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PROPER ABELIAN SUBCATEGORIES OF TRIANGULATED CATEGORIES AND

THEIR TILTING THEORY

PETER JØRGENSEN

Abstract. In the theory of triangulated categories, we propose to replace hearts of t-structures by proper

abelian subcategories, which may be plentiful even when hearts are not. For instance, this happens in
negative cluster categories.

In support of our proposal, we show that proper abelian subcategories with a few vanishing negative
self extensions permit a tilting theory which is a direct generalisation of Happel–Reiten–Smalø tilting of
hearts.

0. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to propose a change of perspective from hearts of t-structures to proper
abelian subcategories of triangulated categories.

Definition 0.1 (see [14, def. 1.2]). A proper abelian subcategory A of a triangulated category C is an

additive subcategory which is abelian and satisfies that 0 −→ a′
α′

−→ a
α
−→ a′′ −→ 0 is a short exact sequence

in A if and only if a′, a, a′′ are in A and there is a triangle a′
α′

−→ a
α
−→ a′′ −→ Σa′ in C .

Hearts of t-structures are proper abelian subcategories, but there are many others. Indeed, the heart
of a t-structure has all negative self extensions equal to zero, but this property fails for large classes of
proper abelian subcategories arising in practice. For instance, [14, Introduction] provides an explanation
of this in the setting of negative cluster categories as developed in [4], [5], [6], [7], [11], [13].

In support of the proposal to supplant hearts of t-structures, we will show that proper abelian subcate-
gories with a few vanishing negative self extensions permit a tilting theory which is a direct generalisation
of Happel–Reiten–Smalø tilting of hearts, see [2, thm. I.3.1], [10, prop. 2.1], and [18, prop. 2.1]. To state
our results, we need the following vanishing condition.

Definition 0.2. Let n > 1 be an integer or ∞. A full subcategory A of a triangulated category C

satisfies condition En if C (A ,ΣiA ) = 0 for −n− 1 < i < 0.

Observe that if n > 2 then condition En implies condition En−1. We also need the following generalisation
of the class of right tilts of a fixed heart.

Definition 0.3. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory of a triangulated category C and let n > 1 be
an integer or ∞. The En-interval right of A in C is

[A ,ΣA ]n =

{

proper abelian subcategories B ⊆ C satisfying En

such that A ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1B and B ⊆ ΣA ∗ A

}

.

For B′,B ∈ [A ,ΣA ]n we write

B
′ 4 B if B

′ ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1
B and B ⊆ ΣB

′ ∗ B
′.

Under mild conditions, 4 is a partial order on [A ,ΣA ]n which generalises the partial order on right
tilts of a fixed heart given by inclusion of the corresponding coailes.
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Theorem A. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory of a Krull–Schmidt triangulated category C and
let n > 3 be an integer or ∞.

(i) 4 is a partial order on [A ,ΣA ]n.

(ii) If A satisfies condition En then A and ΣA are the least and greatest elements for 4.

Our main result is the following direct generalisation of Happel–Reiten–Smalø tilting.

Theorem B. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory of a Krull–Schmidt triangulated category C , let
n > 4 be an integer or ∞, and assume that A satisfies condition En. Then there are order preserving,
mutually inverse bijections

TorsPair(A )
Φ(−)

//
[A ,ΣA ]n−1

Ψ(−)
oo

given by
Φ(T ,F ) = ΣF ∗ T , Ψ(B) = (A ∩ B,A ∩ Σ−1

B).

Here TorsPair(A ) is the class of torsion pairs in A and ∗ is defined as usual, see Equation (1.1). The
partial orders preserved by the bijections are ⊑ on TorsPair(A ), defined by inclusion of torsion free
classes, and 4 on [A ,ΣA ]n−1, see Definition 0.3.

In Theorem B, the tilting map Φ starts with a torsion pair (T ,F ) in a proper abelian subcategory A

satisfying condition En, but produces a proper abelian subcategory Φ(T ,F ) satisfying condition En−1.
The following result shows that this can sometimes be improved, hence permitting the tilting process
to be iterated indefinitely.

Theorem C. In Theorem B, make either of the following additional assumptions.

(i) n = ∞.

(ii) n > 4 is an integer and C is k-linear (−n− 1)-Calabi–Yau over a field k.

Then there are mutually inverse bijections

TorsPair(A )
Φ(−)

//
[A ,ΣA ]n

Ψ(−)
oo

given by the formulae in Theorem B.

In particular, if Q is a finite acyclic quiver, k a field, then part (ii) of Theorem C applies to the “generic”
proper abelian subcategory A = mod kQ of the negative cluster category C−n−1(kQ), see [7, sec. 1.2].
The proofs of Theorems B and C are facilitated by the following simple criterion for proper abelian
subcategories, which has the classic [1, prop. 1.2.4] from the theory of t-structures as a special case.

Theorem D. Let A be an additive, extension closed subcategory of a triangulated category C , and
assume A satisfies condition E2. Then

A is a proper abelian subcategory of C ⇔ A ∗ ΣA ⊆ ΣA ∗ A .

Finally, note that related work has recently appeared in [15] and [16]. The notion of proper n-exact
subcategories was in effect considered in [15, thm. 1], and the notion of distinguished abelian subcategories
was introduced in [16, def. 1.1].

1. Setup

The following applies throughout the paper.

• Consider an additive category. An additive subcategory is a full subcategory closed under iso-
morphisms, direct sums, and direct summands.
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• The suspension functor of a triangulated category is denoted Σ.

• A short triangle in a triangulated category is a diagram c′
γ′

−→ c
γ
−→ c′′ for which there is a triangle

c′
γ′

−→ c
γ
−→ c′′

γ′′

−→ Σc′.

• Let A , B be full subcategories of a triangulated category C . Then

A ∗ B = {e ∈ C | there is a short triangle a −→ e −→ b with a ∈ A and b ∈ B} (1.1)

is a full subcategory of C closed under isomorphisms.

• If A and B are closed under direct sums, then so is A ∗ B.

• If C is Krull–Schmidt and A and B are additive subcategories satisfying C (A ,B) = 0, then
A ∗ B is an additive subcategory of C by [12, prop. 2.1(1)]. Note that the proof of [12, prop.
2.1(1)] only requires the Krull–Schmidt property of C , not the stronger blanket assumptions of
[12].

• We say that A is extension closed in C if A ∗ A ⊆ A .

2. Lemmas on additive subcategories

Lemma 2.1. Let A be an additive subcategory of a triangulated category C and assume A satisfies
condition E1. Then A ∗ Σ2A ⊆ Σ2A ∗ A .

Proof. Given c ∈ A ∗ Σ2A , there is a triangle a′ −→ c −→ Σ2a′′
δ
−→ Σa′ with a′, a′′ ∈ A . Here δ = 0

since A satisfies condition E1, so the triangle is split whence c ∼= a′ ⊕ Σ2a′′. Hence there is also a split

triangle Σ2a′′ −→ c −→ a′
0
−→ ΣΣ2a′′ which proves c ∈ Σ2A ∗ A . �

Lemma 2.2. Let A be an additive subcategory of a triangulated category C and assume A satisfies
condition E2.

(i) (ΣA ∗ A ) ∩ (A ∗ Σ−1A ) = A .

(ii) If A ∗ ΣA ⊆ ΣA ∗ A then (Σ−1A ∗ A ) ∩ (A ∗ ΣA ) = A .

Proof. (i): The inclusion ⊇ is clear. To prove ⊆, let c ∈ (ΣA ∗ A ) ∩ (A ∗ Σ−1A ) be given. Since

c ∈ A ∗Σ−1A , there is a short triangle a′ −→ c
γ
−→ Σ−1a′′ with a′, a′′ ∈ A . Since c ∈ ΣA ∗A , condition

E2 implies γ = 0 whence c is a direct summand of a′ so c ∈ A as desired.

(ii): The inclusion ⊇ is clear, and ⊆ can be proved as follows:

(Σ−1
A ∗ A ) ∩ (A ∗ ΣA ) ⊆ (A ∗ Σ−1

A ) ∩ (ΣA ∗ A ) = A ,

where we used A ∗ ΣA ⊆ ΣA ∗ A , its first negative suspension, and part (i). �

Lemma 2.3. Let A be an additive subcategory of a Krull–Schmidt triangulated category C and assume
A satisfies condition E2. Then (A ∗ ΣA ) ∩ (Σ2A ∗ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A ) ⊆ ΣA ∗ A .

Proof. First observe that condition E2 and [12, prop. 2.1(1)] imply that ΣA ∗A and ΣA ∗A ∗ Σ−1A

are additive subcategories of C .

Let c ∈ (A ∗ ΣA ) ∩ (Σ2A ∗ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A ) be given. Since c ∈ Σ2A ∗ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A , there is a

short triangle Σ2a′
σ
−→ c −→ x with a′ ∈ A and x ∈ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A . Since c ∈ A ∗ ΣA , condition E2

implies σ = 0 whence c is a direct summand of x so c ∈ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A since ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A is an
additive subcategory.

Hence there is a short triangle y −→ c
γ
−→ Σ−1a′′ with y ∈ ΣA ∗ A and a′′ ∈ A . Since c ∈ A ∗ ΣA ,

condition E2 implies γ = 0 whence c is a direct summand of y so c ∈ ΣA ∗A as desired since ΣA ∗A

is an additive subcategory. �

Lemma 2.4. Let A be an additive subcategory of a Krull–Schmidt triangulated category C and assume
A satisfies condition E3. Then (ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A ) ∩ (A ∗ Σ−1A ∗ Σ−2A ) = A ∗ Σ−1A .



4 PETER JØRGENSEN

Proof. The inclusion ⊇ is clear. To prove ⊆, let c ∈ (ΣA ∗A ∗Σ−1A )∩ (A ∗Σ−1A ∗Σ−2A ) be given.

Since c ∈ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ−1A , there is a short triangle Σa
σ
−→ c −→ x with a ∈ A and x ∈ A ∗ Σ−1A .

Since c ∈ A ∗ Σ−1A ∗ Σ−2A , condition E3 implies σ = 0. Hence c is a direct summand of x. However,
condition E3 and [12, prop. 2.1(1)] imply that A ∗Σ−1A is an additive subcategory (actually E1 suffices),
so since x is in A ∗ Σ−1A , so is c. �

3. Proof of Theorem A

Proof of Theorem A. (i): It is clear that 4 is reflexive.

To prove that 4 is transitive, let B′′ 4 B′ 4 B in [A ,ΣA ]n be given. On the one hand we have

B
′′ ⊆ B

′ ∗ Σ−1
B

′ ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1
B ∗ Σ−1

B ∗ Σ−2
B = B ∗ Σ−1

B ∗ Σ−2
B.

On the other hand we have

B
′′ ⊆ ΣA ∗ A ⊆ ΣB ∗ B ∗ B ∗ Σ−1

B ⊆ ΣB ∗ B ∗ Σ−1
B.

The computations use that Σ−1B and B are closed under extensions. Lemma 2.4 now shows

B
′′ ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1

B.

Similar computations show
B ⊆ ΣB

′′ ∗ B
′′,

and the last two equations show B′′ 4 B as desired.

To prove that 4 is antisymmetric, let B′,B in [A ,ΣA ]n satisfy B′ 4 B and B 4 B′. Then B′ 4 B

gives B′ ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1B and B ⊆ ΣB′ ∗ B′ while B 4 B′ gives B′ ⊆ ΣB ∗ B and B ⊆ B′ ∗ Σ−1B′.
Lemma 2.2(i) now gives B′ ⊆ B and B ⊆ B′ whence B′ = B.

(ii): Assume that A satisfies condition En. Then it is immediate from Definition 0.3 that A ,ΣA ∈
[A ,ΣA ]n and that each B ∈ [A ,ΣA ]n satisfies A 4 B 4 ΣA . �

4. Lemmas on proper abelian subcategories

The following lemma was proved in [14, lem. 4.2]. Note that the proof only requires the assumptions
made here, not the stronger blanket assumptions of [14].

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory of a triangulated category. If a1
α1−→ a0 −→ c is a

short triangle with a1, a0 ∈ A , then there is a short triangle ΣKerα1 −→ c −→ Cokerα1 where Kerα1 and
Cokerα1 are the kernel and cokernel of α1 in A .

Lemma 4.2. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory of a triangulated category C and let T ,F be
full subcategories of A closed under isomorphism. Then (T ,F ) is a torsion pair in A if and only if
C (T ,F ) = 0 and A = T ∗ F .

Proof. We know by [8, p. 224] that (T ,F ) is a torsion pair in A if and only if C (T ,F ) = 0 and each
a ∈ A permits a short exact sequence t −→ a −→ f with t ∈ T and f ∈ F . Since A is a proper abelian
subcategory, the latter condition is equivalent to each a ∈ A permitting a short triangle t −→ a −→ f

with t ∈ T and f ∈ F , and this is equivalent to A = T ∗ F . �

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory of a triangulated category C , let (T ,F ) be a torsion
pair in A , and consider the full subcategory B = ΣF ∗ T of C .

(i) T and F are additive, extension closed subcategories of C .

(ii) T ∗ ΣF ⊆ ΣF ∗ T .

(iii) A ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1B and B ⊆ ΣA ∗ A .

(iv) B is extension closed in C .

(v) If C is Krull–Schmidt and A satisfies condition E1, then B is an additive subcategory of C .
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(vi) If A satisfies condition E1 then A ∩ B = T and A ∩ Σ−1B = F .

(vii) If n > 2 is an integer or ∞ and A satisfies condition En, then B satisfies condition En−1.

Proof. (i) is clear from the definition of proper abelian subcategory and torsion pair.

(ii): See [14, lem. 4.4(i)], the proof of which applies under the assumptions made here.

(iii): Using associativity of ∗ which holds by [1, lem. 1.3.10], we have

A
(a)
= T ∗ F ⊆ ΣF ∗ T ∗ F ∗ Σ−1

T = B ∗ Σ−1
B.

Here (a) is by Lemma 4.2. A similar computation proves the second inclusion in (iii).

(iv): Associativity of ∗ again gives

B ∗ B = ΣF ∗ T ∗ ΣF ∗ T
(a)

⊆ ΣF ∗ ΣF ∗ T ∗ T
(b)

⊆ ΣF ∗ T = B.

Here (a) and (b) are by parts (ii) and (i).

(v): Assume that C is Krull–Schmidt and that A satisfies condition E1. Then C (ΣF ,T ) = 0 since
F ,T ⊆ A , so B = ΣF ∗ T is an additive subcategory of C by [12, prop. 2.1(1)].

(vi): To show A ∩ B = T , note that ⊇ is clear. For ⊆, let b ∈ A ∩ B be given. Since b ∈ B, there is

a short triangle Σf
σ
−→ b −→ t with f ∈ F , t ∈ T . Since b ∈ A we have σ = 0 by condition E1 for A .

Hence b is a direct summand of t whence b ∈ T . A similar argument proves A ∩ Σ−1B = F .

(vii): Assume that A satisfies condition En. To see that B = ΣF ∗ T satisfies condition En−1, it is
enough to prove the following.

(a) C (ΣF ,ΣiΣF ) = 0 for −n < i < 0.

(b) C (ΣF ,ΣiT ) = 0 for −n < i < 0.

(c) C (T ,ΣiΣF ) = 0 for −n < i < 0.

(d) C (T ,ΣiT ) = 0 for −n < i < 0.

Since F ,T ⊆ A , condition En for A immediately implies parts (a), (b), and (d), and also part (c) for
−n < i < −1. Part (c) with i = −1 states C (T ,F ) = 0, which is true because (T ,F ) is a torsion
pair in A . �

Lemma 4.4. Let A be a proper abelian subcategory, B an additive subcategory of a triangulated category
C . Assume that A satisfies condition E3, that B satisfies condition E1, and that A ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1B and
B ⊆ ΣA ∗ A .

Then (T ,F ) := (A ∩ B,A ∩ Σ−1B) is a torsion pair in A .

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 we must prove C (T ,F ) = 0 and A = T ∗ F , and the former follows from
condition E1 for B.

To prove A = T ∗ F , let a ∈ A be given. Since A ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1B, there is a triangle

Σ−2b′′ −→ b′ −→ a −→ Σ−1b′′ (4.1)

with b′, b′′ ∈ B, so it is enough to show b′ ∈ T and Σ−1b′′ ∈ F , hence enough to show b′,Σ−1b′′ ∈ A .

To show b′ ∈ A , note that we have b′ ∈ B ⊆ ΣA ∗ A , so there is a short triangle Σa′
σ′

−→ b′ −→ a′′ with
a′, a′′ ∈ A . The triangle (4.1) shows b′ ∈ Σ−2B ∗A , so b′ ∈ Σ−1A ∗Σ−2A ∗A because B ⊆ ΣA ∗A .
Condition E3 for A hence implies σ′ = 0 so b′ is a direct summand of a′′ ∈ A whence b′ ∈ A . A similar
argument shows Σ−1b′′ ∈ A . �
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5. Proof of Theorem D

Proof of Theorem D. ⇒: Immediate by Lemma 4.1.

⇐: Assume that A ∗ΣA ⊆ ΣA ∗A . Since A ⊆ C is an additive subcategory satisfying condition E2,
we know by [9, theorem] that A is an exact category with conflations given by all short triangles in C

with terms in A (actually E1 suffices). See [14, thm. 2.5] for an alternative proof. By [3, ex. 8.6(i)] it
remains to show that each morphism in A factors into a deflation followed by an inflation.

Let a1
α1−→ a0 be a morphism in A and complete it to a short triangle a1

α1−→ a0 −→ c. Then c ∈ A ∗ΣA ⊆
ΣA ∗A so there is a short triangle Σa′ −→ c −→ a′′ with a′, a′′ ∈ A . By the octahedral axiom, the short
triangles can be combined to the following commutative diagram where each row and column is a short
triangle; see [17, prop. 1.4.6].

a′ //

��

a1
q

// x

i

��
Σ−1c //

��

a1 α1

//

��

a0

��

Σ−1a′′ // 0 // a′′

The third column and first row show that x ∈ (Σ−1A ∗ A ) ∩ (A ∗ ΣA ) whence x ∈ A by Lemma
2.2(ii). Hence the third column and first row are conflations, so q is a deflation, i an inflation whence
α1 has been factored as desired. �

6. Proofs of Theorems B and C

Proof of Theorem B. The values of Ψ are in TorsPair(A ) by Lemma 4.4.

The values of Φ are in [A ,ΣA ]n−1: We must show that B = Φ(T ,F ) = ΣF ∗ T is a proper abelian
subcategory of C satisfying En−1 such that A ⊆ B ∗Σ−1B and B ⊆ ΣA ∗A . All the latter conditions
hold by Lemma 4.3, parts (iii) and (vii), so we must show that B ⊆ C is a proper abelian subcategory.
Lemma 4.3, parts (iv), (v), and (vii) give that B is an additive, extension closed subcategory of C which
satisfies condition E2. By Theorem D it remains to show B ∗ ΣB ⊆ ΣB ∗ B.

We have the following string of inclusions.

B ∗ ΣB
(a)

⊆ ΣA ∗ A ∗ Σ2
A ∗ ΣA

(b)

⊆ ΣA ∗ Σ2
A ∗ A ∗ ΣA

(c)

⊆ Σ2
A ∗ ΣA ∗ ΣA ∗ A

(d)

⊆ Σ2
A ∗ ΣA ∗ A

(e)

⊆ Σ2
B ∗ ΣB ∗ ΣB ∗ B ∗ B ∗ Σ−1

B

(f)

⊆ Σ2
B ∗ ΣB ∗ B ∗ Σ−1

B

where

(a) is by Lemma 4.3(iii),

(b) is by Lemma 2.1,

(c) is by two applications of Theorem D,

(d) is because A is extension closed,
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(e) is by Lemma 4.3(iii),

(f) is because B is extension closed by Lemma 4.3(iv).

This shows that given c ∈ B ∗ΣB, we have c ∈ (B ∗ΣB)∩ (Σ2B ∗ΣB ∗B ∗Σ−1B). Hence c ∈ ΣB ∗B

by Lemma 2.3.

ΨΦ = id: This holds by Lemma 4.3(vi).

ΦΨ = id: Let B ∈ [A ,ΣA ]n−1 be given. Applying Lemma 4.4 with B and ΣA in place of A and B

shows that (B ∩ ΣA ,B ∩ A ) is a torsion pair in B. Hence

ΦΨ(B) = Φ(A ∩ B,A ∩ Σ−1
B) = Σ(A ∩ Σ−1

B) ∗ (A ∩ B) = (B ∩ ΣA ) ∗ (B ∩ A ) = B.

Ψ preserves the partial orders ⊑ and 4: Suppose that B′ 4 B in [A ,ΣA ]n−1. Let Σ
−1b′ ∈ A ∩Σ−1B′

be given. Since B ∈ [A ,ΣA ]n−1 we have A ⊆ B∗Σ−1B so there is a short triangle b0
β
−→ Σ−1b′ −→ Σ−1b1

with bi ∈ B. Here β = 0 by condition E2 for B since B′ 4 B implies B′ ⊆ B ∗ Σ−1B. Hence Σ−1b′ is
a direct summand of Σ−1b1 whence Σ−1b′ ∈ Σ−1B. This shows Σ−1b′ ∈ A ∩ Σ−1B, so we have shown
A ∩ Σ−1B′ ⊆ A ∩ Σ−1B, that is, Ψ(B′) ⊑ Ψ(B).

Φ preserves the partial orders ⊑ and 4: Suppose that (T ′,F ′) ⊑ (T ,F ) in TorsPair(A ), that is,
F ′ ⊆ F whence T ⊆ T ′. Using Lemma 4.2 shows that B′ = Φ(T ′,F ′) and B = Φ(T ,F ) satisfy

B
′ = ΣF

′ ∗ T
′ ⊆ ΣF ∗ A = ΣF ∗ T ∗ F ⊆ ΣF ∗ T ∗ F ∗ Σ−1

T = B ∗ Σ−1
B,

B = ΣF ∗ T ⊆ ΣA ∗ T
′ = ΣT

′ ∗ ΣF
′ ∗ T

′ ⊆ Σ2
F

′ ∗ ΣT
′ ∗ ΣF

′ ∗ T
′ = ΣB

′ ∗ B
′,

that is, B′ 4 B. �

Proof of Theorem C. The inclusion [A ,ΣA ]n ⊆ [A ,ΣA ]n−1 is immediate from the definitions of the
interval [A ,ΣA ]n and condition En, so we must show [A ,ΣA ]n ⊇ [A ,ΣA ]n−1 if (i) or (ii) holds. This
is clear if (i) holds so assume (ii) and let B ∈ [A ,ΣA ]n−1 be given. Then B satisfies condition En−1

so to show B ∈ [A ,ΣA ]n it is sufficient to show C (B,Σ−nB) = 0. However, by Theorem B we know
B = ΣF ∗ T for a torsion pair (T ,F ) in A , so it is enough to prove the following.

(a) C (ΣF ,Σ−nΣF ) = 0.

(b) C (ΣF ,Σ−nT ) = 0.

(c) C (T ,Σ−nΣF ) = 0.

(d) C (T ,Σ−nT ) = 0.

Since F ,T ⊆ A while n > 4, condition En for A immediately implies parts (a), (c), and (d). For part
(b) we have

C (ΣF ,Σ−n
T ) ∼= C (F ,Σ−n−1

T )
(e)
∼= DC (T ,F )

(f)
= 0

where (e) is because C is (−n− 1)-Calabi–Yau, (f) is because (T ,F ) is a torsion pair, and D denotes
k-linear duality. �

Remark 6.1. In the situation of Theorem B, it follows from Lemma 4.2 that (ΣF ,T ) is a torsion pair
in B since C (ΣF ,T ) = 0 because A satisfies condition E4, hence condition E1.
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