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ON THE OBSCURE AXIOM FOR ONE-SIDED EXACT CATEGORIES

RUBEN HENRARD AND ADAM-CHRISTIAAN VAN ROOSMALEN

ABSTRACT. One-sided exact categories are obtained via a weakening of a Quillen exact category. Such
one-sided exact categories are homologically similar to Quillen exact categories: a one-sided exact cate-
gory € can be (essentially uniquely) embedded into its exact hull £°; this embedding induces a derived
equivalence DP(£) — DP(£°¥).

Whereas it is well known that Quillen’s obscure axioms are redundant for exact categories, some
one-sided exact categories are known to not satisfy the corresponding obscure axiom. In fact, we show
that the failure of the obscure axiom is controlled by the embedding of £ into its exact hull £*.

In this paper, we introduce three versions of the obscure axiom (these versions coincide when the
category is weakly idempotent complete) and establish equivalent homological properties, such as the
snake lemma and the nine lemma. We show that a one-sided exact category admits a closure under each
of these obscure axioms, each of which preserves the bounded derived category up to triangle equivalence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

N O30Tk = kb WwiN -

Quillen introduced the notion of an exact category in [21] as a framework for homological algebra and
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algebraic K-theory. An exact category is an additive category together with a chosen class of kernel-
cokernel pairs (called conflations) satisfying 8 axioms. The kernel morphism of a conflation is called an
inflation and the cokernel morphism is called a deflation. The 8 axioms can be partitioned into two dual
sets of axioms, with axioms RO-R3 referring solely to the deflation side and axioms LO-L3 referring
solely to the inflation side (see definition 2.4 for the axioms). It is well known that the axioms of an
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exact category are not minimal; in particular, the obscure azioms (as they were referred to in [31] and
subsequently in [8]) L3 and R3 are superfluous (see [19, 32]).

Requiring only the axioms on the deflation side (axioms R0-R2) gives the definition of a deflation-ezact
category. These axioms imply that the deflations define a Grothendieck pretopology on the category (see
[23] or [18]). Requiring the inflation side of the axioms gives rise to an inflation-exact category. Such
one-sided exact categories are relative versions of one-sided quasi-abelian categories (also called one-sided
almost abelian categories), and have been introduced by [2] and [25] (in [25], the obscure axiom is part
of the definition).

Recently, the theory of one-sided exact categories has gained some interest. One-sided exact categories
appear as an intermediate step in the construction of the maximal exact structure on an additive category
([11, 22, 25, 30]); similarly, they appear as an intermediate step in a recent approach to the K-theory
of the category of locally compact abelian groups ([6], shortening the proof from [5], see also [10]), as a
localization of an exact category ([15, 16]). Furthermore, natural examples of one-sided exact categories
can be found in representation theory ([9, 17]), functional analysis (for example, the category of LB-spaces
or the category of complete Hausdorff locally convex spaces, see [14]). An additive homological category
[3] is an example of a one-sided exact category, as is a so-called one-morphism Grothendieck pretopology
(18, 23)).

In this paper, we consider an additive category A together with a class of conflations D such that the
pair £ = (A, D) is a one-sided exact category. We will state our results for deflation-exact categories,
leaving the dual statements for inflation-exact categories to the reader. In this introduction, and through-
out most of the paper, we assume that D contains all split kernel-cokernel pairs (this condition has been
referred to in [2] as axiom RO*, and we will keep this terminology).

At first glace, a one-sided exact category might seem a considerably weaker structure than an exact
category. Closer inspection reveals that a one-sided exact category £ admits an exact hull £, meaning
that there exists an exact and full embedding j: £ — £ of £ into an exact category £%, which is 2-
universal among all exact functors from £ to an exact category (see [15, 23]). Moreover, the embedding j
lifts to a derived equivalence D”(£) — DP"(£°%). Hence, a one-sided exact structure is (homologically and
K-theoretically) close to a Quillen exact structure. However, to translate homological properties from
the exact hull £° to &, the following property would be useful: a sequence X — Y — Z is a conflation
in &€ if and only if j(X) — j(Y) — j(Z) is a conflation in £%*. In this paper, we show that this property
is equivalent to the obscure axiom (see theorem 1.1 or proposition 1.4); this illustrates how the obscure
axiom implies the existence of homological properties close to those of an exact category.

However, some one-sided exact categories of interest do not satisfy the corresponding obscure axiom.
For example, the conflation structure given by all semi-stable cokernels [26] and the quotient of an exact
category by a deflation-percolating subcategory [16] are examples of deflation-exact categories, possibly
not satisfying the obscure axiom.

1.1. Homological consequences of the obscure axiom. Let £ = (A, D) is a deflation-exact category.
We say that £ satisfies the obscure axiom R3 if the following condition holds: for any morphism f: X —
Y, if f has a kernel and there is a morphism g: X’ — X such that go f: X’ - X — Y is a deflation,
then f is a deflation. In addition, we also consider the following two versions of the obscure axiom by
altering the condition “f has a kernel”: if we instead require f to admit all pullbacks, we obtain axiom
R3™; if we remove the condition on the kernel of f altogether, we obtain axiom R3™.

Following [2], we call a deflation-exact category strong if it satisfies the obscure axiom R3. The
following equivalent conditions illustrate that a strongly deflation-exact category is homologically close
to an exact category..

Theorem 1.1. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*. The following are equivalent:

(1) Aziom R8 holds.

(2) The nine lemma holds (see theorem 4.1 for a precise statement of the nine lemma).

(3) Conflations are closed under retracts.

(4) Conflations are closed under direct summands.

(5) If (09): X®Y — Z is a deflation and g admits a kernel, then g is a deflation.

(6) A morphism g: Y — Z with kernel f: X — Z is a deflation if and only if there exists a deflation
f' Y'Y such that go f is a deflation.

(7) A sequence X Ly % Zisa conflation in € if and only if there is a triangle i(X) LCIN 1(Y) LCIN
i(Z) — i(X) in DP(E).
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(8) A sequence X Ly % zisa conflation in & if and only if it is a conflation in the exact hull €
(see theorem 2.15).
(9) The embedding £ — £ of £ into its weak idempotent completion £ is fully exact.

For a deflation-exact category £, axiom R3™ is equivalent to satisfying the obscure axiom R3 and
being weakly idempotent complete (i.e. every retract has a kernel; this property is also called divisive,
see [27]): deflation-exact categories satisfying axiom R37 are closely related to a weakly idempotent
complete exact category. Specifically, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*. The following are equivalent:

(1) Aziom R3" holds.

(2) & is weakly idempotent complete and axiom R& holds.

(8) If (09): X®Y — Z is a deflation, then g is a deflation.

(4) A morphism g: Y — Z is a deflation if and only if there exists a deflation f: X -Y such that
go f is a deflation.

(5) The ker-coker-sequence property holds (see proposition 5.2).

(6) The (short) snake lemma holds (see corollary 5.3 and theorem 5.5).

(7) Deflations are closed under retracts, i.e. for any commutative diagram

y —2 %7

|, ]

v 27
where the vertical arrows are retractions, if g is a deflation, then ¢’ is a deflation.

(8) Deflations are closed under direct summands, i.e. for any two morphisms g: Y — Z and ¢': Y' —
Z', if the direct sumY @Y’ — Z ® Z' is a deflation, then g and ¢’ are deflations.

Both theorem 1.1 and theorem 1.2 will be proved in §6.

1.2. The obscure closure of a one-sided exact category. Let £ = (A,D) be a deflation-exact
category (such that the split kernel-cokernel pairs are conflations). It was shown in [25] that D can be
restricted to a largest strongly deflation-exact substructure. This restriction usually alters the derived
category and might as such be undesirable. In the opposite direction, it need not be possible to extend
D to a strongly deflation-exact structure on A. The obstruction lies with conflations of the form

(69) (p0)
XOA—Y DA—»ZT;
even though the pullback P of a morphism f: Z’ — Z along (p0): Y @ A— Z may exist, the pullback
of f along p: Y — Z need not exist in A.
This leaves the following options: add only those conflations for which the required pullbacks exist, or
change the underlying category A. The former approach yields the closure under axiom R37™, while the
latter approach yields the closure under axiom R3 or R3™.

Theorem 1.3. Let £ = (A, D) be a deflation-exact category such that the split kernel-cokernel pairs are
conflations.

(1) There is a smallest deflation-exact structure Drg 2 D on A satisfying aziom R3™.

(2) There is an exact functor & — Egg from & to a deflation-exact category Egs satisfying axiom RS,
universal among all exact functors to deflation-exact categories satisfying axiom R3.

(8) There is an exact functor € — Egg+ from & to a deflation-exact category Epg+ satisfying axiom
R3", universal among all exact functors to deflation-exact categories satisfying axiom R3T.

Moreover, the embeddings of £ into each of these three closures are derived equivalences.

The deflation structure Ers- = (A, Drs-) is the largest extension of D such that £ — Ers- is a derived
equivalence. The categories £rs and Egg+ need not have A as underlying category: the underlying
additive category of g+ is the weak idempotent completion A of A, and the underlying additive
category of Erg is a subcategory of A containing A.

As the obscure axiom yields a slew of interesting homological properties, it is useful to know which
sequences in £ become conflations in Erg (or Egg+ or £). The following proposition addresses this (see
proposition 7.18 in the text).
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Proposition 1.4. Let X LYy % Zbea sequence in a deflation-exact category £. The following are
equivalent:

(1) the sequence is a conflation in Egs,
(2) the sequence is a conflation in Egg+,
(8) the sequence is a conflation in E°*,

fo
(4) there is an A € € such that X @AuY (—BA(Q—)»Z is a conflation in E.

In §8, we apply these insights to compare the different lattice of one-sided exact structures on an
additive category A and its weak idempotent completion A. Specifically, we show that there is a Galois
connection between the deflation-exact structures satisfying axiom R3~ on A and the deflation-exact
structures satisfying axiom R3* on A.

1.3. The exact structure of stable kernel-cokernel pairs. One-sided exact structures have been
used to construct the maximal exact structure on an additive category A: for a weakly idempotent
complete category, the maximal exact structure is given by intersecting the maximal deflation-exact
structure Dyax and maximal inflation-exact structure Ip,.x on A (see [22, 30] for the pre-abelian case
and [11] for the more general weakly idempotent complete case). The conflations in Diyax N Ipax are the
stable kernel-cokernels.

When A is not weakly idempotent complete, the stable kernel-cokernels need not form an exact struc-
ture. Here, the maximal exact structure is obtained by intersecting the largest strongly deflation- and
strongly inflation-exact categories, but this set of conflations might be considerably smaller than the set
of stable kernel-cokernels (see [25, 26]).

In §9, we show that, given any additive category A, the intersection InID of an inflation-exact structure
I and a deflation-exact structure D “almost” endows .4 with the structure of an exact category: even
though (A,I n D) is not an exact category, the weak idempotent completion (ﬁ, m) is an exact
category. This suggests that an exact closure of (4,1 n D) can be constructed inside (ﬁ, m) The
following theorem is proposition 9.5.

Theorem 1.5. Let D and I be a deflation- and an inflation-exact structure on an additive category A.
There is an ezact category (A, E) and a conflation-exact functor p: (A,D 1) — (A", E') satisfying the
following 2-universal property: for each exact category (B,E), the functor

— 0 ¢: Homexact ((A,D N 1), (B,F)) —> Homexact (A, E'), (B,F))
is an equivalence.

The additive category A’ in this theorem is found as a full subcategory of the weak idempotent
completion A, and contains the category A. Put differently, A < A’ < A.

Acknowledgments. The second author is currently a postdoctoral researcher at FWO (12.M33.16N).

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section is preliminary in nature. We recall the definition of a one-sided exact category as given in
[2]. Note that our left exact categories are called right exact in [2] and vice-versa. To avoid confusion, we
will refer to one-sided exact categories by either inflation-exact categories or deflation-exact categories
referring directly to the underlying axioms instead.

2.1. Characterization of pullbacks and pushouts. We start with some general statements about
pullbacks and pushouts. The following statement is [20, proposition 1.13.2] together with its dual.
Proposition 2.1. Let C be any pointed category.

(1) Consider a diagram

x Ly

lh
f g
X—Y ——7

where f is the kernel of g. The left-hand side can be completed to a pullback square if and only
if f is the kernel of gh.
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(2) Consider a diagram

x—t v,z

lh
vy 2L 7

where g is the cokernel of f. The right-hand side can be completed to a pushout square if and
only if ¢’ is the cokernel of hf.

The following well-known proposition states that pullbacks preserve kernels and pushouts preserve
cokernels (see [25, lemma 1]).

Proposition 2.2. Let C be any pointed category. Consider the following commutative diagram in C:

A%B

b
C%D

(1) Assume that the commutative square is a pullback. The morphism f admits a kernel if and only
if f admits a kernel. In this case, the composition ker(f) — A — C is the kernel of f'.

(2) Assume that the commutative square is a pushout. The morphism f admits a cokernel if and only
if f' admits a cokernel. In this case, the composition B — D — coker(f') is the cokernel of f.

2.2. One-sided exact categories.

Definition 2.3. A conflation structure on an additive category A is a chosen class C of kernel-cokernel
pairs, called conflations, such that this class is closed under isomorphisms. The kernel part of a conflation
is called an inflation and the cokernel part of a conflation is called a deflation. We depict inflations by
the symbol — and deflations by —».

A conflation category is a pair (A, C) where C is a conflation structure on the additive category A.
A functor F': (A1,Cq) — (Asg, Cz) between conflation categories is called exact or conflation-exact if it
maps conflations to conflations.

For a conflation category £ = (A, C), we often write X € £ for X € A.

Definition 2.4. A conflation category £ = (A, C) is called deflation-exact or right exact if £ satisfies
the following axioms:

RO The identity morphism 1p: 0 — 0 is a deflation.

R1 Deflations are closed under composition.

R2 The pullback of any morphism along a deflation exists. Moreover, deflations are stable under
pullbacks.

Dually, a conflation category & is called inflation-exact or left exact if £ satisfies the following axioms:
LO The identity morphism 1g: 0 — 0 is an inflation.
L1 Inflations are closed under composition.

L2 The pushout of any morphism along an inflation exists. Moreover, inflations are stable under
pushouts.

Definition 2.5. In addition to the axioms listed above, we discuss the following axioms as well.
RO* For any A€ £, A — 0 is a deflation.
R3 Ifi: A— Bandp: B — C are morphisms in £ such that p has a kernel and pi is a deflation,
then p is a deflation.
The following axioms are dual.
LO* For any A€ £, 0 — A is an inflation.
L3 Ifi: A > B and p: B — C are morphisms in £ such that ¢ has a cokernel and pi is an
inflation, then 4 is an inflation.
Following [2], a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom R3 is called a strongly deflation-exact category
or a strongly right exact category. Dually, an inflation-exact category satisfying axiom L3 is called a
strongly inflation-exact category or a strongly left exact category.
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Remark 2.6. (1) A Quillen exact category is a conflation category satisfying the axioms in defini-
tions 2.4 and 2.5. Yoneda showed that axioms R3 and L3 are redundant for exact categories
(see [32, p. 525]). In fact, Keller showed that axioms RO,R1, R2 and L2 imply the other axioms
of an exact category (see [19, appendix A]). Dually, an inflation-exact category satisfying axiom
R2 is an exact category.

(2) For a deflation-exact category, axiom RO* translates to all split kernel-cokernel pairs being con-
flations. Similarly, for inflation-exact categories, axiom LO* yields that all split kernel-cokernel
pairs are conflations (see proposition 2.8 below). In this text, we are solely interested in one-sided
exact categories having all split kernel-cokernel pairs as conflations.

We recall some basic properties of inflations and deflations in a deflation-exact category (see, for
example, [2] or [16]).

Proposition 2.7. Let £ be a deflation-ezxact category. Then:
(1) Every isomorphism is a deflation.
(2) Every inflation is a monomorphism. An inflation which is an epimorphism is an isomorphism.
(8) FEvery deflation is an epimorphism. A deflation which is a monomorphism is an isomorphism.
(4) The class of conflations is closed under direct sums.

Proposition 2.8. Let £ be a deflation-exact category the following are equivalent:
(1) Aziom RO* holds.
(2) All split kernel-cokernel pairs are conflations.
(3) Retractions with kernels are deflations.
(4) Coretractions with cokernels are inflations.

2.3. The derived category of a one-sided exact category. The derived category of a one-sided
exact category was introduced in [2]. We recall some relevant definitions and properties from [2, 15].

We write C”(&) for the category of bounded cochain complexes over £ and K" (&) for the homotopy
category of £. It is well-known that Kb(é') has the structure of a triangulated category induced by the
strict triangles in CP(€). In order to define the (bounded) derived category of a one-sided exact category,
we need to define acyclic complexes.

Definition 2.9. Let £ be a conflation category. A morphism f: X — Y is called admissible or strict if
it admits a deflation-inflation factorization:

X ;) Y
I/
We denote an admissible morphism by X _é_) Y.

Remark 2.10. The deflation-inflation factorization X — I —Y above is unique (up to isomorphism),
moreover, coim(f) = I = im(f). Clearly an admissible map has a kernel and cokernel: ker(f) is the
kernel of f — coim(f) and coker(f) is the cokernel of the map im(f) — Y.

Definition 2.11. Let £ be a conflation category. A sequence

fi-1 fi fit1 fite
X1 X Xiy1 Xiyo

is called ezact or acyclic if each f; is admissible, i.e. factors as ¢; o p; with deflation p;: X; —1im(f;) and
inflation ¢;: im(f;) — X;4+1 such that ¢; = ker(f;1+1) and p; = coker(f;_1) for all j.

The full subcategory of Kb(é' ) consisting of complexes which are homotopic to an acyclic complex is
denoted by Ac”(&).

The following lemma is [2, lemma 7.2].

Lemma 2.12. Let £ be a one-sided exact category. The category Acb(é') is a triangulated subcategory
of K°(€).

Hence, we arrive at the following definition.

Definition 2.13. Let £ be a one-sided exact category. The bounded derived category Db(E ) is the Verdier
localization K"(£)/ AcP(€).
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The following theorem (see [15, theorem 1.1]) summarizes some basic properties of the derived category.

Theorem 2.14. Let £ be a deflation-exact category.
(1) The natural embedding i: & — DP(E) is fully faithful.
(2) For all X,Y € & and n > 0, we have Hompp ¢ (X"i(X),4(y)) = 0.
If € satifies axiom RO*, then
(3) a conflation X —Y — Z lifts to a triangle i(X) — i(Y) — i(Z) — Li(X) in D°(E).

For a deflation-exact category £, we write £ for the extension-closure of £ in its bounded derived
category Db(E ). We may endow £ with the structure of an exact category in the following way (see
[15], based on [12]): a sequence X — Y — Z is a conflation in £ < DP(€) if and only if there is a
triangle i(X) — (V) — i(Z) — 2i(X). We call £ the ezact hull of £. We recall the following theorem.

Theorem 2.15. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*. The embedding j: E — E*
s an exact embedding which is 2-universal among exact functors to exact categories. Moreover,

(1) the embedding £ — DP (&) lifts to a triangle equivalence D" (£°) ~ D"(E), and

(2) the embedding € — £ lifts to a triangle equivalence D°(E) ~ D"(£¢%).

2.4. Weakly idempotent complete categories. Let A be any category. A morphism f: X — Y is
called a retraction (or a coretraction) if there is a morphism ¢g: Y — X such that fog = 1y (or gof = 1x,
respectively). The following proposition is [8, lemma 7.1].

Proposition 2.16. In an additive category A, the following are equivalent.

1) Ewvery retraction has a kernel.
Y
2) Every coretraction has a cokernel.
( Y

A category satisfying the conditions of the previous proposition is called weakly idempotent complete.
The following is an immediate corollary to proposition 2.8.

Corollary 2.17. Let £ be a weakly idempotent complete deflation-exact category. If € satisfies axiom
RO*, then retractions are deflations and coretractions are inflations.

Every additive category A has a weak idempotent closure A. Explicitly, the weak idempotent comple-
tion of A can be realized as the full additive subcategory of the idempotent completion A containing A
and all kernels of retractions in A (see [8, remark 7.8] or [15, proposition A.11]).

Remark 2.18. Let X be an object of the idempotent completion A. By the construction of the weak
idempotent completion A, we have that X € A if and only if there exists an object X, € Ob(A) such that
X @ X. € Ob(A).

The following observation will be useful.

Lemma 2.19. Let A be an additive category. The embedding i: A — A commutes with limits and
colimits.

Proof. Let D: J — A be a diagram in A and let L = lim D. For any object A € A, we write Cy: J — A
for the constant functor J — A mapping every object to A and every morphism to 14.

For every X e _2, there is a split kernel-cokernel pair X — Y — Z with Y,Z € A. Hence, there
is a (split) exact sequence 0 — Hom(X,—) — Hom(Y,—) — Hom(Z,—) — 0 in the functor category
Hom(A, Ab). As the natural morphisms Hom(Y, L) — Hom(Cy, D) and Hom(Z, L) — Hom(Cy, D) are
isomorphisms (as L is the limit of D in A), we find that the is a natural morphism Hom(X,L) —
Hom(Cx, D) is an isomorphism as well. This shows that L is also the limit of D in .2, as required.

That i: A — A commutes with colimits is dual. O

3. VARIANTS OF THE OBSCURE AXIOM

We introduce several variants of the obscure axiom. The variants gain significance throughout this
text.

Definition 3.1. Let £ be a conflation category. We introduce the following axioms.

R3~ If the composition Y’ I v 9 7 is a deflation and all pullbacks along ¢g: Y — Z exist, then
g:Y — Z is a deflation.

R3™ If the composition Y’ 2, ¥ % Z is a deflation then g:Y — Z is a deflation.



8 RUBEN HENRARD AND ADAM-CHRISTIAAN VAN ROOSMALEN

The following axioms are dual.
L3~ If a composition X 1, v 9, v is an inflation and all pushouts along f: X — Y exist, then
f+ X — Y is an inflation.

L3* If a composition X 1,y 2, ¥ is an inflation then f+ X — Y is an inflation.

Remark 3.2. For a deflation-exact category, we have
R3T™ = R3 = R3™ = RO*,

meaning that axiom R3" is the strongest and axiom RO* is the weakest. A similar sequence exists for
inflation-exact categories, changing the axioms to their inflation counterparts.

The following proposition is a small extension of [2, proposition 6.4]. It states that, for weakly idempo-
tent complete one-sided exact categories, all aforementioned variants of the obscure axiom are equivalent.

Proposition 3.3. Let £ be a deflation-exact category. The following are equivalent:
(1) & satisfies axiom R3T,
(2) € is weakly idempotent complete and satisfies axiom RS,
(8) € is weakly idempotent complete and satisfies aziom R3™.

Proof. Tf (1) holds, then (2) holds (and hence also (3)), see [2, proposition 6.4]. For the other direction,
assume that (3) holds. Let g: Y — Z be a morphism such that go f’ is a deflation (for some f': Y’ - Y)
as in the statement of axiom R3". We need to show that ¢ is a deflation. For this, it suffices to
show that g admits all pullbacks. Equivalently, we can show that, for any h: H — Z, the morphism
(9h): Y ®H — Z has a kernel. We consider the following pullback diagram:

Pty

b

Y®H —— 7
® (g h)
which exists by axiom R2. As go f' = (g h)({;), the universal property of the pullback shows that
P — Y’ is a retraction and thus a deflation by corollary 2.17. Proposition 2.2 shows that the composition
kerp > P — Y @ H is the kernel of (g »): Y @ H — Z. This completes the proof. a

The following observation leads to useful equivalent characterizations of the obscure axioms.

Proposition 3.4. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO* and let g: Y — Z be a
morphism. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) there is a morphism f':Y' —'Y such that the composition g o [’ is a deflation,

(2) there is an E € € for which (0g): E®Y — Z is a deflation.

Proof. Assume that (1) holds. Choose E = Y’. The map (0 ¢) is obtained as the following composition:

1,0 gf' 0 lyg
Y'ay (ff 1) Y ay ( 0 1) 70Y (01) 70Y (10) 7
Note that each of the above maps is a deflation by proposition 2.7 and axiom R0O*. Axiom R1 yields the
result.

For the converse, it suffices to observe that the deflation (0¢g): E®Y — Z factors as EQY - Y —
Z. O

Proposition 3.5. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*.

(1) The category & satisfies axiom R3~ if and only if for every morphism g: Y — Z admitting all
pullbacks, (09): Y @Y — Z being a deflation (for any Y’ € £) implies that g is a deflation.

(2) The category & satisfies aziom R if and only if for every morphism g: Y — Z admitting a
kernel, (09): Y @Y — Z being a deflation (for any Y' € £) implies that g is a deflation.

(8) The category £ satisfies axiom R3Y if and only if for every morphism g: Y — Z, if (049): Y @
Y — Z is a deflation (for any Y' € £), then g is a deflation.

Proof. We show the first equivalence, the other two are similar.
Assume that £ satisfies axiom R3™ and let g: Y — Z be a map admitting all pullbacks such that

(09): Y ®Y — Z is a deflation. As the composition Y’ @Y Oy 9, 7isa deflation, axiom R3~

implies that g is a deflation.
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Conversely, assume that for every morphism g: Y — Z admitting all pullbacks, (0 ¢) being a deflation
implies that g is a deflation. Let g: Y — Z be a morphism admitting all pullbacks such that there is
amap f': Y’ — Y such that g o f/ is a deflation. By proposition 3.4, the map (0¢) is a deflation. By
assumption, g is a deflation as well, this shows axiom R3™. (Il

The following proposition is based upon [2, proposition 6.1] and [28, lemma A.2]. Tt states that any
deflation-exact category satisfies the dual of theorem 1.1.(5).

Proposition 3.6. Let £ be a deflation-exact category and let f: X — Y be a morphism admitting a
cokernel. A map (5) : X > Y @Y’ is an inflation if and only if [ is an inflation.
If £ is weakly idempotent complete, one need not require f to have a cokernel.

Proof. Denote by g: Y — Z the cokernel of f and assume that (5) : X —Y @Y’ is an inflation. One

(%) (81)

readily verifies that X——=Y @Y’ —» Z@® Y’ is a conflation. By axiom R2 we obtain the following
commutative diagram
0
(5) (97)

X— YooY —5% 7Y’
— |
Xx—! sy 9 sz

where the lower row is a conflation. In particular, f is an inflation.
The converse direction follows from proposition 2.7. The last part is [2, proposition 6.1]. (]

Proposition 3.7. Let £ be a deflation-ezact category satisfying axiom R3~. Let f:Y — Z andg: Y’ —
Z' be morphisms such that (g 2) Y®Y' »Z@7Z is a deflation. If f admits all pullbacks, then f is a
deflation.

Proof. Axiom R2 yields a pullback diagram:
P 0 S

oy
< () l

7 —=7®7Z.
As (fo0)op: P— Z is equal to h, axiom R3~ shows that f is a deflation. O

4. THE NINE LEMMA

Throughout this section, & = (A, D) is a strongly deflation-exact category, i.e. axiom R3 holds. The
goal of this section is to show that the nine lemma (see theorem 4.1) holds in £. The proof follows [3, 4]
closely.

Theorem 4.1 (The nine lemma). Let £ be a strongly deflation-exact category. Consider a commutative
diagram

X#Y%Z

L,

X’%Y’%Z’

L, L,

X f y 9 YA
where the columns are conflations and g’ o f' = 0. If two of the rows are conflations, so is the third.

Before coming to the proof of the nine lemma, we will establish several preliminary results. The first
two lemmas are akin to [3, lemmas 4.2.5 and 4.2.6].

Lemma 4.2. Consider the following commutative diagram in a strongly deflation-exact category &
Xr——Y —» 7

XY — 7
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where the rows are conflations.

(1) If w is an isomorphism, then u is a deflation if and only if v is a deflation.
(2) If u and w are deflations then is v.

Proof. (1) Assume that w is an isomorphism. If u is a deflation, then [2, lemma 5.10] shows that v
is a deflation as well.
Conversely, assume that v is a deflation. It follows from proposition 2.1 that the left square is
a pullback square. Axiom R2 implies that u is a deflation.
(2) Assume that u and w are deflations. Taking the pullback of Y’ — Z’ along w, which exists by
axiom R2, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

Xr——Y —— 7

\Z/

Xyr—P—%7

H v”l wl
Xr—Y — 7
where v” is a deflation and v’ is obtained by the universal property of the pullback (thus v =

v" ov’). By the first part of the lemma we find that v’ is a deflation. Axiom R1 now implies that
v is a deflation. O

Lemma 4.3. Consider the following commutative diagram in deflation-exact category €

Xx—t sy sz

R

X’CAY’9—>Z

where the top row is a conflation and f' is a monomorphism. If ¢’ o f' = 0, then f' = ker(g’).

Proof. As we have assumed that f’ is a monomorphism, we only need to show that f’ is a weak kernel
of ¢’. To that end, let t: T'— Y’ be a map such that ¢’ ot = 0. By axiom R2, we can take the pullback
of ¢t along v, obtaining the following commutative solid diagram:

K —K
v
X 1 y — %4 7
T h %
u P v
x y' 9, 7
r t
. /
T

Note that got’ = (¢’ ot) 0ov' = 0 and thus there exists a unique map h: P — X such that foh =¢. By
commutativity of the diagram, we find that

tov =vot' =vofoh=fouoh.

Since f’ is monic and since f'o (uohok’) =vot' ok’ =0, we find that uohok’ = 0. As v’ = coker(k'),
there exists a unique map [: T — X' such that [ o v’ = uwo h. Thus

flolov' = flouoh=vofoh=vot =tov.
As v is an epimorphism, we find that t = f’ o l. This shows that f’ is a weak kernel of ¢'. O

The following proposition is a straightforward adaptation of [29, proposition 1.1.4] (see also [24, corol-
lary 1]).

Proposition 4.4. Let f: X — Y be a morphism in a deflation-exact category £. The following are
equivalent:
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(1) f =moe where e is a deflation and m is a monomorphism,
(2) f admits a kernel which is an inflation.

In this case, the deflation is given by e: X — X /ker(f).

Proof. Assume first that f = m o e where e is a deflation and m is a monomorphism. As m is a
monomorphism, we know that ker(f) = ker(e). As e is a deflation, ker(f) — X is an inflation.
For the other direction, assume that i: ker(f)— X is an inflation. Let C' = coim(f) = X/ker(f).

This gives the commutative diagram
LLx ! Y
c

We only need to show that m: C' — Y is a monomorphism. To this end, let ¢: T'— C' be any morphism
such that m ot = 0. We need to show that ¢ = 0. Using axiom R2, we consider the pullback diagram

ker(f)

Pt yx

T—50C

where the downward arrows are deflations. As fot' = moeot' = motoe’ =0, we know that t': P — X
factors as ¢/ = i o j for some j: P — ker(f). As ¢’ is a deflation (and hence an epimorphism), it now
follows from

toe =eot' =eo0ioj=0

that ¢ = 0. This shows that m is a monomorphism. (I
We are now in a position the prove the nine lemma.

proof of theorem 4.1. (1) Tt the lower two rows are conflations, so is the third (see [2, proposi-
tion 5.11]).

(2) Assume that the upper two rows are conflations. It follows from proposition 2.1 that the top-

left square is a pullback. Again using proposition 2.1, we find that X »— X’ is the kernel of

X' xr Ly, Proposition 4.4 yields that f”: X” — Y” is a monomorphism.

Taking the pullback of g” along the deflation Z’ — Z”, we obtain the following commutative

diagram:
y —2» z Z
[ ]
Y’ s P — 7’
|
Y —=—=Y" 2 7"

Here, the dotted arrow, obtained using the pullback property of P, factors the map ¢’: Y’ — Z'.
Applying lemma 4.2.(1) to the first two columns of the previous commutative diagram, we find
that the dotted map Y’ — P is a deflation.

Note that ¢” o f” = 0. Indeed, the composition X' Loy &g g equals the composition
X' X" L5 y7 9, 27 and is zero as g of' =0, since X’ — X" is an epimorphism, we find that
g// o f// — 0

Using ¢” o f” = 0 and the pullback property of P, we obtain the following commutative
diagram:

x Ly L

Lol

X" y P—— 7'

Lo

" "
X" f Y 9 VA
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The dotted map X” — P is a monomorphism as f” is a monomorphism. By lemma 4.3, the map
X" — P is the kernel of the map P — Z’. As the lower-right square is a pullback, we find that
1" = ker(g”) by proposition 2.2. Axiom R3 now implies that g” is a deflation and thus the lower
row is a conflation as well.

(3) Assume that the upper and lower rows are conflations. Lemma 4.2.(2) implies yields that ¢’ is a
deflation. Applying part (1) of this proof to the right columns yields the commutative diagram

X—oXrt sy 247
| A
X/ y K —— Y -2 5 7
L1 1
X == X" Y 2 7

Here, the dotted arrow is obtained by using that K = ker(g’) and that g o f* = 0. The short five
lemma (the lemma holds for one-sided exact categories, see [2, lemma 5.3]) implies that X’ — K
is an isomorphism. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.5. In [3, 4], it was shown that the nine lemma holds for homological categories. Although
our proof follows these references closely, we do not assume that the category £ is finitely complete, nor
do we assume that every cokernel is a deflation.

5. THE SNAKE LEMMA

In this section we show the snake lemma (see theorem 5.5) holds in a deflation-exact category & =
(A, D) satisfying axiom R37, i.e. £ is weakly idempotent complete and satisfies axiom R3. Our proof
follows [8] closely, and we obtain the snake lemma as a consequence of the ker-coker sequence (see
proposition 5.2 below).

We start with the observation that, in this setting, admissible morphisms are stable under pullbacks
along deflations and, when those exist, pushouts along inflations.

Proposition 5.1. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom R3T.

(1) Given a commutative diagram of the form:
Apr—— Ay —» A3
N
Ay—— By —» B3

The map fo is admissible if and only if f3 is admissible.
(2) Given a commutative diagram of the form:

A1>—> A2 e Ag

N

Bi— By —» Ag
The map f1 is admissible if and only if fo is admissible.

Proof. (1) Note that the right square of diagram 1 is both a pullback square and a pushout square.
Indeed this follows from [16, proposition 3.7]).
Now assume that fo is admissible. It follows from proposition 2.2 that coker(f2) = coker(fs3).
Axiom R3™" implies that the induced map B3 — coker(f2) is a deflation. Hence we obtain the
following commutative diagram:

Al .............. 5 lm(f2) ...................... 5 T
Al BQ BB

| ]

0—— coker(f2) coker( f2)
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By the nine lemma, the upper row is a conflation as well. Using that K is a kernel, we find
that f3 factors through K »— Bs. The induced map A3z — K is a deflation by axiom R3™ and
by commutativity of the square A2 AsK im(f2). Indeed, one can verify the commutativity of the
square Ay A3 K im(f2) by using that K »— Bs is a monomorphism and that the square Ay A3 B3 Bs
commutes. This shows that f5 is admissible and that K =~ im(f3).

Conversely, assume that f3 is admissible. It follows from [16, proposition 3.10] and axiom R3
that admissible maps are stable under pullbacks along deflations. Note that this does not require
€ to be weakly idempotent complete.

(2) The left square of diagram 2 is both a pullback square and a pushout square by [16, proposi-
tion 3.7]).

Assume that f; admissible. As the left square is a pushout, proposition 2.2 shows that
coker(f1) = coker(f3). Axiom R3™ implies that the map Bs — coker(f;) is a deflation. Hence,
we obtain the following commutative diagram:

lm(fl) ...................... S I N A3
Bl BQ A3

Ll

coker(f1) coker(f1) —»0

By the nine lemma, the upper row is a conflation. Note that f; factors through K — Bs, moreover,
we obtain the following commutative diagram:

ker(fl) ker(fl) —»0
Aq Az As
im(f1) K As

Applying the nine lemma once more, we find that the middle column is a conflation. It follows
that fo is admissible and that K =~ im(f2).

Conversely, assume that fo is admissible. It is straightforward to see that As — Az factors
through As — im(f2). By axiom R8T, the induced map im(f2) — As is a deflation. Using that
the left square is a pullback, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

ker(fl) S ker(fl) —»0

A A, Ay
Kr———im(fz) —» As

By the nine lemma, the left column is a conflation. Clearly, f; factors through A; - K. It
remains to show that the induced map K — Bj is an inflation. Applying the nine lemma once
more to the commutative diagram

Kr———im(fy) —» As

|

Bl Bg Ag

Ll

coker(fa) coker(fz) —» 0
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we find that the left column is a conflation. It follows that f; is admissible and that K =~

The next proposition shows that the ker-coker-sequence property holds for weakly idempotent complete
deflation-exact categories. We generalize the proof given in [8, proposition 8.11].

Proposition 5.2 (Ker-coker-sequence). Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom R8*. Let

A —£—> B and B —5— C be admissible morphisms such that h = go f is admissible as well. There is
a natural exact sequence

0 — ker(f) — ker(h) — ker(g) — coker(f) — coker(h) — coker(g) — 0.

Proof. Clearly g induces a map im(f) — im(h), moreover, by axiom R3¥, this map is a deflation. Hence,
we obtain a conflation X — im(f) — im(h). Counsider the following commutative diagram:

ker(f) ........... N kerf ............... L)I(
ker(f) A im(f)

4&

|

Or———i 1m

im(h)

By the nine lemma, the upper row of this diagram is a conflation.
Similarly, f induces a map coker(h) — coker(g) which is a deflation by axiom R3*". Hence, we obtain
a conflation Z — coker(h) — coker(g). Consider the following commutative diagram:

im(h) o p () o A

]

im(h) coker(h)

|l

0>———— coker(g) coker(g)

Again, the nine lemma yields that the top row is a conflation.

By axiom R1, the composition B —im(g) — Z is a deflation. Axiom R3" implies that the induced
map coker(f) — Z such that the square B coker(f)Zim(g) is commutative, is a deflation. Hence we
obtain a conflation Y — coker(f) — Z. Consider the following natural commutative diagram:

I ............... N kerf ) HI/
im(f) B coker(f)

o1

h)——im(g) ——» Z

Again, the nine lemma implies that the top row of this diagram is a conflation. The result follows by
gluing the edges of the previous three diagrams together. ([l

As a corollary, we find obtain the short snake lemma.

Corollary 5.3 (Short snake lemma). Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying aziom R3t. Consider
a commutative diagram

A1>L> Ay i»Ag

Lo L, b
| AR S

B1>—/> B> — B3
o8 @y
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such that the rows are conflations and the f;’s are admissible morphisms. Write K; = ker(f;) and
C; = coker(f;). There exists a natural connecting morphism 0 such that the sequence

0 K, P1 K, P2 Ky 5 c U C, Py Cs 0

is an exact sequence. Here the maps v; and ¢} are the natural maps induced by the above diagram.

Proof. By [2, proposition 5.2], the given map between conflations factors as

A1>L> A2 i» Ag

NN

Bi—— P —» As

- h

Bﬁ—) B Té B3

such that fo = f§ o f4, the upper-left and lower-right squares are bicartesian squares, i.e. both pullbacks
and pushouts. By proposition 5.1, both f} and f{ are admissible.
Applying proposition 5.2 to the composition fo = f o f4, yields the exact sequence

0 — ker(f5) — ker(f2) — ker(f3) — coker(f}) — coker(fz) — coker(fy) — 0.

Using that pullbacks preserve kernels, pushouts preserve cokernels (proposition 2.2), yields the required
sequence. 0

Remark 5.4. (1) The short snake lemma holds for a strongly one-sided exact category &£ only if £
is weakly idempotent complete. The proof is similar to [8, remark 8.14].
(2) The proof of proposition 5.2 is similar to the proof given in [8, proposition 8.11]. However,
we avoid using axiom L3 by combining axiom R3 and the nine lemma to obtain the desired
inflations.

We now come to the full version of the snake lemma.

Theorem 5.5 (Snake lemma). Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom R8%. Consider a
commutative diagram

Ay —%1—> Ao —%2—> Az —»0
(3) ‘LLfl \lLb \lsz
0—— By —(;,—> B> —5,—> B3
with exact rows. There is an induced exact sequence
ker(¢1) K, Ko K3 Cy Co Cs coker (%)
where K; = ker(f;) and C; = coker(f;).

Proof. Note that ¢ is a deflation, ¢} is an inflation, and that the composition ker(¢;)— Ay —im(fy) is
zero. By axiom R37, the induced map im(¢;) — im(f;) is a deflation. By the nine lemma, the top row
of the following commutative diagram is a conflation:

ker ¢1 ............ 5 ker(fl) ................. >T
ker(¢1) Ay im(¢1)

.

0————im(f1) im(f1)

By axiom R1, the composition Ay — A3 —im(f3) is a deflation and thus an epimorphism. It follows
that the composition im(f3) — Bs — coker(¢}) is zero if and only if the natural map As — coker(¢h) is
zero. The latter follows from the commutativity of diagram (3). Using axiom R3%, we find that the
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induced map coker(f3) — coker(¢) is a deflation. The nine lemma yields that the left column of the
following commutative diagram is a conflation:

im(f3) =——=1im(f3) ——— 0

im(¢5) By coker(¢)

L>——— coker( f3) — coker(¢})

Applying corollary 5.3 to the commutative diagram

1m( 1) A2 Ag
im(fl) im(fz) im(f3)
together with the above yields the desired result. 0

6. EQUIVALENT FORMULATIONS OF THE OBSCURE AXIOM

In this section, we expand upon the previous results and provide several equivalent formulations of
the obscure axiom for a deflation- or inflation-exact category £ (theorems 1.1 and 1.2). In particular,
we show some converses of the previous sections, i.e. we show that the obscure axiom holds in £ if and
only if the nine lemma holds, and that axiom R3™ holds if and only if the snake lemma or the ker-coker
sequence property holds.

6.1. Equivalent formulations of axiom R3. We now come to the proof of theorem 1.1. For clarity,
the proof has been split in several parts.

Proof of equivalences (1) < (2). Theorem 4.1 shows the implication (1) = (2). For the implication (2) =
(1), consider the commutative diagram

(4)

i

—

K-*ysp_t.C

where k = ker(p). We need to show that p is a deflation. By axiom R2, we can consider the pullback P
of p along the deflation p o 4. It follows from the universal property of the pullback that the morphism
P — A is a retraction, moreover, by proposition 2.2 it has a kernel and thus proposition 2.8 yields that
it is a deflation and that P = K @ A. We obtain the following commutative diagram:

(5) Kr——KQA—A
H (k i)l z l
K B- C

k p

By the nine lemma, the lower row is a conflation and thus p is a deflation. We conclude that (1) < (2),
as required. 0
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Proof of equivalences (1) < (3) < (4) < (5). The equivalence (1) < (5) is shown in proposition 3.5. The
implication (1) = (3) is shown in [15, proposition 2.6]. The implication (3) = (4) is trivial. To show the
implication (4) = (1), we consider the setup given in the commutative diagram (4), with k& = ker(p). As
in the proof following diagram (4), we consider the pullback P of p along the deflation p o i and obtain
the lower-right square of (5) as the pullback diagram. Using [2, proposition 5.7], we find the conflation

(IS—il) (p pi)
e

K@A—B®A C

We can now find K — B — C as a direct summand of this conflation. Hence, it follows from (4) that
K — B — C is a conflation. This shows the implication (4) = (1). O

Proof of equivalences (1) < (6). The implication (1) = (6) is trivial. Conversely, assume (6) and let
9:Y > Z f: X > Y and f': Y/ — Y be maps such that go f’ is a deflation and f = ker(g). By axiom
R2, we obtain the commutative diagram

X sp_L,y

|, b b

X—>Y—>Z

where the right square is a pullback. By the pullback property, there is a unique map u: Y/ — P such
that gf’ = hu and pu = 1y+. It follows that p is a retraction with kernel . By proposition 2.8 and axiom
R1, the composition gh = gf’'p is a deflation. By (6), g is a deflation as required. O

Proof of equivalences (1) < (7) < (8). The equivalence of (1) < (7) is shown in [15, proposition 6.2].
The equivalence of (7) < (8) follows from [15, theorem 1.2 and proposition 6.2]. O
Proof of equivalences (1) < (9). Assume that ( ) holds, we need to show that £ lies extension closed in
its weak idempotent completlon Let X 5 Y £ Z be a conflation in € such that X, Z € £. By definition,
there exists a conflation X’ L> Y’ 2 7" in € such that the direct sum X X —-Y®Y »Z®”7Z is a

conflation in £. Without loss of generality, we may assume that X' — Y’ — Z’ is a conflation in £. By
remark 2.18; there exists an object Y. € £ such that Y @ Y, € £. It follows that the following natural

commutative diagram lies in &:
1 0 p 00
(49) oo
00 001

YooY aY.—»ZaZ' @Y,

l ( 10 0> H
0p 0
001
X—Y®Z Y. — ZdZ' Y,
0 G
0 001
Note that the lower row of the above diagram is a kernel-cokernel pair in £. By axiom R3, the lower row
is a conflation in £. By axiom R2, pullbacks along Y @ Z' @Y, - Z @ Z' @ Y exist in &:

XeX——

YOZ'oY.—rZ®Z' DY,

®)] ®)]

It now follows from lemma 2.19 that P =~ Y. Hence, Y € £. This shows that £ is extension-closed in £

Conversely, assume that (9) holds. Let X 1, ¥ % 7 be a kernel-cokernel pair in £ and let h: A ->Y
be map such that g o h is a deflation in £. Since g o h is also a deflation in £ and & satisfies axiom R3™,
the map ¢ is a deflation in €. Since & «— & is fully exact, Y % Z is a deflation in € as well. O

Remark 6.1. The Gabriel-Quillen embedding of an exact category in an abelian category allows one to
reduce homological statements in an exact category to homological statements in an abelian category.
The equivalence (1) < (8) in theorem 1.1 gives a similar reduction: here, one can establish statements
about conflations in a strongly deflation-exact category by reducing it to a similar statement in its exact
hull. In particular, using the equivalence (1) < (8) in theorem 1.1, one can deduce the nine lemma in a
strong deflation-exact category £ from the nine lemma in the exact hull € of .
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6.2. Equivalent formulations of axiom R3%. We now come to the proof of theorem 1.2. We will
again present the proof in several parts.

Proof of equivalences (1) < (2) < (3). This is shown in proposition 3.3 and proposition 3.5. O

Proof of equivalences (1) (4). The implication (1) = (4) is trivial. For the implication (4) = (1),
consider morphisms f: X — Y and g: Y — Z such that g o f is a deflation. We find the following
pullback square

P—r5X
hl / lgf
Y ——Z
where h: P—Y is a deflation by axiom R2. Note that p: P — X is a retraction by the pullback property.

Write s: X — P for the corresponding section. By axiom RO*, the maps (p 1) and (1 s) are deflations.
The following commutative diagram

POX—"»P

P

<M l

X
and (4) yields that p: P — X is a deflation. It now follows from axiom R1 that the composition g o h is
a deflation. Hence (4) implies that g is a deflation. This shows that (1) holds, as required. O

Proof of equivalences (5) < (1) < (6). The implications (1) = (5) and (1) = (6) follow from proposition
5.2, corollary 5.3 and theorem 5.5.

We now show that (5) = (4). As (4) = (1), this is sufficient. Let g: Y — Z be a morphism and
f: X —>Y be a deflation such that go f: X — Z is a deflation, as in the statement of (4). We need to

. . . - f .
show that ¢ is a deflation. Applying the ker-coker sequence to the composition ker f — X %z gives an
acyclic sequence

0—— X——ker(gf)—o—Y —Z——0.

In particular, g: Y — Z is a deflation. The implication (6) = (4) can be shown in a similar fashion. O

Proof of implications (4) = (7) = (8) = (4). Only the last implication is nontrivial, so let f: X — Y be
any map and let g: Y — Z be a deflation such that g o f is a deflation. It follows from [16] (or the dual
of [2, proposition 5.7]) that (gf f): X ®Y — Z is a deflation (this uses axiom RO0*). As invertible maps
are deflations, axiom R2 gives a deflation (gf £)( 1, ¢) = (0/): X ®Y — Z. It now follows from (8)
that f is a deflation, as required. O

7. OBSCURE CLOSURES OF ONE-SIDED EXACT CATEGORIES

Let £ = (A, D) be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*. In this section, we examine
closures of £ under the obscure axiom R3 (as well as the closures under axioms R3~ and R3"). As a
first observation, proposition 3.3 shows that £ needs to be weakly idempotent complete in order to admit
axiom R3T. This indicates that it is not sufficient to just refine the conflation structure on £ (thus,
enlarge the set D) and that we need to additionally adjust the underlying additive category A. A similar
remark holds for axiom R3 (see example 7.6) below.

Definition 7.1. Let £ = (A,D) be a deflation-exact category. The R3-closure of £ is a deflation-
exact category Ers = (Ars,Drs) satisfying axiom R3 together with an exact functor ¢: £ — Ers
satisfying the following 2-universal property: for any strongly deflation-exact category F, the functor
— o ¢: Hom(Ers, F) — Hom(&, F) is an equivalence.

Similarly, one defines the R3"-closure.

The aim of this section is to show the following theorem.

Theorem 7.2. Let £ = (A,D) be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*.

(1) The category € has an R3-closure Eggs.
(2) The category € has an R3T-closure Epgr .
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Moreover, the natural maps £ — Erg — Egg+ lift to triangle equivalences on the bounded derived cate-
gories.

Additionally, there exists deflation-exact structure on &, denoted by Egg— = (A, Dgg-) extending the
conflation-structure D and satisfying aziom R8~. Moreover, DP(E) ~ DP(Eps-) are triangle equivalent
and Epg- 15 the largest conflation structure on £ that does not change the bounded derived category up to
triangle equivalence.

7.1. The R3%-closure. By proposition 3.3, a deflation-exact category & = (A,D) satisfying axiom
R3™ must be weakly idempotent complete. Given a deflation-exact category & satlsfylng axiom RO*,
one endows the weak 1dempotent completion A with the following conﬂatlon structure D: a sequence
X — Y — 7 is a conflation in A if and only if it is a direct summand in A of a conflation in . We simply
write € = (A, ]D)) for the weak idempotent completion of £ with the above conflation structure. By [15,
appendix BJ, the following theorem holds:

Theorem 7.3. Let € be a deflation-exact category satisfying aa:zom RO*. The weak idempotent com-
pletion 3 satisfies ariom R8T and the exact embedding £ — & is 2-universal among exact functors to
deflation-exact categories satisfying ariom_ R3*T.

Moreover, the natural embedding & — € lifts to a triangle equivalence D &) — Db(é\).

It follows that the R3%-closure Egs+ of a deflation-exact category £ is simply the weak idempotent
completion & endowed with the natural conflation structure.

The following corollary states that for a deflation-exact category &, axiom R3 implies the dual of
theorem 1.1.(6) and axiom R3* implies the dual of theorem 1.2.(4).

Corollary 7.4. Let £ be a deflation-exact category.
(1) If € satisfies axiom R3, then for any morphism f: X — Y having a cokernel g: Y — Z such
that there is an inflation h: Y — U such that h o f is an inflation, f is an inflation.
(2) If € satisfies aziom R3T, then for any morphism f: X — Y such that there is an inflation
h: Y —U such that ho f is an inflation, f is an inflation.

Proof. We show the first statement, the second is similar. One naturally obtains the following commu-
tative diagram:

By theorem 7.3, the right column is a conflation in & and thus a kernel-cokernel pair in £. Axiom R3
implies that the right column is a conflation in £. Proposition 2.1 implies that the upper-right square is
a pullback square. By axiom R2, the upper row is a conflation. (I

The following proposition shows that to any conflation in £g 3+, one can add split conflations in £ such
that the direct sum is a conflation in &.

Proposition 7.5. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying aziom RO*. For any conflation C in
Epgt, there exists a split conflation C' in & such that C ® C' is a conflation in E.

Proof. Let X —Y —» Z be a conflation in Egz+. We claim that there exists a conflation X ~Y — Z in
& such that the direct sum X @ X —Y @Y —» Z @ Z is a conflation in &.
Indeed, by definition, there is a conflation X’ Y’ — Z’ in Erz+ such that XX — Y @Y’ —» Z@Z' is
a conflation in €. By remark 2.18, there are objects X/, Y/, Z! € £ such that X' @ X Y'®Y!, Z'@Z. € €.
Thus adding the split conflations X, = X! - 0,Y! =Y/ 0,0 — Z. = Z. to the conflation X' — Y’ — Z’
shows the claim.
(66)

By axiom R2, taking the pullback of Z @ Z —22%
commutative d1agram in &:

Z®Z alongY @Y — Z @ Z yields the following

XoX— s YoY —»707
H [
XoX—YPX®DZ—»20Z
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The lower row is simply the direct sum (in Egz+) of the conflation X — Y —» Z and the split conflations
X =X —»0and 0— Z = Z. This concludes the proof. U

7.2. The R3-closure. We now turn our attention to the R3-closure. The next example shows that, as
is the case for the R3%"-closure, enlarging the conflation structure alone is, in general, not sufficient.

Example 7.6. Let ) be an equioriented quiver of type Az and let D = rep,;, @ be the category of k-linear
representations, where k is a field. The Auslander-Reiten quiver of D is given by

w
/V/ ;Y
v xT Dz

Let F be the full additive subcategory of D of all objects not isomorphic to V. We endow F with
the structure of a deflation-exact category by taking all conflations A— B — C in D where A is not
isomorphic to U. It can be explicitly verified that this is indeed a deflation-exact structure (see also
remark 7.9 for a less direct approach).

The category F does not satisfy axiom R3. Indeed, there is a conflation U®? — W2 -, Y2 and
U— W — Y is a direct summand. Note, however, that the pullback of W — Y along X — Y does not

exist in F, so that W — Y cannot be a deflation in any deflation-exact structure on F. By theorem 1.1,
we see that F cannot be refined to a deflation-exact structure satisfying axiom R3.

Theorem 1.1.(9) allows a straightforward construction of the R3-closure.

Proposition 7.7. Let Ags < A be the extension closure of A in £ = (.2, Iﬁ)) The induced deflation-exact
structure Drs on Agg satisfies axiom R3 and is the R3-closure Ers = (Ars, Drs) of £.
Moreover, the inclusion € — Egs lifts to a triangle equivalence D°(£) — DP(Egs).

Proof. By theorem 1.1.(9), Ers satisfies axiom R3. Let F': £ — F be an exact functor to a deflation-
exact category F satisfying axiom R3. The functor F lifts to an exact functor F: & - F. It suffices
to show that the restriction of F' to Ers maps to F < F. By theorem theorem 1.1.(9), F lies extension
closed in F , the result follows.

To see that £ — Ergs lifts to a derived equivalence, it suffices to note that £ and Ers have the same
weak idempotent completion. Indeed, the result then follows from theorem 7.3. O

It is easy to see that the largest deflation-exact structure Dy, on A is given by all semi-stable cokernels
(see definition 9.1), the next corollary is straightforward.

Corollary 7.8. For a deflation-exact category € = (A, D), we have Drg = Dn Dae-
Remark 7.9. The deflation-exact category F from example 7.6 can be obtained as follows. Let @ be

the quiver
1222 324
with relation a8 = 0. The category rep, @ of finite-dimensional k-representations can be visualized via

its Auslander-Reiten quiver:

Let &€ be the full additive subcategory of rep, @@ of all objects not isomorphic to S (1)(‘9" @S (2), nor
to S(1)®" @ P(3) (for any n > 0). As € is an extension-closed subcategory of C, it inherits an exact
structure. Let A be the full additive subcategory of £ generated by S(1), and let S4 < Mor& be the
set of admissible morphisms with kernel and cokernel in A. It is straightforward to check that A < &
is an admissibly deflation-percolation subcategory in the sense of [16], so that the localization £[S;'],
equipped with the coarsest conflation structure for which @Q: £ — &£ [S;ll] is exact, is a deflation-exact
category.

Note that in £[S;'], we have that S(1) ~ 0 and P(2) ® E =~ S(2) ® E, for all nonzero E ¢ A. The
category F is equivalent to & [S;ll] and hence a deflation-exact category.
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7.3. The conflation structure Ers-. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*. In
contrast to the R3"-closure and the R3-closure, for the R3™-conflation structure, we do not change the
underlying category, but only the conflation structure. We start with the following definition.

Definition 7.10. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satysifying axiom RO*. A morphism f: X — Y
in £ is called a P-deflation if it satisfies the following two properties:

P1 All pullbacks along f exist.
P2 There exists a map h such that f o h is a deflation in &.

Remark 7.11. (1) Any deflation is a P-deflation.
(2) If € satisfies axiom R3, any P-deflation is also a deflation.

Lemma 7.12. P-deflations are stable under pullbacks.

Proof. This is a straightforward application of the pullback lemma. O

Proposition 7.13. Let £ be a deflation-exact category satisfying axiom RO*. The collection of P-
deflations in € defines a deflation-exact structure on £ satisfying axiom R3~ .

Proof. Let f: X — Y be a P-deflation. By property P1, the pullback of 0 — Y along f exists and thus
f admits a kernel K. We first show that K — X 4, ¥ is a kernel-cokernel pair. By property P2, there is
amap h: A — X such that the composition f o h is a deflation. Write K’ for the kernel of f o h. Taking
the pullback of f along f o h it is straightforward to show that we obtain the following commutative
diagram:

Proposition 2.1 yields that the lower right square is a pushout as well. It follows that f is the cokernel
of K — X as required.

We now show that the P-deflations define a deflation-exact structure satisfying axiom R37. Clearly
X — 0is a P-deflation as X — 0 is already a deflation by axiom RO* in €. Let f: X > Y andg: Y — Z
be two P-deflations. By the pullback lemma, the composition g f satisfies P1. By P2, there exists a map
h: B — Y such that gh is a deflation. By P1, the pullback P of h along f exists. Hence we obtain the
following commutative diagram:

PLB—»Z

n lh
f g
X—sY ——7

By lemma 7.12, the map f’ is a P-deflation. Hence there exists a map h”: A — P such that f'h” is a
deflation. It follows that (gf)(h'R"”) is a deflation by axiom R1. Hence gf is a P-deflation. It follows
that the P-deflations satisfy axiom R1. Lemma 7.12 shows that the P-deflations satisfy axiom R2 as
well. By construction, axiom R37 is satisfied. (I

Corollary 7.14. Let £ = (A, D) be a deflation-exact category. There is a smallest deflation-exact
structure Drs (2 D) on A such that Erg = (A, Drs) satisfies axiom R3™.

Proof. This follows from proposition 7.13 where Dgrs- consists of all conflations whose deflations are
P-deflations. O

The following proposition characterizes the conflation structure Eg3- in a universal way.

Proposition 7.15. The conflation structure on Exg- is the largest deflation-exact structure on £ such
that the identity €& — Egg— s a conflation-exact functor lifting to a triangle equivalence Db(é’) —
D°(Eps-)-
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Proof. Let & = (A,D') be a deflation-exact structure on A such that 14: & — &' is an exact functor
that lifts to a triangle equivalence D”(£) — DP(&'). It suffices to show that 1g: £ — Egs- is exact.

Combining theorem 7.3 with the fact that 14 lifts to a triangle equivalence D"(£) — DP(£’), we see
that the embedding 14: & — & lifts to a triangle equivalence DP(£) = DP(£’). Using the universal
property of the weak idempotent completion, we obtain the following commutative diagram:

E——EC—DP(E)

N

s & D&

By [15, proposition 6.2], the categories & and & have the same conflation structures as conflations
correspond to triangles.

Let X —> Y — Z be a conflation in £&. As € = &', the conflation X — Y — Z is a retract (in &) of a
conflation X — Y — Z in £. We obtain the following commutative diagram

X—sY ——7

| T

X——Y —»7

X——P—»Z

T |

X—sY ——7

where the vertical arrows compose to the identities. Note that we factored the section from X - Y — Z
to X —Y —» Z via the conflation X — P —Y obtained by taking the pullback of Z — Z along Y — Z.
Note that the composition P - Y — Y — Z is a deflation in £ and thus Y — Z is a P-deflation. It
follows that 14: & — Ers- is exact. O

The following example shows that Egs- does not satisfy a 2-universal property as in definition 7.1.

Example 7.16. Let F be the deflation-exact category constructed in example 7.6. Let £ be the deflation-
exact subcategory of F generated by U, W and Y. Note that W — Y is not a deflation in £ but it
is a deflation in Erg-. It follows that the exact embedding £ — F does not lift to an exact map
Era- — FRra--

Remark 7.17. (1) The R3-closure of a (possibly non-additive) deflation-exact category has been
introduced in [23, §1.4] as the closure of the category .
(2) Proposition 7.15 extends the fact that the R37-closure of a deflation-exact category preserves
projectives (see [23, proposition 1.4.4]).

7.4. About the conflations in the obscure closures. We now have a closer look at which sequences
X — Y — Z in a deflation-exact category £ become conflations in the closures considered in this section.
The following proposition is the main result.

Proposition 7.18. Let X Ly % Zbea sequence in o deflation-exact category £. The following are
equivalent:

(1) the sequence is a conflation in Egs,
(2) the sequence is a conflation in Epg+,
(8) the sequence is a conflation in E*,

fo
0
(4) there is an A € & such that X @A%Y@A(g—)»Z is a conflation in E.
If g: Y — Z admits all pullbacks, then the previous are furthermore equivalent to
(5) the sequence is a conflation in Erg .

Proof. If (4) holds, then (2) holds, as X — Y — Z is a direct summand of a conflation in €. If (2) holds,
then there is a sequence A — B — C such that XA - Y®B — ZPC is a conflation in £. The pullback
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of this conflation along the embedding Z — Z @ C yields the required conflation X @ A—Y § A— Z,
and hence (4) holds.

The equivalence (1) < (2) holds as Ers lies extension-closed in Egg+. The equivalence (1) < (3) is
established in theorem 1.1.

Finally, assume that g: Y — Z is a semi-stable cokernel. If (4) holds, then it follows from proposition
3.5 that (5) holds. The other direction follows since conflations are closed under direct sums. (]

As a corollary, we obtain the following description of the closure Ers-.
Corollary 7.19. For a deflation-ezxact category € = (A, D), we have Drg = Dyap N Dggr.

Proposition 7.20. Let A be an additive category with two deflation-exact structures D and I'. The
following are equivalent:

(1) (A,D)rs = (A, D')Rs,

(2) (Aa ]D))RS’ = (Aa D/)R37

(3) (Av D)R3+ = (Av D/)RB’L'

Proof. The implication (3) = (2) holds as Erg is the extension-closure of £ in Egg+. For the implication
(2) = (1), it follows from proposition 7.18 that a sequence X — Y > Z in A lies in (A, D)rs- if and
only if it lies in (A, D)rs and g is a semi-stable cokernel. Finally, for the implication (1) = (3), it suffices
to notice that (Ers-)rz+ = Ers+- 0

We end this section with a variant of proposition 7.18.

Proposition 7.21. Let € be a deflation-exact category. A sequence X — Y — Z in Epg+ is a conflation
if and only if there is a split conflation A — B — C in £ such that A@ X —B®Y »CP®Z is a
conflation in .

Proof. Let X —Y — Z be a conflation in £zs+. By the definition of the weak idempotent completion,
there is an object X’ € £ such that X @ X’ € £. Similar complements Y’, Z’ € £ exist for Y, Z € £. We
find that the conflation
X'eoYV)eX X oY eZ)oY—»Z @Z
in £Egg+ of which all terms lie in €. The existence of the split sequence A — B — C as in the statement
of the proposition now follows from proposition 7.18.
The converse follows from the definition of the the conflation structure of Egg+. O

8. THE LATTICE OF STRONGLY ONE-SIDED EXACT STRUCTURES

Let A be an additive category. It is known that the set of exact structures on an additive category A
forms a complete lattice (see for example [7, 13]), and it is easy to see that the same observation holds
for one-sided exact structures (see [23]). These observations have been generalized in [1] to the setting of
weakly (inflation- or deflation-)exact structures.

In this section, we have a closer look at the posets of deflation-exact structures satisfying the various
versions of the obscure axiom from definition 3.1. We show that the lattices of deflation-exact structures
satisfying axiom R3 or R3™ are ideals in the strong deflation-exact structures on the weak idempotent
completion A.

We start by recalling the notion of a lower and an upper adjoint of a morphism between posets.

Definition 8.1. Let (4, <) and (B, <) be two partially ordered sets. A (monotone) Galois connection
between (4, <) and (B, <) consists of two monotone functions F': A — B and G: B — A such that for
all a € A and b € B, we have

F(a) <b<a<GO).
The map F is called the lower adjoint and the map G is called the upper adjoint. We write F = G” and
G = F*.

The following lattices will be considered in this section.

Notation 8.2. Let A be a (small) additive category. We write D (A) for set of deflation-exact structures
on A. The set of strongly deflation-exact structures on A is denoted by s©(A). We write ©~(A) and
Dt (A) for the sets of deflation-exact structures satisfying axiom R3~ or R3™", respectively.

Likewise, the set of inflation-exact structures on A is denoted by J(.A) and the set of strongly inflation-
exact structures on A is denoted by s7J 4.

The partially ordered set of (two-sided) exact structures on A is denoted by &(A).
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Proposition 8.3. Let A be an additive category. The posets D(A),sD(A), and D~ (A) (ordered by
inclusion) are complete lattices. If A is weakly idempotent complete (so that DT (A) is nonempty), then
Dt A) is a complete lattice.

Proof. The meet operation is given by the intersection. The least element is given by the split conflation
structure (this satisfies axiom R3" if and only if A is weakly idempotent complete). The greatest element
of © is given by [25, proposition 1] (this is also the greatest element of D~ by corollary 7.14), and the
greatest element of s is given by [25, corollary 1]. When A is weakly idempotent complete, a greatest
element of ©7(A) is given by [11]. O

Proposition 8.4. Let D € IV be two deflation-exact structures on an additive category A. Assume that
D satisfies axiom R3™.

(1) If Y satisfies aziom R8 or R3*, then so does D.

(2) If Y is exact, then so is D.
Proof. The first statement is straightforward to verify. For the second statement, note that D satisfies
R3 as D' does. It then follows from [25, theorem 1] that D = D n D’ is an exact structure on A. O

Remark 8.5. The previous proposition can be reformulated as follows: the posets sD(A) and €(A) are
ideals in ©~(A).
Notation 8.6. Let C be any conflation structure on an additive category A. We write C for the conflation
structure on the weak idempotent completion A given by: a sequence X - Y — Z in A lies in C if and
only if it is a direct summand of a conflation in C.

We write Q/—(\A) for the image of ©~(A) under C — C. The sets 5/35(?) and Q‘S/(X) are defined in a

similar fashion.

Remark 8.7. For a deflation-exact category £ = (A, C) satisfying axiom RO*, we have Egg+ = (.2, @)

Corollary 8.8. Let A be an_adds additive category The map ©~ (.A) ©+(.2): D — D is an injection. In
particular, the sets ©~(A), 5©(A), and Q‘S(A) are ideals in DT (A). Each of the embeddings of the ideals
into D% (A) has an upper adjoint.

Proof. The map D~ (A) — ©+(.2): D — D is an injection by corollary 7.19. This implies that both
5D (A) and €(A) embed in D+ (A) as well. Each of the embeddings into D% (A) has an upper adjoint,
given by intersecting with the appropriate maximal structure on A4 (this follows from proposition 8.4). O

Remark 8.9. It is shown in [25] that the embedding o: sD(A) — D(A) has an upper adjoint, given
by the operator PQ (explicitly, every deflation-exact structure D on A admits a largest deflation-exact
substructure satisfying axiom R3). The embedding does not need to have a lower adjoint, for example,
the maximal exact structure from example 8.10 need not be embedded into a strong deflation-exact
structure.

It follows from corollary 7.14 that the embedding 8: D~ (A) — D(.A) admits a lower adjoint, mapping
(A,D) to (A, D)rs-. Moreover, o admits a lower adjoint (so every deflation-exact structure D on A has
an obscure closure in A) if and only if the maximal deflation-exact structure Dy,.x satisfies axiom R3,
thus when ©(A) = sD(A).

The following example shows that, for an/giditive category A with the maximal deflation-exact struc-
ture Dyax, the deflation-exact structure D, need not be the maximal exact structure on the weak
idempotent completion A
Example 8.10. Let R = C[[¢]] be the formal power series ring in one variable and let A be the additive
subcategory of mod R generated by the indecomposables R and R/(t")®™, for each m > n > 1. Here,
A~ mod R, so the max1mal deflation-exact structure on .A is given by all kernel—cokernel pairs.

We claim that R 5 R — R/(t) is not a conflation in Dy,ax so that Dmdx is not the maximal deflation-
exact structure on A. Indeed, for R 5> R — R/(t) to be a conflation in Dumax, there needs to be a (split)
sequence A — B — C such that R@ A— R® B— R/(t) ® C is a conflation in Dy, see proposition
7.21. Let p: R/(t") — R/(t) be a nonzero morphism and consider the following commutative diagram

RPA—— ROADR/t" H®R/(t")" ! — R/(t") @ R/(t")" 1

H | [

R®A R®B R/(t)®C
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where the rows are conflations and the right square is a pullback. Note that ROA@R/(t" )@ R/(t")" !
can only lie in A if R/(t") is a direct summand of A. As this can only be the case for finitely many choices

of n, this shows that not all pullbacks lie in \A. Consequently, RLR— — R/(t) is not a conflation in m
and hence Dmax is not the maximal exact structure on A mod R.

9. THE EXACT STRUCTURE OF STABLE KERNEL-COKERNEL PAIRS

Let A be an additive category. The set C of stable kernel-cokernel pairs in A is given by the intersection
of the maximal inflation-exact and deflation-exact structures on A. It is shown in [26] that C need not
be an exact structure on A. Indeed, the maximal exact structure on A can be considerably smaller (see
[26]). In this subsection, rather than restricting C to an exact structure on A, as is done in [25], we
enlarge the category A so that C generates an exact structure, that is, we construct an exact category
(A’ E) which is, in some way, the smallest exact category containing the conflation category (A, C). We
refer to proposition 9.5 below for a precise statement.

We proceed in slightly more generality. Instead of the starting from the intersection of the maximal
inflation-exact and deflation-exact structures, we allow to begin with the intersection of any inflation-
exact structure I and any deflation-exact structure ID. The category A’ we construct is a subcategory of
the weak idempotent completion A and is dependent on the choices of I and D.

Definition 9.1. Let A be an additive category. We say that a cokernel g: Y — Z is semi-stable if for
every morphism s: Y/ — Z, the pullback

P Py
X2,z

exists and p: P — Y is itself a cokernel. A semi-stable kernel is defined dually.
A kernel-cokernel pair X 1,y 9, 7 is called stable if f is a semi-stable kernel and g is a semi-stable
cokernel.

The following is shown in [23] and [25].

Proposition 9.2. Let A be an additive category. The conflation structure C consisting of all kernel-

cokernel pairs X Ly % 7 where g is a semi-stable cokernel is a deflation-exact structure on A and is
mazimal with that property.

We continue by having a closer look at DT

Lemma 9.3. Let D and I be a deflation- and an inflation-exact structure on an additive category A,
respectively. We have

DAT=DnL
Proof. The inclusion DnIc DATis clear. For the other inclusion, let X —Y — Z be a conflation in
DAL It follows from proposition 7.21 that there is a split kernel-cokernel pair A»— B — C' in A such
that X @ A—Y ® B—~»Z @ C is a conflation in D, as well as in 1. The dual of proposition 7.21 yields

the existence of a split kernel-cokernel pair A’ >— B’ — C’ such that the conflation X ® (A A) —Y @
(B®B)>»Z®(Ca®C) is a conflation in D n . O

Proposition 9.4. Let D and 1 be a deflation- and an inflation-exact structure on an additive category
A. The conflation structure D N1 =D n 1 on the weak idempotent completion A is an exact structure.

Proof By theorem 1.2, the deflation-structure D samsﬁes ax1om R3™, and dually T satisfies axiom L3*.
AsDT=Dn1, it follows from [25, theorem 1] that D ~ 1 is an exact structure on A. O

Proposition 9.5. Let D and I be a deflation- and an inflation-exact structure on an additive category
A. There is an ezxact category (A, E) and a conflation-exact functor p: (A, D n 1) — (A E) satisfying
the following 2-universal property: for each exact category (B,E), the functor

— o ! Homexact((Av DA~ H)a (Bv F)) - Homexact((A/; E)a (Bv F))

18 an equivalence.
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Proof. The 2-universal property of the weak idempotent completion gives an equivalence Hom(.A, é) —
Hom(A, B). Let A’ be the extension-closure of A in A with respect to the conflation structure DAL
It follows from proposition 9.4 that D ~ 1 is an exact structure on A. As A’ C A is extension-closed,
A’ inherits an exact structure E from (ﬁ,]ﬁ) N ﬁ) To verify that the universal property is satisfied, we
consider the following (essentially) commutative diagram

(A, DnI)—— (B,F)

|

(A,D A I) — (B,F)

We only need to verify that the functor A’ — A — B factors through B. However, the essential image of
this functor is B < B (this uses that (B,F) lies extension-closed in (B, F), see theorem 1.1). The required
property follows from this. O

Remark 9.6. In the proof of proposition 9.5, we construct the exact category (A’,E) as the extension-
closure of A in the intersection of the categories (A, I)p 3+ and (A, D)gg+. Similarly, one can obtain the
exact category (A’,E) as the intersection of (A,I)Ls and (A, D)rs, seen as subcategories of A.

Remark 9.7. As (A,D n 1) is just a conflation category, its derived category is not defined. Therefore,
we cannot express that the closure in proposition 9.5 gives a derived equivalence. However, it is easy to

see that DP(A',E) = K"(A)/[Ac”(A,D) n Ac”(A,T)].

Example 9.8. We return to the setting of example 8.10. It follows from proposition 7.21 that, for
every n > 2, the sequence R/(t) — R/(t") — R/(t"!) is a conflation in Egg+ (with A = R/(t")®" and
C = R/(t"1)®"=1), Likewise, considering the maximal inflation-exact structure on A we find that the
sequence R/(t) — R/(t") — R/(t"1) is a conflation in TImax. This implies that A’ = A. As the sequence

—

R4 R — R/(t) is not a conflation in Dyay, we see that (A’,E’) is not the maximal exact structure on
A =modR.
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