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CENTRAL SUPPORT FOR TRIANGULATED CATEGORIES

HENNING KRAUSE

Abstract. For any essentially small triangulated category the centre of its
lattice of thick subcategories is introduced; it is a spatial frame and yields a
notion of central support. A relative version of this centre recovers the support
theory for tensor triangulated categories and provides a universal notion of
cohomological support. Along the way we establish Mayer–Vietoris sequences
for pairs of commuting subcategories.

1. Introduction

Triangulated categories are algebraic desiderata as they were introduced in order
to deal with cohomologies arising in geometric or topological settings. But over the
last years triangulated categories have been turned into geometric objects, thanks
to the notion of support [1, 7, 9, 17, 19]. In this work we pursue this direction1 and
study in which way the geometry of an essentially small triangulated category T is
captured by its lattice of thick subcategories, and more precisely by its centre. Our
first result (Corollary 3.8) is meant to illustrate this because many applications of
geometric flavour involve Mayer–Vietoris sequences [4, 7, 21, 23].

Theorem 1. For a pair of thick subcategories U,V ⊆ T the following are equivalent.

(1) The pair U,V is commuting, that is, any morphism between objects of U
and V factors through an object of U ∧ V.

(2) For each pair of objects X,Y ∈ T there exists a long exact sequence

· · · → HomT/(U∧V)(X,Y )→ HomT/U(X,Y )⊕HomT/V(X,Y )→

→ HomT/(U∨V)(X,Y )→ HomT/(U∧V)(X,ΣY )→ · · · .

The notion of support for objects of a triangulated category T amounts to addi-
tional geometric structure. It requires a topological space and assigns to an object
of T a subset of this space. For instance, the space could be given by the set of
prime tensor ideals provided that T admits a symmetric tensor product [1], or by
the set of prime ideals of a graded commutative ring acting centrally on T [7].

An essential feature of any notion of support is a parameterisation of thick sub-
categories by subsets of a topological space. We take as input a lattice T of thick
subcategories. Then its centre

Z(T ) := {U ∈ T | U and V commute for all V ∈ T }

provides such a space because Z(T ) is a spatial frame; this means it identifies with
the lattice of open sets of a topological space. This space may be used to define
a support for any object such that the central subcategories are parameterised by
the open subsets.
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1We follow the slogan ‘geometry is algebra is geometry’, which is an adaptation of Ringel’s

‘algebra is geometry is algebra’ in [22].

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.10464v1


2 HENNING KRAUSE

We summarise and state our main result (Theorem 5.2) for the lattice of thick
subcategories ThickT of an essentially small triangulated category T.

Theorem 2. Let T ⊆ ThickT be a sublattice which is closed under arbitrary joins.
Then its centre Z(T ) ⊆ T is also a sublattice and closed under arbitrary joins.
Moreover, Z(T ) is a spatial frame and for any pair U,V in T there is a Mayer–
Vietoris sequence provided at least one of U and V is central.

A consequence is that T is a distributive lattice when Z(T ) = T , but the converse
is not necessarily true. For example, Z(T ) = T for T the lattice of thick tensor ideals
when T is a rigid tensor triangulated category (Example 5.3). Thus we provide
foundations for triangular geometry in the spirit of tensor triangular geometry [3, 17,
19], with additional structure on T given by a distinguished sublattice T ⊆ ThickT.

Our discussion of central thick subcategories is inspired by recent work of Gratz
and Stevenson [12], and in particular its presentation at the Abel Symposium 2022
in Ålesund. A crucial observation in [12] is the relevance of distributivity for the
lattice of thick subcategories. In this work we provide evidence for a close connection
between distributivity and commutativity, responding in particular to the quest for
‘interesting distributive sublattices of ThickT’ in [12, §8].

This paper is organised as follows. In §2 we briefly discuss our main tool: the
category of cohomological functors of a triangulated category which identifies with
its ind-completion. In §3 we introduce central subcategories and show that they
form a spatial frame. Along the way we establish a couple of Mayer–Vietoris se-
quences for any pair of commuting subcategories. In §4 we provide many examples,
including triangulated categories with additional structure given by a tensor prod-
uct or a central ring action. This motivates a relative version of the lattice of central
subcategories which is discussed in the final §5.

Acknowledgements. It is a pleasure to thank Greg Stevenson for inspiring discus-
sions related to this work. Much thanks also to Dave Benson for providing specific
examples from modular representation theory, and to Kent Vashaw for help with
the non-commutative tensor products in this paper.

Part of this work was done during the Trimester Program ‘Spectral Methods
in Algebra, Geometry, and Topology’ at the Hausdorff Institute in Bonn. It is a
pleasure to thank for hospitality and for funding by the Deutsche Forschungsge-
meinschaft (DFG) under Excellence Strategy EXC-2047/1-390685813.

2. The category of cohomological functors

Triangulated categories were introduced in order to deal with cohomologies aris-
ing in geometric or topological settings. If we wish to treat triangulated categories
as geometric objects in their own right, it seems natural to study them by cohomo-
logical methods, using the category of cohomological functors. In this section we
collect some basic and well-known facts.

Cohomological functors. Let T be an essentially small triangulated category
with suspension Σ: T ∼−→ T. Recall that a functor Top → Ab into the category of
abelian groups is cohomological if it takes exact triangles to exact sequences. We
denote by CohT the category of cohomological functors. Morphisms in CohT are
natural transformation and the Yoneda functor T → CohT sending X ∈ T to

HX = HomT(−, X)

is fully faithful. The suspension Σ extends to a functor CohT ∼−→ CohT by taking
F in CohT to F ◦ Σ−1; we denote this again by Σ.

It is convenient to view CohT as a full subcategory of the category ModT of all
additive functors Top → Ab. Note that (co)limits in ModT are computed pointwise.
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For E and F in ModT we write Hom(E,F ) for the set of morphisms from E to F .
Thus Hom(HX , F ) ∼= F (X) for X in T, by Yoneda’s lemma.

Any additive functor F : Top → Ab can be written canonically as a colimit of
representable functors

colim
HX→F

HX
∼−→ F

where the colimit is taken over the slice category T/F ; see [13, Proposition 3.4].
Objects in T/F are morphisms HX → F where X runs through the objects of T.

A morphism in T/F from HX
φ
−→ F to HX′

φ′

−→ F is a morphism α : X → X ′ in T

such that φ′Hα = φ.
A theorem of Lazard says that a module is flat if and only if it is a filtered colimit

of finitely generated free modules; this has been generalised to functor categories by
Oberst and Röhrl. The following lemma shows that cohomological and flat functors
agree; this is well-known, for instance from [20, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.1. The cohomological functors Top → Ab are precisely the filtered col-
imits of representable functors (in the category of additive functors T

op → Ab). In
particular, the category CohT has filtered colimits. �

Exact functors. We say that a sequence of morphisms in CohT is exact provided
that evaluation at each object in T yields an exact sequence in Ab. This provides
an exact structure in the sense of Quillen on the category CohT.

Let T and U be essentially small triangulated categories. A functor P : CohT →
CohU is said to be exact if it takes exact sequences to exact sequences and if there
is a natural isomorphism P ◦ Σ ∼−→ Σ ◦ P .

An exact functor f : T → U induces a pair of functors

f∗ : CohT −→ CohU and f∗ : CohU −→ CohT

where f∗(F ) = colimHX→F Hf(X) and f∗(G) = G ◦ f . We recall some basic facts.

Lemma 2.2 ([8, Lemma 2.4]). Let f : T → U be an exact functor between essentially
small triangulated categories.

(1) The functor f∗ is a left adjoint of f∗.
(2) The functors f∗ and f∗ are exact and preserve filtered colimits.
(3) If f is fully faithful, then f∗ is fully faithful and id ∼−→ f∗ ◦ f

∗.
(4) If f is a quotient functor, then f∗ is fully faithful and f∗ ◦ f∗

∼−→ id. �

Let S ⊆ T be a triangulated subcategory. With i : S → T and q : T → T/S the
canonical functors, set

ΓS = i∗ ◦ i∗ and LS = q∗ ◦ q
∗.

These are exact functors on CohT. We may identify CohS and CohT/S with full
subcategories of CohT. Then we have for each F ∈ CohT

F ∈ CohS ⇐⇒ ΓSF
∼−→ F ⇐⇒ LSF = 0

and
F ∈ CohT/S ⇐⇒ F ∼−→ LSF ⇐⇒ ΓSF = 0.

The functors ΓS and LS fit into a long exact sequence. To explain this we note
that for any F ∈ CohT one has

ΓSF = colim
HS→F

HomT(−, S)

where the colimit is taken over the slice category S/F , which is filtered because S

is a triangulated subcategory. On the other hand, the definition of the morphisms
in the quotient category T/S gives for any X ∈ T

LSHX = HomT/S(−, X) = colim
X→Y

HomT(−, Y )
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where X → Y runs through all morphisms with cone in S. Combining this we
obtain the following.

Proposition 2.3 ([8, Proposition 2.10]). For a triangulated subcategory S ⊆ T

there is the following long exact sequence of functors CohT → CohT.

�(2.1) · · · −→ Σn−1LS −→ ΣnΓS −→ Σn −→ ΣnLS −→ Σn+1ΓS −→ · · ·

The sequence (2.1) is functorial with respect to S. Thus each inclusion S1 ⊆ S2

of triangulated subcategories of T induces a morphism between the corresponding
long exact sequences. An immediate consequence is the following.

Lemma 2.4 ([8, Lemma 2.16]). Let S1 ⊆ S2 ⊆ T be triangulated subcategories and
let (Γ1, L1) and (Γ2, L2) be the corresponding pairs of (co)localisation functors on
CohT. The morphisms in (2.1) induce isomorphisms

Γ1Γ2
∼= Γ1

∼= Γ2Γ1, L1L2
∼= L2

∼= L2L1, Γ1L2 = 0 = L2Γ1, Γ2L1
∼= L1Γ2.

�

The rest of this paper makes excessive use of the category of functors

CohT −→ CohT

that are exact and perserve filtered colimits. We consider them up to isomorphism,
which means that we identify functors F and G when there is a natural isomorphism
F ∼−→ G. Let us denote by EndT the isomorphism classes of objects. Then we have
the following relevant structures:

(1) an associative multiplication EndT×EndT → EndT with an identity (given
by the composition of functors),

(2) an associative sum EndT × EndT → EndT with an identity (given by the
direct sum of functors),

(3) a suspension Σ: EndT ∼−→ EndT, and
(4) a notion of exact sequence F → G → H with connecting morphism H →

ΣF , providing a long exact sequence

· · · −→ Σn−1H −→ ΣnF −→ ΣnG −→ ΣnH −→ Σn+1F −→ · · · .

3. The lattice of central subcategories

Throughout we keep fixed an essentially small triangulated category T. Let
ThickT denote the lattice of thick subcategories of T. For U,V in ThickT we write
U∧V for their meet (i.e. the intersection) and U∨V for their join (i.e the smallest
thick subcategory containing U and V). For a class of objects X ⊆ T let thickX
denote the smallest thick subcategory containing X.

Central subcategories. Given a pair U,V of thick subcategories we consider the
property that morphisms between objects from U and V factor through objects
in U ∧ V. This condition appears already in [26, II.2.3], though the equivalent
conditions (2)–(4) in the lemma below seem to be new.

Lemma 3.1. For a pair U,V ∈ ThickT the following are equivalent.

(1) Every morphism U ∋ U → V ∈ V factors through an object in U ∧ V.
(2) The canonical morphism ΓU∧V → ΓUΓV is an isomorphism.
(3) The canonical morphism LU∧VΓV → LUΓV is an isomorphism.
(4) The canonical morphism ΓULU∧V → ΓULV is an isomorphism.
(5) The canonical morphism HomT/(U∧V)(−, V ) → HomT/U(−, V ) is an iso-

morphism for all V ∈ V.
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Proof. When CohU is viewed as a full subcategory of CohT, then the objects in
CohU are precisely the filtered colimits of objects HU with U ∈ U. From this it
follows that F ∈ CohT belongs to CohU if and only if every morphism HX → F
with X ∈ T factors through HU for some U ∈ U.

(1) ⇔ (2) The above general observation shows that the first two conditions are
equivalent to the property that each object of the form ΓUΓVF belongs to CohU∧V.

(2) ⇔ (3) Composition of ΓV with the exact sequences (2.1) given by U and
U ∧ V yield the following diagram.

· · · Σ−1LU∧VΓV ΓU∧V ΓV LU∧VΓV ΣΓU∧V · · ·

· · · Σ−1LUΓV ΓUΓV ΓV LUΓV ΣΓU∧V · · ·

Σ−1β α id β Σα

The five lemma implies that α is an isomorphism if and only if β is an isomorphism.
(2) ⇔ (4) Composition of ΓU with the exact sequences (2.1) given by V and

U ∧ V yield the following diagram.

· · · Σ−1ΓULU∧V ΓU∧V ΓU ΓULU∧V ΣΓU∧V · · ·

· · · Σ−1ΓULV ΓUΓV ΓU ΓULV ΣΓU∧V · · ·

Σ−1β′ α id β′ Σα

The five lemma implies that α is an isomorphism if and only if β′ is an isomorphism.
(3) ⇔ (5) For V ∈ V the inclusion U ∧ V ⊆ U induces the morphism

HomT/(U∧V)(−, V ) ∼= LU∧VΓVHV −→ LUΓVHV
∼= HomT/U(−, V ).

As any functor of the form ΓVF is a filtered colimit of representable functors HV ,
this morphism is an isomorphism for all V if and only if LU∧VΓV

∼−→ LUΓV. �

We note that the equivalent conditions of the preceding lemma imply the second
Noether isomorphisms, i.e. the canonical functors

V/(U ∧ V) −→ (U ∨ V)/U and U/(U ∧ V) −→ (U ∨ V)/V

are equivalences up to direct summands. This is clear for the first one and follows
for the other by passing to the opposite category Top.

Definition 3.2. A pair of elements U,V in ThickT is called commmuting if we
have canonical isomorphisms

ΓUΓV
∼←− ΓU∧V

∼−→ ΓVΓU.

An equivalent condition is that a morphism between objects of U and V (in either
direction) factors through an object of U ∧ V.

An element U in ThickT is called central if it commutes with all V in ThickT.

We denote by Z(ThickT) the set of central thick subcategories of T; it is partially
ordered by inclusion. In the following we study the basic properties of Z(ThickT).
In particular we will see that it is a sublattice of ThickT.

We continue with a sequence of technical lemmas which establish further identi-
ties for exact functors CohT → CohT given by a pair of thick subcategories. The
next one shows that commutativity is equivalent to an excision property.

Lemma 3.3. For a pair U,V in ThickT the following are equivalent.

(1) The pair U,V is commuting.
(2) The canonical morphism

ψ : LU∧VΓU∨V −→ LUΓU∨V ⊕ LVΓU∨V

is an isomorphism.
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(3) The canonical morphism

ψX : HomT/(U∧V)(−, X) −→ HomT/U(−, X)⊕HomT/V(−, X)

is an isomorphism for all X ∈ U ∨ V.
(4) The canonical morphism LU∧VΓV → LUΓU∨V is an isomorphism.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) The objects X ∈ T such that

LU∧VHX −→ LUHX ⊕ LVHX

is an isomorphism form a thick subcategory X ⊆ T. From Lemma 3.1 it follows
that U,V ⊆ X. Thus ψ is an isomorphism, as any functor of the form ΓU∨VF is a
filtered colimit of representable functors HX with X ∈ U ∨ V.

(2) ⇒ (3) We have ψHX = ψX for each X ∈ U ∨ V.
(3) ⇒ (1) For X ∈ V the morphism ψX specialises to HomT/(U∧V)(−, X) →

HomT/U(−, X), and similar for X ∈ U. Thus U and V are commuting, again by
Lemma 3.1.

(1) ⇒ (4) The objects X ∈ T such that LU∧VΓVHX → LUΓU∨VHX is an
isomorphism form a thick subcategory X ⊆ T. From Lemma 3.1 it follows that
U,V ⊆ X. Thus the composite

LU∧VΓV
∼←− LU∧VΓVΓU∨V → LUΓU∨V

is an isomorphism, as any functor of the form ΓU∨VF is a filtered colimit of repre-
sentable functors HX with X ∈ U ∨ V.

(4)⇒ (1) Suppose LU∧VΓV
∼−→ LUΓU∨V. Composing with ΓV yields LU∧VΓV

∼−→
LUΓV, and therefore ΓU∧V

∼−→ ΓUΓV by Lemma 3.1. Composing with ΓU yields
LU∧VΓVΓU = 0, and therefore

ΓU∧V
∼←− ΓU∧VΓVΓU

∼−→ ΓVΓU.

Thus the pair U,V is commuting. �

Lemma 3.4. Let U,V ∈ ThickT be commuting. Then the following holds.

(1) The canonical morphism LULV → LU∨V is an isomorphism.
(2) The canonical morphism LUΓV → LUΓU∨V is an isomorphism.
(3) The canonical morphism ΓULV → ΓU∨VLV is an isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the exact sequences (2.1) given by V and U∨V. We compose with
LU and obtain the following diagram.

· · · Σ−1LULV LUΓV LU LULV ΣLUΓV · · ·

· · · Σ−1LU∨V LUΓU∨V LU LU∨V ΣLUΓU∨V · · ·

Σ−1δ γ id δ Σγ

Now consider the composite

LU∧VΓV

β
−→ LUΓV

γ
−→ LUΓU∨V.

Then β is an isomorphism by Lemma 3.1, and γβ is an isomorphisms by Lemma 3.3.
Thus γ is an isomorphism, and it follows from the five lemma that δ is an isomor-
phism. A similar argument yields the last isomorphism. �

Lemma 3.5. Let U,V ∈ ThickT be commuting. Then we have canonical isomor-
phisms

LULV
∼−→ LU∨V

∼←− LVLU.

Also, we have canonical isomorphisms

ΓVLU
∼←− ΓVLU∧V

∼= LU∧VΓV
∼−→ LUΓV



CENTRAL SUPPORT FOR TRIANGULATED CATEGORIES 7

and

ΓVLU
∼−→ ΓU∨VLU

∼= LUΓU∨V
∼←− LUΓV.

Proof. The first and third sequence of isomorphisms follow from Lemma 3.4 and
the second sequence from Lemma 3.1. �

The following lemma says that meet and join preserve central elements.

Lemma 3.6. Let U,V ∈ ThickT and suppose that U is central.

(1) The element U ∧ V is central in ThickV.
(2) The element (U ∨ V)/V is central in ThickT/V.

Proof. (1) Let X ∈ ThickV. Then any morphism between objects of U ∧ V and X

(in either direction) factors through an object of U ∧ X = (U ∧ V) ∧ X.
(2) Observe that for any X ∈ ThickT containing V the functor ΓX restricts to a

functor CohT/V → CohT/V where it identifies with ΓX/V, since ΓXLV
∼= LVΓX.

We obtain using Lemma 3.5

ΓXΓU∨VLV
∼= ΓXΓULV

∼= ΓUΓXLV
∼= ΓULVΓX

∼= ΓU∨VLVΓX
∼= ΓU∨VΓXLV,

and therefore ΓXΓU∨V
∼= ΓU∨VΓX when restricted to CohT/V. �

Mayer–Vietoris sequences. A pair of commuting subcategories gives rise to a
pair of long exact sequences. It turns out that commutativity is actually equivalent
to having such Mayer–Vietoris sequences.

Proposition 3.7. Let U,V ∈ ThickT be commuting. Then there are canonical
exact sequences

(λU,V) · · · −→ Σ−1LU∨V −→ LU∧V

(1)
−→ LU ⊕ LV −→ LU∨V −→ ΣLU∧V −→ · · ·

and

(γU,V) · · · −→ Σ−1ΓU∨V −→ ΓU∧V

(2)
−→ ΓU ⊕ ΓV −→ ΓU∨V −→ ΣΓU∧V −→ · · ·

where (1) and (2) are induced by the inclusions U ∧ V ⊆ U and U ∧ V ⊆ V.

Proof. The exact sequence (2.1) given by U and composed with LU∧V → LV yields
a morphisms of exact sequences.

· · · Σ−1LU ΓULU∧V LU∧V LU ΣΓULU∧V · · ·

· · · Σ−1LU∧V ΓULV LV LU∨V ΣΓULV · · ·

∼ ∼

Here we use the identification LULV = LU∨V from Lemma 3.4, and the isomor-
phisms follow from Lemma 3.1. Inverting them yields the connecting morphism
LU∨V → ΣLU∧V, and then a standard argument turns the diagram into an ex-
act sequence of the form λU,V; cf. [24, Lemma 10.7.4]. The proof for the second
sequence is analogous. �

Corollary 3.8. For a pair U,V in ThickT the following are equivalent.

(1) The pair U,V is commuting.
(2) There is an exact Mayer–Vietoris sequence λU,V.
(3) For each object X ∈ T there is a canonical exact sequence

· · · → HomT/(U∧V)(−, X)→ HomT/U(−, X)⊕HomT/V(−, X)→

→ HomT/(U∨V)(−, X)→ HomT/(U∧V)(−,ΣX)→ · · · .
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Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) This follows from Proposition 3.7.
(2) ⇒ (3) For X ∈ T apply the Mayer–Vietoris sequence λU,V to HX .
(3) ⇒ (1) For X ∈ U ∨ V the sequence λU,VHX yields an isomorphism

HomT/(U∧V)(−, X) ∼−−→ HomT/U(−, X)⊕HomT/V(−, X).

Thus the pair U,V is commuting by Lemma 3.3. �

This result reflects the classical situation given by a pair of subspaces A,B ⊆
X = A ∪ B of a topological space X . In that case the Mayer–Vietoris sequence
for a homology theory is equivalent to an excision property which is symmetric
in A and B; cf. [24, 10.7]. The triangulated analogue of this is the isomorphism
LU∧VΓV

∼−→ LUΓU∨V from Lemma 3.3. Related (though not equivalent) is the
second Noether isomorphism V/(U ∧ V) ∼−→ (U ∧ V)/U.

There is a plethora of Mayer–Vietoris sequences for triangulated categories in the
literature [4, 7, 21, 23], including interesting applications. We recover some of them
and note that all are based (implicitly) on a pair of commuting thick subcategories.
A typical example is given by subcategories U,V satisfying HomT(U, V ) = 0 and
HomT(V, U) = 0 for all U ∈ U and V ∈ V.

Distributivity. Recall that a lattice is distributive if for all elements x, y, z there
is an equality

(x ∧ z) ∨ (y ∧ z) = (x ∨ y) ∧ z.

An equivalent condition is that for all elements x, y, z there is an equality

(x ∨ z) ∧ (y ∨ z) = (x ∧ y) ∨ z.

The lattice ThickT is rarely distributive. However, we get distributivity when
we restrict to central elements in this lattice. The proof requires another technical
lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let U,V,W ∈ ThickT and suppose W ⊆ U∧V. If ΓW
∼−→ ΓUΓV then

W = U ∧ V.

Proof. Let X ∈ U ∧ V. Then ΓWHX
∼= ΓUΓVHX

∼= HX . Thus HX ∈ CohW and
therefore X ∈W. �

Proposition 3.10. Let U,V ∈ ThickT be central. Then U ∨ V and U ∧ V are
central. Moreover, we have for all W ∈ ThickT

(U ∧W) ∨ (V ∧W) = (U ∨ V) ∧W

and

(U ∨W) ∧ (V ∨W) = (U ∧ V) ∨W

Proof. It is clear that U ∧ V is central since

ΓU∧VΓW
∼= ΓUΓVΓW

∼= ΓWΓUΓV
∼= ΓWΓU∧V.

Now we show that U ∨ V is central and combine this with the proof of the first
identity. Consider the following Mayer–Vietoris sequences, where the middle one
uses that U ∧W and V ∧W are commuting by Lemma 3.6.

· · · ΓU∧VΓW ΓUΓW ⊕ ΓV ΓW ΓU∨VΓW · · ·

· · · ΓU∧V∧W ΓU∧W ⊕ ΓV∧W Γ(U∧W)∨(V∧W) · · ·

· · · ΓWΓU∧V ΓWΓU ⊕ ΓWΓV ΓWΓU∨V · · ·

∼
∼

∼
∼
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The vertical isomorphisms are clear since U and V central. The inclusion

(U ∧W) ∨ (V ∧W) ⊆ (U ∨ V) ∧W

is automatic. Thus we can apply Lemma 3.9, and then the five lemma yields the
assertion for U ∨ V. We conclude that the central elements form a sublattice of
ThickT which is distributive. �

We extend Proposition 3.10 and establish the same assertions for arbitrary joins,
using some standard arguments.

Proposition 3.11. Let (Ui)i∈I be a family of central elements in ThickT. Then
∨

i∈I Ui is central and
∨

i∈I

(Ui ∧ V) =
(

∨

i∈I

Ui

)

∧ V

for all V ∈ ThickT.

Proof. Set U =
∨

i∈I Ui. The element UJ =
∨

i∈J Ui is central for all finite J ⊆ I
by Proposition 3.10. Now choose objects U ∈ U and V ∈ V. Then U ∈ UJ for
some finite J ⊆ I and therefore any morphism between U and V factors through
an object in UJ ∧ V ⊆ U ∧ V. Thus U is central.

The inclusion
∨

i∈I(Ui∧V) ⊆ U∧V is clear. For the other inclusion we use again
Proposition 3.10. In fact any object X ∈ U ∧ V belongs to UJ ∧ V =

∨

i∈J (Ui ∧ V)
for some finite J ⊆ I, and therefore X belongs to

∨

i∈I(Ui ∧ V). �

The frame of central subcategories. Recall that a lattice is a frame if it is
complete (i.e. arbitrary joins exist) and the following infinite distributivity holds:
for all elements (xi)i∈I and y there is an equality

∨

i∈I

(xi ∧ y) =
(

∨

i∈I

xi
)

∧ y.

A morphism of frames is a morphism of lattices that preserves finite meets and
arbitrary joins.

To a frame F corresponds its space PtF of points. A point is by definition a
frame morphisms p : F → {0, 1} and the open sets are of the form

U(a) := {p ∈ PtF | p(a) = 1} (a ∈ F ).

To a topological space X we can associate its frame of open subsets ΩX , and this
yields an adjoint pair of functors

Frm Topop.
Pt

Ω

A frame F is spatial if the assignment a 7→ U(a) gives an isomorphism F ∼−→ ΩPtF .
It is convenient to identify the points in PtF with the prime elements of F via the
assignment

PtF ∋ p 7−→
∨

p(a)=0

a ∈ F.

The central thick subcategories form a sublattice

Z(ThickT) ⊆ ThickT

by Proposition 3.10. This lattice is in fact a spatial frame.

Corollary 3.12. The central thick subcategories form a spatial frame, and therefore
the lattice of central thick subcategories identifies with the lattice of open subsets of
a sober topological space.
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Proof. The infinite distributivity follows from Proposition 3.11. An application of
Zorn’s lemma produces sufficiently many prime elements such that the frame is
spatial; see the proof of Theorem 4.7 in [12]. �

The assignment T 7→ Z(ThickT) is functorial in the following sense.

Corollary 3.13. For any triangulated subcategory S ⊆ T the canonical functors
S→ T and T → T/S induce frame morphisms

Z(ThickT) −→ Z(ThickS), U 7→ U ∧ S

and

Z(ThickT) −→ Z(ThickT/S), U 7→ (U ∨ S)/S.

Proof. The maps are well defined by Lemma 3.6. They preserve finite meets and
arbitrary joins by Propositions 3.10 and 3.11. �

Central support. For an essentially small triangulated category T let

Spccent T := PtZ(ThickT)

denote the space associated with the frame of central thick subcategories of T. For
any object X ∈ T its central support is the set of prime elements P in Z(ThickT)
not containing X , so

(3.1) suppcentX := {P ∈ Spccent T | X 6∈ P}.

For a class of objects X ⊆ T we set

suppcentX :=
⋃

X∈X

suppcentX,

which equals the set of primes P such that X 6⊆ P.

Corollary 3.14. (1) The assignment U 7→ suppcentU induces an isomorphism
between Z(ThickT) and the frame of open subsets of Spccent T.

(2) For any pair U,V in ThickT there is a Mayer–Vietoris sequence λU,V pro-
vided at least one of U and V is central.

Proof. This is a reformulation of Corollaries 3.8 and 3.12. �

4. Examples

Having introduced for any triangulated category the lattice of central thick sub-
categories, it is now time to look at examples.

Tensor triangulated categories. Let T = (T,⊗,1) be a tensor triangulated
category, i.e. a triangulated category equipped with a symmetric monoidal structure
which is exact in each variable. Then CohT inherits a symmetric monoidal structure
which is exact and preserves filtered colimit in each variable by setting HX ⊗HY =
HX⊗Y for all X,Y in T. The category T is called rigid if there is an exact functor
D : Top → T and a natural isomorphism

HomT(X ⊗ Y, Z) ∼= HomT(Y,DX ⊗ Z)

for all X,Y, Z ∈ T. Note that in this case X ∼−→ D2X for all X ∈ T.

Lemma 4.1. Let T be a rigid tensor triangulated category and U ⊆ T a thick tensor
ideal. Then CohU and CohT/U are tensor ideals of CohT.
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Proof. We begin with CohU. Let E,F ∈ CohT written as filtered colimits E =
colimiHXi

and F = colimj HXj
. If F ∈ CohU, then we may assume Xj ∈ U for all

j. Thus HXi
⊗F ∼= colimjHXi⊗Xj

belongs to CohU for all i because U is a tensor
ideal, and therefore E ⊗ F ∼= colimi(HXi

⊗ F ) is in CohU.
Now consider CohT/U, where rigidity is used as follows. Let F ∈ CohT/U and

U,X ∈ T. Then we have

(HX ⊗ F )(U) ∼= Hom(HU , HX ⊗ F ) ∼= Hom(HDX⊗U , F ) ∼= F (DX ⊗ U) = 0

when U ∈ U. For an arbitrary E = colimiHXi
in CohT we conclude that E ⊗ F

lies in CohT/U, since

(E ⊗ F )(U) ∼= colim
i

(HXi
⊗ F )(U) = 0 for U ∈ U. �

Proposition 4.2. Let T be a rigid tensor triangulated category. Then any pair of
thick tensor ideals is commuting.

Proof. We provide two proofs; the second one is due to Kent Vashaw [25] and does
not use the commutativity of the tensor product.

Let U,V ∈ ThickT be tensor ideals. From Lemma 4.1 we know that CohU and
CohT/U are tensor ideals of CohT. From this we deduce isomorphisms

ΓU
∼= (ΓUH1)⊗− and LU

∼= (LUH1)⊗−

as follows. Consider for F ∈ CohT the exact sequence

· · · −→ (ΓUH1)⊗ F −→ F −→ (LUH1)⊗ F −→ · · ·

and apply ΓU. We have

ΓU((ΓUH1)⊗ F ) ∼= (ΓUH1)⊗ F and ΓU((LUH1)⊗ F ) = 0

because

(ΓUH1)⊗ F ∈ CohU and (LUH1)⊗ F ∈ CohT/U

by the first part of this proof. Thus (ΓUH1) ⊗ F
∼−→ ΓUF , and the proof of the

isomorphism (LUH1) ⊗ F
∼−→ LUF is analogous. Now the commutativity ΓUΓV

∼=
ΓVΓU follows.

The second proof is more direct. Given U ∈ U and V ∈ V, any morphism U → V
admits a factorisation

U → U ⊗DU ⊗ U → V ⊗DU ⊗ U → V

with V ⊗DU ⊗U in U ∧ V. By symmetry the same holds for a morphism V → U .
Thus the pair U,V is commuting. �

Remark 4.3. (1) In Example 4.13 one finds a pair of thick tensor ideals which is
not commuting.

(2) The second proof shows that the proposition remains true when the tensor
product is not commutative [25].

(3) For a predecessor of the proposition, see Proposition 6.5 in [10].

The following immediate consequence explains why in several interesting ex-
amples all thick subcategories are central. This includes the category of perfect
complexes over a commutative ring or the stable homotopy category of finite spec-
tra.

Corollary 4.4. If a tensor triangulated category is generated by its tensor identity
then all thick subcategories are central.

Proof. The assumption means T = thick1 and this implies that all thick subcat-
egories are tensor ideals. In particular, CohU and CohT/U are tensor ideals of
CohT for all thick U ⊆ T. Now apply the argument from Proposition 4.2. �
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Remark 4.5. If one assumes rigidity the corollary remains true when the tensor
product is not commutative, using the second proof of Proposition 4.2.

Central actions. Let R be a graded commutative ring. We consider only graded
R-modules and SpecR denotes the set of homogeneous prime ideals of R with the
Zariski topology. We fix a triangulated category T with an R-linear action via a
homomorphism of graded rings R→ Z∗(T) into the graded centre of T; cf. [7, 11].
This means that for all objects X,Y in T

Hom∗
T(X,Y ) :=

⊕

n∈Z

HomT(X,Σ
nY )

is a graded R-module. Also, for F ∈ CohT and X ∈ T the graded abelian group

F ∗(X) :=
⊕

n∈Z

F (Σ−nX)

is an R-module.
Let Φ be a multiplicatively closed set of homogeneous elements in R. For an

R-module M set
M [Φ−1] :=M ⊗R R[Φ

−1]

and note that M [Φ−1] = 0 if and only if Mp = 0 for all p ∈ SpecR such that
p ∩ Φ = ∅. We define a triangulated category T[Φ−1] as follows. The objects are
the same as in T. For the morphisms set

Hom∗
T[Φ−1](X,Y ) := Hom∗

T(X,Y )[Φ−1].

The exact triangles in T[Φ−1] are given by the ones isomorphic to images of exact
triangles in T under the canonical functor T → T[Φ−1]. The kernel of this functor
is the thick subcategory

TΦ := {X ∈ T | H∗
X [Φ−1] = 0}

and from [8, Lemma 3.5] we have a triangle equivalence

(4.1) T/TΦ
∼−−→ T[Φ−1].

A special case of the above construction arises for each p ∈ SpecR. We denote
by Tp the triangulated category given by localising the morphisms at p, so

Hom∗
Tp

(X,Y ) := Hom∗
T(X,Y )p.

The notation X 7→ Xp is used for the canonical functor T → Tp.

Lemma 4.6. A thick subcategory of the form TΦ is central.

Proof. To simplify notation we set ΓΦ := ΓTΦ
and LΦ := LTΦ

. Note that

(LΦF )
∗ ∼= F ∗[Φ−1]

for each F in CohT by (4.1). Now fix a thick subcategory U ⊆ T. We have canonical
isomorphisms

LΦΓU
∼←− ΓULΦΓU

∼−→ ΓULΦ

since LΦ restricts to a functor CohU→ CohU. It remains to consider the following
commutative diagram with exact rows.

· · · ΓΦΓU ΓU LΦΓU · · ·

· · · ΓUΓΦΓU ΓUΓU ΓULΦΓU · · ·

· · · ΓUΓΦ ΓU ΓULΦ · · ·

∼
∼

∼
∼
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Then the five lemma yields the isomorphism ΓΦΓU
∼= ΓUΓΦ. Thus TΦ is central. �

For an ideal a of R that is generated by finitely many homogeneous elements set

V (a) := {p ∈ SpecR | a ⊆ p}

and consider the thick subcategory

TV (a) := {X ∈ T | Xp = 0 for p ∈ (SpecR) \ V (a)}.

Lemma 4.7. A thick subcategory of the form TV (a) is central.

Proof. Choose homogeneous generators r1, . . . , rn of a and set Φi = {r
p
i | p ≥ 1}

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then TV (ri) = TΦi
is central for each i by Lemma 4.6. We have

V (a) = V (r1) ∩ · · · ∩ V (rn) and therefore

TV (a) = TV (r1) ∧ · · · ∧ TV (rn)

is central by Proposition 3.10. �

The sets V (a) given by finitely generated ideals form a distributive lattice with

V (a) ∩ V (b) = V (a + b) and V (a) ∪ V (b) = V (ab).

Lemma 4.8. For U = V (a) and V = V (b) we have

TU∩V = TU ∧ TV and TU∪V = TU ∨ TV .

Proof. The first equality is clear. For the second equality choose homogeneous
generators r1, . . . , rm of a and s1, . . . , sn of b such that

V (a) = V (r1) ∩ · · · ∩ V (rm) and V(b) = V (s1) ∩ · · · ∩ V (sn).

For a homogeneous element r ∈ R of degree |r| and an object X ∈ T we denote by

X//r the cone of X
r
−→ Σ|r|X and have

TV (r) = thick({X//r | X ∈ T})

by [8, Proposition 3.10]. For homogeneous elements r, s ∈ R an application of the
octahedral axiom shows that X//rs is an extension of X//r and Σ|r|X//s. Thus

TV (r)∪V (s) = TV (rs) = TV (r) ∨ TV (s).

Using the distributivity in Z(ThickT) from Proposition 3.10 we obtain

TV (a) ∨ TV (b) =
∧

i,j

(TV (ri) ∨ TV (sj)) =
∧

i,j

TV (risj) = TV (ab) = TV (a)∪V (b)

since

V (ab) =
⋂

i,j

V (risj). �

Recall that a set V ⊆ SpecR has a Zariski open and quasi-compact complement
if and only if V = V (a) for an ideal a of R that is generated by finitely many
homogeneous elements. A subset V ⊆ SpecR is called Thomason if it can be
written as V =

⋃

i Vi such that each (SpecR)\Vi is Zariski open and quasi-compact.
The Thomason subsets are precisely the open subsets for the Hochster dual topology
on SpecR [14]. We write Spec∨R to denote the spectrum of prime ideals with this
dual topology.

Given a frame F , one calls x ∈ F finite or compact if x ≤
∨

i∈I yi implies
x ≤

∨

i∈J yi for some finite subset J ⊆ I. A frame is coherent when every element
can be written as a join of finite elements and the finite elements form a sublattice.
In this case we write F c for the sublattice of finite elements and observe that for
any frame F ′ a lattice morphism F c → F ′ extends uniquely to a frame morphism
F → F ′.
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The following proposition identifies the thick subcategories of T which are given
by a central ring action; they are central elements in ThickT.

Proposition 4.9. The assignment

V 7−→ TV :=
∨

V (a)⊆V

TV (a)

induces a frame morphism from the open subsets of Spec∨R to the central thick
subcategories of T.

Proof. The open sets of Spec∨R form a coherent frame and the finite elements are
precisely the sets of the form V (a). Then the assertion follows from the preceding
discussion, once we observe that a thick subcategory of the form TV (a) is central by
Lemma 4.7 and that the map V (a) 7→ TV (a) is a lattice morphism by Lemma 4.8. �

It would be interesting to know when for a given triangulated category all central
subcategories are given by a central ring action. In algebraic examples this seems
to be more likely, while it seems not to be true for the stable homotopy category of
finite spectra.

Noetherian cohomology. Let R be a graded commutative ring and T a tri-
angulated category with an R-linear action via a homomorphism of graded rings
R→ Z∗(T). We assume that R is noetherian and that Hom∗

T(X,Y ) is a noetherian
R-module for all objects X,Y in T.

The cohomological support of an object X is by definition

suppRX := {p ∈ SpecR | Xp 6= 0}.

Lemma 4.10. We have suppRX = V (a) where a denotes the kernel of the ring
homomorphism R→ End∗T(X).

Proof. Observe that Xp = 0 if and only (H∗
X)p = 0. Then the equality follows

from the fact that for each Y ∈ T the R-action on H∗
X(Y ) = Hom∗

T(Y,X) factors
through End∗T(X), and that for any finitely generated R-module M

suppRM := {p ∈ SpecR |Mp 6= 0} = V (AnnRM). �

Lemma 4.11. For an object X ∈ T and a Thomason set V ⊆ SpecR we have

suppRX ⊆ V ⇐⇒ X ∈ TV .

Proof. From the preceding lemma we have an ideal a such that suppRX = V (a).
Then suppRX ⊆ V implies X ∈ TV (a) ⊆ TV. On the other hand, X ∈ TV implies
X ∈ TV (b) for some V (b) ⊆ V , and therefore suppRX ⊆ V (b) ⊆ V . �

Hereditary algebras. For a finite dimensional hereditary algebra we consider the
category of perfect complexes. Thick subcategories that are generated by excep-
tional sequences have been classified in this case via non-crossing partitions [15, 16].
The following lemma shows that they are usually not central.

Lemma 4.12. Let U ⊆ T be a thick subcategory such that the inclusion admits a
left and a right adjoint. If U is central, then ⊥U = U⊥.

Proof. We have

KerΓ⊥U = CohU and KerΓU = CohU⊥.

Thus Γ⊥UΓU = 0, while ΓUΓ⊥U 6= 0 when ⊥U 6⊆ U⊥. On the other hand, we have
KerLU = CohU. Thus LUL⊥U = 0, and LUL⊥U 6= 0 when ⊥U 6⊇ U⊥. �
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Example 4.13. We consider the path algebra A = k(◦ → ◦) over a field k and the
bounded derived category T = Db(modA) of finitely generated A-modules, which
identifies with the category of perfect complexes over A. The Hasse diagram of the
lattice of thick subcategories is the following.

◦

◦ ◦ ◦

◦

For any proper thick subcategory U ⊆ T we have

ThickT = {0,U,⊥U,U⊥,T}.

In particular, Z(ThickT) = {0,T} by Lemma 4.12.
The category of A-modules admits a symmetric monoidal structure given by the

pointwise tensor product over k. All thick subcategories are tensor ideals, except
the one generated by the tensor unit. This provides a pair of thick tensor ideals
U,V such that ΓUΓV 6∼= ΓVΓU, because we have non-zero morphisms between U and
V in one direction but U ∧ V = 0.

The above example can be generalised as follows.

Example 4.14. Let R be a commutative ring and consider the category of perfect
complexes T = Perf T2(R) over the matrix ring T2(R) = [R R

0 R ]. This category
admits an obvious R-action which provides an embedding

ThickPerf R →֒ Z(ThickT) ( ThickT.

Example 4.15. We consider the category of coherent sheaves on the projective
line P1 over a fixed field k and its derived category T = Db(cohP1); it is equivalent
to the category of perfect complexes over the path algebra k(◦ →→ ◦).

We recall from [18] the description of ThickT. There is a lattice isomorphism

{thick subcategories of Db(cohP1) generated by vector bundles} ∼−−→ Z

given by thickO(n) 7→ n, where Z denotes the lattice given by the following Hasse
diagram:

◦

· · · ◦ ◦ ◦ · · ·

◦

We have

(thickO(n))⊥ = thickO(n− 1) and ⊥(thickO(n)) = thickO(n+ 1).

Thus a subcategory of the form thickO(n) is not central by Lemma 4.12. On the
other hand, we have a lattice isomorphism

{thick tensor ideals of Db(cohP1)} ∼−−→ {Thomason subsets of P1}

given by U 7→
⋃

X∈U
suppX . This yields an isomorphism2

ThickDb(cohP1) ∼−−→ {Thomason subsets of P1} ∐ Z.

Now let U ⊆ T be a proper thick tensor ideal and V = thickO(n). Then U ∧ V = 0
but ΓVΓU 6= 0, because we have Hom(O(n), X) 6= 0 for any non-zero torsion sheaf
X in U. Thus U is not central. We conclude that Z(ThickT) = {0,T}.

2Let L′, L′′ be a pair of lattices with smallest elements 0′, 0′′ and greatest elements 1′, 1′′.
Then L′

∐ L′′ denotes the new lattice which is obtained from the disjoint union L′
∪ L′′ (viewed

as sum of posets) by identifying 0′ = 0′′ and 1′ = 1′′.
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Group algebras. Let G be a finite group and k a field. We consider the stable
category T = stmod kG of finitely generated modules over the group algebra kG.
This is a rigid tensor triangulated category and the tensor ideals are precisely the
thick subcategories given by the central action of the group cohomology [6].

Example 4.16 (Benson). In general there are central thick subcategories which
are not tensor ideal. Let B0 = e(kG) denote the principal block of kG which is
given by a central idempotent e ∈ kG. We write R := Z(kG) for the centre and set
V := V ((1 − e)R) ⊆ SpecR. Then stmodB0 = TV is central, and this is a tensor
ideal if and only if B0 = kG. For example, we have thick k = stmodB0 6= T for
G = A7 and chark = 2.

Example 4.17 (Benson). Let G = Z/3 × S3 and chark = 3. Then thick k is not
central. There are two simple modules, denoted by k and ε (for sign representation).
There is a uniserial module X = [k, ε, k] supported in the nucleus [5] and a non-zero
morphism k → X . However, the intersection of the thick subcategories thick k and
thickX is zero.

It seems interesting to find out more about Z(stmod kG) and its associated space.
When Z(stmod kG) equals the lattice of thick tensor ideals, then the corresponding
space is given by the projective variety of the group cohomology ring H∗(G, k),
but the general case requires a bigger space and is not clear. For instance, are all
central subcategories given by the central action of a graded commutative ring?

5. The relative perspective

Let T be an essentially small triangulated category. The examples suggest to get
back to our Definition 3.2, introducing the following relative version of the lattice
of central thick subcategories.

Definition 5.1. Let T ⊆ ThickT be a sublattice which is closed under finite meets
and arbitrary joins, containing in particular 0 and T. Then U ∈ T is called central
relative to T if U commutes with all V in T . An equivalent condition is that a
morphism between objects of U and any V ∈ T (in either direction) factors through
an object of U ∧ V. We set

Z(T ) := {U ∈ T | U is central relative to T }.

Theorem 5.2. Let T ⊆ ThickT be a sublattice which is closed under arbitrary
joins. Then its centre Z(T ) ⊆ T is also a sublattice and closed under arbitrary
joins. Moreover, Z(T ) is a spatial frame and for any pair U,V in T the Mayer–
Vietoris sequence λU,V exists provided at least one of U and V is central.

Proof. We have already seen the proof for T = ThickT. The arguments given in
Propositions 3.10 and 3.11 as well as in Corollary 3.12 carry over without change.
For the Mayer–Vietoris sequence, see Corollary 3.8. �

A consequence is that T is a distributive lattice when Z(T ) = T . The converse
is not necessarily true; cf. Example 4.13.

Example 5.3. Let T be a rigid tensor triangulated category (not necessarily com-
mutative) and T ⊆ ThickT the sublattice of all thick tensor ideals. Then Z(T ) = T
by Proposition 4.2. In particular, the space associated with this frame

Spc⊗ T := PtT

coincides (up to Hochster duality) with Balmer’s space SpcT [1, 17] and its non-
commutative analogue [12, 19].
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Example 5.4. Consider the graded centre Z∗(T) of T and set

T := {TV | V ⊆ SpecZ∗(T) is Thomason}.

Then T ⊆ Z(ThickT) is a frame by Proposition 4.9 and in particular Z(T ) = T .
One may call the associated space

Spccoh T := PtT

the cohomological spectrum of T; it is universal in the sense that any central action of
a graded commutative ringR via a homomorphismR→ Z∗(T) induces a continuous
map Spccoh T → Spec∨R. In particular, the open subsets of Spccoh T parameterise
the thick subcategories of T that are given by the central action of any graded
commutative ring.

For a rigid tensor triangulated category T there is an interesting relation between
Spc⊗ T and Spccoh T; for a discussion of this we refer to [2].

For any choice of T ⊆ ThickT there is an obvious notion of central support
relative to T for objects in T, which is the analogue of the central support defined
via (3.1) and parameterises the elements of Z(T ); cf. Corollary 3.14. In particular,
one may formulate a universal property of central support which takes T as input.
The details are left to the interested reader.
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