms.

(B) Let f = xgy ∈ MF with x : X → B and y : A → Y isomorphisms. Then one of the
following cases applies:

(i) If there exists ε ∈ EF such that f appears as its monomorphism, then by taking the
pushout of ε along y we obtain the following commutative diagram with exact rows

ε : 0 A B C 0

y · ε : 0 Y X C 0 .

f h

g hx

y x−1po

Thus y · ε ∈ EF and according to (M1) in the definition of MF , this means that g ∈ MF .
(ii) A similar reasoning as the previous one shows that g ∈ MF in case there is some exact

sequence ε ∈ EF containing f as its epimorphism.
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(iii) If there are exact sequences ε1 ∈ EF containing kf as its monomorphism and ε2 ∈ EF

containing cf as its epimorphism, given that x and y are isomorphisms then by Lemma 3.5 we
have the equalities

Ker(g) = Ker(x−1fy−1) = Ker(fy−1) = Ker(f),

Coker(g) = Coker(x−1fy−1) = Coker(x−1f) = Coker(f).

Hence we can form the following commutative diagrams where the rows are exact because the
vertical arrows are all isomorphisms:

ε1 : 0 Ker(f) A H 0

η1 : 0 Ker(g) Y H 0

η2 : 0 M X Coker(g) 0

ε2 : 0 M B Coker(f) 0

cg

cf

x

x−1m

m

kf h

kg hy−1

y

Thus η1, η2 ∈ EF and according to (M3) in the definition of MF , g ∈ MF .
(C) Let f : A → B be a morphism in A. If kf , cf ∈ MF , then there are two F -exact

sequences ε1 and ε2, the first containing kf as its monomorphism and the latter containing cf

as its epimorphism, which by (M3) of the definition of MF says that f ∈ MF .
Reciprocally, if f ∈ MF then one of the following cases hold:
(i) If f is the monomorphism of some F -exact sequence ε ∈ EF , then kf = 0 ∈ MF by (A)

and the universal property of the cokernel yields an isomorphism of exact sequences

η : 0 A B Coker(f) 0

ε : 0 A B C 0 .

f cf

f b

∃!t

Hence η ∈ MF and by (M2), cf ∈ MF .
(ii) In a dual manner as in the previous case, we see that kf , cf ∈ MF if f is the epimorphism

of some F -exact sequence.
(iii) If there exists ε1, ε2 ∈ EF such that kg is the monomorphism of ε1 and cf is the epimor-

phism of ε2, then kf ∈ MF by case (i) and cf ∈ MF by case (ii).
(D) If f : A → B and g : A → B are morphisms in A such that gf ∈ MF and f are both

monomorphisms, then by the universal property of the cokernel there is a commutative diagram
with exact rows and ε ∈ EF :

η : 0 A B Coker(f) 0

ε : 0 A B C 0

f cf

gf cgf

∃!wg

Since η is a pullback of ε, then η ∈ EF and so, by (M2), f ∈ MF .
(D∗) Follows in a similar way as we proof (D). �

The results from Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.6 suggests that both constructions are
mutually inverse. Actually, this is the case as we show next.

Theorem 3.7. There is a bijection between the following two classes:

(a) Proper subfunctors F of Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop × A → Set.
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(b) f. classes M ⊆ Mor(A).

The bijection is given by F 7→ MF and whose inverse is M 7→ FM.

Proof. We first observe that the maps F 7→ MF and M 7→ FM are well-defined by Proposition 3.6
and Proposition 3.4, respectively. We will show that FMF

= F and MFM
= M, for all proper

subfunctors F and all f. classes of morphisms M.
From the bijection of Proposition 2.7, the equality FMF

= F holds once we show EFMF
= EF .

Since by definition EFMF
= EMF

, we only need to see that EMF
= EF .

Consider ε ∈ EMF
of the form

ε : 0 −→ A
f

−→ B
g

−→ C −→ 0 , with f, g ∈ MF .

Since f ∈ MF is monic, by definition there is some η ∈ EF such that

η : 0 −→ A
f

−→ B
h

−→ X −→ 0 .

Hence there exists an isomorphism of exact sequences

ε : 0 A B C 0

η : 0 A B X 0 .

f g

f h

∃!t

Thus ε ∈ EF . This shows that EMF
⊆ EF . The other inclusion EF ⊆ EMF

is straightforward
given that morphisms appearing in an F -exact sequence are by definition in the induced f. class
MF .

Next we show MFM
= M. If f ∈ MFM

then one of the following cases applies:

(i) f is either a monomorphism or an epimorphism and there exists ε ∈ EFM
= EM con-

taining f . This means, according to the definition of EM, that f ∈ M.
(ii) There are ε1, ε2 ∈ EFM

= EM such that ε1 contains kf and ε2 contains cf . As in case
(i), kf , cf ∈ M and since M is an f. class, f ∈ M by (C).

In any of the previous situations we conclude that f ∈ M. Hence MFM
⊆ M.

Now, if f ∈ M, since kf , cf ∈ M, then one of the following cases applies:

(i) If f is monic the sequence 0 −→ A
f

−→ B
cf

−→ Coker(f) −→ 0 belongs to EM = EFM

and therefore f ∈ MFM
.

(ii) If f is epic, the sequence 0 −→ Ker(f)
kf

−→ A
f

−→ B −→ 0 belongs to EM = EFM
and

therefore f ∈ MFM
.

(iii) If f is not monic nor epic, then kf ∈ MFM
by (i) and cf ∈ MFM

by (ii), and since
MFM

is an f. class then f ∈ MFM
.

In any of the previous situations we conclude that f ∈ M. Hence M ⊆ MFM
. �

From the previous result together with Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.13 we immediately
deduce the following.

Corollary 3.8. There is a bijection between any two of the following classes:

(a) Proper subfunctors F of Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop × A → Set.

(b) f. classes M ⊆ Mor(A).
(c) Non-empty collections E ⊆ EA closed under pushouts and pullbacks.

�

We end this subsection by giving conditions for a proper subfunctor to be additive. This is
stated in [7, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 3.9. Let F be a proper subfunctor and MF be the f. class induced by F (see
Theorem 3.7). If MF satisfies either (E1) or (E2), then F is an additive subfunctor.
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Proof. In view of Proposition 2.7 we will show that EF is closed under finite direct sums provided
MF satisfies (E1). The case when MF satisfies (E2) is deal in a similar manner or by duality.

For k = 1, 2, let εk ∈ EF (C, A) be given by

εk : 0 −→ A
fk−→ Bk

gk−→ C −→ 0 .

We will see that ε1 ⊕ ε2 ∈ EF , or equivalently, that f1 ⊕ f2 ∈ MF . Indeed, first notice that the
monomorphism f1 ⊕ f2 : A ⊕ A → B1 ⊕ B2 factors trough a pair of monomorphisms as

f1 ⊕ f2 =

(

f1 0
0 f2

)

=

(

f1 0
0 1B2

) (

1B1
0

0 f2

)

.

So the proof will be complete if we are able to see that each one of the monomorphisms on the
right side is in MF , for MF satisfying (E1) will led us to f1 ⊕ f2 ∈ MF . To see this, consider
the commutative diagram with exact rows

η : 0 A ⊕ A B1 C 0

τ : 0 A ⊕ A B1 ⊕ B2 C ⊕ B2 0 .

( f1 0 )

(

f1 0
0 0

) (

g1 0
0 1

)

g1

( 1
0 ) ( 1

0 )

By Lemma 3.3, ( f1 0 ) ∈ MF because g1 ∈ MF and MF is a f. class. Now since MF satisfies
(E1), from the commutativity of the left-sided square, it follows that

(

f1 0
0 0

)

∈ MF . But notice
that

(

f1 0
0 0

)

=

(

1B1
0

0 0

) (

f1 0
0 1B2

)

.

Hence,
(

f1 0
0 1B2

)

∈ MF by (D). Analogously we deduce
(

1B1
0

0 f2

)

∈ MF . �

We will see in Theorem 3.13 that the reciprocal of Proposition 3.9 holds true.

3.2. Closed subfunctors. The notion of closed subfunctor was very important for the de-
velopment of relatives theories. We will see next the relation between closed subfunctors and
h.f. classes introduced previously.

Definition 3.10. Let F be a proper subfunctor. We say that:

(a) F is closed on the right if for each C ∈ A, the induced functor F (C, −) : A → Ab is
half-exact over the class of F -exact sequences, that is, if given an F -exact sequence
0 → X → Y → Z → 0, then F (C, X) → F (C, Y ) → F (C, Z) is exact in Ab.

(b) F is closed on the left if for each A ∈ A, the induced functor F (−, A) : Aop → Ab is
half-exact over the class of F -exact sequences, that is, if given an F -exact sequence
0 → X → Y → Z → 0, then F (Z, A) → F (Y, A) → F (X, A) is exact in Ab.

(c) F is closed if it is both closed on the right and on the left.

Immediately from the definition we deduce the following.

Proposition 3.11. If F is closed on the right (left, respectively) then the induced functors
F (X, −) (F (−, X), respectively) are additive, for each X ∈ A. In particular, every closed
subfunctor is additive.

Proof. This is essentially the proof that half-exact functors between abelian categories are ad-
ditive. For this, ones show that half-exact functors preserve split short exact sequences and
therefore also preserves finite direct sums (see for example [12, Section 4.6, Proposition 1]).
By Lemma 2.5, for any proper subfunctor F we have that the split short exact sequences are
F -exact and thus, by the above reasoning, each of the induced functors are additive provided F

is closed. �
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Proposition 3.12. Let F be a proper subfunctor and

ε : 0 −→ A
f

−→ B
g

−→ C −→ 0

be an F -exact sequence. If F is closed on the left, then for every X ∈ A the induced sequence
of abelian groups

0 homA (C, X) homA (B, X) homA (A, X)

F (C, X) F (B, X) F (A, X)

δε
X

is exact. Dually, if F is closed on the right, then the induced sequence of abelian groups

0 homA (X, A) homA (X, B) homA (X, C)

F (X, A) F (X, B) F (X, C)

∂ε
X

is exact.

Proof. We only proof the case when F is closed on the left since the case when is closed on
the right follows by duality. Indeed, notice that since homA (−, X) is left exact and F (−, X) is
half-exact over EF , the only thing we have to show is the exactness of the sequence

homA (A, X)
δε

X−→ F (C, X)
F (f,X)
−→ F (C, X).

Indeed, given that ε ∈ EF and EF is closed under pullbacks, by Proposition 2.9 the images of

the contravariant connecting morphism δ
ξ
X lies in F (C, X) and therefore, from the exactness of

the sequence in Theorem 2.2 (b), we get the relations

Im(δε
X) ⊆ Ker(F (f, X)) ⊆ Ker(Ext1

A (f, X)) = Im(δε
X).

�

We are now in conditions to state the promised converse of Proposition 3.9 which is contained
in [7, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 3.13. For a proper subfunctor F the following holds true:

(a) F is closed on the left if, and only if, MF satisfies (E1).
(b) F is closed on the right if, and only if, MF satisfies (E2).

Therefore F is closed if, and only if, MF is an h.f. class.

Proof. We only proof (a) because (b) follows by duality.
(⇐) We show that F is closed on the left provided MF satisfies (E1). Given an F -exact

sequence

0 −→ A
f

−→ B
g

−→ C −→ 0 ,

we have to see that the induced sequence

F (X, A)
F (X,f)
−→ F (X, B)

F (X,g)
−→ F (X, C)

is exact in Ab, for all X ∈ A. By Proposition 3.9, F is additive and so we only have to proof
Ker(F (X, g)) ⊆ Im(F (X, f)).

Let [η] ∈ Ker(F (X, g)). Since Ker(F (X, g)) ⊆ Ker(Ext1
A (X, g)) = Im(Ext1

A (X, f)), then
[η] = [f · λ] for some λ ∈ EA and hence there is a commutative diagram with exact rows

λ : 0 A Z X 0

η : 0 B W X 0 .

h

u

wf po
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Given that u, f ∈ MF are monomorphisms, by (E1) we get uf = wh ∈ MF , and since wh

and h are monomorphisms, also h ∈ MF by (D). Hence λ ∈ EFMF
. But from Theorem 3.7,

EFMF
= EF because F is proper and so [η] = F (X, f)([λ]) ∈ Im(F (X, f)).

(⇒) We will show that MF satisfies (E1) provided F is closed on the left. Let f : A → B

and g : B → C be monomorphisms in MF . Let us show that h := gf ∈ MF . By an application
of the Snake Lemma there is a commutative diagram with exact rows and columns

(3.1)

0 0 0

0 A A 0 0

0 B W Coker(g) 0

0 Coker(f) Coker(h) Coker(g) 0

0 0 0

g cg

hf

cf ch

m n

Therefore, we deduce the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

εf : 0 A B Coker(f) 0

εh : 0 A C Coker(h) 0

εg : 0 B C Coker(g) 0

h ch

g cg

nf

f cf

mg

In particular, from Proposition 2.1, we have [f · εh] = [εg · n] and given that εg ∈ EF and EF is
closed under pullbacks, then f · εh ∈ EF . Moreover, 0 = [0 · εh] = [(cf f) · εh] = [cf · (f · ξh)], so
[f · εh] ∈ Ker(F (Coker(h), cf ). Since εf ∈ EF and F is closed on the left, from the exactness of
the induced sequence

F (Coker(h), A) −→ F (Coker(h), B) −→ F (Coker(h), Coker(f)) ,

we have Ker(F (Coker(h), cf ) = Im(F (Coker(h), f). Hence there exists η ∈ EF such that [f ·

εh] = [f · η] and thus [εh] − [η] ∈ Ker(Ext1
A (Coker(h), f)) = Im

(

∂
εf

Coker(h)

)

. That is, there

exists t : Coker(h) → Coker(f) such that [εh] − [η] = [εf · t]. Given that EF is closed under
pullbacks, this means that εf · t ∈ EF and since F (Coker(h), A) ∈ Ab, then [εh] = [εf · t] + [η] ∈
F (Coker(h), A). Therefore, h ∈ MF . �

From the previous result we see that closed subfunctors correspond to h.f. classes via the
bijection of Theorem 3.7 between proper subfunctors and f. classes.

Corollary 3.14. The bijetion from Theorem 3.7 restricts to a bijection between the following:

(a) Closed subfunctors F of Ext1
A (−, −) : Aop × A → Ab.

(b) h.f. classes M ⊆ Mor(A).

�
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Definition 3.15. We say that a proper subfunctor F has the 3 × 3-lemma property if given a
commutative diagram with exact rows and columns

(3.2)

0 0 0

0 A B C 0

0 D E G 0

0 H I J 0

0 0 0

a b

d e

g h

i

k

j

l

c

f

such that the first and third rows and all columns are F -exact, then also the second row is
F -exact.

In the sequel we will proof the result of Buan [4] saying that closed subfunctors are exactly
those having the 3 × 3-lemma property. For this we need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 3.16. Let A be an abelian category and M ⊆ Mor(A) be a class of morphisms.

(a) Let (f, g, 1C) : ε → η be a morphism, that is, a commutative diagram with exact rows

ε : 0 A B C 0

η : 0 D E C 0 .

a

d e

b

gf

If M is an f.class and f ∈ M is a monomorphism, then g ∈ M.
(b) Let (1A, g, h) : ε → η be a morphism, that is, a commutative diagram with exact rows

ε : 0 A B C 0

η : 0 A D E 0 .

a

d e

b

g h

If M is an h.f.class, e, h ∈ M and h is a monomorphism, then g ∈ M.

Proof. (a) By an application of the Snake Lemma, there exists an isomorphism t : Coker(f) →
Coker(g) such that cgd = tcf . Since M is an f. class, tcf ∈ M and cg ∈ M by (D∗). Finally
observe that g being parallel to a monomorphism in a pushout diagram is also a monomorphism
and so g = kcg

∈ M by (C).
(b) By an application of the Snake Lemma, there exists an isomorphism u : Coker(g) →

Coker(h) such that tcg = che. Since M is an h.f. class and e, ch ∈ M are both epimorphisms,
then che ∈ M by (E2). Finally notice that g being parallel to a monomorphism in a pullback
diagram is also a monomorphism and so g = kcg

∈ M by (C). �

Remark 3.17. In the previous lemma we could state and proof the dual (b∗) of (b) and then
(b) will follows by duality arguing in Aop, see Remark 3.2. In that case, we will instead apply
property (E1) for proving this.

Theorem 3.18. The following conditions are equivalent for a proper subfunctor F :

(a) F is closed.
(b) MF is an h.f. class.
(c) F has the 3 × 3–lemma property.
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Proof. Theorem 3.13 stablishes the equivalence (a) ⇔ (b). If f, g ∈ MF are monomorphisms
such that h := gf is defined, then as in the proof of Theorem 3.13 we can perform the commuta-
tive diagram (3.1), where all rows and the first and third columns are F -exacts. Hence, if F has
the 3 × 3–lemma property, then h ∈ MF and so MF satisfies (E1). By a similar construction
or by duality, we see that MF satisfies (E2). Since we already know from Proposition 3.6 that
MF is an f. class, the previous reasoning shows that (c) ⇒ (b).

To see that (b) ⇒ (c), let us suppose that MF is an h.f. class and consider the diagram (3.2)
such that the the first and third row and all columns are F -exacts. Let us call εi, ηi, i = 1, 2, 3, the
rows and columns of this diagram, respectively. We will show that ε2 ∈ EF . Since (i, j, c) : ε1 →
ε2 is a morphism, according to Proposition 2.1 there is factorization (i, j, c) = (1D, o, c)(i, q, 1C)
and given that i ∈ MF is a monomorphism, then q ∈ MF by Lemma 3.16 (a). Furthermore, if
η ∈ EF is the exact sequence

η : 0 −→ B
q

−→ M
p

−→ H −→ 0,

where p := tcq and t : Coker(q) → H is the isomorphism arising after applying the Snake
Lemma, then [η] = [a · η1]. Since [a · η1] = [η2 · g], there is a commutative diagram with exact
rows

η : 0 B M H 0

η2 : 0 B E I 0 .

q

j l

p

s gpb

By Lemma 3.16 (b), s ∈ MF . On the other hand, since ld = gk, universality of pullback provides
u : D → M such that k = pu and d = su. Moreover, u is a monomorphism because so it is
d. If we are able to proof that u ∈ MF , given that MF is an h.f. class and s, u ∈ MF are
monomorphisms, then d = su ∈ MF by (E1).

For see this, let us consider the following commutative diagram with exact rows, where
v : A → B is the unique morphism such that ui = qv:

η1 : 0 A D H 0

η : 0 B M H 0 .

i

q p

k

∃!v u

We will show that v = a ∈ MF and according to Lemma 3.16 (a), u ∈ MF . Indeed, from the
morphism (i, q, 1C) : ξ1 → ξ we obtain a commutative diagram with exact rows

ξ1 : 0 A B C 0

ξ : 0 D E I 0

H Coker(q)

a

m n

b

i q

cqk

t

p

Since k = pu = pm, then p(u − m) = 0 and so u = qr + m with r : D → B because q is a kernel
of p. Now, from

di = sui = sqri + smi = jri + sqa = jri + ja = jri + di

we deduce jri = 0 and so ri = 0 because j is a monomorphism. Hence, ui = qri + mi = qa, and
uniqueness of v yields v = a. �

From the proof of Theorem 3.18 we see next that the definition of closed subfunctor is re-
dundant. This result first appeared in [8].

Corollary 3.19. For a proper subfunctor F the following conditions are equivalent:
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(a) F is closed on the left.
(b) F is closed.
(c) F is closed on the right.

Proof. By definition, (b) ⇒ (a) and (c). Now if F is closed on the left, then MF satisfies (E1)
by Theorem 3.13 and thus, as in the proof of Theorem 3.18, F has the 3 × 3-lemma property
(the only part where we use property (E2) is for seeing that s ∈ MF , but this is a consequence
of (E1) as we properly mention in Remark 3.17). Therefore, F is closed, which shows that (a)
⇒ (b). Finally, (c) ⇒ (b) follows by duality. �
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