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IDEAL MUTATIONS IN TRIANGULATED CATEGORIES AND

GENERALIZED AUSLANDER-REITEN THEORY ✩

YAOHUA ZHANG* AND BIN ZHU

Abstract. We introduce the notion of ideal mutations in a triangulated cat-
egory, which generalizes the version of Iyama and Yoshino [15] by replacing
approximations by objects of a subcategory with approximations by morphisms
of an ideal. As applications, for a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt triangulated cat-
egory T over an algebraically closed field K. (1) We generalize a theorem
of Jorgensen [17, Theorem 3.3] to a more general setting; (2) We provide a

method to detect whether T has Auslander-Reiten triangles or not by check-
ing the necessary and sufficient conditions on its Jacobson radical J : (i) J

is functorially finite, (ii) GhJ = CoGhJ , and (iii) GhJ -source maps coincide
with GhJ -sink maps; (3) We generalize the classical Auslander-Reiten theory
by using ideal mutations.
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1. Introduction

Auslander-Reiten theory is a fundamental tool for the representation theory of
Artin algebras [5]. This theory has much influence on algebraic geometry and alge-
braic topology [3, 16]. An analog theory for triangulated categories was introduced
by Happel [13]. In this theory, the concept Auslander-Reiten sequence, introduced
firstly by Auslander and Reiten [4], plays a crucial role.

The idea of mutations in triangulated categories was introduced by Iyama and
Yoshino [15] to classify rigid Cohen-Macaulay modules. The method to make mu-
tations is to do approximations by a subcategory. This kind of approximations
is a special case of ideal approximations which was first introduced by Fu, Guil
Asensio, Herzog and Torrecillas [12]. In the ideal approximation theory, the role
of the objects and subcategories in classical approximation theory is replaced by
morphisms and ideals of the category, and basic results, such as Salce’s Lemma,
Christehsen’s Lemma andWakamatsu’s Lemma, have corresponding versions in this
more general setting [11]. There are many interesting examples of non-object ideal
approximations, such as the phantom ideal approximations introduced by Herzog
[14] and the P-null approximations concerning a class P of objects by Christensen
[9]. Indeed, the well-known source and sink maps are left and right approximations
of the Jacobson radical ideal, respectively.

In the present paper, we will introduce the notion of ideal mutations of trian-
gulated categories via approximations by morphisms from an ideal. It is a gen-
eralization of the version of Iyama and Yoshino [15] ([18] or [23]). In this new
framework, some known results can be generalized, including a Jorgensen’s theo-
rem [17, Theorem 3.3] (or [23, Corollary 4.4]). As its applications and advantages
over the mutations of Iyama and Yoshino we can mention an equivalent charac-
terization of a triangulated category having Auslander-Reiten triangles by checking
its Jacobson radical. Then, we will use the notion of ideal mutations to generalize
the classical Auslander-Reiten theory of triangulated categories, this helps us have
a better understanding of the Auslander-Reiten theory.

To state our results precisely, let us briefly introduce some terminology. Let K
be an algebraically closed field and T a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt triangulated K-
category. Let I be an ideal of T . By I[1] we denote the shift ideal {f [1] | f ∈ I} and
by Ob(I) we denote the full subcategory of T with objectsX satisfying idX ∈ I. We
define GhI = {f ∈ Mor T | fi = 0, ∀i ∈ I} and CoGhI = {f ∈ Mor T | if = 0, ∀i ∈
I}, they are both ideals of T . A morphism f : X → Y is a right I-approximation
of Y if f ∈ I and each i : M → Y in I factors through f . A left I-approximation is
defined dually. An ideal I is functorially finite if each object has both right and left
I-approximations. I is called an Auslander-Reiten ideal if (T , T ) is an I-mutation
pair (see Definition 3.1), that is, for X ∈ T there exist triangles

X
f

−→ M
g

−→ Y
h

−→ X [1] and Z
u

−→ N
v

−→ X
w

−→ X [1]

such that f, u are left I-approximations and g, v are right I-approximations. Our
first main result is to give a characterization of Auslander-Reiten ideals.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.8). Let I be a functorially finite ideal in T . Then I is
an Auslander-Reiten ideal if and only if

(1) GhI = CoGhI[1], and moreover
(2) for X ∈ indT \ Ob I, each GhI-source map of X is a GhI-sink map and

each GhI-sink map of X [1] is a GhI-source map.

When we restrict on a triangulated category with Serre functor, the first condi-
tion is equivalent to τI = I (see Lemma 3.10). Moreover, if I is an object ideal,
the second condition is true provided the first holds(see Proposition 3.12), so we
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reprove the main theorem in [17, Theorem 3.3] (see also [23, Corollary 4.4]). Con-
sider the natural additive quotient category T /I, when I is an object ideal, it is a
triangulated category with the given structure ([17, Theorem 3.3]or [23, Theorem
3.13]), but the Theorem 3.15 in the present paper proves that this is no longer true
for any non-object ideals.

There is an easy observation that a triangulated category T having Auslander-
Reiten triangles can be understood as the Jacobson radical J of T being an
Auslander-Reiten ideal. So the above theorem provides us a way to detect whether
T has Auslander-Reiten triangles by checking the necessary and sufficient condi-
tions on its radical ideal J : (1) J is functorially finite, (2) GhJ = CoGhJ and (3)
GhJ -source maps coincide with GhJ -sink maps. Our method works well when we
know the morphisms better than the triangulated structure.

Moreover, the observation also tells us that the classical Auslander-Reiten the-
ory of T is a theory on the radical ideal J . It is natural to ask can this theory be
generalized to a general Auslander-Reiten ideal? Our second main result is to an-
swer this question. Indeed, in our generalized Auslander-Reiten theory, the central
concept is the ideal mutation triangle which plays a role of the Auslander-Reiten
triangle in Auslander-Reiten theory. Also, other basic concepts, such as source
(resp., sink) maps, irreducible morphisms and valued Auslander-Reiten quivers are
replaced by I-source (resp., I-sink) maps, left (right) I-irreducible morphisms and
valued I-mutation quivers, respectively. This generalized Auslander-Reiten theory
shares much in common with the classical one. A triangle is an I-mutation triangle
if the first morphism is an I-source and the second is I-sink. For convenience, we
give a representative property.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.8). Let X
u
→ Y

v
→ Z

w
→ X [1] be an I-mutation triangle

and W an indecomposable object. Write Y =
∐n

i=1 Y
mi

i with Yi indecomposable
and Yi ≇ Yj for i 6= j. Then

(1) Irr
−
I (X,W ) 6= 0 if and only if W ∼= Yi for some i;

(2) Irr
+
I (W,Z) 6= 0 if and only if W ∼= Yi for some i;

(3) mi = dimK Irr
−
I (X,W ) = dimK Irr

+
I (W,Z).

The notations Irr−I (X,W ) and Irr
+
I (W,Z) denote the spaces I/(JI)(X,W ) and

I/(IJ )(W,Z), respectively. These spaces have strong relations with I-irreducible
morphisms. Indeed, the set I \ (J I)(X,W ) consists of left irreducible morphisms
in Hom(X,W ) and the set I \ (IJ )(W,Z) consists of right irreducible morphisms
in Hom(W,Z) (see Lemma 4.6). From the above theorem, the left and right
I-irreducible morphisms appeared in the I-mutation triangle form K-bases of
Irr

−
I (X,W ) and Irr

+
I (W,Z), respectively. Characterizations of left and right I-

irreducible imply that left J -irreducible coincides with right J -irreducible (see
Corollary 4.7), that is the reason why the classical Auslander-Reiten theory doesn’t
distinguish between left and right irreducible.

The contents of this paper are organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall and
introduce some basic notation, such as ideal approximations, ghost ideals, ideal
torsion pairs and mutation pairs in triangulated categories. Also, some technical
results are provided for the preparation of later sections. In Section 3, we introduce
the notion of ideal mutation pairs in triangulated categories and study their basic
properties including a method of detecting Auslander-Reiten ideals. In particular,
a method of judging a triangulated category having Auslander-Reiten triangles
is given. Furthermore, a discussion on additive quotient categories is given in
this section. In Section 4, we use the ideal mutation theory to generalize the
classical Auslander-Reiten theory. Here, the notion of Auslander-Reiten triangles,
a central concept in the classical Auslander-Reiten theory, is replaced by ideal
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mutation triangles. In Section 5, we give various examples to explain our results,
including examples of non-object Auslander-Reiten ideals in triangulated categories,
detecting whether a triangulated category has Auslander-Reiten triangles or not
and ideal mutation quivers of triangulated categories.

Conventions. In this paper, the notion K is assumed to be an algebraic closed
field and T is assumed to be a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt triangulated K-category.
Denote the Jacobson radical of T by J . We assume that a subcategory is closed
under isomorphisms, direct sums and direct summands. The composition of f ∈
Hom(X,Y ) and g ∈ Hom(Y, Z) is defined by gf ∈ Hom(X,Z). Denote the class
morphisms of T by Mor(T ). An ideal I of T is an additive subgroup I(X,Y )
of Hom(X,Y ) such that hgf ∈ I(W,Z) for any f ∈ Hom(W,X), g ∈ I(X,Y )
and h ∈ Hom(Y, Z) (or equivalently, I(−,−) is a sub-bifunctor of Hom(−,−)).
Let R be an another ideal of T , the product IR of I and R denotes the ideal
{Σn

k=1rkik | rk ∈ R, ik ∈ I, n ∈ N}. Throughout this paper, I is assumed to be an
ideal of T .

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Ideal approximations. Let T ∈ T . A morphism i : X → T in I is called
a right I-approximation of T if any other morphism j : X ′ → T in I factors
through i. Dually, we define left I-approximations. An ideal I is called contravari-
antly(resp., covariantly) finite if for any object X ∈ T , there is a right (resp., left)
I-approximation for X . We call I functorially finite if I is not only contravari-
antly finite but also covariantly finite. A map f : X → T is called I-epic (resp.,
I-monic) if each i : I → T in I factors through f (resp., each j : X → I in I factors
through f). Obviously, an I-epic (resp., I-monic) map f is an right (resp., left)
I-approximation if and only if f ∈ I. By Ob(I) we denote the full subcategory of
T with objects X satisfying idX ∈ I. All definitions in T above have equivalent
characterizations in the functor category (T op,Ab), the category of contravariant
functors from T to the category of abelian groups. A functor F is said to be finitely
generated if there exists an epimorphism Hom(–, T ) ։ F for some object T ∈ T .

Proposition 2.1. An ideal I in T is contravariantly finite if and only if for each
T ∈ T the functor I(−, T ) is a finitely generated functor in (T op,Ab).

Proof. (⇐) Let T ∈ T . Since I(−, T ) is a finitely generated, there exists an epi-
morphism

η : Hom(−, X) ։ I(−, T ).

This natural transformation may be regarded as a map η : Hom(−, X) → I(−, T ) ⊆
Hom(−, T ) so that Yoneda’s Lemma implies the existance of i : X → T such that
η = Hom(−, i). Looking at the X component of this transofrmation shows that
ηX (idX) = i ∈ I(X,T ). Because representable objects in (T op,Ab) are projective,
every morphism i′ : X ′ → T in I yields a morphism in the functor category

Hom(−, X ′)

ww♦ ♦
♦
♦
♦
♦

Hom(−,i′)

��
Hom(−, X)

Hom(−,i)
// // I(−, T )

that factors as indicated. Thus, i : X → T is a left I-approximation of T . Therefore
I is contravariantly finite.

(⇒) Let T ∈ T and i : X → T a left I-approximation of T . Then the

Hom(−, X)
Hom(−,i)
−→ I(−, T )
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is an epimorphic morphism. This implies that I(−, T ) is finitely generated. �

Similarly, a morphism i : X → T is I-epic if the image of the natural transfor-
mation Hom(−, i) : Hom(−, X) → Hom(−, T ) in the functor category contains the
subfunctor I(−, T ).

Let D be a subcategory of T , define

[D] := {f ∈ Mor(T ) | f factors through some object in D},

it is obviously an ideal. We call this kind of ideal an object ideal. Obviously, an
ideal I is object if and only if I = [Ob I].

A morphism f : X → M is called left minimal if it doesn’t have a direct summand
of the form 0 → M1(M1 6= 0) (up to an isomorphism). A right minimal morphism
is defined dually. We call a morphism a minimal left (resp., right) I-approximation
if it is both left (resp., right) minimal a and left (resp., right) I-approximation. A
minimal left (resp., right) I-approximation is also called an I-source (resp., I-sink)
map. Let A be a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt K-category. It is well-known that f
is left (resp., right) minimal if and only if g is isomorphic provided f = gf (resp.,
f = fg) (or see [20, Lemma 3.4]). The proof of the following lemma is direct, we
leave it to the reader.

Lemma 2.2. Let D be a subcategory of T , then

(1) if f : X → M is a minimal left [D]-approximation of X, then M ∈ D;
(2) if g : N → Y is a minimal right [D]-approximation of Y , then N ∈ D.

The following lemma seems well-known, but we don’t find it in literature. We
write a proof here for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 2.3. Let X
f

−→ M
g

−→ Y
h

−→ X [1] be a triangle in T . Then the following
are equivalent.

(1) f is right minimal;
(2) g is left minimal;
(3) h is a radical morphism.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Assume f is right minimal. If g isn’t left minimal, then g can

be written as
(

g′

0

)

: M → Y1 ⊕ Y2 with Y2 nonzero. Hence f can be written as
(f1, 0) : X1⊕Y [−1] → M , this contracts to the assumption. Thus g is left minimal.
Similarly, we can prove (2) ⇒ (1).

(1) ⇒ (3) Let l : X [1] → Y , then we have commutative diagram

X
f

//

k

��✤
✤

✤ M
g

// Y
h //

idY −lh

��

X [1]

k[1]

��
✤

✤

✤

X
f

// M
g

// Y
h // X [1],

since f is right minimal, then k is isomorphic, and so is idY −lh. Thus we know h
is a radical morphism.

(3) ⇒ (1) If f isn’t right minimal, then we can write f : X = X1 ⊕X2
(f1,0)
→ M

with X2 6= 0. Hence the triangle can be written as

X1 ⊕X2
(f1,0) // M

(g1g2) // Y1 ⊕X2[1]
(h1 0

0 idX2

)
// X1[1]⊕X2[1]

and h equals
(

h1 0
0 idX2

)

up to an isomorphism. Hence h isn’t a radical map, this

contracts our assumption. Therefore, f is right minimal. �
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2.2. Ghost ideals. We define the following two sets of morphisms for X,Y ∈ T :

GhI(X,Y ) := {f ∈ Hom(X,Y ) | fi = 0, ∀i ∈ I},

CoGhI(X,Y ) := {f ∈ Hom(X,Y ) | if = 0, ∀i ∈ I}.

Set GhI :=
⋃

X,Y ∈T GhI(X,Y ) and CoGhI :=
⋃

X,Y ∈T CoGhI(X,Y ). Obviously,
GhI and CoGhI are both ideals of T . Here, we note that fi = 0, ∀i ∈ I is equivalent
to HomT (i, f) := HomT (S, f) ◦ HomT (i,X) = 0, ∀i : S → T ∈ I. Let D be a
subcategory. Recall that a morphism f : X → Y is called D-ghost if HomT (D, f) =
0, ∀D ∈ D, dually f is called D-coghost if HomT (f,D) = 0, ∀D ∈ D. Denote the sets
of D-ghost morphisms and D-coghost morphisms by GhD and CoGhD, respectively,
one can check easily that GhD = Gh[D], CoGhD = CoGh[D]. So our definitions
generalize those in [6, Section 3.1].

Lemma 2.4. Let C
f

−→ A
g

−→ B
h

−→ C[1] be a triangle in T . Then

(1) g is I-epic if and only if h ∈ GhI. If moreover g ∈ I, then g is a right
I-approximation if and only if h is a left GhI-approximation.

(2) f is I-monic if and only if h ∈ CoGhI[1]. If moreover f ∈ I, then f is a
left I-approximation if and only if h is a right CoGhI[1]-approximation.

Proof. (1) For any i ∈ I(X,B), i factors through g if and only if hi = 0, this is
equivalent to h ∈ GhI . Moreover, if g ∈ I, then for any j ∈ GhI(B, Y ), we have
jg = 0, hence j factors through h, that implies h is a left GhI-approximation.

(2) It is proved dually. �

2.3. Ideal torsion pairs. A pair (I,R) of ideals in T is an ideal torsion pair if

(1) ∀i ∈ I, r ∈ R,HomT (i, r) = 0;
(2) For each T ∈ T , there is a triangle

X
f

// T
g

// Y
h // X [1] ,

such that f ∈ I, and g ∈ R. We call this triangle a canonical decomposition
of T with respect to the ideal torsion pair (I,R).

Proposition 2.5. If (I,R) is an ideal torsion pair, then

(1) I = CoGhR and R = GhI.
(2) I is contravariantly finite and R is covariantly finite.

Proof. (1) Let a ∈ CoGhR(S, T ), and X
f
→ T

g
→ Y

h
→ X [1] a canonical decomposi-

tion of T with respect to (I,R). Since ga = 0, so a factors through f , this implies
that a ∈ I. Hence CoGhR ⊂ I. By the definition of ideal torsion pair I ⊂ CoGhR,
then we have CoGhR = I.

(2) For T ∈ T , then T has the canonical decomposition as in (1), in this triangle,
the morphisms f is a right I-approximation of T and g is a left R-approximation
of T . �

Indeed, by checking easily, a pair (X ,Y) of subcategories of T is a torsion pair
in the sense of [15, Definition 2.2] if and only if ([X ], [Y]) is an ideal torsion pair in
T , a pair (P , I) of a subcategory P and an ideal I is a projective class in the sense
of [9, Section 2] if and only if ([P ], I) is an ideal torsion pair in T , a pair (I,R)
of ideals is an ideal cotorsion pair in the sense of [7, Example 3.4.2] if and only if
(I,R[1]) is an ideal torsion pair in T .

Lemma 2.6. The following hold.

(1) If I is contravariantly finite, then (I,GhI) is an ideal torsion pair.
(2) If I is covariantly finite, then (CoGhI , I) is an ideal torsion pair.
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Proof. We only prove (1), (2) can be proved dually. Let T ∈ T , and i : I → T a
right I-approximation. Extend i to a triangle

I
i // T

j
// J // I[1].

Then j ∈ GhI . Hence (I,GhI) is an ideal torsion pair. �

2.4. Mutations in triangulated categories. The notation of mutations in tri-
angulated categories was first defined by Iyama and Yoshino [15], then a general
definition of mutation in extriangulated categories appeared in [18] (or see [23])
which covers the former one. To our interest, we will focus on mutations in trian-
gulated categories.

Definition 2.7. ([15, Definition 2.5], [18, Section 3.2], [23, Definition 3.2]) Let D,
X and Y be subcategories of T . The pair (X ,Y) is called a D-mutation pair if it
satisfies:

(1) D ⊂ X ∩ Y;
(2) For each X ∈ X , there is a triangle

X
f

−→ M
g

−→ Y
h

−→ X [1],

where Y ∈ Y, and f is a left D-approximation, g is a rightD-approximation;
(3) For each Y ∈ Y, there is a triangle

X
u

−→ N
v

−→ Y
w

−→ X [1],

whereX ∈ X , and v is a rightD-approximation, u is a leftD-approximation.

3. Ideal mutations in triangulated categories

3.1. Ideal mutation pairs.

Definition 3.1. A pair (X ,Y) of subcategories of T is called an I-mutation pair
if:

(1) ObI ⊂ X ∩ Y;
(2) For each X ∈ X , there is a triangle

X
f

−→ M
g

−→ Y
h

−→ X [1],

where Y ∈ Y, and f is a left I-approximation, g is a right I-approximation;
(3) For each Y ∈ Y, there is a triangle

X
u

−→ N
v

−→ Y
w

−→ X [1],

whereX ∈ X , and v is a right I-approximation, u is a left I-approximation.

The following proposition tells us that our definition is a generalization of Defi-
nition 2.7.

Proposition 3.2. Let D be a subcategory. Then (X ,Y) is D-mutation pair if and
only if it is a [D]-mutation pair.

Proof. (⇒) By the definitions of ideal mutation pairs (Definition 3.1) and mutation
pairs (Definition 2.7).

(⇐) Let X
f
→ M

g
→ Y

h
→ X [1] be a triangle with X ∈ X , Y ∈ Y, f a left [D]-

approximation and g a right [D]-approximation. Write f as
(

f ′

0

)

: X → M0 ⊕M1

with f ′ left minimal, then the above triangle is isomorphic to

X
(f

′

0 ) // M0 ⊕M1

( g0 0

0 idM1

)
// Y0 ⊕M1

(h,0)
// X [1].
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Since g ∈ [D], idM1
∈ [D], that is M1 ∈ D. Because f ′ is a left minimal [D]-

approximation, then M0 ∈ D by Lemma 2.2. Therefore M ∈ D. We finish the
proof. �

Beyond object ideals, there are also many examples of non-object ideal mutation
pairs, we refer the reader to Section 5 for examples.

For an ideal I of T , put

XI :={X ∈ T | there is a triangle X
f

−→ IX
g

−→ M
h

−→ X [1] such that

f is a left I-approximation and g is a right I-approximation},

YI :={Y ∈ T | there is a triangle N
u

−→ IY
v

−→ Y
w

−→ N [1] such that

v is a right I-approximation and u is a left I-approximation}.

Remark 3.3. By Lemma 3.7, then XI and YI can be written equivalently as

XI ={X ∈ T | there is a triangle X
f

−→ IX
g

−→ M
h

−→ X [1]

such that f, g ∈ I, h ∈ GhI ∩CoGhI[1]},

YI ={Y ∈ T | there is a triangle N
u

−→ IY
v

−→ Y
w

−→ N [1]

such that u, v ∈ I, w ∈ GhI ∩CoGhI[1]}.

The following proposition shows that when we restrict on object ideal, then the
above notations coincide with those in [6, Section 3.1].

Proposition 3.4. Let D be a functorially finite subcategory, then

(1) X[D] = {X ∈ T | CoGhD(D[−1], X) = 0};
(2) Y[D] = {Y ∈ T | GhD(Y,D[1]) = 0}.

Proof. We only prove (1), (2) can be proved dually. Let X ∈ T and X
f
→ DX be

a minimal left D-approximation, and extend it to a triangle

X
f

// DX
g

// M
h // X [1].

Assume that X ∈ X[D]. Let α ∈ CoGhD(D[−1], X) with D ∈ D, then α factors
through h[−1] by β as in the below diagram

D[−1]

β

zz✉
✉
✉
✉
✉

α

��
M [−1]

h[−1]
// X

f
// DX

g
// M.

Since h ∈ GhD (see Remark 3.3), then α = h[−1]β = 0. So CoGhD(D[−1], X) = 0.
This means X is also in the right set.

If X satisfies CoGhD(D[−1], X) = 0. For any γ ∈ Hom(D,M) with D ∈ D, since
the composition h[−1]γ[−1] is in CoGhD(D[−1], X), then h[−1]γ[−1] = 0. This
implies hγ = 0. Hence we have h ∈ GhD, thus X ∈ X[D]. We finish the proof. �

Obviously, (XI ,YI) is the maximal I-mutation pair, that is, if (X ,Y) is an I-
mutation pair, then X ⊆ XI and Y ⊆ YI . And so T is an I-mutation pair if and
only if XI = T = YI .

Let (X ,Y) be an I-mutation pair. We define a map Σ : X → Y by fixing a
triangle of form

X
f

−→ IX
g

−→ ΣX
h

−→ X [1] for X ∈ X ,
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where f is a left I-approximation and g is a right I-approximation. In a similar
way, we can define a map Ω : Y → X . For a morphism α: X → X ′ in X , there
exists a commutative diagram

X

α

��

f
// IX

g
//

��
✤

✤

✤ ΣX
h //

Σα

��✤
✤

✤ X [1]

α[1]

��
X ′

f ′

// IX
′ g′

// ΣX ′ h′

// X ′[1].

Similarly, the action of Ω on morphisms is defined. Note that the maps Σ and
Ω are not functors in general, but they always induce functors between quotient
categories.

Proposition 3.5. (Generalization of [6, Proposition 3.1]) Let (X ,Y) be an I-
mutation pair, then

(1) The pair of functors Σ : X/I → Y/I and Ω : Y/I → X/I induced from
Σ and Ω is an adjoint pair;

(2) Σ is an equivalence and Ω is a quasi-inverse of Σ.

Proof. (1) Indeed, Σ is independent on the choosing of f . If f isn’t left minimal,

then we can write f =
(

f1
0

)

: X → I1 ⊕ I2 with f1 left minimal and I2 6= 0, and the
triangle is isomorphic to

X
(f10 ) // I1 ⊕ I2

( g1 0

0 idI2
)
// M ⊕ I2 // X [1] ,

since g ∈ I, then idI2 ∈ I and so I2 ∈ Ob I, hence ΣX ≃ M in X . Let α ∈ I, then
it factors through f , this implies that Σα factors through g′, thus we have Σα ∈ I.
Therefore Σ is well-defined. The proof for Ω is similar.

Let M ∈ Y, N ∈ X . We define

ΦM,N : X/I(ΣM,N) −→ Y/I(M,ΩN)

ᾱ 7−→ β̄

where α and β are from

M

β

��✤
✤

✤

f
// IM

��✤
✤

✤

g
// ΣM

α

��
ΩN

f ′

// IN
g′

// N.

ΦM,N is well-defined since α factors through g′ if and only if β factors through f .
ΦM,N is an isomorphism since it has an obvious inverse

ΨM,N : Y/I(M,ΩN) −→ X/I(ΣM,N)

β̄ 7−→ ᾱ.

(2) Denote the unit and counit of the adjoint pair (Σ,Ω) : X/I → Y/I by
η and ε, respectively. Let X ∈ X and σΣX : IΣX → ΣX be a minimal right
I-approximation, then there is the commutative diagram

X
f

//

(g1g2)
��

IX
g

//

≃

��

ΣX

Z ⊕ ΩΣX
( idZ 0

0 δΣX
)

// Z ⊕ IΣX

(0,σΣX )
// ΣX.
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where Z ∈ Ob I. Hence ηX = g2 =
(

g1
g2

)

is invertible in T /I. Similarly, we can

prove that ε is an isomorphism. Hence Σ is an equivalent functor from X/I to
Y/I, and Ω is a quasi-inverse. �

3.2. Characterizations of Auslander-Reiten ideals. A functorially finite ideal
I is called an Auslander-Reiten ideal of T if (T , T ) is an I-mutation pair. For a
triangulated category having Auslander-Reiten triangles, the Jacobson radical is
an Auslander-Reiten ideal. In this subsection, we will give a characterization of
Auslander-Reiten ideals.

Lemma 3.6. Let X
f
→ Y

g
→ Z

h
→ X [1] be a triangle with f a left I-approximation

and g a right I-approximation. Then it is a sum of triangles of the forms:

(1) X1
u
→ I

v
→ Z1

w
→ X [1], X1, Z1 /∈ Ob(I) are indecomposable, u is an I-

source map and v is an I-sink map;

(2) X2
idX2→ X2

0
→ 0

0
→ X2[1], X2 ∈ Ob(I) and is indecomposable;

(3) 0
0
→ X3

idX3→ X3
0
→ 0, X3 ∈ Ob(I) and is indecomposable.

Proof. If f isn’t a left minimal morphism, then there are a decomposition M =

M0 ⊕M1 with M1 6= 0 and a morphism
(

f ′

0

)

: X → M0 ⊕M1 with f ′ left minimal.
The given triangle is isomorphic to

X
(f

′

0 ) // M0 ⊕M1

(g0 0

0 id) // Y0 ⊕M1
(h0,0) // X [1]

which is a sum of the triangle 0
0
→ M1

idM1→ M1
0
→ 0 with M1 ∈ Ob(I) and the

triangle

X
f ′

// M0
g0 // Y0

h // X [1]. (∗)

If g0 isn’t right minimal, then similarly, there is a direct summandX1 of bothX and

M0, hence (∗) is a sum of the triangle X1
idX1→ X1

0
→ 0

0
→ X1[1] with X1 ∈ Ob(I)

and the triangle

X2
f2 // M ′

2

g′

2 // Y2
h // X2[1] (∗∗)

with f2 left minimal and g′0 right minimal, the triangle (∗∗) is a sum of triangles of
the first kind. �

With this lemma, we can replace the assumptions ”X ∈ T ” and ”Y ∈ T ” in
Definition 3.1 with ”X ∈ indT \ObI” and ”Y ∈ indT \ObI”, respectively. So if the
Jacobson radical J of T is an Auslander-Reiten ideal, then T has Auslander-Reiten
triangles.

Lemma 3.7. Let X
f
→ Y

g
→ Z

h
→ X [1] be a triangle and I a functorially finite

ideal. Then

(1) g is a right I-approximation (resp., I-sink map) if and only if h is a left
GhI-approximation (resp., GhI-source map).

(2) f is a left I-approximation (resp., I-source map) if and only if h is a right
CoGhI[1]-approximation (resp., CoGhI[1]-sink map).

Proof. (1) (⇒) By Lemma 2.4(1) and Lemma 2.3.
(⇐) Let j ∈ GhI , since h is a left GhI -approximation, then j factors through

h. So jg = 0, this implies g ∈ I by Lemma 2.6(1). Moreover, g is a right I-
approximation by Lemma 2.4(1) and is right minimal provided h is left minimal by
Lemma 2.3.

(2) It is proved dually. �
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Theorem 3.8. Let I be a functorially finite ideal in T . Then I is an Auslander-
Reiten ideal if and only if

(1) GhI = CoGhI[1], and moreover
(2) for X ∈ indT \ Ob I, each GhI-source map of X is a GhI-sink map and

each GhI-sink map of X [1] is a GhI-source map.

Proof. (⇒) Since GhI is covariantly finite, then to prove GhI ⊆ CoGhI[1], it is
sufficient to prove each GhI -source map is in CoGhI[1]. Let h : Z → X [1] be a
GhI -source map with Z being indecomposable and not in Ob I. Extend h to a
triangle

X
f

// Y
g

// Z
h // X [1].

Then g is an I-sink map by Lemma 3.7. Since I is an Auslander-Reiten ideal, then
f is a left I-approximation. This implies that h is a right CoGhI[1]-approximation
by Lemma 2.4. Hence we have GhI ⊆ CoGhI[1]. Similarly, we can prove CoGhI[1] ⊆
GhI . Therefore GhI = CoGhI[1]. Moreover, h is right minimal since Z is indecom-
posable. Thus, h is also a GhI-sink map. For the inverse case, since GhI = CoGhI[1],
hence GhI is also contravariantly finite, by a similar proof, we can prove that the
GhI -sink map of X [1] is a GhI -source map.

(⇐) It is sufficient to prove XI = YI = T . Let X ∈ indT \ObI, and f : X → Y
an I-source map. Extend f to a triangle

X
f

// Y
g

// Z
h // X [1].

It follows from Lemma 3.7 that h is a CoGhI[1]-sink map of X [1], then by the
assumption (1) it is also a GhI -sink map of X [1], and by the assumption (2) it is a
GhI -source map of Z. This implies that g ∈ I by Lemma 2.4. Therefore X ∈ XI ,
and so XI = T . Similarly, we can prove YI = T . We finish the proof. �

The second condition can’t be derived from the first, see Example 5.3(ii). The
following corollary provides us with necessary and sufficient conditions to investigate
whether a triangulated category has Auslander-Reiten triangles.

Corollary 3.9. J is an Auslander-Reiten ideal if and only if J satisfies

(1) J is functorially finite,
(2) GhJ = CoGhJ , and
(3) GhJ -source maps coincide with GhJ -sink maps.

A K-linear autofunctor S : T → T is called a Serre functor of T if there exists
a functorial isomorphism HomT (A,B) ≃ DHomT (B, SA) for any A,B ∈ T , where
D = HomK(−,K). It follows from [21, Theorem I.2.4] that T has Auslander-Reiten
triangles if and only if T has a Serre functor. In this case, the translation τ = S[−1].
An ideal I is called τ-stable if τI = I, where τI = {τ(f) | f ∈ I}. Obviously, the
Jacobson radical J is τ -stable.

Lemma 3.10. Let T be a triangulated category with Serre functor S, and I a
functorially finite ideal of T . Then I is τ-stable if and only if GhI = CoGhI[1].

Proof. If I is τ -stable, then there are the following equivalences

f ∈ GhI ⇔HomT (i, f) = 0, ∀i ∈ I,

⇔DHomT (f, Si) = 0, ∀i ∈ I,

⇔HomT (f, τi[1]) = 0, ∀i ∈ I,

⇔f ∈ CoGhI[1] .

Thus we have GhI = CoGhI[1].
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Conversely, for any i ∈ I, f ∈ GhI = CoGhI[1]. Then

DHomT (f, Si) = HomT (i, f) = 0,

so HomT (f, τi[1]) = 0. Since (CoGhI[1], I[1]) is an ideal torsion pair, thus it follows
from Proposition 2.5 that τi[1] ∈ I[1]. Therefore τI = I. We finish the proof. �

Corollary 3.11. Let T be a triangulated category with Serre functor S, and I a
functorially finite ideal of T . If I is an Auslander-Reiten ideal, then I is τ-stable.

In general, τ -stable ideal isn’t an Auslander-Reiten ideal, see a counterexample
in Example 5.3(ii). But if the given ideal is object, then they are equivalent.

Proposition 3.12. Let D be a functorially finite subcategory of T .

(1) τD = D if and only if [D] is τ-stable;
(2) With the conditions in (1), then for X ∈ indD, each Gh[D]-source map of

X is a Gh[D]-sink map and each Gh[D]-sink map of X [1] is a Gh[D]-source
map.

Proof. (1) (⇒) Let f : X → Y be a morphism in [D], then τf factors through τD.
Since τD ∈ D, so τf factors through D, i.e. τf ∈ [D], thus we have τ [D] ⊆ [D].
On the other side, τ−1f factors through τ−1D′ ∈ D. Hence [D] ⊆ τ [D]. Therefore
[D] = τ [D].

(⇐) Since τ idD = idτD ∈ [D] for D ∈ D, so τD ⊆ D. On the other side, for any
D ∈ D, idD ∈ [D] = [τD], then D ∈ τD. Thus we have τD = D. (2) Assume that
h : Z → X [1] is a GhD-source map with Z ∈ indT \ D. Extend h to a triangle

X
f
→ Y

g
→ Z

h
→ X [1].

Then g is a [D]-sink map by Lemma 3.7, and Y ∈ D by Lemma 2.2. So f ∈ [D].
Since h ∈ GhD = CoGhD[1] (by Lemma 3.10), then it follows from Lemma 2.4(2) that
h is a right GhD-approximation and also a GhD-sink map since Z is indecomposable.
Similarly, we can prove the dual statement. �

Corollary 3.13. ([17, Theorem 3.3], [23, Theorem 4.3]) Let D be a functorially
finite subcategory of T . Then (T , T ) is a D-mutation pair if and only if τD = D.

3.3. On additive quotient categories. Let (T , T ) be an I-mutation pair. Let
f : X → Y be an I-monic morphism, then there is the following commutative
diagram

X
f

// Y

��✤
✤

✤

g
// Z

d

��✤
✤

✤
h // X [1]

X
u // IX

v // ΣX
w // X [1]

where the first row is the triangle extended from f and the second row is a triangle
given by I-mutation. From this diagram, we obtain a sequence in T /I

X
f̄

// Y
ḡ

// Z
d̄ // ΣX.

We denote the class of such kind sequences by EI .
It is known that T /I is a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt K-category with auto-

equivalence Σ (See Proposition 3.5). And in the case of I being an object ideal,
(T , EI ,Σ) is a triangulated category (See [17, Theorem 3.3] or [23, Theorem 3.13]).
But in the case of I being non-object, things become very different.
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Example 3.14. (1) Let T be a triangulated category with Auslander-Reiten trian-
gles, that is, (T , T ) is a J -mutation pair. The additive quotient category T /J is a
triangulated category with split triangles and the suspension functor Σ determined
by J . Note that the constructed class EJ doesn’t equal the class of split triangles.
In fact, an Auslander-Reiten triangle in T

X
f

// Y
g

// Z
h // X [1]

induces the following sequence

X
0 // Y

0 // ΣX
id // ΣX

in T /J which belongs to EJ , but it is not a split triangle in T /J .
(2) In Example 5.3(i). Note that ᾱ in T /I admits a minimal quasi-cokernel β̄,

if T /I has a triangulated structure, then there exists a triangle of the form

X
ᾱ
→ Y

β̄
→ X

h̄
→ Y

where h̄ equals ᾱ up to an isomorphism in T /I, but we have the following diagram

X
ᾱ // Y

β̄
//

β̄

��

X
h̄ //

(10)
��
✤

✤

✤ Y

X
0 // X

(10) //

h̄

��

X ⊕ Y
(0,1)

//

��✤
✤
✤

Y

��
Y

−β̄

��

Y //

0

��
✤

✤

✤ X

X
ᾱ // Y

where the square in the upper right corner isn’t commutative. Hence the octahedral
axiom fails. This means that T /I has no triangulated structure associated with
the autoequivalence functor Σ.

Note that in the object case (i.e. I = [D]), the fact EI is a triangulated struc-
ture on T /I relies on that each morphism in T /I has an I-monic (or I-epic)
representation. But there is no such result in the setting of non-object. In the
Example 3.14(2), ᾱ : X → Y in T /I has no I-monic representation. Moreover, the
following theorem tells us that only when I is an object ideal the constructed class
EI is a triangulated structure associated with the shift functor Σ.

Theorem 3.15. Let I be an Auslander-Reiten ideal. Then (T /I, EI ,Σ) is a tri-
angulated category if and only if I is an object ideal.

Proof. The sufficiency is due to [17, Theorem 3.3] or [23, Theorem 3.13].
For necessity, let X ∈ T , then by the definition of ideal mutation pairs there is

a triangle in T

X
f

// Y
g

// ΣX
h // X [1]

with f a left I-approximation and g a right I-approximation. Moreover, we have
the following commutative diagram

X
f

// Y
g

// ΣX
h // X [1]

X
f

// Y
g

// ΣX
h // X [1]
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Since f is I-monic, then the above diagram induces the following sequence

X
0 // Y

0 // ΣX
id // ΣX (#)

in T /I which belongs to EI , i.e. (#) is a triangle in T /I. Hence Y ∈ Ob(I),
and the left I-approximation f factors through an object in Ob(I). Since each
morphism in I factors a left I-approximation. Thus each morphism in I factors
through an object in Ob(I). This means I is object. We finish the proof. �

4. Generalised Auslander-Reiten theory

In this section, we generalize the classical Auslander-Reiten theory of triangu-
lated categories by using ideal mutations. All proofs in this section are similar to
those in the classical Auslander-Reiten theory (for instance, see [1, 2, 5]).

4.1. Ideal mutation triangles. A triangle is called an I-mutation triangle in T
if it is one of the forms in Lemma 3.6. In particular, we call the second and third
kinds trivial I-mutation triangles. We say T has I-mutation triangles if for each
nonzero object Z ∈ ind T , there is an I-mutation triangle in which Z lies in the
third item (Indeed, it equals to say there is an I-mutation triangle in which Z lies
in the first item). According to Lemma 3.6, T has I-mutation triangles if and only
if I is an Auslander-Reiten ideal. Note that the usual source (resp., sink) maps
coincide with the J -source (resp., J -sink) maps and the Auslander-Reiten triangles
coincide with the J -mutation triangles here.

4.2. I-irreducible morphisms. A morphism h : X → Y is left(resp., right) I-
irreducible if

(1) h ∈ I ;
(2) For any decomposition h = h2h1, if h1 ∈ I, then h2 is split epic(resp., if

h2 ∈ I, then h1 is split mono).

A morphism is I-irreducible if it is both left and right I-irreducible. Obvi-
ously, the concept of irreducible in algebraic representation theory coincides with
J -irreducible here. When I = [D], then each h : X → Y ∈ [D] can be decomposed
to

X
h //

h1   ❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇ Y

D.

h2

>>⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥⑥

If h is left(resp., right) [D]-irreducible, then h2 is split epic, that is Y ∈ addD(resp.,
X ∈ addD).

Lemma 4.1. Let f : X → Y be a morphism.

(1) If X is an indecomposable object in Ob(I), then f is an isomorphism if and
only if f is left I-irreducible;

(2) If Y is an indecomposable object in Ob(I), then f is an isomorphism if and
only if f is right I-irreducible;

(3) If X,Y are indecomposable objects in Ob(I), then f is an isomorphism if
and only if f is I-irreducible.

Proof. We only prove (1), (2) can be proved similarly and (3) is directly from (1)
and (2). If f is an isomorphism, then it is obvious an I-irreducible. Assume f is
left I-irreducible, since f = f idX and idX ∈ I, then f is split epic, because X is
indecomposable, so f is an isomorphism. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma 4.2. Each left I-irreducible morphism is left minimal and each right I-
irreducible morphism is right minimal.
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Proof. Let f : X → Y be a left I-irreducible morphism, assume f isn’t left minimal,

write f =
(

f ′

0

)

and Y = Y1⊕Y2 with Y2 6= 0, then there is the following commutative
diagram

X
(f

′

0 ) //

f ′

��

Y1 ⊕ Y2

Y1,
(id0)

;;✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈✈

since
(

id
0

)

is not split epic, then f ′ /∈ I, this conflicts the definition of f . Therefore
f must be left minimal. The dual statement is proved similarly. �

Lemma 4.3. Each I-source (resp., I-sink) map is left (resp., right) I-irreducible.

Proof. Let f : X → Y be an I-source map. Assume f has a decomposition f = gi
with i : X → Z in I, then there exists h : Y → Z such that i = hf , thus we have
f = gi = ghf . Since f is left minimal, then gh is an isomorphism, this implies g is
split epic. Thus we have f is left I-irreducible. Similarly, we can prove each I-sink
map is right I-irreducible. �

Proposition 4.4. Let X be an indecomposable object not in Ob(I).

(1) Let f : X → Y be an I-source map of X. Then, f ′ : X → Y ′ is left
I-irreducible if and only if Y ′ 6= 0 and there exist a decomposition Y =
Y ′ ⊕ Y ′′ (up to an isomorphism) and a morphism f ′′ : X → Y ′′ such that
(

f ′

f ′′

)

: X → Y is an I-source map of X.

(2) Let g : Z → X be an I-sink map of X. Then, g′ : Z ′ → X is left I-
irreducible if and only if Z ′ 6= 0 and there exist a decomposition Z = Z ′⊕Z ′′

(up to an isomorphism) and a morphism g′′ : Z ′′ → X such that (g′, g′′) :
Z ′ ⊕ Z → X is an I-sink map of X.

Proof. We only prove (1), the proof of (2) is dual.
Necessity. Since f ′ ∈ I, then f ′ factors through f by a morphism u : Y → Y ′.

Because f ′ is left I-irreducible and f ∈ I, thus u is split epic. This implies the
statement.

Sufficiency. Since
(

f ′

f ′′

)

∈ I, then f ′ = (id, 0)
(

f ′

f ′′

)

and f ′′ = (0, id)
(

f ′

f ′′

)

are both

in I. Assume f ′ has a decomposition f ′ = ba with a : X → U ∈ I, then
(

f ′

f ′′

)

has

a decomposition as in the following commutative diagram

X
( f′

f′′)
//

( a
f′′) ##●

●●
●●

●●
●●

Y ′ ⊕ Y ′′

U ⊕ Y ′′

b⊕id

88rrrrrrrrrr

since
(

a
f ′′

)

∈ I and
(

f ′

f ′′

)

is left I-irreducible by Lemma 4.3, then b⊕ id is split epic,

and hence b is split epic. Therefore f ′ is left I-irreducible. We finish the proof. �

There is the following consequence of the above proposition.

Corollary 4.5. Let X be an indecomposable object not in Ob(I).

(1) Let f : X → Y be an I-source map of X and p : Y → Y ′ a split epic. Then
pf is left I-irreducible.

(2) Let g : Z → X be an I-sink map of X and i : Z ′ → Z a split mono. Then
gi is right I-irreducible.
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Lemma 4.6. Let f : X → Y be a morphism between indecomposable objects X
and Y . Then the following hold.

(1) f is left I-irreducible if and only if f ∈ I(X,Y ) \ J I(X,Y );
(2) f is right I-irreducible if and only if f ∈ I(X,Y ) \ IJ (X,Y );
(3) f is I-irreducible if and only if f ∈ I(X,Y ) \ (J I(X,Y )

⋃

IJ (X,Y )).

Proof. We only prove (1), (2) and (3) are left to the reader. (⇒) Since f is a
left I-irreducible, then f ∈ I(X,Y ). If f ∈ J I(X,Y ), then f = Σn

i=1higi, where
gi : X → Zi is in I and hi : Zi → Y is in J . Indeed, f can be written as

f = (g1, g2, · · · , gn) ◦ (h1, h2, · · · , hn)
t

where (g1, g2, · · · , gn) ∈ I and (h1, h2, · · · , hn)
t ∈ J . This conflicts with the defi-

nition of left I-irreducible morphisms.
(⇐) Since f /∈ J I(X,Y ), then for any decomposition f = hg with g ∈ I, we

have h /∈ J , this implies h is split epic. Hence f is left I-irreducible. �

Let X,Y be indecomposable objects in T , denote

Irr
−
I (X,Y ) := I/(J I)(X,Y ),

Irr
+
I (X,Y ) := I/(IJ )(X,Y ),

IrrI(X,Y ) := I/(J I + IJ )(X,Y ).

The following corollary tells us the reason why the classical theory doesn’t dis-
tinguish between the left and right sides.

Corollary 4.7. Let J be the Jacobson radical of T . Then

(1) f is left J -irreducible if and only if f is right J -irreducible;
(2) Irr

−
J (X,Y ) = Irr

+
J (X,Y ) = IrrJ (X,Y ).

4.3. Valued I-mutation quivers.

Theorem 4.8. Let X
u
→ Y

v
→ Z

w
→ X [1] be a non-trivial I-mutation triangle

and W an indecomposable object. Let Y =
∐n

i=1 Y
mi

i with Yi indecomposable and
Yi ≇ Yj for i 6= j. Then

(1) Irr
−
I (X,W ) 6= 0 if and only if W ∼= Yi for some i;

(2) Irr
+
I (W,Z) 6= 0 if and only if W ∼= Yi for some i;

(3) mi = dimK Irr
−
I (X,W ) = dimK Irr

+
I (W,Z).

Proof. (1) The sufficiency is direct from Proposition 4.4. For necessity. Let f 6=
0 ∈ Irr

−
I (X,W ), then there exists g : Y → W such that f = gu. Since u ∈ I, then

g is split epic. Therefore W ∼= Yi for some i.
(2) The proof is similar to (1).
(3) Denote u = (uij)

t
1≤i≤n,1≤j≤mi

, where (ui1 , · · · , uimi
)t : X → Y mi

i . It is

sufficient to show that the set {ūij | 1 ≤ j ≤ mi} forms a K-basis of Irr−I (X,Yi).
Firstly, we show their linear independence. Suppose that Σmi

j=1kij ūij = 0 in

Irr
−
I (X,Yi), where kij ∈ K. Without loss of generality, assume ki1 6= 0. Then the

morphism (ki1, · · · , kimi
) : Y mi

i → Yi is split epic with an associated split mono

(k−1
i1 , 0, · · · , 0)t : Yi → Y mi

i . Hence, it is from Corollary 4.5 that the following
composition

Σmi

j=1kijuij = (X
u // ∐n

i=1 Y
mi

i

pi // Y mi

i

(ki1,··· ,kimi
)
// Yi)

is left I-irreducible. This contracts the hypothesis that it belongs to JI(X,Yi).
Therefore, kij = 0, for all j, and the ūij are linear independent.
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Next, we prove its generativity. Let f̄ ∈ Irr
−
I (X,Yi). Then there exists g : Y →

Yi, written as (gkl)
t
1≤k≤n,1≤l≤mk

, such that

f = gu =

n
∑

k=1

mk
∑

l=1

gklukl.

Note that gil is an endomorphism of Yi for 1 ≤ l ≤ mi. Since K is algebraically
closed, then End(Yi)/J ≃ K, and so

gil = λiidYi
+ g′il, λi ∈ K, g′il ∈ J .

On the other hand, if k 6= i, then gkl ∈ J . Because u ∈ I, thus we have

f̄ =

n
∑

k=1

mk
∑

l=1

ḡklūkl =

mi
∑

l=1

λlūil.

Therefore the set {ūi1, ūi2, · · · , ūimi
} is a basis of the K-space Irr

−
I (X,Yi). We

finish the proof. �

Indeed, the converse of the above theorem is also true.

Proposition 4.9. Let I be a functorially finite ideal. Let X and Z be indecom-
posable and Y =

∐n
i=1 Y

mi

i with Yi indecomposable and Yi 6≃ Yj for i 6= j.

(1) A morphism f = (fij)
t : X → Y is an I-source map provided

(i) for each i, the set {f̄i1, f̄i2, · · · , f̄imi
} is a basis of Irr−I (X,Yi), and

(ii) if Irr−I (X,Y ′) 6= 0 with Y ′ indecomposable, then there is i such that
Y ′ ≃ Yi.

(2) A morphism g = (gij) : Y → Z is an I-sink map provided

(i) for each i, the set {ḡi1, ḡi2, · · · , ḡimi
} is a basis of Irr+I (Yi, Z), and

(ii) if Irr
+
I (Y

′, Z) 6= 0 with Y ′ indecomposable, then there is i such that
Y ′ ≃ Yi.

Proof. We only prove (1), the proof of (2) is dual. Since I is functorially finite,
then there exists an I-source map s : X → M of X . Because of the condition (ii),
we have M ≃ Y . By Lemma 4.6, f ∈ I and left I-irreducible and then factors
through h by a morphism u : M → Y . Since h ∈ I, then u is split epic. But
M ≃ Y , so u is isomorphic. Therefore f is an I-source. �

When we choose I to be the Jacobson radical J of T , the above theorem coin-
cides with a result of Happel [13, Lemma 4.8].

With the above theorem, we are going to define the ideal mutation quiver. Let
I be an Auslander-Reiten ideal of T , the valued I-mutation quiver ΓI(T ) of T is
defined as

• Vertices: the isomorphic classes of nonzero indecomposable objects.
• Valued-arrows: for two indecomposable objects X and Y in T , there is an
arrow from X to Y if dimK Irr

−
I (X,Y ) or dimK Irr

+
I (X,Y ) is nonzero, and

in this case, the arrow has the value (dimK Irr
−
I (X,Y ), dimK Irr

+
I (X,Y )).

And delete all the valued arrows given by the trivial I-mutation triangles,
i.e.

X(1,1) 88 , ∀ indecomposable X ∈ Ob(I).

When I = J , it is obvious that ΓJ (T ) is the classical valued Auslander-Reiten
quiver. Let Z ∈ ind T , we define τI(Z) = X if there exists an I-mutation triangle of

the form X
u
→ Y

v
→ Z

w
→ X [1]. It is obvious that τI : indT \Ob(I) → ind T \Ob(I)

is a bijection.
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4.4. Factorization of morphisms. In this subsection, I is assumed to be an
Auslander-Reiten ideal of T .

Proposition 4.10. Let X,Y be indecomposable objects in T and n ≥ 2. If f ∈
In(X,Y ), then

(1) there exist s ≥ 1, indecomposable modules E1, . . . , Es and morphisms X
hi−→

Ei
gi
−→ Y with hi ∈ I and gi a sum of compositions of n − 1 right I-

irreducible morphisms between indecomposables, and f =
∑s

i=1 gihi.

(2) there exist s ≥ 1, indecomposable modules E1, . . . , Es and morphisms X
hi−→

Ei
gi
−→ Y with gi ∈ I and hi a sum of compositions of n−1 left I-irreducible

morphisms between indecomposables, and f =
∑s

i=1 gihi.

Proof. We only prove (1), (2) is proved dually. If Y ∈ Ob I, then idY is right
I-irreducible, hence f = idY f is a required decomposition. Assume Y /∈ Ob I, we
prove the assertion by induction on n. When n = 2, we can write f = f2f1 with
f1 ∈ I(X,M) and f2 ∈ I(M,Y ) (see the proof of Lemma 4.6 for reason). Consider
the I-mutation triangle of Y

τIY
(h1,··· ,hs)

t

// ⊕s
i=1Ei

(g1,··· ,gs) // Y // τIY [1],

then there are λi : M → Ei, i = 1, · · · , s such that f2 =
∑s

i=1 giλi. Let hi =
λif1, then f =

∑s
i=1 gihi where hi ∈ I and gi is right I-irreducible between

indecomposables.
Suppose the statement in (a) holds for n − 1. If f ∈ In(X,Y ), write f = f2f1

with f1 ∈ I and f2 ∈ In−1. By the inductive assumption, f2 =
∑l

i=1 aibi with
bi ∈ I and ai a sum of compositions of n−2 right I-irreducible morphisms between

indecomposables. Note that each bif1 ∈ I2, hence bif1 =
∑k

j=1 cijfij with fij ∈ I
and cij right I-irreducible between indecomposables. Let gij = aicij and hij = fij .
Thus we have f =

∑

(i,j) gijhij with hij ∈ I and gij a sum of compositions of n− 1

right I-irreducible morphisms between indecomposables. We finish the proof. �

With the above proposition, we are going to prove a more general one.

Proposition 4.11. Let X,Y be indecomposable objects in T and R an ideal of T .

(1) If f ∈ InR(X,Y ) for some n ≥ 1. Then there exist s ≥ 1, indecomposable

modules E1, . . . , Es and morphisms X
hi−→ Ei

gi
−→ Y with hi ∈ R(X,Ei)

and gi a sum of compositions of n right I-irreducible morphisms between
indecomposables, and f =

∑s
i=1 gihi.

(2) If f ∈ RIn(X,Y ) for some n ≥ 1. Then there exist s ≥ 1, indecomposable

modules E1, . . . , Es and morphisms X
hi−→ Ei

gi
−→ Y with gi ∈ R(X,Ei)

and hi a sum of compositions of n left I-irreducible morphisms between
indecomposables, and f =

∑s
i=1 gihi.

Proof. We only prove (1), (2) can be proved dually. If Y ∈ ObI, then idY is right
I-irreducible, hence f = id

n
Y f is a required decomposition. Assume Y /∈ Ob I,

when n = 1, write f = f2f1 with f1 ∈ R(X,M), f2 ∈ I(M,Y ). Consider the
I-mutation triangle of Y

τIY
(h1,··· ,hs)

t

// ⊕s
i=1Ei

(g1,··· ,gs) // Y // τIY [1].

Then there are λi : M → Ei, i = 1, · · · , s such that f2 =
∑s

i=1 giλi. Let hi = λif1,
then f =

∑s
i=1 gihi with hi ∈ R and gi a right I-irreducible between indecompos-

ables.
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Suppose the statement holds for n − 1. If f ∈ InR(X,Y ), write f = f2f1 with
f1 ∈ R and f2 ∈ In. By Proposition 4.10, f2 =

∑s
i=1 gihi with hi ∈ I and gi a

sum of compositions of n − 1 right I-irreducible morphisms between indecompos-

ables. Note that hif1 ∈ IR, then hif1 =
∑l

j=1 aijbij with bij ∈ R and aij is right

I-irreducible between indecomposables. Hence f =
∑

i,j giaijbij with bij ∈ R and
giaij a sum of compositions of n right I-irreducible morphisms between indecom-
posables. �

5. Examples

In this section, we give examples to explain our results. Let’s first recall some
technical lemmas.

From the definition in [19, Definition 1.4.1]. A diagram

X
f1 //

f2

��

Y1

g1

��
Y2

g2 // Z

is called a homotopy cartesian square if the corresponding sequence

X
(f1f2) // Y1 ⊕ Y2

(g1,−g2)// Z // X [1]

is a triangle.

Lemma 5.1. The following hold.

(1) Each mesh square (with two intermediate terms) in an Auslander-Reiten
quiver is a homotopy cartesian square.

(2) ([10, Proposition 6.11]) The composition of two homotopy cartesian squares
is again a homotopy cartesian square.

The following lemma is used to find source or sink maps.

Lemma 5.2. Let D be a subcategory of T and X an indecomposable object not in
D,

(1) Assume f : X → Y is a source map and g : Y → D is a left D-
approximation, then gf is a left D-approximation of X;

(2) Assume u : Z → X is a sink map and v : D′ → Z is a left D-approximation,
then uv is a left D-approximation of X.

According to [22], let T be a locally finite triangulated category, then it has
Auslander-Reiten triangles, and if the Auslander-Reiten quiver has loops, it is of
the form L̂n:

X155
// X2oo // · · ·oo // Xnoo .

The following examples give Auslander-Reiten ideals which are not Jacobson
radicals.

Example 5.3. Let T be a locally finite triangulated K-category of type L̂2, that
is T has the Auslander-Reiten quiver

Xǫ
88

α // Y
β

oo
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with relations αβ = 0, ǫ2 + βα = 0. T has Auslander-Reiten triangles

X
(ǫ
α) // X ⊕ Y

(ǫ,β)
// X ///o/o/o ,

Y
β

// X
α // Y ///o/o/o .

These two Auslander-Reiten triangles gives two homotopy cartesian squares

X
ǫ //

α

��

X

ǫ

��
Y

−β
// X

and Y
β

//

��

X

α

��
0 // Y.

In T , [1] = id and the Hom space has K-basis

{idX , idY , ǫ, ǫ
2, ǫ3, α, αǫ, β, ǫβ, αǫβ}.

(i) Let I be the ideal generated by ǫ. That is I = 〈ǫ, ǫ2, ǫ3, αǫ, ǫβ, αǫβ〉. I is not
the Jacobson radical of T . GhI = 〈ǫ3, αǫ, ǫβ, αǫβ〉 = CoGhI . I is functorrially finite

since X
ǫ
→ X is both a right I-approximation and a left I-approximation of X ,

Y
ǫβ
→ X is a left I-approximation of Y and X

αǫ
→ Y is a right I-approximation of Y .

The morphisms X
αǫ
−→ Y and Y

ǫβ
−→ X are both GhI-source maps and GhI -sinks

maps, so I is an Auslander-Reiten ideal. Indeed, the I-mutation triangles are

X
ǫ // X

αǫ // Y ///o/o/o ,

Y
ǫβ

// X
ǫ // X ///o/o/o .

These triangles are obtained by the pasting meshes,

X
ǫ
��❄

❄❄
❄

X

ǫ
??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ X
α
��❄

❄❄
❄

Y

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄ Y

0

??⑧
⑧

and X
ǫ
��❄

❄❄
❄

X

ǫ
??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ X

Y

β ??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄ Y

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

0.

??⑧
⑧

I/JI = 〈ǭ, ǫβ〉, I/IJ = 〈ǭ, αǫ〉, and the valued I-mutation quiver is

X(1,1) 88

(0,1)
//
Y.

(1,0)
oo

(ii) Let I be the ideal generated by ǫ2, that is I = 〈ǫ2, ǫ3〉. The ideal
I is functorially finite but not an Auslander-Reiten ideal. Note that GhI =
〈ǫ2, ǫ3, α, αǫ, β, ǫβ, αǫβ〉, α : X → Y is an GhI-sink map of Y , but not a left
GhI -approximation of X since αǫ : X → Y cannot factor through α. Hence I isn’t
an Auslander-Reiten ideal.

Example 5.4. Let T be a locally finite triangulated K-category of type L̂3, that
is T has the Auslander-Reiten quiver

Xǫ
88

α // Y
β

oo
γ

// Z
δ

oo



IDEAL MUTATIONS 21

with relations ǫ2 + βα = 0, αβ + δγ = 0 and γδ = 0. T has Auslander-Reiten
triangles

X
(ǫ
α) // X ⊕ Y

(ǫ,β)
// X ///o/o/o ,

Y
(βγ)

// X ⊕ Z
(α,δ)

// Y ///o/o/o ,

Z
δ // Y

γ
// Z ///o/o/o .

Let I be the ideal generated by ǫ.

J =〈ǫ, ǫ2, ǫ3, ǫ4, ǫ5, α, αǫ, αǫ2, αǫ3, γα, γαǫ, β, ǫβ, ǫ2β, ǫ3β, αβ, αǫβ, αǫ3β,

γ, γαǫβ, βδ, ǫβδ, αǫβδ, γαǫβδ〉,

I =〈ǫ, ǫ2, ǫ3, ǫ4, ǫ5, αǫ, αǫ2, αǫ3, γαǫ, ǫβ, ǫ2β, ǫ3β, αǫβ, αǫ3β,

γαǫβ, ǫβδ, αǫβδ, γαǫβδ〉,

GhI =〈ǫ5, αǫ3, γαǫ, ǫ3β, αǫβ, αǫ3β, γαǫβ, ǫβδ, αǫβδ, γαǫβδ〉 = CoGhI .

We remind the reader that αǫ3β = δγδγ = 0. By an easy check, I is functorially

finite. And since the morphisms X
γαǫ
→ Z, Y

αǫβ
→ Y and Z

ǫβδ
→ X are both GhI-

source maps and GhI-sink maps. Thus, I is an Auslander-Reiten ideal. Indeed,
there are I-mutation triangles:

X
ǫ // X

γαǫ
// Z ///o/o/o ,

Y
ǫβ

// X
αǫ // Y ///o/o/o ,

Z
ǫβδ

// X
ǫ // X ///o/o/o .

These triangles are obtained by the pasting meshes,

X
ǫ
��❄

❄❄
❄

X

ǫ
??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ X
α
��❄

❄❄
❄

Y

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ Y
γ

��❄
❄❄

❄

Z

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄ Z

0

??⑧
⑧

and X
ǫ
��❄

❄❄
❄

X

ǫ
??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ X
α
��❄

❄❄
❄

Y

β ??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ Y

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ Y

Z

��❄
❄

??⑧⑧⑧⑧
Z

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

0

??⑧
⑧

and X
ǫ
��❄

❄❄
❄

X

ǫ
??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ X.

Y

β ??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄ Y

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

Z

��❄
❄

δ
??⑧⑧⑧⑧

Z

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

0

??⑧
⑧

In the following examples, we draw ideal mutation quivers of triangulated cate-
gories concerning a functorially finite τ -stable subcategory.

Example 5.5. As in the above example, Db(A-mod) has Auslander-Reiten trian-
gles. Indeed, Db(A-mod) has the Auslander-Reiten quiver

P1

��❄
❄❄

P3[1]
τoo❴ ❴ ❴

��❄
❄❄

S2[1]
τoo❴ ❴ ❴

��❄
❄❄

S1[1]

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ P1[2]
τoo❴ ❴ ❴

. . . P2

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

I2

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P2[1]

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ I2[1]

��❄
❄❄

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ P2[2]

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ · · ·

P3

??⑧⑧⑧
S2

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ S1

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P1[1]

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ P3[2]

τoo❴ ❴ ❴

??⑧⑧⑧
.

Set D = {τ iP3 | i ∈ Z}, by Corollary 3.13, [D] is an Auslander-Reiten ideal. The
valued [D]-mutation quiver is gluing by the following three quivers, note that the



IDEAL MUTATIONS 22

first two have a common item P1[1], the latter two have a common item S1 and the
first, and the third ones have a common item P3[2].

P2

��❄
❄❄

P3[1]

��❄
❄❄

τDoo❴ ❴ ❴ I2[1]

��❄
❄❄

τDoo❴ ❴ ❴ P1[2]
τDoo❴ ❴ ❴

��❄
❄❄

❄

· · ·

??⑧⑧⑧⑧
S2

??⑧⑧⑧
P1[1]

??⑧⑧⑧
P3[2]

??⑧⑧⑧
· · · ,

P1

��❄
❄❄

P2[1]

��❄
❄❄

τDoo❴ ❴ ❴ S1[1]

��❄
❄❄

❄

τDoo❴ ❴ ❴

· · ·

??⑧⑧⑧⑧
S1

??⑧⑧⑧
P1[1]

??⑧⑧⑧
· · · ,

I2

��❄
❄❄

S2[1]

��❄
❄❄

τDoo❴ ❴ ❴ P2[2]

��❄
❄❄

❄

τDoo❴ ❴ ❴

· · ·

??⑧⑧⑧⑧
S1

??⑧⑧⑧
P3[2]

??⑧⑧⑧
· · · .

In the following, we draw an ideal mutation quiver of a cluster category. For a
wealth of information on the theory of cluster categories, we refer to [8].

Example 5.6. Let Q be the quiver

1 −→ 2 −→ 3 −→ 4.

Its corresponding cluster category CQ has the Auslander-Reiten quiver

P1

��❄
❄❄

P4[1]
τoo❴ ❴ ❴

��❄
❄❄

P4
τoo❴ ❴ ❴

��❄
❄❄

P2

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄
I3

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P3[1]

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ P3

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴

P3

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

2
3

??⑧⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

❄
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ I2

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P2[1]

??⑧⑧⑧

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴ P2

��❄
❄❄

τoo❴ ❴ ❴

P4

??⑧⑧⑧
S3

??⑧⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ S2

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ S1

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P1[1]

??⑧⑧⑧
τoo❴ ❴ ❴ P1

τoo❴ ❴ ❴

We set D = {P1, P4[1], P4, S3, S2, S1, P1[1]}, I = [D], by Corollary 3.13, I is an
Auslander-Reiten ideal. The valued I-mutation quiver is

P1
01
��❄

❄❄
P4[1]

01
��❄

❄❄
S3

01

��❄
❄❄

❄
P4[1]

01
��❄

❄❄
P4

01
��❄

❄❄
P1

01
��❄

❄❄
P4

01
��❄

❄❄

P3

10 ??⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

I3

10 ??⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P2[1]

10 ??⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ 2
3

10 ??⑧⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

❄
τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ P3[1]

10 ??⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ P2

10 ??⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ I2

10 ??⑧⑧⑧

10 ��❄
❄❄

τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴ P3
τIoo❴ ❴ ❴ ❴

S3
01

??⑧⑧⑧
S1

01

??⑧⑧⑧
P1[1]

01

??⑧⑧⑧⑧
S2

01

??⑧⑧⑧
P1[1]

01

??⑧⑧⑧
S2

01

??⑧⑧⑧
S1

01

??⑧⑧⑧

where the notation 01 denotes (0, 1) and 10 denotes (1, 0).

Let T be a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt triangulated K-category having Auslander-
Reiten triangles and D a functorially finite τ -stable subcategory. Roughly speaking,
the Auslander-Reiten quiver Γ(T ) contains all information of morphisms in T . And
the [D]-mutation quiver ΓD(T ) contains all information of morphisms in [D]. And
the Auslander-Reiten quiver Γ(T /[D]) of the quotient category T [D], a subquiver of
Γ(CQ) by deleting the vertices corresponding to objects of D along with the arrows
into or out of such vertices (see [17, Theorem 4.2(ii)]), contains all information of
morphisms that are not in [D]. We ask the following question.

Question: Can we recover Γ(T ) via ΓD(T ) and Γ(T /[D])?

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Professor Panyue Zhou
and the anonymous reviewer for their careful reading and useful suggestions to
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