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Balanced pairs and recollements in extriangulated categories

with negative first extensions

Jian He and Panyue Zhou

Abstract

A notion of balanced pairs in an extriangulated category with a negative first extension

is defined in this article. We prove that there exists a bijective correspondence between

balanced pairs and proper classes ξ with enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives.

It can be regarded as a simultaneous generalization of Fu-Hu-Zhang-Zhu and Wang-Li-

Huang. Besides, we show that if (A,B, C) is a recollement of extriangulated categories, then

balanced pairs in B can induce balanced pairs in A and C under natural assumptions. As a

application, this result gengralizes a result by Fu-Hu-Yao in abelian categories. Moreover,

it highlights a new phenomena when it applied to triangulated categories.
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1 Introduction

The recollement of triangulated categories was introduced first by Beilinson, Bernstein, and

Deligne, see [BBD]. A fundamental example of a recollement situation of abelian categories ap-

peared in the construction of perverse sheaves by MacPherson and Vilonen [MV]. Recollements

of abelian and triangulated categories play an important role in ring theory, representation the-

ory and geometry of singular spaces.

Relative homological algebra has been formulated by Hochschild in categories of modules

and later by Heller, Butler and Horrocks in more general categories with a relative abelian

structure. Beligiannis [B] studied a homological algebra in a triangulated category which

parallels the homological algebra in an exact category in the sense of Quillen, by specifying a

class of triangles ξ which is called a proper class of triangles.

The notion of extriangulated categories was introduced by Nakaoka and Palu in [NP] as

a simultaneous generalization of exact categories and triangulated categories. Exact cate-

gories (abelian categories are also exact categories) and extension closed subcategories of an

extriangulated category are extriangulated categories, while there are some other examples of

extriangulated categories which are neither exact nor triangulated, see [NP, ZZ, HZZ, NP1].

Hence many results hold on exact categories and triangulated categories can be unified in the

same framework. Recently, Adachi, Enomoto and Tsukamoto [AET] introduced the notion
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of extriangulated categories with negative first extensions. They also showed that exact cat-

egories and triangulated categories naturally admit negative first extension structures. Based

on Beligiannis’s idea, Hu, Zhang and Zhou [HZZ] defined a proper class of extriangulated cat-

egories, they proved that if an extriangulated category (C,E, s) was equipped with a proper

class of E-triangles ξ, then C had a new extriangulated structure. This construction gives extri-

angulated categories which are neither exact nor triangulated. Wang, Wei, and Zhang [WWZ]

introduced the recollement of extriangulated categories, which is a simultaneous generalization

of recollements of abelian categories and triangulated categories.

Chen [C] introduced the notion of balanced pair of additive subcategories in an abelian

category. He studied relative homology with respect to balanced pairs in abelian category. Let

(A,B, C) be a recollement of abelian categories. Fu, Hu and Yao [FHY] proved that balanced

pairs in B can induce balanced pairs in A and C. Wang, Li, and Huang [WLH] showed that

there exists a one-to-one correspondence between balanced pairs and Quillen exact structures ξ

with enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives for abelian categories. Recently, the notion

of balanced pair in triangulated categories was introduced by Fu, Hu, Zhang and Zhu [FHZZ],

and proved a similar result to Wang, Li, and Huang [WLH]. More precisely, they showed there

exists a bijective correspondence between balanced pairs and proper classes ξ with enough ξ-

projectives and enough ξ-injectives. Inspired by this, we have a natural question whether their

results of [WLH] and [FHZZ] can be unified under the framework of extriangulated categories.

In this article, we give an affirmative answer in extriangulated categories with negative first

extensions.

Let C be an extriangulated category with a negative first extension. Our first main result

constructs a bijective correspondence between balanced pairs in C and proper classes ξ with

enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives, see Theorem 3.10. This unifies their results

of Fu, Hu, Zhang and Zhu [FHZZ] and Wang, Li and Huang [WLH] in the framework of

extriangulated categories with negative first extensions. Suppose that B admits a recollement

relative to extriangulated categories A and C. Our second main result show that balanced

pairs in B can induce balanced pairs in A and C under natural assumptions, see Theorem 4.6.

This generalizes a result of Fu, Hu and Yao [FHY].

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some terminologies and some

preliminary results. In Section 3, we prove our first main results. In Section 4, we prove our

second main result.

2 Preliminaries

We briefly recall some definitions and basic properties of extriangulated categories from [NP].

We omit some details here, but the reader can find them in [NP].

Let C be an additive category equipped with an additive bifunctor

E : Cop × C → Ab,

where Ab is the category of abelian groups. For any objects A,C ∈ C, an element δ ∈ E(C,A)
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is called an E-extension. Let s be a correspondence which associates an equivalence class

s(δ) = [A
x // B

y
// C]

to any E-extension δ ∈ E(C,A). This s is called a realization of E, if it makes the diagrams

in [NP, Definition 2.9] commutative. A triplet (C,E, s) is called an extriangulated category if

it satisfies the following conditions.

• E : Cop × C → Ab is an additive bifunctor.

• s is an additive realization of E.

• E and s satisfy the compatibility conditions in [NP, Definition 2.12].

We collect the following terminology from [NP].

Definition 2.1. Let (C,E, s) be an extriangulated category.

(1) A sequence A
x

−−→ B
y

−−→ C is called a conflation if it realizes some E-extension δ ∈

E(C,A). In this case, x is called an inflation and y is called a deflation.

(2) If a conflation A
x

−−→ B
y

−−→ C realizes δ ∈ E(C,A), we call the pair (A
x

−−→ B
y

−−→ C, δ)

an E-triangle, and write it in the following way.

A
x

−→ B
y

−→ C
δ

99K

We usually do not write this “δ” if it is not used in the argument.

(3) Let A
x

−→ B
y

−→ C
δ

99K and A′ x′

−→ B′ y′

−→ C ′ δ′

99K be any pair of E-triangles. If a triplet

(a, b, c) realizes (a, c) : δ → δ′, then we write it as

A
x //

a
��

B
y

//

b
��

C
δ //❴❴❴

c
��

A′ x′

// B′ y′
// C ′ δ′ //❴❴❴

and call (a, b, c) a morphism of E-triangles.

Proposition 2.2. [NP, Proposition 3.3] Let C be an extriangulated category. For any E-

triangle A −→ B −→ C
δ

99K, we have the following exact sequences:

C(C,−) → C(B,−) → C(A,−) → E(C,−) → E(B,−);

C(−, A) → C(−, B) → C(−, C) → E(−, A) → E(−, B).

Let us recall the definition of a negative first extension structure on an extriangulated

category form [AET].

Definition 2.3. Let C be an extriangulated category. A negative first extension structure on

C consists of the following data:
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(NE1) E
−1 : Cop × C → Ab is an additive bifunctor.

(NE2) For each δ ∈ E(C,A), there exist two natural transformations

δ−1
♯ : E−1(−, C) → C(−, A),

δ
♯
−1 : E

−1(A,−) → C(C,−)

such that for each E-triangle A
f

−→ B
g

−→ C
δ

99K

E
−1(C,−)

E
−1(g,−)

// E
−1(B,−)

E
−1(f,−)

// E
−1(A,−)

δ
♯
−1

// C(C,−)
C(g,−)

// C(B,−);

E
−1(−, A)

E
−1(−,f)

// E
−1(−, B)

E
−1(−,g)

// E
−1(−, C)

δ−1

♯
// C(−, A)

C(−,f)
// C(−, B);

are exact.

Then we call C = (C,E, s,E−1) an extriangulated category with a negative first extension.

Remark 2.4. Typical examples of extriangulated categories are triangulated categories and

exact categories (see [NP, Example 2.13]). Adachi, Enomoto and Tsukamoto [AET] show that

both categories naturally admit negative first extension structures (see [AET, Example 2.4]).

Let (C,E, s) be an extrangulated category. Since E is a bifunctor, for any a ∈ C(A,A′) and

c ∈ C(C ′, C), we have E-extensions

E(C, a)(δ) ∈ E(C,A′) and E(c,A)(δ) ∈ E(C ′, A).

We simply denote them by a∗δ and c∗δ.

Lemma 2.5. [NP, Proposition 3.15] Let (C,E, s) be an extriangulated category,

A1
x1 // B1

y1
// C

δ1 //❴❴❴ and A2
x2 // B2

y2
// C

δ2 //❴❴❴

be any pair of E-triangles. Then there exists a commutative diagram in C

A2

m2

��

A2

x2

��

A1
m1 // M

e2

��

e1 // B2

y2

��

A1
x1 // B1

y1
// C

which satisfies s(y∗2δ1) = [A1
m1 // M

e1 // B2] and s(y∗1δ2) = [A2
m2 // M

e2 // B1].

We now review the notion of proper classes of E-triangles and its related properties from

[HZZ]. From now on, assume that (C,E, s) is an extrangulated category.

A class of E-triangles ξ is closed under base change if for any E-triangle

A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ ∈ ξ
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and any morphism c : C ′ → C, then any E-triangle A
x′

// B′ y′
// C ′ c∗δ //❴❴❴ belongs to ξ.

Dually, a class of E-triangles ξ is closed under cobase change if for any E-triangle

A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ ∈ ξ

and any morphism a : A → A′, then any E-triangle A′ x′

// B′ y′
// C

a∗δ //❴❴❴ belongs to ξ.

A class of E-triangles ξ is called saturated if in the situation of Lemma 2.5, whenever

A2
x2 // B2

y2
// C

δ2 //❴❴❴ and A1
m1 // M

e1 // B2
y∗
2
δ1

//❴❴❴ belong to ξ, then the E-triangle

A1
x1 // B1

y1
// C

δ1 //❴❴❴ belongs to ξ.

An E-triangle A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ is called split if δ = 0. It is easy to see that it is

split if and only if x is section or y is retraction. The full subcategory consisting of the split

E-triangles will be denoted by ∆0.

Definition 2.6. [HZZ, Definition 3.1] Let ξ be a class of E-triangles which is closed under

isomorphisms. ξ is called a proper class of E-triangles if the following conditions hold:

(1) ξ is closed under finite coproducts and ∆0 ⊆ ξ.

(2) ξ is closed under base change and cobase change.

(3) ξ is saturated.

We fix a proper class ξ of E-triangles in the C.

Definition 2.7. [HZZ, Definition 4.1] An object P ∈ C is called ξ-projective if for any E-

triangle

A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴

in ξ, the induced sequence of abelian groups 0 // C(P,A) // C(P,B) // C(P,C) // 0 is

exact. Dually, we have the definition of ξ-injective.

We denote by P(ξ) (respectively I(ξ)) the class of ξ-projective (respectively ξ-injective)

objects of C. It follows from the definition that this subcategory P(ξ) and I(ξ) are full,

additive, closed under isomorphisms and direct summands.

An extriangulated category (C,E, s) is said to have enough ξ-projectives (respectively enough

ξ-injectives) provided that for each object A there exists an E-triangle K // P // A //❴❴❴

(respectively A // I // K //❴❴❴ ) in ξ with P ∈ P(ξ) (respectively I ∈ I(ξ)).

Definition 2.8. [HZZ, Definition 4.4] An unbounded complex X is called ξ-exact complex if

X is a diagram

· · · // X1
d1 // X0

d0 // X−1
// · · ·

in C such that for each integer n, there exists an E-triangle Kn+1
gn

// Xn
fn

// Kn
δn //❴❴❴ in

ξ and dn = gn−1fn.

Definition 2.9. [HZZ, Definition 4.5] Let W be a class of objects in C. An E-triangle

A // B // C //❴❴❴
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in ξ is called to be C(−,W)-exact (respectively C(W,−)-exact) if for any W ∈ W, the induced

sequence of abelian group 0 // C(C,W ) // C(B,W ) // C(A,W ) // 0 (respectively

0 // C(W,A) // C(W,B) // C(W,C) // 0 ) is exact in Ab.

3 On the relation between proper classes of E-triangles and

balanced pairs

In the rest of this article, unless otherwise stated, we always regard C as an extriangulated

category with a negative first extension.

Definition 3.1. Let C be an extriangulated category. A subcategory T of C is called strongly

exact-contravariantly finite, if for any object C ∈ C, there exists an E-triangle

K // T
g

// C
δ //❴❴❴ , T ∈ T ,

such that the induced sequence of abelian group

0 → C(T ′,K) → C(T ′, T ) → C(T ′, C) → 0

is exact in Ab, where T ′ ∈ T . i.e. the above E-triangle is C(T ,−)-exact.

Dually, a subcategory T of C is called strongly exact-covariantly finite, if for any object

C ∈ C, there exists an E-triangle

C
f

// T // L
δ′ //❴❴❴ , T ∈ T ,

such that the induced sequence of abelian group

0 → C(L, T ′) → C(T, T ′) → C(C, T ′) → 0

is exact in Ab, where T ′ ∈ T . i.e. the above E-triangle is C(−,T )-exact.

Remark 3.2. Let T ⊆ C be a Σ-stable (i.e.ΣT = T ) subcategory of triangulated category C.

T is strongly exact-contravariantly finite in C if and only if T is contravariantly finite in C, T

is strongly exact-covariantly finite in C if and only if T is covariantly finite in C by Lemma 2.6

in [HYF].

Assume that X is a full additive subcategory of C. For any E-triangle in C

T : X
f

// Y
g

// Z
δ //❴❴❴ ,

We write

ξX =

{

the classes of the E-triangle T is
E-triangle T C(X ,−)-exact

}

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a full additive subcategory of C which is closed under direct sum-

mands. Then ξX is a proper class of C. Moreover, X is strongly exact-contravariantly finite

in C if and only if C has enough ξX -projectives and X = P(ξX ).
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Proof. It is easy to see that ξX is closed under isomorphisms, finite coproducts and containing

all split E-triangles. Next we claim that ξX is closed under base change and cobase change.

Consider the following commutative diagram of E-triangles:

A
x′

// B′ y′
//

b
��

C ′ c∗δ //❴❴❴

c

��

A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ ,

then we have the the following commutative by Proposition 2.2

C(X,A)
C(X,x′)

// C(X,B′)
C(X,y′)

//

C(X,b)
��

C(X,C ′) //

C(X,c)
��

E(X,A)
E(X,x′)

// E(X,B′)

E(X,b)
��

C(X,A)
C(X,x)

// C(X,B)
C(X,y)

// // C(X,C) // E(X,A)
E(X,x)

// E(X,B)

for anyX ∈ X . If the E-triangle A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ belongs to ξX , then C(X, b)C(X,x′) =

C(X,x) is monic, thus C(X,x′) is monic. Similarly, since C(X, y) is epic, then E(X, b)E(X,x′) =

E(X,x) is monic, thus E(X,x′) is monic, i.e. C(X, y′) is epic. Hence ξX is closed under base

change.

Consider the following commutative diagram of E-triangles:

A
x //

a
��

B
y

//

b
��

C
δ //❴❴❴

A′ x′

// B′ y′
// C

c∗δ //❴❴❴ ,

then we have the the following commutative by (NE2)

E
−1(X,B)

E
−1(X,x)

//

E
−1(X,b)

��

E
−1(X,C) // C(X,A)

C(X,x)
//

C(X,a)

��

C(X,B)
C(X,y)

//

C(X,b)

��

C(X,C)

E
−1(X,B′)

E
−1(X,x′)

// E
−1(X,C) // C(X,A′)

C(X,x′)
// C(X,B′)

C(X,y′)
// C(X,C)

for anyX ∈ X . If the E-triangle A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ belongs to ξX , then C(X, y′)C(X, b) =

C(X, y) is epic, thus C(X, y′) is epic. Similarly, since C(X,x) is monic, then E
−1(X,x′)E−1(X, b) =

E
−1(X,x) is epic, thus E−1(X,x′) is epic, i.e. C(X,x′) is monic. Hence ξX is closed under cobase

change.

Consider the following commutative diagram of E-triangles of Lemma 2.5:

A2

m2

��

A2

x2

��

A1
m1 // M

e2

��

e1 // B2

y2

��

A1
x1 // B1

y1
// C
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then we have the the following commutative by (NE2)

E
−1(X,M)

E
−1(X,e1)

//

E
−1(X,e2)

��

E
−1(X,B2) //

E
−1(X,y2)

��

C(X,A1)
C(X,m1)

// C(X,M)
C(X,e1)

//

C(X,e2)

��

C(X,B2)

C(X,y2)

��

E
−1(X,B1)

E
−1(X,y1)

// E
−1(X,C) // C(X,A1)

C(X,x1)
// C(X,B1)

C(X,y1)
// C(X,C)

for any X ∈ X . If the E-triangle A1
m1 // M

e1 // B2
//❴❴❴ and A2

x2 // B2
y2

// C //❴❴❴

belong to ξX , then we have C(X, e1),E
−1(X, e1), C(X, y2) and E

−1(X, y2) are epic. It is easy to

see E−1(X, y1) and C(X, y1) are epic, which implies that E-triangle A1
x1 // B1

y1
// C //❴❴❴

belongs to ξX , Hence ξX is saturated.

Finally, if C has enough ξX -projectives and X = P(ξX ) then it is easy to check that X

is strongly exact-contravariantly finite in C. Conversely, assume that X is strongly exact-

contravariantly finite in C. It is clear that X ⊆ P(ξX ). On the other hand, let P ∈ P(ξX ).

Then there exists an E-triangle K // X // P //❴❴❴ in ξX with X ∈ X . Thus this

E-triangle is split, and hence P ∈ X . This completes the proof.

Assume that Y ⊆ C is a full additive subcategory of C. For any E-triangle in C

T : X
f

// Y
g

// Z
δ //❴❴❴ ,

We write

ξY =

{

the classes of the E-triangle T is
E-triangle T C(−,Y)-exact

}

Proposition 3.4. Let Y be a full additive subcategory of C which is closed under direct sum-

mands. Then ξY is a proper class of C. Moreover, Y is strongly exact-covariantly finite in C

if and only if C has enough ξY-injectives and Y = I(ξY).

Proof. This follows from the dual of Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 4.10 (1) in [HZZ].

Definition 3.5. Let C ∈ C, X and Y be full additive subcategories of C.

(1) An X -resolution of C is a diagramX• → C such that X• := · · · // X1
// X0

//// 0

is a complex with Xi ∈ X for all i ≥ 0, and · · · // X1
// X0

//// C is a ξX -exact

complex. Moreover, the X -resolution X• → C of C is called C(−,Y)-exact if its ξX -exact

complex is C(−,Y)-exact.

(2) An Y-coresolution of C is a diagram C → Y • such that Y • := 0 // Y0
// Y−1

//// · · ·

is a complex with Yi ∈ Y for all i ≤ 0, and C // Y0
// Y1

//// · · · is a ξY -exact

complex. Moreover, the Y-resolution C → Y • of C is called C(X ,−)-exact if its ξY -exact

complex is C(X ,−)-exact.

Remark 3.6. Using standard arguments from relative homological algebra, one can prove a

version of the comparison theorem for X -resolution (resp. Y-coresolution). It follows that any

two X -resolutions (resp. Y-coresolutions) of an object C are homotopy equivalences.
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Proposition 3.7. Let X and Y be full additive subcategory of C which are closed under direct

summands. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) ξX = ξY ,X = P(ξX ),Y = I(ξX ), and every object in C has enough enough ξX -projectives

and enough ξY -injectives.

(2) The pair (X ,Y) satisfies

(B1) X is strongly exact-contravariantly finite and Y is strongly exact-covariantly finite

in C.

(B2) For any object M ∈ C, there exists an X -resolution X• → M such that it is C(−,Y)-

exact.

(B3) For any object N ∈ C, there exists a Y-coresolution N → Y • such that it is C(X ,−)-

exact.

Proof. The proof is an adaption of [FHZZ, Proposition 3.7].

(1) ⇒ (2) It follows from Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4.

(2) ⇒ (1) By Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4, it suffices to show ξX = ξY . Let

A
f

// B
g

// C //❴❴❴ be an E-triangle in ξX . By hypothesis, there is an X -resolution

X• → C of C, such that it is C(−,Y)-exact. Then there exists a ξX -exact complex

· · · // X1
d1 // X0

d0 //// C

in C which is C(−,Y)-exact. This gives us an E-triangle K1
g0

// X0
f0

// C //❴❴❴ which is

C(−,Y)-exact, and hence we have the following commutative diagram of E-triangles

K1
g0

//

α

��
✤
✤
✤

X0
f0

//

β

��
✤
✤
✤

C //❴❴❴

A
f

// B
g

// C //❴❴❴ .

Let Y ∈ Y, applying C(−,Y) to the commutative diagram above, we have the following com-

mutative diagram by Proposition 2.2

C(C, Y )
C(g,Y )

// C(B,Y )
C(f,Y )

//

C(β,Y )
��

C(A,Y ) //

C(α,Y )
��

E(C, Y )
E(g,Y )

// E(B,Y )

E(β,Y )
��

C(C, Y )
C(f0,Y )

// C(X0, Y )
C(g0,Y )

//// C(K1, Y ) // E(C, Y )
E(f0,Y )

// E(X0, Y ).

Note that C(f0, Y ) and E(f0, Y ) are monic, then we have that C(g, Y ) and E(g, Y ) are monic.

Thus the E-triangle A
f

// B
g

// C //❴❴❴ in ξX is C(−,Y)-exact and it belongs to ξY .

This implies that ξX ⊆ ξY . Dually, one can show that ξY ⊆ ξX .

Now we introduce the notion of balanced pairs.
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Definition 3.8. Suppose that X and Y are full additive subcategories of C which are closed

under direct summands. The pair (X ,Y) is called a balanced pair if it satisfies one of the

equivalence conditions of of Proposition 3.7.

Remark 3.9. (1) By Remark 3.2, if the categoriy C are triangulated, X and Y are Σ-stable,

then Definition 3.8 coincides with the definition of balanced pairs of triangulated categories

(cf. [FHZZ]). If the categoriy C are abelian, then Definition 3.8 coincides with the definition

of balanced pairs of abelian categories (cf. [C]).

(2) By Remark 3.6, the condition (B1) may be rephrased as: any X -resolution of M is

C(−,Y)-exact. Similarly, the condition (B2) may be rephrased as: any Y-coresolution of N is

C(X ,−)-exact.

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 3.10. Let C be an extriangulated category with a negative first extension. The

assignments

Ψ : (X ,Y) 7−→ ξX = ξY and Φ : ξ 7−→ (P(ξ),I(ξ))

give mutually inverse bijections between the following classes:

(1) Balanced pairs (X ,Y) in C.

(2) Proper classes ξ in C with enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives.

Proof. Let (X ,Y) be a balanced pair in C. Then ξX = ξY is the desired proper class such

that X = P(ξX ) and Y = I(ξY) by Proposition 3.7. Conversely, if ξ is a proper class in C with

enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives. We put (X ,Y) = (P(ξ),I(ξ)) is a balanced pair

by Proposition 3.7.

For any balanced pair (X ,Y), it is easy to check that

ΦΨ(X ,Y) = Φ(ξX = ξY) = (P(ξX ),I(ξY)) = (X ,Y).

On the other hand, if ξ is a proper class in C with enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives,

it is easy to see that

ΨΦ(ξ) = Ψ(P(ξ),I(ξ)) = (P(ξX ),I(ξ
Y)) = ξ.

This completes the proof.

By applying Theorem 3.10 to triangulated categories, we get the following.

Corollary 3.11. [FHZZ, Theorem 1.1] Let C as a triangulated category. The assignments

Ψ : (X ,Y) 7−→ ξX = ξY and Φ : ξ 7−→ (P(ξ),I(ξ)) give mutually inverse bijections between

the following classes:

(1) Balanced pairs (X ,Y) in C.

(2) Proper classes ξ in C with enough ξ-projectives and enough ξ-injectives.
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Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.10 and Remark 2.4 and Remark 3.9.

By applying Theorem 3.10 to abelian categories, we get the following.

Corollary 3.12. [WLH, Theorem 2.2] Let C as an abelian category, there exists a one-to-one

correspondence between balanced pairs and Quillen exact structures ξ with enough ξ-pojectives

and enough ξ-injectives.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.10 and Remark 2.4 and Remark 3.9.

Corollary 3.13. Let (X ,Y) be a balanced pair in an extriangulated category C with a negative

first extension. Then ξ := ξX = ξY is a proper class in C. With the notation above, we set

Eξ := E|ξ, E
−1
ξ := E

−1|ξ, that is,

Eξ(C,A) = {δ ∈ E(C,A) | δ is realized as an E-triangle A
x // B

y
// C

δ //❴❴❴ in ξ}

for any A,C ∈ C, and sξ := s|Eξ
. Hence (C,Eξ,E

−1
ξ , sξ) is an extriangulated category with a

negative first extension.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.10 and Theorem 3.2 in [HZZ].

4 Glued balanced pairs

We always assume that any extrianglated category satisfies the (WIC) condition, see [NP,

Condition 5.8]. We briefly recall of the concepts and basic properties of recollements of extri-

angulated categories from [WWZ]. We omit some details here, but the reader can find them

in [WWZ].

Definition 4.1. [WWZ, Definition 3.1] Let A, B and C be three extriangulated categories. A

recollement of B relative to A and C, denoted by (A, B, C), is a diagram

A i∗ // B
i∗

xx

i!
ff j∗ // C

j!
xx

j∗

ff (4.1)

given by two exact functors i∗, j
∗, two right exact functors i∗, j! and two left exact functors i!,

j∗, which satisfies the following conditions:

(R1) (i∗, i∗, i
!) and (j!, j

∗, j∗) are adjoint triples.

(R2) Im i∗ = Ker j∗.

(R3) i∗, j! and j∗ are fully faithful.

(R4) For each X ∈ B, there exists a left exact EB-triangle sequence

i∗i
!X

θX // X
ϑX // j∗j

∗X // i∗A (4.2)

with A ∈ A, where θX and ϑX are given by the adjunction morphisms.
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(R5) For each X ∈ B, there exists a right exact EB-triangle sequence

i∗A
′ // j!j

∗X
υX // X

νX // i∗i
∗X (4.3)

with A′ ∈ A, where υX and νX are given by the adjunction morphisms.

Remark 4.2. (1) If the categories A, B and C are abelian, then Definition 4.1 coincides with

the definition of recollement of abelian categories (cf. [MH, P, FP]).

(2) If the categories A, B and C are triangulated, then Definition 4.1 coincides with the

definition of recollement of triangulated categories (cf. [BBD]).

(3) There is an example of recollement of an extriangulated category which is neither abelian

nor triangulated, for more details, see [WWZ] and [HHZ].

We collect some properties of a recollement of extriangulated categories, which will be used

in the sequel.

Lemma 4.3. [WWZ, Proposition 3.3] Let (A, B, C) be a recollement of extriangulated cate-

gories as (4.1). Then

(1) all the natural transformations

i∗i∗ ⇒ IdA , IdA ⇒ i!i∗, IdC ⇒ j∗j!, j∗j∗ ⇒ IdC

are natural isomorphisms.

(2) i∗j! = 0 and i!j∗ = 0.

(3) if i∗ is exact, then j! is exact.

(3′) if i! is exact, then j∗ is exact.

Lemma 4.4. Let (A,B, C) be a recollement of extriangulated categories.

(1) If X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory of B and j!j
∗X ⊆ X , then

j∗X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory of C ;

(2) If Y is a strongly exact-covariantly finite subcategory of B and j∗j
∗Y ⊆ Y, then j∗Y is

a strongly exact-covariantly finite subcategory of C.

Proof. (1) For any C in C, j∗C ∈ B. There exists an EB-triangle K
f

// X0
g

// j∗C //❴❴❴

with X0 ∈ X , such that the sequence of abelian group

0 → C(X,K) → C(X,X0) → C(X, j∗C) → 0

is exact in Ab, for any X ∈ X , since X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory

of B. Because j∗ is exact, note that j∗j∗ ⇒ IdC is a natural isomorphism, applying j∗ to the

above EB-triangle, we obtain an EC-triangle

j∗K
j∗f

// j∗X0
j∗g

// C //❴❴❴

with j∗X0 ∈ j∗X . We need to show that the sequence of abelian group

0 → C(j∗X, j∗K) → C(j∗X, j∗X0) → C(j∗X,C) → 0
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is exact in Ab, for any X ∈ X . Since (j!, j
∗, j∗) is a adjoint triple, there exists a commutative

diagram

C(j!j
∗X,K)

C(j!j
∗X,f)

//

∼=
��

C(j!j
∗X,X0)

∼=
��

C(j∗X, j∗K)
C(j∗X,j∗f)

// C(j∗X, j∗X0)
C(j∗X,j∗g)

//

∼=
��

C(j∗X,C)

∼=
��

C(X, j∗j
∗X0)

C(X,j∗j
∗g)

//// C(X, j∗C).

Therefore, it suffices to show that the first row is monic and the third row is epic by the above

commutative diagram. Since the EB-triangle

K
f

// X0
g

// j∗C //❴❴❴

is C(X ,−)-exact, j!j
∗X ⊆ X , then C(j!j

∗X, f) is monic. On the other hand, we need to show

that there exists a morphism h : X −→ j∗j
∗X0, such that j∗j

∗g ◦h = γ for any γ : X −→ j∗C.

Suppose that νX0
is the unit of the adjoint pair (j∗, j∗), we have the following commutative

diagram

X

h

}}⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤
⑤

s

vv♠ ♠ ♠ ♠ ♠ ♠ ♠ ♠

γ

��

X0

νX0

��

g
// j∗C

j∗j
∗X0

j∗j
∗g

// j∗C.

Since K
f

// X0
g

// j∗C //❴❴❴ is C(X ,−)-exact, then there exists a morphism s : X → X0

such that gs = γ. Therefore we just need to take h = νX0
s, that is, C(X, j∗j

∗g) is epic. This

shows that j∗X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory of C.

(2) For any C ∈ C and j!C ∈ B, there exists an EB-triangle

j!C
f

// Y0
g

// L //❴❴❴

with Y0 ∈ Y, such that the sequence of abelian group

0 → C(L, Y ) → C(Y0, Y ) → C(j!C, Y ) → 0

is exact in Ab, for any Y ∈ Y, since Y is a strongly exact-covariantly finite subcategory of B.

Because j∗ is exact, note that IdC ⇒ j∗j! is a natural isomorphism, applying j∗ to the above

EB-triangle, we obtain an EC-triangle

C
j∗f

// j∗Y0
j∗g

// j∗L //❴❴❴

with j∗Y0 ∈ j∗Y. We need to show that the sequence of abelian group

0 → C(j∗L, j∗Y ) → C(j∗Y0, j
∗Y ) → C(C, j∗Y ) → 0
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is exact in Ab, for any Y ∈ Y. Since (j!, j
∗, j∗) is a adjoint triple, there is a commutative

diagram

C(L, j∗j
∗Y )

C(g,j∗j∗Y )
//

∼=
��

C(Y0, j∗j
∗Y )

∼=
��

C(j∗L, j∗Y )
C(j∗g,j∗Y )

// C(j∗Y0, j
∗Y )

C(j∗f,j∗Y )
//

∼=
��

C(C, j∗Y )

∼=
��

C(j!j
∗Y0, Y )

C(j!j
∗f,Y )

//// C(j!C, Y ).

Therefore, it suffices to show that the first row is monic and the third row is epic by the

above commutative diagram. Since the EB-triangle j!C
f

// Y0
g

// L //❴❴❴ is C(−,Y)-

exact, j∗j
∗Y ⊆ Y, then C(g, j∗j

∗Y ) is monic. On the other hand, we need to show that there

exists a morphism β : j!j
∗Y0 −→ Y , such that β ◦ j!j

∗f = δ for any δ : j!C −→ Y . Suppose

that µY0
is the counit of the adjoint pair (j!, j

∗), we have the following commutative diagram

Y

j!C

δ

OO

j!j
∗f

// j!j
∗Y0

µY0

��

β

ggP P P P P P P

j!C
f

// Y0.

t

``❅
❅
❅
❅
❅
❅
❅
❅
❅
❅

Since j!C
f

// Y0
g

// L //❴❴❴ is C(−,Y)-exact, then there exists a morphism t : Y0 −→ Y ,

such that tf = δ. Therefore we just need to take β = tµY0
, that is, C(j!j

∗f, Y ) is epic.

This shows that j∗Y is a strongly exact-covariantly finite subcategory of C.

Lemma 4.5. Let (A,B, C) be a recollement of extriangulated categories.

(1) If X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory of B and E
−1
A (i∗X ,A) = 0, i∗

is exact, then i∗X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory of A ;

(2) If Y is a strongly exact-covariantly finite subcategory of B and E
−1
A

(A, i!Y) = 0, i! is

exact, then i!Y is a strongly exact-covariantly finite subcategory of A.

Proof. It is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4.

Our second main result is the following.

Theorem 4.6. Let (A,B, C) be a recollement of extriangulated categories. Suppose that

(X ,Y) is a balanced pair in B with j!j
∗X ⊆ X , j∗j

∗Y ⊆ Y, i∗i
∗X ⊆ X , i∗i

!Y ⊆ Y .

(1) If E−1
C

(C, j∗Y) = E
−1
C

(j∗X , C) = 0, then (j∗X , j∗Y) is a balanced pair in C;

(2) If i∗ and i! are exact, E−1
A

(i∗X ,A) = E
−1
A

(A, i!Y) = 0, then (i∗X , i!Y) is a balanced pair

in A.

Proof. We check the conditions of balanced pair.

(1) (B1) This follows form Lemma 4.4.
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(B2) For any C ∈ C, j∗C ∈ B. Since (X ,Y) is a balanced pair in B, it follows that there

exists a X -resolution as follows

· · · //

��
✸✸
✸✸
✸✸
✸ X2

//

��
✹✹

✹✹
✹✹

X1
//

��
✹✹

✹✹
✹✹

X0
// j∗C

K2

EE✡✡✡✡✡✡
K1

EE✡✡✡✡✡✡
K0

EE✡✡✡✡✡✡

(4.4)

where K0
// X0

// j∗C //❴❴❴ and Ki
// Xi

// Ki−1
//❴❴❴ in ξX , i ≥ 1. More-

over, the X -resolution is C(−,Y)-exact.

Since j∗ is exact, note that j∗j∗ ⇒ IdC is a natural isomorphism. Applying j∗ to (4.4), we

obtain a complex as follows

· · · //

��
✼✼

✼✼
✼✼

✼ j∗X2
//

��
❁❁

❁❁
❁❁

❁
j∗X1

//

��
❁❁

❁❁
❁❁

❁
j∗X0

// C

j∗K2

AA✂✂✂✂✂✂✂
j∗K1

AA✂✂✂✂✂✂✂
j∗K0

AA✂✂✂✂✂✂✂

(4.5)

We claim that (4.5) is C(j∗X ,−)-exact. In fact, for any X ∈ X , we have the following

commutative diagram

C(j∗X, j∗Ki) //

∼=
��

C(j∗X, j∗Xi) //

∼=
��

C(j∗X, j∗Ki−1)

∼=
��

0 // C(j!j
∗X,Ki) // C(j!j

∗X,Xi) // C(j!j
∗X,Ki−1) // 0.

Note that j!j
∗X ⊆ X , then the first row is exact since the second row is exact in the above

diagram. Besides, the sequence 0 → C(j∗X, j∗K0) → C(j∗X, j∗X0) → C(j∗X,C) → 0 is exact

by Lemma 4.4 (1).

Next, we need to show (4.5) is C(−, j∗Y)-exact by Remark 3.9 (2). For any Y ∈ Y, we have

the following commutative diagram

C(j∗Ki−1, j
∗Y ) //

∼=
��

C(j∗Xi, j
∗Y ) //

∼=
��

C(j∗Ki, j
∗Y )

∼=
��

0 // C(Ki−1, j∗j
∗Y ) // C(Xi, j∗j

∗Y ) // C(Ki, j∗j
∗Y ) // 0.

Note that j∗j
∗Y ⊆ Y, then the first row is exact since the second row is exact in the above

diagram. Moreover, consider the following commutative diagram

E
−1
C

(j∗K0, j
∗Y ) // C(C, j∗Y ) // C(j∗X0, j

∗Y ) //

∼=
��

C(j∗K0, j
∗Y )

∼=
��

C(X0, j∗j
∗Y ) // C(K0, j∗j

∗Y ) // 0.

Since the second row is exact in the above diagram, note that E
−1
C

(C, j∗Y) = 0, then the

sequence 0 → C(C, j∗Y ) → C(j∗X0, j
∗Y ) → C(j∗K0, j

∗Y ) → 0 is exact.

(B3) It is a dual of the proof of (B2). This completes the proof of (1).
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(2) (B1) This follows form Lemma 4.5.

(B2) Since i∗X is a strongly exact-contravariantly finite subcategory of A, there exists a

i∗X -resolution as follows

· · · //

��
✻✻

✻✻
✻✻

✻ i∗X2
//

��
✿✿

✿✿
✿✿

✿
i∗X1

//

��
✿✿

✿✿
✿✿

✿
i∗X0

// A

K2

BB☎☎☎☎☎☎☎
K1

BB☎☎☎☎☎☎☎
K0

BB☎☎☎☎☎☎☎

(4.6)

where K0
// i∗X0

// A //❴❴❴ and Ki
// i∗Xi

// Ki−1
//❴❴❴ in ξi∗X , i ≥ 1, for

any A ∈ A. It suffices to show that the resolution (4.6) is C(−, i!Y)-exact. Since i∗ is exact,

applying i∗ to (4.6), we obtain a complex as follows

· · · //

��
✼✼

✼✼
✼✼

✼ i∗i
∗X2

//

��
❃❃

❃❃
❃❃

❃
i∗i

∗X1
//

��
❃❃

❃❃
❃❃

❃
i∗i

∗X0
// i∗A

i∗K2

??�������
i∗K1

??�������
i∗K0

??�������

(4.7)

Note that i∗i
∗X ⊆ X , We claim that (4.7) is a X -resolution of i∗A. In fact, it is easy to see

the resolution (4.7) is C(X ,−)-exact since the resolution (4.6) is C(i∗X ,−)-exact and (i∗, i∗)

is an adjoint pair. Since (X ,Y) is a balanced pair in B, it follows that(4.7) is C(−,Y)-exact

by Remark 3.9 (2). Moreover, since (i∗, i
!) is an adjoint pair, there exits the following two

commutative diagrams:

C(A, i!Y ) //

∼=
��

C(i∗X0, i
!Y ) //

∼=
��

C(K0, i
!Y )

∼=
��

0 // C(i∗A,Y ) // C(i∗i
∗X0, Y ) // C(i∗K0, Y ) // 0.

(4.8)

and

C(Ki−1, i
!Y ) //

∼=
��

C(i∗Xi, i
!Y ) //

∼=
��

C(Ki, i
!Y )

∼=
��

0 // C(i∗Ki−1, Y ) // C(i∗i
∗Xi, Y ) // C(i∗Ki, Y ) // 0.

(4.9)

where the second rows are exact of (4.8) and (4.9). Thus, the resolution (4.6) is C(−, i!Y)-exact.

(B3) It is a dual of the proof of (B2). This completes the proof of (2).

By applying Theorem 4.6 to abelian categories, we have the following.

Corollary 4.7. [FHY, Proposition 2.3] Let (A,B, C) be a recollement of abelian categories. If

(X ,Y) is a balanced pair in B with j!j
∗X ⊆ X , j∗j

∗Y ⊆ Y, i∗i
∗X ⊆ X , i∗i

!Y ⊆ Y, then

(1) (j∗X , j∗Y) is a balanced pair in C;

(2) (i∗X , i!Y) is a balanced pair in A.

Proof. Since C(X ,−) and C(−,Y) are left exact, this assumptions of Theorem 4.6 are not

necessary in abelian categories. This follows from Theorem 4.6 and Remark 3.9.
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