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DUALITY PAIRS, PHANTOM MAPS, AND DEFINABILITY IN TRIANGULATED

CATEGORIES

ISAAC BIRD AND JORDAN WILLIAMSON

Abstract. We define duality triples and duality pairs in compactly generated triangulated categories and
investigate their properties. This enables us to give an elementary way to determine whether a class is
closed under pure subobjects, pure quotients and pure extensions, as well as providing a way to show
the existence of approximations. One key ingredient is a new characterisation of phantom maps. We
then introduce an axiomatic form of Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality, from which we define dual definable
categories, and show that these coincide with symmetric coproduct closed duality pairs. This framework is
ubiquitous, encompassing both algebraic triangulated categories and stable homotopy theories. Accordingly,
we provide many applications in both settings, with a particular emphasis on silting theory and stratified
tensor-triangulated categories.
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1. Introduction

Purity has emerged as a central tool in many approaches to understanding the structure of compactly
generated triangulated categories. It is intimately related to many important questions in homological
algebra, representation theory, and homotopy theory. For example, it is a central tool in the proof of a
modified version of the telescope conjecture [27], and has been used to reduce Margolis’s conjecture on
the stable homotopy category to a more elementary problem [12]. Purity also takes a prominent role in
understanding approximations and adjoints [38], and in studying t-structures [44] and silting theory [32].

Questions relating to purity and approximations have long been an area of interest in categories of modules
and their generalisations. One of the crucial properties of purity for modules is that, in some sense, pure
exact sequences provide a weakening of splitting - a sequence is pure exact if and only if its image under the
functor HomZ(−,Q/Z) splits. In [21], Holm and Jørgensen introduced the notion of a duality pair for the
category of modules over a ring R. Such a pair consists of two classes of modules (A, B) such that M ∈ A

if and only if HomZ(M,Q/Z) ∈ B, and B is closed under summands and finite direct sums. They used this
1
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splitting property of pure exact sequences to prove that if (A, B) is a duality pair then A has good closure
properties with respect to purity, and frequently yields approximations.

The starting point of this study is an axiomatic generalisation of Holm and Jørgensen’s construction to
compactly generated triangulated categories. In order to do this, we first need a functor abstracting the
character dual with the aim of connecting pure and split triangles as in the module case. By distilling the
salient features of the character dual, we define a duality triple (T, U, Q); see Definition 3.4. This consists
of a pair of compactly generated triangulated categories T and U and exact functors Q : Top → U and
Q : Uop → T satisfying various natural properties which mirror those satisfied by the character dual. In
particular, we are able to completely determine pure triangles on T (and U) through the functor Q.

Theorem (Theorem 3.6). Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple. Then a triangle A → B → C in T is pure if and

only if the induced triangle Q(C) → Q(B) → Q(A) splits. Equivalently, f : X → Y is phantom if and only

if Q(f) = 0.

We then show that duality triples are ubiquitous, meaning the previous theorem is widely applicable. For
example, we prove in Proposition 3.13 that any rigidly-compactly generated tensor-triangulated category T

has the natural structure of a duality triple (T, T, I) where I is the Brown-Comenetz dual. We also show
that any compactly generated algebraic triangulated category has the natural structure of a duality triple,
see Proposition 3.14. Therefore the above theorem has applications both in the algebraic and homotopy
theoretic setting.

Now given a duality triple (T, U, Q) one may define a duality pair (A, B) in a completely analogous way to the
case of modules over a ring, where A ⊆ T and B ⊆ U. Fortunately, not just the definition has a counterpart,
as we are able to reformulate and prove the main result of Holm-Jørgensen [21] in the triangulated setting.
This shows that the left class of a duality pair satisfies important closure properties with respect to purity.

Theorem (Theorem 4.3). If (A, B) is a duality pair, then the class A is closed under pure subobjects, pure

quotients and pure extensions.

Combining this with results in [31], we deduce that A is often precovering, preenveloping and/or a torsion
class, giving a connection between approximations and duality pairs as in the module case.

We then turn our attention to the interplay of duality pairs and definable categories. The latter have been
of extensively studied in various areas, albeit in different guises. For example, all smashing subcategories
arise as the left orthogonal class to a triangulated definable category (see [27]) and in representation theory
definable categories have, for instance, applications in approximation and silting theory (see [30, 31, 32]).

To understand this interplay, we introduce a refined notion of duality triple called an Auslander-Gruson-

Jensen duality triple; these still abound by Proposition 6.11. As shown in Theorem 6.13, this struc-
ture is precisely what is needed to establish Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality: an exact antiequivalence
δ : (Tc, Ab)fp → (Uc, Ab)fp. This antiequivalence, paired with the bijection between definable subcategories
of T and Serre subcategories of (Tc, Ab)fp, enables us to define the dual definable category Dd for any defin-
able subcategory D of T. Our next main result shows that definable classes are nothing other than pleasant
duality pairs.

Theorem (Theorem 6.17, Corollary 6.19). Let D be a definable subcategory. Then (D, Dd) is a symmetric

duality pair. Moreover, if (A, B) is a symmetric duality pair, then the following are equivalent:

(1) either class is closed under coproducts;

(2) either class is closed under products;

(3) A is definable and B = Ad;

(4) B is definable and A = Bd.

We also prove that the above theorem is true in the setting of module categories (see Theorem 6.4). Both
results enable a complete description of definable categories in terms of symmetric duality pairs and closure
under one property - either products or coproducts.
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We then turn to applying the previous theorem in various contexts. Our first major application is to silting
theory, see Section 7, where we obtain the following result.

Theorem (Proposition 7.6, Theorem 7.8). Let R be a ring, and let X be a bounded silting object in D(R).
Then X+ := RHomZ(X,Q/Z) is a bounded cosilting object in D(R◦). Moreover, (Silt(X), Cosilt(X+)) is a

symmetric duality pair, Silt(X)d = Cosilt(X+) and Cosilt(X+)d = Silt(X).

Our second main application is in the study of tensor-triangulated categories. The following theorem sum-
marises the main results here. In particular, we see that definable subcategories of rigidly-compactly gener-
ated tensor-triangulated categories are self-dual, that is D = Dd, remarkably often.

Theorem (Corollary 9.13, Theorem 8.5). Let T be a rigidly-compactly generated tensor-triangulated category.

(1) If L is a smashing localization and D is a definable subcategory of T, then LD is a definable subcat-

egory of LT and (LD)d = L(Dd).
(2) Moreover, if T is stratified in the sense of [10], then a localising ⊗-ideal is product closed if and only

if it is self-dual definable. In particular, if L is a smashing localisation then LT is self-dual definable,

and any definable triangulated ⊗-ideal in T is self-dual.

We also consider some closure properties that one obtains from the interaction between duality pairs and
definable categories. For example, we obtain new and substantially more elementary and brief proofs of the
following facts that were previously observed in [49]: a definable category D is closed under triangles if and
only if its dual definable category is (Corollary 6.20), and D is a ⊗-ideal if and only if its dual definable
category is (Proposition 8.1).

In the final section, we show that by using a nerve construction on an Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality triple,
one can define a duality triple on the corresponding functor categories. This enables an investigation between
duality pairs in these two settings. In particular, by considering an assignment (−)0 which produces a class
in T from a class in Mod(Tc) by restricting to representables, we are able to show that all duality classes in
an Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality triple come from a duality class in a functor category. Moreover, this
assignment refines to duality pairs that are symmetric, and even definable. The main results are summarised
in the following theorem.

Theorem (Theorem 9.3, Corollary 9.4, Proposition 9.5). Let (T, U, Q) be an Auslander-Gruson-Jensen

duality triple, and let (X, Y) be a duality pair on (T, U, Q).

(1) There exists a duality pair (A, B) where A ⊆ Mod(Tc) and B ⊆ Mod(Uc), such that A0 = X and

B0 ⊆ Y.

(2) If (X, Y) is a symmetric duality pair, then there exists a symmetric duality pair (A, B) where A ⊆

Mod(Tc) and B ⊆ Mod(Uc), such that A0 = X and B0 = Y. Moreover, if X and Y are definable then

so are A and B.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Rose Wagstaffe for sharing a copy of her PhD thesis with us, and
for helpful discussions. We thank Scott Balchin, Sebastian Opper, and Luca Pol for their comments on a
preliminary version of this paper. We also thank Rosanna Laking, Jan Šťovíček, and Jorge Vitória for helpful
discussions and comments regarding silting. Both authors were supported by the grant GA ČR 20-02760Y
from the Czech Science Foundation.

2. Purity and duality pairs in module categories

In this section we provide some background material on purity, as well as recall duality pairs, in the category
of modules over a ring. The aim of this is to provide motivation for our study of analogous concepts
in the triangulated setting, as well as to highlight the similarities between purity in compactly generated
triangulated categories and module categories.
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Let R denote a unital associative ring. We denote the category of left R-modules by Mod(R), and the
category of finitely presented left R-modules by mod(R). We write Mod(R◦) for the category of right R-
modules, viewed as left modules over the opposite ring R◦. We will let Ab denote Mod(Z), the category of
abelian groups.

Theorem 2.1 ([23, 6.4]). The following are equivalent for a short exact sequence S : 0 → L → M → N → 0
in Mod(R):

(1) for each finitely presented A ∈ Mod(R), the induced sequence

0 → HomR(A, L) → HomR(A, M) → HomR(A, N) → 0

is exact in Ab;

(2) for every (finitely presented) B ∈ Mod(R◦), the induced sequence

0 → B ⊗R L → B ⊗R M → B ⊗R N → 0

is exact in Ab;

(3) there is a directed system S = (0 → Li → Mi → Ni → 0)i≤κ of short exact sequences of finitely

presented modules such that lim
−→i≤κ

S = S;

(4) the induced sequence

0 → HomZ(N,Q/Z) → HomZ(M,Q/Z) → HomZ(L,Q/Z) → 0

is split in Mod(R◦).

Definition 2.2. A short exact sequence is called pure if it satisfies any of the equivalent conditions given in
Theorem 2.1. We call a monomorphism L → M in Mod(R) pure if it appears within a pure exact sequence,
and we say that L is a pure submodule of M . The notions of pure epimorphisms and pure quotients are
similarly defined. We will say that a class C is closed under pure extensions if, given a pure exact sequence
0 → L → M → N → 0 with L, N ∈ C, we also have M ∈ C.

Remark 2.3. The equivalences of the statements in Theorem 2.1 are specific to the category Mod(R). In-
deed, depending on the properties of the category at hand, one can define different purity theories. Most
general (of the ones we consider) is λ-purity in accessible categories, as detailed in [1] which is sometimes
referred to as categorical purity for λ = ℵ0. For locally finitely presented abelian categories A, categor-
ical purity is equivalent to the analogues in A of Theorem 2.1(1) and Theorem 2.1(3). However, if A is
equipped with a monioidal structure, these equivalences in general fail to be equivalent to the analogue of
Theorem 2.1(2). Indeed, if X is a quasiseparated and quasicompact scheme, then the tensor product defini-
tion of purity in QCoh(X) coincides with categorical purity if and only if X is an affine scheme, as detailed
in [42].

Having introduced purity, we now recall the definition of a duality pair of modules, as originally presented
by Holm and Jørgensen in [21].

Definition 2.4 ([21, 2.1]). Let R be a ring. A pair of classes (A, B) of modules with A ⊆ Mod(R) and
B ⊆ Mod(R◦) is a duality pair if the following two conditions hold:

(1) M ∈ A if and only if HomZ(M,Q/Z) ∈ B;
(2) B is closed under finite direct sums and direct summands.

A duality pair (A, B) is called:

• (co)product closed if A is closed under (co)products in Mod(R);
• perfect if A is coproduct closed, extension closed and contains R.

There is an abundance of duality pairs, but possibly the canonical example is the pair (FR, IR◦) comprising
of flat R-modules and injective R◦-modules. This is a coproduct closed duality pair over any ring, and is
product closed if and only if R is right coherent.
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Before stating Holm and Jørgensen’s main theorem concerning duality pairs, we recall some definitions from
approximation theory. If F is a class of modules and M is an R-module, a morphism f : F → M with
F ∈ F , is an F-precover if for any g : F ′ → M with F ′ ∈ F there is a map α : F ′ → F such that g = fα.
If f : F → M is an F -precover, we say it is an F-cover if for any α : F → F such that f = fα, we have
α ∈ Aut(F ). The categorically dual notions are called (pre)envelopes.

Given a class A of R-modules, we let

A⊥ = {M ∈ Mod(R) : Ext1
R(A, M) = 0 for all A ∈ A},

and similarly define ⊥A. A pair of classes (X, Y) of Mod(R) is called a cotorsion pair if X⊥ = Y and ⊥Y = X.
A cotorsion pair (X, Y) is said to be perfect if X is covering and Y is enveloping.

The following is the main theorem from [21].

Theorem 2.5 ([21, 3.1]). Let (A, B) be a duality pair. Then A is closed under pure submodules, pure

quotients and pure extensions. Moreover:

(1) if (A, B) is coproduct closed, then A is covering;

(2) if (A, B) is product closed, then A is preenveloping;

(3) if (A, B) is perfect, then (A, A⊥) is a perfect cotorsion pair.

We will include the proof of the non-enumerated statement for illustrative reasons, as it will become relevant
and provide motivation for the subsequent discussion in the triangulated setting.

Proof. Let 0 → L → M → N → 0 be a pure exact sequence, so 0 → HomZ(N,Q/Z) → HomZ(M,Q/Z) →

HomZ(L,Q/Z) → 0 is split by Theorem 2.1. If M ∈ A, then HomZ(M,Q/Z) ∈ B, and thus, as B is closed
under summands, both HomZ(L,Q/Z) and HomZ(N,Q/Z) are in B. Yet this means L and N are in A, hence
A is closed under pure submodules and quotients. The statement about pure extensions follows from similar
reasoning. �

Through the above theorem, duality pairs have become a useful tool in determining both closure and approx-
imation properties for classes of modules, such as for example, covers and envelopes by Gorenstein injective
modules in [14]. More recently, interplays between duality pairs and model structures on the category of
chain complexes of R-modules have been developed, such as in [15] or [16].

Remark 2.6. In the definition of a duality pair, it is possible to replace the functor HomZ(−,Q/Z) with an
appropriate substitute. If R is an S-algebra for some commutative ring S, and E is an injective cogenerator
for S-modules, then, instead of using the character duality HomZ(−,Q/Z), the functor HomS(−, E) can be
used, and all results written above still hold [17, 2.19]. One can also wonder if a pair of classes (A, B) can be
a duality pair with respect to one duality, and not with respect to another. This can be the case, but only
up to products, as stated in [33, 3.2]. Thus, if the class B is closed under products, (A, B) will be a duality
pair for all dualities if it is a duality pair with respect to HomZ(−,Q/Z).

3. Duality triples and phantom maps

Throughout T will denote a triangulated category which has arbitrary set-indexed coproducts, with shift
functor Σ. Recall that an object C ∈ T is called compact if the natural map

⊕

I

HomT(C, Xi) → HomT(C,
⊕

I

Xi)

is an isomorphism for any set {Xi}I of objects of T. For a compact object C and any object X ∈ T we write
HC

i (X) = HomT(ΣiC, X). The category T is said to be compactly generated if there is a set G of compact
objects of T such that X ≃ 0 in T if and only if HG

i (X) = 0 for all G ∈ G and i ∈ Z. Recall that, if X ⊆ T is
a class of objects in T, then Add(X) denotes the class of objects obtained as retracts of arbitrary coproducts
of objects in X. Similarly, Prod(X) is the class of objects obtained as retracts of arbitrary products of X. We

5



denote by thick(X) the smallest triangulated subcategory of T closed under retracts and containing X, while
Loc(X) denotes the smallest thick subcategory of T containing X which is closed under arbitrary coproducts.

From now on, we will always assume that T is compactly generated, and let Tc denote the full subcategory
of T consisting of the compact objects. Recall that Mod(Tc) denotes the category of additive functors
(Tc)op → Ab. The restricted Yoneda embedding y : T → Mod(Tc) is defined by

yX = HomT(−, X)|Tc

on objects and with the obvious action on morphisms. This functor enables a definition of purity, analogous
to the one given in Theorem 2.1.

Definition 3.1 ([27, 1.1]). A triangle

X Y Z ΣXα β f

is said to be pure if the induced sequence 0 → yX → yY → yZ → 0 is exact in Mod(Tc). In this case, we
say that α is a pure monomorphism and β is a pure epimorphism, and call X a pure subobject, and Z a
pure quotient, of Y .

We say that a class X ⊆ T is closed under pure subobjects if for any pure monomorphism A → X in T with
X ∈ X we have A ∈ X. We dually define what it means to be closed under pure quotients. We say X is
closed under pure extensions if given a pure triangle X → Y → Z → ΣX with X, Z ∈ X, we have Y ∈ X.

Note that this formulation of purity is nothing other than Theorem 2.1(1) reformulated for T. In fact, there
are equivalent formulations of purity in T that further highlight the similarities between Definition 3.1 and
Theorem 2.1. A direct analogy of Theorem 2.1(3) can be found at [28, 2.8]. The aim of this section is to
prove an equivalent definition of purity in T that is the analogue of Theorem 2.1(4).

In the previous definition, the induced morphism yf being the zero map is equivalent to having HomT(C, f) =
0 for all C ∈ Tc. Such maps have already been well studied in the literature.

Definition 3.2. A morphism f ∈ T is phantom if HomT(C, f) = 0 for all C ∈ Tc.

Another crucial concept that will regularly be used throughout is that of pure injective objects. They are,
as the following shows, closely related to phantom maps.

Definition 3.3 ([27, 1.8]). An object X ∈ T is pure injective if it satisfies any of the following equivalent
conditions:

(1) yX is injective in Mod(Tc);
(2) any pure monomorphism X → Y splits;
(3) for every set I, the summation ⊕IX → X factors through the canonical map ⊕IX →

∏
I X ;

(4) any phantom map Y → X is zero.

In order to give an analogue of Theorem 2.1(4), we introduce the notion of a duality triple.

Definition 3.4. A duality triple (T, U, Q) consists of two compactly generated triangulated categories T

and U, together with exact functors Q : Top → U and Q : Uop → T such that:

(1) Q(X) is pure injective for any X ∈ T, U;
(2) for any X ∈ T, U, there is a natural map iX : X → Q2(X) which is a pure monomorphism;
(3) the composite Q(iX) ◦ iQ(X) is the identity for any X ∈ T, U;
(4) for any set of objects {Xi}I in T or U, we have Q(⊕IXi) ≃

∏
I Q(Xi).

Remark 3.5. Notice that the order of the triangulated categories in the triple is irrelevant. We also abuse
notation in the definition of duality triple by using Q to denote both functors, even though they need not
be the same. This is justified by the symmetry in the definition, and by the examples given in the later
sections (see Proposition 3.13 and Proposition 3.14). One can immediately see the relationship between Q

and HomZ(−,Q/Z) in the module case.
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Our first main result provides a triangulated analogue of Theorem 2.1(4), and will be of significant use in
the subsequent sections.

Theorem 3.6. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple. Then a morphism f : X → Y in T is phantom if and

only if Q(f) is zero. In particular, A → B → C is a pure triangle in T if and only if the induced triangle

Q(C) → Q(B) → Q(A) splits.

The proof of the theorem relies on the following lemma, which gives an alternative characterisation of
phantom maps.

Lemma 3.7. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple and f : X → Y in T. Then f is phantom if and only if the

composite iY ◦ f : X → Y → Q2Y is zero.

Proof. If f is phantom then the composite iY ◦ f is also phantom, since if C is compact then C → X → Y

is zero by definition. Then since iY ◦ f is a phantom map into a pure injective object, it must be zero by
[27, 1.8]. Before showing the reverse implication, note that [12, 4.12] holds in our setting - this is because U

is compactly generated and the category of additive functors Tc → Ab has enough injectives. Thus, as in
[12, 4.12], f is phantom if and only if the composite X → Y → Q(C) is zero for every C ∈ Uc and each map
Y → Q(C). Now, by the definition of a duality triple, the map iY : Y → Q2(Y ) is a pure monomorphism
and Q(C) is pure injective. Therefore the map Y → Q(C) factors as Y → Q2(Y ) → Q(C) by [27, 1.4]. It
therefore follows that X → Y → Q(C) is zero, hence f is phantom. �

Proof of Theorem 3.6. For any map f : X → Y in T, by the naturality of i and condition (3) in Definition 3.4
we have the commutative diagrams,

X Y

Q2(X) Q2(Y )

f

iX iY

Q2(f)

and

Q(Y ) Q(X)

Q3(Y ) Q3(X)

Q(f)

iQ(Y ) iQ(X)

Q3(f)

Q(iY ) Q(iX )

where the first is in T and the second in U. Consequently Q(f) = Q(iX ◦Q2(f))◦iQ(Y ) = Q(iY ◦f)◦iQ(Y ). In
particular, if f is phantom then we see that Q(f) = 0 since Lemma 3.7 tells us that iY ◦f = 0. Conversely, if
Q(f) = 0, then Q2(f) = 0. Consequently by the first diagram we see the composition iY ◦ f factors through
the zero map, and hence by Lemma 3.7, f is phantom.

Let us now prove the statement about pure triangles. If A → B → C
f
−→ ΣA is a pure triangle, then the

map f is phantom, and therefore vanishes under Q. In particular, the zero map appears in the triangle

ΣQ(A)
0
−→ Q(C) → Q(B) → Q(A)

and therefore the triangle is split. Conversely, if the induced triangle splits then Q(f) = 0 (see for example [18,
1.4]). Therefore f is phantom and hence the triangle A → B → C → ΣA is pure. �

Remark 3.8. Following the completion of this manuscript, we became aware that in the case when T = D(R)
for R a ring and Q the derived character dual, the above result was independently obtained in [3, 2.6]. As
we show in Proposition 3.14 (and Proposition 3.13), the abstract framework of duality triples incorporates
this result as a particular case of a much more general phenomenon.

We now give two examples of classes of compactly generated triangulated categories which naturally admit
duality triples, for which, therefore, the above theorem applies.

3.1. Duality for big tensor-triangulated categories. Recall that a tensor-triangulated category is a
triangulated category with a closed symmetric monoidal structure that is compatible with the shift Σ on T;

7



see [22, §A.2] for a detailed definition. We will let ⊗ denote the monoidal product on T, with unit 1, and
F (−, −) will denote the internal hom (the right adjoint to ⊗). An object X ∈ T is rigid if the natural map

DX ⊗ Y → F (X, Y )

is an isomorphism for every Y ∈ T, where DX = F (X,1) denotes the functional dual.

Definition 3.9. A big tensor-triangulated category is a compactly generated tensor-triangulated category
T for which the rigid and compact objects coincide.

Such categories are sometimes called rigidly-compactly generated triangulated categories, but for brevity we
use ‘big’. We list some common examples of such categories; more information can be found in [22]. Observe
that the tensor unit 1 is compact in a big tensor-triangulated category since it is rigid.

Example 3.10.

(1) If R is a commutative ring, then D(R), the derived category of R-modules is a big tensor-triangulated
category. The ring itself is a compact generator.

(2) If X is a quasicompact and quasiseparated scheme, then D(QCoh(X)), the unbounded derived
category of quasicoherent sheaves on X , is a big tensor-triangulated category.

(3) For a finite group G and a field k whose characteristic divides the order of G, the stable module
category StMod(kG) is a big tensor-triangulated category, with a compact generating set given by
the set of simple kG-modules.

(4) The stable homotopy category of spectra, Sp, is a big tensor-triangulated category, generated by
the sphere S0. More generally, the derived category of a commutative ring spectrum is a big tensor-
triangulated category.

(5) Given a compact Lie group G, the equivariant stable homotopy category, SpG, is a big tensor-
triangulated category. The set {G/H+}, as H ranges over closed subgroups of G, gives a set of
compact generators.

Given a big tensor-triangulated category T, we have a naturally occurring functor Top → T that mimics
HomZ(−,Q/Z) as in Theorem 2.1 which can be constructed using Brown representability. Recall that Brown
representability states that any cohomological functor F : Top → Ab that sends coproducts in T to products
is of the form HomT(−, T ) for some T ∈ T (see [36]).

Definition 3.11. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category, and C ∈ Tc and X ∈ T. The Brown-Comenetz

dual of X with respect to C is the unique object, denoted IC(X), which represents the cohomological functor

HomZ(HC
0 (X ⊗ −),Q/Z),

where HC
0 (−) = HomT(C, −).

As we see in the next lemma, which collates some useful consequences of the definition and properties of
Brown-Comenetz duals, it is often enough to use the Brown-Comenetz dual of 1 with respect to itself. As
is standard, we write IX := I

1

(X) for the Brown-Comenetz dual of X with respect to the unit, and I := I1

for the Brown-Comenetz dual of the tensor unit.

Lemma 3.12. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and let X, Y ∈ T and C ∈ Tc.

(i) We have a natural isomorphism IC(X) = I(F (C, X)).
(ii) There are natural isomorphisms IX = F (X, I) and IC(X) = F (F (C, X), I).

(iii) We have HomT(ΣnY, IC(X)) = HomZ(HC
−n(X ⊗ Y ),Q/Z).

(iv) Let G be a set of compact generators for T. The Brown-Comenetz dual I is faithful, i.e., for any

object Z ∈ T we have Z ≃ 0 if and only if F (Z, I) ≃ 0.
8



Proof. For the first item, note that there are isomorphisms

HomT(Y, IC(X)) = HomZ(HC
0 (X ⊗ Y ),Q/Z)

= HomZ(H1

0 (F (C, X) ⊗ Y ),Q/Z) as C is rigid

= HomT(Y, I(F (C, X))) by adjunction

which proves part (i). The first part of (ii) is also clear by adjunction, while the second part follows by
applying (i). Part (iii) follows from the defining property of the Brown-Comenetz dual. For part (iv),
assume that F (Z, I) ≃ 0. Therefore F (Z, IG) ≃ F (Z, I) ⊗ G ≃ 0 using part (ii). Applying HomT(Σi

1, −)
we obtain that HomT(ΣiZ, IG) = HomZ(HG

−iZ,Q/Z) = 0 for each i ∈ Z, and since Q/Z is a cogenerator for
Mod(Z) it follows that HG

∗ Z = 0 for each G ∈ G, and hence Z ≃ 0. �

The following proposition shows that every big tensor-triangulated category naturally admits the structure
of a duality triple.

Proposition 3.13. For any big tensor-triangulated category T, the triple (T, T, I) is a duality triple.

Proof. The conditions which need to be verified follow from work of Christensen-Strickland [12, 3.12, 4.13].
�

3.2. Duality for compactly generated algebraic triangulated categories. A triangulated category
T is algebraic if it is equivalent as a triangulated category to the stable category of a Frobenius exact
category. As shown in [25], where the notion was first introduced, any compactly generated algebraic
triangulated category is triangulated equivalent to the derived category of modules over a small differential
graded category. We will use this to establish a duality triple for compactly generated algebraic triangulated
categories.

Recall that a differential graded category (henceforth, dg-category) is a category A that is enriched over
Ch(R), the category of chain complexes over a commutative ring R. More explicitly, A is a category and for
any pair of objects X, Y ∈ A, HomA(X, Y ) is a chain complex over R, and the composition map is linear.

A dg-functor is a functor F : A → B between dg-categories (implicitly over R) such that the natural map

HomA(X, Y ) → HomB(FX, FY )

is a chain map in Ch(R). For a dg-category A, a left dg-A-module is a dg-functor A → Ch(R), where we
view Ch(R) as a dg-category by letting HomCh(R)(X, Y ) denote the Hom-complex. A right dg-A-module is
a dg-functor Aop → Ch(R). We will let Mod(A) and Mod(A◦) denote the categories of left and right A-
modules respectively. The morphisms in these categories are natural transformations of dg-functors, which
themselves take the structure of a chain complex over R, hence Mod(A) and Mod(A◦) are differential graded
categories themselves. More details can be found in [26].

For a differential graded category A, define C(A) to be the category whose objects are the same as those of
Mod(A), but whose morphisms are given by

C(A)(X, Y ) = Z0HomMod(A)(X, Y ).

Essentially, if X and Y are A-modules, then one can view the morphisms of C(A) as the chain maps between
X(A) and Y (A) for any object A ∈ A. It is shown in [48, 2.12], that if A is a small differential graded category
then C(A) is a locally finitely presented Grothendieck category, as it is equivalent to Mod(R) for some small
preadditive category R. The same works for right R-modules, and C(A◦) ≃ Mod(R◦). The character dual
(−)+ : Mod(R) → Mod(R◦) defined by M+ = HomZ(M(−),Q/Z), has the property that the image of any
module under it is pure injective, by [46]. As such we obtain a character dual (−)+ : C(A) → C(A◦).

The derived category of A, denoted D(A), is the localisation of C(A) along all quasi-isomorphisms, and we
write q : C(A) → D(A) for the associated localisation functor. The functor (−)+ : C(A) → C(A◦) has an
induced derived functor D(A) → D(A◦) which by abuse of notation we also denote by (−)+.
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Proposition 3.14. Given any compactly generated algebraic triangulated category T ≃ D(A), where A is a

small dg-category, we have that (D(A), D(A◦), (−)+) is a duality triple.

Proof. In any finitely accessible category with products and coproducts, an object X is pure injective if and
only if the canonical summation ⊕IX → X factors through the map ⊕IX →

∏
I X for any set I [41, 5.4].

The same is true in any compactly generated triangulated category by [27, 1.8]. Therefore as q commutes
with both coproducts and products, it preserves pure injectives, and hence, for any object X ∈ D(A), the
object X+ is pure injective in D(A◦).

Let X ∈ D(A), and note that we may view X as an object in C(A). There is a morphism jX : X → X++

in C(A) so there is a canonical morphism iX := q(jX) : X → X++ in D(A). To show this is a pure
monomorphism, we adapt the proof of [31, 3.8]. The map jX is a pure embedding as C(A) is a module
category. In particular, there is a directed system {gi}I of split monomorphisms such that lim

−→I
gi = jX . Yet

[31, 3.5] tells us that the composition

C(A)
q
−→ D(A)

y
−→ Mod(D(A)c)

preserves directed colimits, where y is the restricted Yoneda embedding. In particular, (y ◦ q)(jX) =
lim
−→I

(y ◦ q)(gi). Now, each q(gi) is a split monomorphism, and therefore the homology colimit hocolimIq(gi)
of this directed system of split monomorphisms is a pure monomorphism by [28, 2.8]. By definition,

yhocolimIq(gi) = lim
−→

I

(y ◦ q)(gi) = (y ◦ q)(jX) = yiX .

Therefore yiX is a monomorphism, and hence iX is a pure monomorphism as required.

The third condition required is, again, one that follows from purity in module categories: the object X+ is
pure injective, and therefore the canonical embedding jX+ : X+ → X+++ splits, with splitting map given
by (jX)+. As q preserves splittings, and iX = q(jX), the third condition follows. The fourth condition is
clear by definition. �

We end this section by giving some examples of compactly generated algebraic triangulated categories to
which one may apply the previous result.

Example 3.15.

(1) If A is a small dg-category, then D(A) is a compactly generated algebraic triangulated category;
indeed, every example takes this form up to triangulated equivalence. In particular, so is D(R) for
any dga R, by considering R as a differential graded category with one object. When R is a ring, one
may easily check that the duality functor on D(R) constructed above in Proposition 3.14 is indeed
the derived character dual RHomZ(−,Q/Z).

(2) For a finite group G and a field whose characteristic divides the order of G, the stable module
category StMod(kG) is a compactly generated algebraic triangulated category.

(3) If B is an additive category, then the homotopy category K(B) of B is an algebraic triangulated cate-
gory. However, in general it is not compactly generated; for example, K(R) (for a ring R) is typically
not compactly generated. Nonetheless many examples are known when it is. Generalizing a result
of Jørgensen [24], Neeman [37] showed that the homotopy category K(Proj(R)) of all projectives, is
compactly generated whenever R is right coherent. The methods used were then utilised in [47], to
show that K(Proj(B)) is compactly generated whenever B is a skeletally small additive category with
weak cokernels. For injective objects, it was shown in [29] that K(Inj(A)) is compactly generated
whenever A is a locally noetherian Grothendieck category. If one only wishes to study classes of
modules, a sufficient condition for compact generation of K(X ), where X ⊆ Mod(R) can be found in
[20].
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4. Duality pairs and their closure properties

In this section, we introduce the triangulated formulation of duality pairs, directly following Holm and
Jørgensen, before highlighting their role in purity and approximation theory.

Definition 4.1. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple. A pair of classes (A, B), where A ⊆ T and B ⊆ U, is a
duality pair if:

(1) X ∈ A if and only if Q(X) ∈ B;
(2) B is closed under finite coproducts and retracts.

Note that it is immediate that the class A is also closed under finite coproducts and retracts, as Q is an
additive functor. In the subsequent section we provide several examples of duality pairs, and see that they
arise when considering natural questions relating to triangulated categories.

4.1. Closure properties. Let us now show some closure properties of duality pairs that can be deduced
directly from the definition.

Proposition 4.2. Let (A, B) be a duality pair on a duality triple (T, U, Q).

(1) If B is closed under arbitrary products, then A is closed under arbitrary coproducts.

(2) If B is triangulated, then so is A.

Moreover, if (A, B) is a duality pair on the duality triple (T, T, I) for a big tensor-triangulated category T

then we additionally have:

(3) If B is F -closed (that is, for any B ∈ B and X ∈ T we have F (X, B) ∈ B), then A is a ⊗-ideal (that

is, for any A ∈ A and X ∈ T we have X ⊗ A ∈ A).

Proof. For the first item, suppose B is closed under products and {Xi}I is a collection of objects in A. Then
Q(⊕IXi) ≃

∏
I Q(Xi). As (A, B) is a duality pair, each Q(Xi) is in B, and hence, by assumption, so is∏

I Q(Xi). But then, by definition, we have ⊕IXi ∈ A. For the second, suppose that X → Y → Z is a
triangle with X and Z in A. Then Q(Z) → Q(Y ) → Q(X) is a triangle with Q(X) and Q(Z) in B. In
particular, if B is closed under triangles, we immediately see that Q(Y ) ∈ B, hence Y ∈ A by definition. As
B is closed under shifts, we can similarly argue that A is. Lastly, suppose that T is tensor-triangulated and
A ∈ A. If X ∈ T is arbitrary, then A ⊗ X ∈ A if and only if F (A ⊗ X, I) ∈ B. By adjunction, we have
F (A ⊗ X, I) ≃ F (X, F (A, I)); yet F (A, I) ∈ B and B is F -closed, which proves the claim. �

We now highlight the connection between duality pairs, pure closure properties, and approximations, provid-
ing a direct analogy of Theorem 2.5.

Theorem 4.3. Let (A, B) be a duality pair on a duality triple (T, U, Q). Then A is closed under pure

subobjects, pure quotients, and pure extensions. Moreover, if T is algebraic, then:

(1) if A is closed under coproducts it is precovering;

(2) if A is closed under products it is preenveloping;

(3) if A is closed under coproducts and triangles, it is a torsion class.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.5. Suppose that X → Y → Z is a pure triangle in T. Then,
applying Q, we obtain a triangle

Q(Z) → Q(Y ) → Q(X)

in U which is split by Theorem 3.6, so Q(Y ) ≃ Q(X) ⊕ Q(Z). In particular, we immediately deduce the
claims about pure subobjects, quotients and extensions. For the enumerated claims, we apply the closure
properties to [31, 4.2, 5.2]. �

Remark 4.4. We note that in the case that A is triangulated in T, it is precovering if and only if it is closed
under coproducts [38, 1.4].
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The following, rather immediate, lemma will be of use in several later applications.

Lemma 4.5. Let A be a class of objects closed under pure subobjects. If A is closed under products then it

is closed under coproducts. In particular, if (A, B) is a duality pair and A is closed under products, then it is

also closed under coproducts.

Proof. In any compactly generated triangulated category, the canonical map ⊕IXi →
∏

I Xi is a pure
monomorphism which gives the first claim. For the second claim, note that A is closed under pure subobjects
by Theorem 4.3. �

We have already seen that duality pairs have good closure properties. However, if we impose another
condition on the duality pairs we consider, one can deduce stronger closure properties as we now show.
Moreover, examples of such duality pairs still abound.

Definition 4.6. A duality pair (A, B) is symmetric if both (A, B) and (B, A) are duality pairs.

Proposition 4.7. If (A, B) is a symmetric duality pair, then the following hold:

(1) Both A and B are closed under pure injective envelopes.

(2) A is triangulated if and only if B is triangulated.

(3) X ∈ A if and only if Q2X ∈ A, and likewise for B.

(4) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) A is closed under coproducts;

(b) A is closed under products;

(c) B is closed under coproducts;

(d) B is closed under products.

Proof. For the first item, suppose that A ∈ A. Then as (A, B) is symmetric, it is clear that Q2A ∈ A. As
described in [27], pure injective objects and envelopes correspond with injective objects and envelopes in the
functor category Mod(Tc). By considering the restricted Yoneda embedding of all the maps, it follows that
the pure injective hull of A is a summand of Q2(A). Yet we know A is closed under summands, proving
the claim. The second item follows from Proposition 4.2. The third claim follows from Theorem 4.3 since
X → Q2X is a pure monomorphism.

Let us now prove the fourth claim. The implications (b) =⇒ (a) and (d) =⇒ (c) follow from Lemma 4.5,
while (b) =⇒ (c) and (d) =⇒ (a) hold by Proposition 4.2. We show that (c) =⇒ (b); then (a) =⇒ (d)
follows via symmetry. Suppose that {Xi}I is a collection of objects in A, so QXi ∈ B for each i ∈ I. Since
B is closed under coproducts by assumption we have ⊕IQXi ∈ B. As (B, A) is also a duality pair, we have
Q(⊕IQXi) ≃

∏
I Q2Xi ∈ A. Now, for each i, the morphism Xi → Q2Xi is a pure monomorphism, and

products of pure monomorphisms are also pure, hence
∏

I

Xi →
∏

I

Q2Xi

is a pure monomorphism. Consequently
∏

I Xi ∈ A by Theorem 4.3. �

4.2. The minimal duality pair generated by a class. We now show that not only do duality pairs on
a given duality triple always exist, but every class of objects generates a minimal one. We will use this
construction later in Proposition 9.5 to relate duality pairs on triangulated categories to those in functor
categories. Let us fix a duality triple (T, U, Q). For any class of objects S ⊆ T, define QS = {QX : X ∈ S}.
Using standard notation, we let add(QS) denote the smallest subcategory of U containing QS which is closed
under retracts and finite coproducts. We then define

S = {X ∈ T : QX ∈ add(QS)} ⊆ T.

Lemma 4.8. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple and let S ⊆ T. The pair (S, add(QS)) is a duality pair.
12



Proof. It is clear that X ∈ S if and only if QX ∈ add(QS) via the way the classes are defined. By definition,
add(QS) is closed under finite coproducts and retracts. �

Definition 4.9. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple. Given a class S ⊆ T, we say that (S, add(QS)) is the
duality pair generated by S, and S is the duality class generated by S.

We now show that using the terminology ‘minimal’ and ‘generated’ is justified.

Lemma 4.10. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple and let S ⊆ T. Suppose (A, B) is a duality pair with S ⊆ A,

then S ⊆ A.

Proof. Let X ∈ S, so QX is a summand of Q(S1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Q(Sn) for some Si ∈ S, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. But as S ⊆ A,
we have Q(Si) ∈ B, and as B is closed under finite coproducts, we have that QX is a summand of an object
of B. As B is closed under summands, QX is itself an element of B. But by the definition of duality pairs,
it follows that X ∈ A. �

Corollary 4.11. Let (A, B) be a duality pair on a duality triple (T, U, Q). Then A = A.

Proof. Clearly A ⊆ A. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.10 we have A ⊆ A. �

Any duality class is closed under finite coproducts, pure extensions, pure subobjects and pure quotients by
Theorem 4.3. However, it is not clear that these properties uniquely determine duality classes. The following
illustrates a sufficient (but very far from necessary) condition to determine that a class is a duality class.

Lemma 4.12. Let (T, U, Q) be a duality triple and let S ⊆ T. Suppose S is closed under pure submodules

and finite coproducts and that Q2S ⊆ S. Then S is a duality class.

Proof. Since S ⊆ S, it suffices to show that S ⊆ S. Let X ∈ S so QX is a summand of QS for some S ∈ S.
Then there is a composition of pure embeddings

X → Q2X → Q2S

with the latter object being in S by assumption. But since the composition of pure embeddings is pure, it
follows, from the assumption that S is closed under pure submodules, that X ∈ S. �

5. Examples of duality pairs

In this section, we provide some examples of duality pairs arising in algebra and topology.

Example 5.1. Let R be a ring and consider the derived category D(R) of left R-modules. Recall that the
flat dimension of X ∈ D(R) is given by

fd X = sup{sup(R/a ⊗L
R X) : a is a finitely generated right ideal of R},

while the injective dimension of Y ∈ D(R◦) is given by

id Y = sup{− inf RHomR(R/a, Y ) : a is a finitely generated right ideal of R}.

For any n ≥ 0, let Fn ⊂ D(R) denote the class of complexes of flat dimension at most n, and similarly define
In ⊂ D(R◦). Then (Fn, In) is a duality pair on the duality triple (D(R), D(R◦), RHomZ(−,Q/Z)). It is clear
that In is closed under retracts and finite coproducts, while the equalities

− inf RHomR(R/a, RHomZ(X,Q/Z)) = − inf RHomZ(R/a ⊗L
R X,Q/Z) = sup R/a ⊗L

R X,

which hold for any X ∈ D(R) by [13, 2.5.7], show that Y ∈ Fn if and only if RHomZ(Y,Q/Z) ∈ In. Note that
this example is classic and can be seen immediately from [5, 4.1]. The same reasoning also shows that if R

is right coherent, the complexes GFn (resp., GIn) of Gorenstein flat (resp., Gorenstein injective) dimension
at most n also appear in the analogous duality pair (GFn, GIn), using [19, 3.11].
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Example 5.2. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and let K ⊂ Tc be a set of compact objects. Let
TΓ denote the K-torsion objects of T, that is

TΓ = Loc⊗
T (K)

is the smallest localising ⊗-ideal of T containing K. Associated to TΓ are two further subcategories, the K-
local objects TK−loc = (TΓ)⊥ and the K-complete objects TΛ = (TK−loc)⊥. By [8, 2.2.1] (see also [22, 3.3.5]),
the inclusion TΓ → T admits a right adjoint, denoted Γ, while the inclusions TK-loc → T and TΛ → T admit
left adjoints, denoted L and Λ respectively. The functor Γ is a colocalisation, while L and Λ are localisations.

We claim that the pair (TΓ, TΛ) is a duality pair on (T, T, I). To see this, first note that any object X ∈ T

appears in a triangle
ΓX → X → LX,

which induces a further triangle
F (LX, I) → F (X, I) → F (ΓX, I).

Greenlees-May duality yields an isomorphism F (ΓX, I) ≃ ΛF (X, I) which, combined with the above triangle
shows that F (X, I) is complete (that is, in TΛ) if and only if F (LX, I) ≃ 0. By Lemma 3.12, this is the case
if and only if LX ≃ 0, which is equivalent to X ∈ TΓ. This shows the first condition. The second is trivial
as TΛ is closed under finite coproducts and retracts. As an immediate corollary of Theorem 4.3 we obtain
that TΓ is closed under pure subobjects and pure quotients, which to our knowledge is a new result.

We spell out some concrete instances of this example now. For more details on the functors Γ and Λ which
arise in each of the following examples, together with some further examples of T and K one might choose,
we refer the reader to [8].

(1) Let R be a commutative ring and I be a finitely generated ideal. Taking T = D(R) and K = {K(I)}
where K(I) is the (unstable) Koszul complex on I, we obtain a duality pair (D(R)Γ, D(R)Λ), where
D(R)Γ and D(R)Λ consist of the derived I-torsion and derived I-complete complexes respectively.
One can also generalize this to the setting where R is a commutative ring spectrum and I is a finitely
generated ideal in π∗R.

(2) Letting T = Sp be the stable homotopy category and K = {F (n)} where F (n) is a finite type n

spectrum, we obtain a duality pair (Cf
n−1, LF (n)Sp) where Cf

n−1 denotes the image of the acyclification
with respect to F (n), and LF (n)Sp denotes the Bousfield localisation at F (n). Note that the resulting
duality pair is independent of the choice of finite type n spectrum F (n). One may also perform a
local version of this by setting T to be the category of E(n)-local spectra, where E(n) denotes the
Johnson-Wilson theory at some height n.

(3) Take T = SpG to be the equivariant stable homotopy category with respect to a compact Lie group G,
and let F be a family of subgroups of G. By taking K = {G/H+ | H ∈ F} one obtains a duality pair
(SpF-free

G , SpF-cofree
G ) where SpF-free

G denotes the subcategory of F -free G-spectra (i.e., those which
have geometric isotropy in F , equivalently, those for which the natural map EF+ ∧ X → X is an
equivalence) and SpF-cofree

G denotes the subcategory of F -cofree G-spectra (i.e., those for which the
natural map X → F (EF+, X) is an equivalence).

Example 5.3. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and fix a compact object K ∈ T. Consider the
Auslander and Bass classes associated to K:

AK = {X ∈ T | X
∼
−→ F (K, K ⊗ X)} and BK = {Y ∈ T | K ⊗ F (K, Y )

∼
−→ Y }.

We can realise AK (respectively BK) as the class of objects in T such that the unit (respectively counit) of
the adjunction K ⊗ − ⊣ F (K, −) on T is an equivalence. The pair (AK , BK) is, in fact, a symmetric duality
pair. To see this, suppose that X ∈ T, then there are isomorphisms

K ⊗ F (K, F (X, I)) ≃ K ⊗ F (K ⊗ X, I) by adjunction,

≃ F (F (K, K ⊗ X), I) as K is compact.
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In particular, we see that if X ∈ AK , then F (X, I) ∈ BK , while if F (Y, I) ∈ BK , we must have Y ∈ AK .
Clearly BK is closed under retracts and finite coproducts. To see (BK , AK) is a duality pair, note the
following isomorphisms hold for any Y ∈ T

F (K, K ⊗ F (Y, I)) ≃ F (K, F (F (K, Y ), I)) by the compactness of K,

≃ F (K ⊗ F (K, Y ), I) by adjunction.

Again, we then see that Y ∈ BK if and only if F (Y, I) ≃ F (K, K ⊗ F (Y, I)), that is F (Y, I) ∈ AK . Again, A

is closed under finite coproducts and retracts.

Example 5.4. Let R be a commutative ring and a an ideal of R generated by a sequence x1, · · · , xn of
elements of R. Recall that the a-depth of a complex M ∈ D(R) is

a-depth(M) = − inf RHomR(R/a, M)

while the a-width of M is given by

a-width(M) = sup R/a ⊗L
R M.

For i ≥ 0, let Di denote the class of complexes of a-depth at least i, and likewise define Wi. Then (Di, Wi)
is a symmetric duality pair. This follows from [13, 2.5.7]. Note that, in the case of modules rather than
complexes, it was shown in [21, 2.7] that there are analogous duality pairs.

Example 5.5. In Section 7 we apply duality pairs to study silting and cosilting classes, and we refer the
reader there for more details. If X ∈ D(R) is bounded silting, then X+ := RHomZ(X,Q/Z) is bounded
cosilting in D(R◦) by [3, 3.3]. We show that if Silt(X) is the associated silting class of X and Cosilt(X+) is
the associated cosilting class of X+, then (Silt(X), Cosilt(X+)) is a symmetric, (co)product closed duality
pair, and moreover then use this to identify the classes as dual definable categories, see Theorem 7.8 for
more details.

6. Definability and duality pairs

In this section, we explore the relationship between definable classes and duality pairs by considering
Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality for compactly generated triangulated categories.

6.1. The case for modules. To motivate this discussion, we provide some background on definability in
module categories and then relate this to duality pairs. Even in this classical setting, we obtain a new result,
see Theorem 6.4.

To this end, let R be a ring and consider (mod(R), Ab), the category of additive functors from finitely
presented R-modules to abelian groups. A functor Q ∈ (mod(R), Ab) is finitely presented if there is a
morphism f : A → B in mod(R) such that the induced sequence of functors

HomR(B, −) → HomR(A, −) → Q → 0

is exact in (mod(R), Ab). We will let (mod(R), Ab)fp denote the category of finitely presented functors. As
we can view f : A → B as a morphism in the category Mod(R), we can also consider the functor that is
obtained as the cokernel of the induced map HomR(B, −) → HomR(A, −) in (Mod(R), Ab), which we shall
denote by Q̃. By definition, the restriction of Q̃ to mod(R) is nothing other than Q, and as A and B are
finitely presented modules, Q̃ commutes with direct limits and direct products. In fact, by [40, §10.2.8], Q̃

is the unique functor that extends Q with these properties.

Definition 6.1. A class D ⊆ Mod(R) is said to be definable if there is a set S ⊂ (mod(R), Ab)fp such that

D = Ker(S) := {M ∈ Mod(R) : Q̃M = 0 for all Q ∈ S}.

Equivalently, a class of modules is definable precisely when it is closed under direct limits, direct products
and pure subobjects by [40, 3.4.7].
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Note that given a definable class D, the class of functors

SD := {Q ∈ (mod(R), Ab)fp : Q(M) = 0 for all M ∈ D}

is a Serre subcategory. Conversely, given a Serre subcategory, one can consider the definable class given
by its kernel. In this way one establishes a bijection between definable subcategories of Mod(R) and Serre
subcategories of (mod(R), Ab)fp.

To see how definable classes relate to duality pairs, we next recall the Auslander-Gruson-Jensen functor.

Definition 6.2. The Auslander-Gruson-Jensen (AGJ) functor is a contravariant functor δ : (mod(R), Ab)fp →

(mod(R◦), Ab)fp defined by
(δQ)(M) = Hom(mod(R),Ab)(Q, M ⊗R −)

for every Q ∈ (mod(R), Ab)fp and M ∈ mod(R◦).

It can be seen in [40, §10.3] that δ is an exact functor. Abusing notation, we can also define δ : (mod(R◦), Ab)fp →

(mod(R), Ab)fp via
(δF )(N) = Hom(mod(R◦),Ab)(F, − ⊗R N)

It follows that δ2 is naturally isomorphic to the identity functor. Consequently one obtains a bijection between
Serre subcategories in (mod(R), Ab)fp and (mod(R◦), Ab)fp, and thus there is a natural correspondence
between definable subcategories of Mod(R) and Mod(R◦).

Definition 6.3. For a definable category D of Mod(R) we define its dual definable category Dd by Dd =
Ker(δ(SD)).

From the preceding discussion, it is immediate that Ddd = D. It is at this stage we return to duality pairs
to highlight how, in practice, one can move between D and Dd.

Theorem 6.4. Let R be a ring and D be a definable category in Mod(R). Then (D, Dd) is a symmetric,

product-closed duality pair. Moreover, if (A, B) is a symmetric duality pair, then the following are equivalent:

(1) either class is closed under coproducts;

(2) either class is closed under products;

(3) A is definable and B = Ad;

(4) B is definable and A = Bd.

In particular, if either class is closed under (co)products, both classes are and they are thus definable.

Proof. Write (−)+ = HomZ(−,Q/Z) for the character dual. By [40, 3.4.17] we have M ∈ D if and only if
M+ ∈ Dd which shows that (D, Dd) is a duality pair. It is product-closed by definition, and is symmetric
since Ddd = D. We now show the equivalences. That (1) and (2) are equivalent follows from Proposition 4.7.
For (2) =⇒ (3), assume without loss of generality that A is closed under products. The class A is also
closed under pure subobjects and pure quotients by [21, 3.1] (see also Theorem 2.5). Since direct limits are
pure quotients of coproducts which are in turn pure subobjects of products, A is therefore closed under direct
limits. Consequently A is definable and there is a symmetric duality pair (A, Ad). If B ∈ B, then B+ ∈ A

and thus, by the first statement, B++ ∈ Ad. Since B → B++ is a pure monomorphism, we have B ∈ Ad. On
the other hand, for X ∈ Ad, we have X++ ∈ B, hence X ∈ B, yielding Ad = B. The implication (3) =⇒ (4)
is immediate as Add = A, and (4) =⇒ (1) is trivial from the definition of definability. �

Remark 6.5. Note that the symmetric assumption on the duality pair in the previous theorem cannot be
disposed of, even if A is definable. For example, let R be a ring that is right noetherian. The class F of
flat left R-modules is then definable as it is product closed (all this requires is right coherence), and the
class I of injective right R-modules is also definable, as it is closed under directed colimits (see [40, §3.4.3]).
With these assumptions (F, I) is a symmetric duality pair, but there is also a duality pair (I, FPI), where FPI

denotes the pure injective flat modules. This is because the dual of any module is pure injective, and the
class of pure injective modules is closed under finite coproducts and direct summands. However (FPI, I) is, in
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general, not a duality pair. If it were, then by Theorem 6.4 FPI would be definable, and since HomZ(R,Q/Z)
is an injective right R-module, it would follow that R is a pure injective module over itself, and therefore
every flat module would be pure injective. Therefore by [43, 3.2], R would have to be a left perfect ring.

However, with an additional assumption, the above theorem has the following corollary which enables us to
bypass the concerns of the remark.

Corollary 6.6. Suppose (A, B) is a duality pair such that both A and B are definable. Then A = Bd, B = Ad,

and the duality pair is symmetric.

Proof. Let B ∈ B, then, as (B, Bd) is a symmetric duality pair by Theorem 6.4, we have B++ ∈ B. Yet as
(A, B) is a duality pair, it follows that B+ ∈ A and therefore B++ ∈ Ad. Yet since Ad is definable, we have
that B ∈ Ad, hence B ⊆ Ad. For the other inclusion, if Y ∈ Ad, then Y + ∈ A and therefore Y ++ ∈ B, but,
again, Y ∈ B as B is definable. Thus B = Ad and the conclusion follows as Add = A. �

6.2. The triangulated case. Let us now turn to the analogous question for compactly generated triangu-
lated categories. Firstly, we note that definability is well established in the setting of compactly generated
triangulated categories (see, for example [28] for a treatment) and we recall the key points.

Definition 6.7. A class D of objects in a compactly generated triangulated category T is definable if there
is a set of maps {fi : Ai → Bi}I , with Ai, Bi ∈ Tc, such that

D = {X ∈ T : HomT(fi, X) is surjective for all i ∈ I}.

Note that this definition is essentially the same as the one for modules, with maps between compacts replacing
maps between finitely presented modules. A functor T → Ab that arises as

coker(HomT(f, −) : HomT(B, −) → HomT(A, −))

for a morphism f : A → B of compact objects is called a coherent functor in [28], while its restriction to
Tc is called a finitely presented functor. We let (Tc, Ab)fp denote the category of finitely presented functors
Tc → Ab.

As with definable classes of modules, definable classes in compactly generated triangulated categories (under
a mild assumption) can be determined by closure properties.

Proposition 6.8. Let T be a compactly generated triangulated category which is the underlying category of

a strong and stable derivator. Then the following conditions are equivalent for a class of objects D in T:

(1) D is definable;

(2) D is closed under products, pure subobjects and directed homotopy colimits;

(3) D is closed under products, pure subobjects and pure quotients.

Proof. (1) and (2) are equivalent by [30, 3.12], and (1) implies (3) follows from the definition. So it remains
to verify that (3) implies (2). For any directed category I, the natural map α : ⊕I Xi → hocolimIXi is a
pure epimorphism, since for any compact object C, the map HomT(C, α) may be identified with

⊕IHomT(C, Xi) → colimIHomT(C, Xi)

by [35, 1.5]. Therefore any directed homotopy colimit is a pure quotient of a coproduct, and since coproducts
are pure subobjects of products, this completes the proof. �

To link this to duality pairs, we now introduce a refined notion of duality triple. We note that this refined
notion still encompasses the main examples of interest.

Definition 6.9. An Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality triple is a duality triple (T, U, Q) together with a pair
of functors D : (Tc)op → Uc and D : (Uc)op → Tc satisfying the following properties:
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(1) the functors

Tc (Uc)op
D

D

form an adjoint equivalence of categories;
(2) for all C ∈ Tc and X ∈ T, and all C′ ∈ Uc and Y ∈ U there are isomorphisms

HomT(C, X)+ = HomU(DC, QX) and HomU(C′, Y )+ = HomT(DC′, QY )

which are natural in both C and X , and C′ and Y , where (−)+ = HomZ(−,Q/Z) denotes the
character dual.

We write (T, U, Q, D) for the data of an Auslander-Gruson-Jensen (AGJ) duality triple.

Remark 6.10. We note that condition (1) amounts to saying that D2 = id, and that for all X ∈ Tc and
Y ∈ Uc, there is an isomorphism

HomT(DY, X) = HomU(DX, Y )

where everything is appropriately natural. As with the definition of duality triple, we note that the definition
of AGJ duality triple is completely symmetric.

We now show that our two main duality pairs of interest form AGJ duality triples.

Proposition 6.11.

(1) Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category. Then with D = F (−,1), the collection (T, T, I, D) forms

an AGJ duality triple.

(2) Let R be a ring. Then with D : D(R) → D(R◦) (resp., D : D(R◦) → D(R)) defined by RHomR(−, R)
(resp., RHomR◦(−, R)), the collection (D(R), D(R◦), RHomZ(−,Q/Z), D) forms an AGJ duality triple.

Proof. Firstly we consider the case of big tensor-triangulated categories. Here the adjoint equivalence is
a well-known property of the compact objects, and the second condition follows from the definition of the
Brown-Comenetz dual (see Lemma 3.12). For the case of D(R), we note that there is a natural isomorphism
C ≃ RHomR◦(RHomR(C, R), R) for any C ∈ D(R)c. Using this together with [13, 7.5.27], there are natural
isomorphisms

HomD(R)(RHomR◦(Y, R), X) ≃ HomD(R)(RHomR◦ (Y, R), RHomR◦(RHomR(X, R), R))

≃ HomD(R◦)(RHomR(X, R), RHomR(RHomR◦(Y, R), R))

≃ HomD(R)(RHomR(X, R), Y ),

which proves the first condition. For the second condition, we note that H0(X)+ = H0RHomZ(X,Q/Z) for
all X ∈ D(R) by definition. Now take C ∈ D(R)c and X ∈ D(R). By similar adjunction arguments to above
we have

HomD(R)(C, X)+ = H0RHomZ(RHomR(C, X),Q/Z)

= H0RHomZ(RHomR(C, R) ⊗L
R X,Q/Z)

= H0RHomR◦(RHomR(C, R), RHomZ(X,Q/Z))

= HomD(R◦)(RHomR(C, R), RHomZ(X,Q/Z))

as required. �

At this stage, we will fix an AGJ duality triple (T, U, Q, D). We now define the Auslander-Gruson-Jensen
(AGJ) duality in this context.

Definition 6.12. Define δ : (Tc, Ab)op → (Uc, Ab) via

(δQ)(Y ) = Hom(Tc,Ab)(Q, HomT(DY, −)).

In an analogous way one also defines δ : (Uc, Ab)op → (Tc, Ab).
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This functor will act as the Auslander-Gruson-Jensen transpose on our category, and the following theorem
shows that it is a justifiable choice. We note that since the definition of an AGJ duality triple is symmetric
in T and U, all the statements below admit an alternative version with U taken to be the ‘base’.

Theorem 6.13. The following statements hold:

(1) There is a natural isomorphism δHomT(X, −) = HomU(DX, −) for any X ∈ Tc. In particular,

δ2HomT(X, −) = HomT(X, −).
(2) The functor δ restricts to an exact contravariant equivalence (Tc, Ab)fp → (Uc, Ab)fp.

Proof. For the first item, suppose that X is a compact object of T. Then, for any compact Y ∈ Uc, there is
a chain of isomorphisms:

δHomT(X, −)(Y ) = Hom(Tc,Ab)(HomT(X, −), HomT(DY, −)) by definition,

≃ HomT(DY, X) by Yoneda,

≃ HomU(DX, Y ) by definition of AGJ duality triple,

which shows the first claim holds.

For the second claim, we begin by showing that δ preserves finitely presented functors. Since δ is left exact
(it is a hom functor), if F ∈ (Tc, Ab)fp has a presentation HomT(A, −) → HomT(B, −) → F → 0, where A

and B are compact objects in T, then applying δ gives an exact sequence

0 → δF → δHomT(B, −) → δHomT(A, −).

By the first claim, we know that both δHomT(B, −) ≃ HomU(DB, −) and δHomT(A, −) = HomU(DA, −) are
finitely presented functors. But (Uc, Ab)fp is an abelian category by [28], hence δF is also finitely presented.

We now show that the restriction of δ to finitely presented objects is exact. Since δ is left exactness, by its
definition it suffices to show that Ext1

(Uc,Ab)(Q, HomU(DX, −)) = 0 for any object X ∈ Tc and Q finitely
presented. Since, HomU(DX, −) is a cohomological functor, it is fp-injective by [27, 2.7], hence this Ext group
vanishes by the assumption on Q. That δ is an equivalence follows immediately from part (1), exactness,
and the fact that D2 = id. �

The following corollary provides a useful equivalent formulation of definability.

Corollary 6.14. A full subcategory D ⊆ T is definable if and only if there is a set of maps {gi}I between

compact objects such that

D = {X ∈ T : Ker(HomT(gi, X)) = 0 for all i ∈ I}.

Proof. If F is a finitely presented functor, then so is δF by Theorem 6.13. Hence there is a map g ∈ Uc

such that δF = Coker HomU(g, −). By dualising this, it is clear from Theorem 6.13 that F = δ2F =
Ker HomT(Dg, −). �

As in the module case, there is a bijection between Serre subcategories of (Tc, Ab)fp and definable subcate-
gories of T, which is described in [28]. We are similarly able to define the dual definable category of D; we
let SD denote the unique Serre subcategory corresponding to D, and define

Dd = Ker(δSD) (6.15)

which is a definable subcategory of U. Using Theorem 6.13, we can identify the functors which define the
dual definable category.

Lemma 6.16. Let Φ = {fi : Ai → Bi}i∈I be a set of morphisms between compact objects in T, and let

D = {X ∈ T : Coker(fi, X) = 0 for all i ∈ I}. Then

Dd = {Y ∈ U : Ker(Dfi, Y ) = 0 for all i ∈ I}.
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Proof. In (Tc, Ab)fp there is, for each i ∈ I, an exact sequence

HomT(Bi, −)
HomT(fi,−)
−−−−−−−−→ HomT(Ai, −) → CokerHomT(fi, −) → 0.

Applying δ, which, by Theorem 6.13, is exact, one obtains the exact sequence

0 → δCokerHomT(fi, −) → HomU(DAi, −)
HomU(Dfi,−)
−−−−−−−−−→ HomU(DBi, −);

showing that δCokerHomT(fi, −) = Ker(HomU(Dfi, −)). The claim now follows from the definition of the
dual definable category. �

We are now in a position to see how duality pairs relate to definable categories. In a direct analogy to
Theorem 6.4, we obtain the following results.

Theorem 6.17. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple. If D is a definable subcategory of T, then (D, Dd)
is a symmetric product closed duality pair on the duality triple (T, U, Q).

Proof. Firstly, we must show that X ∈ D if and only if QX ∈ Dd. So, let D be definable with representative
set of maps {fi : Ai → Bi}. Then

X ∈ D ⇐⇒ HomT(Bi, X) → HomT(Ai, X) → 0 is exact for all i

⇐⇒ 0 → HomT(Ai, X)+ → HomT(Bi, X)+ is exact for all i.

By definition of an AGJ duality triple, we have HomT(C, X)+ = HomU(DC, QX) for any C ∈ Tc. Therefore
we see that X ∈ D if and only if

0 → HomU(DAi, QX) → HomU(DBi, QX)

is exact for all i, by compactness of Ai and Bi. This last equivalence is the same as saying that QX ∈ Dd

by Lemma 6.16. Since definable classes are always closed under finite sums and retracts, it follows that
(D, Dd) is a duality pair. This is moreover a symmetric duality pair as Ddd = D. Last but not least, the
classes being product closed follows trivially from the definition of definability. �

We firstly state the following corollary which gives a triangulated version of Corollary 6.6. The proof is
identical.

Corollary 6.18. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple, and suppose (A, B) is a duality pair on the duality

triple (T, U, Q). If both A and B are definable, then A = Bd, B = Ad and the duality pair is symmetric.

We can now give the analogue of the enumerated part of Theorem 6.4.

Corollary 6.19. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple, and suppose (A, B) is a symmetric duality pair

on the duality triple (T, U, Q). Consider the following conditions:

(1) either class is closed under coproducts;

(2) either class is closed under products;

(3) A is definable and B = Ad;

(4) B is definable and A = Bd.

The implications

(1) (2)

(3) (4)

always hold. If T and U are the underlying categories of strong and stable derivators, then all four statements

are equivalent.

Proof. The equivalence of (1) and (2) follows from Proposition 4.7. The equivalence of (3) and (4), and the
implication (4) =⇒ (2) are trivial.

20



We now suppose that T and U are the underlying categories of strong and stable derivators, and show
(2) =⇒ (3). By Proposition 6.8, being definable is equivalent to being closed under products, pure
subobjects and pure quotients. By Theorem 4.3 we know A is closed under pure subobjects and pure
quotients. Since A is closed under products by assumption, it is definable. It also follows that B is definable,
and therefore B = Ad by Corollary 6.18. �

Corollary 6.20. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple. If D ⊆ T is definable, then D is closed under

extensions if and only if Dd is, and D is triangulated if and only if Dd is.

Proof. Combining Theorem 6.17 with Proposition 4.2 yields the result. �

Remark 6.21. In the preparation of this document, Rose Wagstaffe was kind enough to share her doctoral
thesis with us. We noticed that she also has a proof of the above statement at [49, 8.1.15], although her
techniques are completely independent of ours.

We end this section by using the results of Section 4.2 to give explicit constructions of definable closures
in certain cases. Given any class S ⊆ T, one can form the definable closure of S, denoted Def(S), which
is the smallest definable subclass of T containing S. When T is the underlying category of a strong and
stable derivator, Proposition 6.8 shows that this is the closure of S under products, pure subobjects and pure
quotients. Since taking the duality class generated by S is closed under pure subobjects and pure quotients
by Theorem 4.3, it is enough to worry about products. Recall that for any class of objects C in T we define
C = {X ∈ T : QX ∈ add(QC)}.

Proposition 6.22. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple and suppose that T is the underlying category

of a strong and stable derivator. Let S ⊆ T. Then the definable closure Def(S) of S, is equal to Prod(S).

Proof. Let us first observe that Def(S) is equal to Prod(S)pq,ps for the same reason as the module case (see
[40, p.109]). We therefore show that Prod(S)pq,ps = Prod(S).

To show that Prod(S)pq,ps ⊆ Prod(S) it suffices to show that Prod(S) contains Prod(S) and is closed under
pure quotients and pure subobjects. It is clear that it contains Prod(S) so suppose that Y is either a pure
subobject or a pure quotient of X ∈ Prod(S). By Theorem 3.6, it follows that QY is a retract of QX , and
hence Y ∈ Prod(S) as required.

For the reverse inclusion if X ∈ Prod(S), then by definition, QX is a retract of an object of the form Q(
∏

I Si)
where each Si ∈ S, as Q commutes with finite coproducts. As Def(S) is definable, there is a symmetric
duality pair (Def(S), Def(S)d) by Theorem 6.17, where Def(S)d is the dual definable category of Def(S). In
particular, we have

∏
I Si ∈ Def(S), and therefore Q(

∏
I Si) ∈ Def(S)d. But then QX is also in Def(S)d, as

definable categories are closed under retracts. But since (Def(S), Def(S)d) is a duality pair, we see that X

must also be an object in Def(S) as required. �

Corollary 6.23. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple and suppose that T is the underlying category

of a strong and stable derivator. Let S ⊆ T be a class of objects closed under products and retracts. Then

Def(S) = S.

7. Application to silting

In this section, we give an application of our results to representation theory, namely to the study of bounded
silting and cosilting objects in the derived category of a ring R. Recall that if X is an object and I is an
indexing set, we write X(I) (resp., XI) for the the I-indexed coproduct (resp., I-indexed product) of X .

Definition 7.1. A complex X ∈ D(R) is a bounded silting object if HomD(R)(X, ΣiX(J)) = 0 for all sets J

and integers i > 0, and thick(Add(X)) = Kb(Proj(R)). The class X⊥>0 is called the associated silting class,
which we will denote by Silt(X).

21



Remark 7.2. The previous definition is equivalent to saying that (X⊥>0 , X⊥<0) is a t-structure in D(R)
and X ∈ Kb(Proj(R)). This follows from the equivalence between (1) and (3) in [4, 4.2]; also see [2, 5.3].

Given an arbitrary class X ⊂ D(R), necessary conditions are known to determine whether or not X is a
silting class, see [32, 3.6]. Although the definability of silting classes is implicit in [32, 3.6], we state a proof
as we shall require this later in the section.

Lemma 7.3. Any silting class is definable.

Proof. By [32, 3.6] it is enough to show that S⊥>0 is definable for any set of compact objects S. If S ∈ S,
then HomD(R)(S, −) is a finitely presented functor, hence KS = Ker HomD(R)(S, −) is definable. Since
HomD(R)(S, ΣiX) ≃ HomD(R)(Σ−iS, X), and shifts of compacts are compact, we also see KΣ−iS is definable
for every i ≥ 0. As arbitrary intersections of definable classes are definable, it follows that

S⊥>0 =
⋂

S∈S,i>0

KΣ−iS

is definable. �

The dual notion to silting is cosilting.

Definition 7.4. A complex Z ∈ D(R) is a bounded cosilting object if HomD(R)(ZJ , ΣiZ) = 0 for all sets J

and integers i > 0, and thick(Prod(Z)) = Kb(Inj(R)). The class ⊥>0 Z is called the associated cosilting class,
which we will denote by Cosilt(Z).

Dually to Remark 7.2, a complex Z ∈ D(R) is bounded cosilting if and only if (Z⊥<0 , Z⊥>0) is a t-structure
in D(R) and Z ∈ Kb(Inj(R)). A sketch proof of this may be found in the discussion after [2, 6.8]. As with
the silting case, necessary and sufficient conditions for a class of objects in D(R) to be a cosilting class can
be found in [32, 3.14]. Of particular note to us is that every cosilting class is definable.

Throughout this section we write (−)+ for the derived character dual RHomZ(−,Q/Z). Before we can state
and prove our two main results in this section, we record the following easy lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Let X ∈ D(R) and Y ∈ D(R◦). Then RHomR(X, Y +) ≃ RHomR◦(Y, X+).

Proof. We have

RHomR(X, Y +) ≃ RHomZ(Y ⊗L
R X,Q/Z) ≃ RHomZ(X ⊗L

R◦ Y,Q/Z) ≃ RHomR◦ (Y, X+)

using standard isomorphisms (e.g., [13, 7.5.14 and 7.5.34]). �

We now give our first main application of duality pairs to silting theory. We recall from Proposition 6.11
that the duality triple (D(R), D(R◦), (−)+) has an enhancement to an AGJ duality triple.

Proposition 7.6. Let R be a ring. If X is a bounded silting object in D(R) then X+ is a bounded cosilting

object in D(R◦).

Proof. We first show the vanishing condition. Note the following isomorphism

HomD(R)(X, ΣiX(J)) ≃ H−iRHomR(X, X(J)).

There are also isomorphisms

RHomR◦((X+)J , X+) ≃ RHomR(X, ((X+)J )+) by Lemma 7.5,

≃ RHomR(X, (X(J))++) as (X+)J ≃ (X(J))+.

These isomorphisms show that the vanishing condition amounts to checking that (X(J))++ is in the silting
class Silt(X) = X⊥>0 . The silting class Silt(X) is definable by Lemma 7.3, and therefore A ∈ Silt(X) if and
only if A++ ∈ Silt(X) by Theorem 6.17. In particular, as X(J) ∈ Silt(X) by definition of a bounded silting
object, we have that (X(J))++ ∈ Silt(X) as required.
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We now show the thickness condition. To show that thick(Prod(X+)) ⊆ Kb(Inj(R◦)) it suffices to show that
Kb(Inj(R◦)) contains Prod(X+) and is thick. It is clear that it is thick, so suppose that A ∈ Prod(X+).
Then A is a retract of

∏
I X+ ≃ (⊕IX)+. But ⊕IX is a bounded complex of projective modules, by the

assumption that X is silting, and therefore
∏

I X+ ∈ Kb(Inj(R◦)), and hence A is in Kb(Inj(R◦)).

For the other inclusion, we firstly note that Kb(Inj(R◦)) = thick(Prod(E)) where E is an injective cogen-
erator for Mod(R◦). (Indeed, the reverse inclusion is clear as Kb(Inj(R◦)) is thick and contains Prod(E),
and the forward inclusion follows by induction using brutal truncations.) Therefore to prove the inclusion
Kb(Inj(R◦)) ⊆ thick(Prod(X+)), it suffices to show that R+ ∈ thick(Prod(X+)), as R+ is an injective co-
generator for Mod(R◦). As X is bounded silting, thick(Add(X)) = Kb(Proj(R)), so R ∈ thick(Add(X)) and
hence R+ ∈ thick(Prod(X+)) as required. �

Remark 7.7. Proposition 7.6 gives an alternative proof of part of [3, 3.3] using completely different ma-
chinery.

Next we give another application of duality pairs to silting, which allows us to identify the silting class of a
bounded silting object and the cosilting class of its derived character dual as a dual definable pair.

Theorem 7.8. Let R be a ring, and let X be a bounded silting object in D(R). Then (Silt(X), Cosilt(X+))
is a symmetric duality pair. Moreover, Silt(X)d = Cosilt(X+) and Cosilt(X+)d = Silt(X).

Proof. By Proposition 7.6, X+ is a bounded cosilting object. By Lemma 7.3 and [32, 3.14], both Silt(X)
and Cosilt(X+) are definable. Therefore, by Corollary 6.18 it suffices to show that (Cosilt(X+), Silt(X)) is a
duality pair. Suppose that Y ∈ D(R◦). Then by Lemma 7.5

RHomR◦(Y, X+) ≃ RHomR(X, Y +)

so, by taking homology and appropriate shifts, we see that Y ∈ Cosilt(X+) if and only if Y + ∈ Silt(X), so
(Cosilt(X+), Silt(X)) is a duality pair as required. �

8. Application to definability in stratified tt-categories

In this section we explore the Auslander-Gruson-Jensen duality operation on definable subcategories in big
tensor-triangulated categories. In particular, we show that definable subcategories of big tensor-triangulated
categories are self-dual remarkably often. Throughout this section, we use the fact that the duality triple
(T, T, I) for T a big tensor-triangulated category admits an enhancement to an AGJ duality triple as shown
in Proposition 6.11.

In Corollary 6.20 we showed that a definable subcategory is triangulated if and only if its dual definable
category is. We now prove the analogous result for closure under tensor products.

Proposition 8.1. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and D be a definable subcatgory of T. Then

D is a ⊗-ideal if and only if Dd is a ⊗-ideal.

Proof. As Ddd = D, it suffices to prove one implication, so we assume that Dd is a ⊗-ideal. By [49, 5.1.11],
it suffices to show that D is closed under tensoring with compacts. Thus, let C ∈ Tc and X ∈ D. By
Theorem 6.17, we have C ⊗ X ∈ D if and only if I(C ⊗ X) ∈ Dd. Yet

I(C ⊗ X) ≃ F (C ⊗ X, I) ≃ DC ⊗ IX.

As X ∈ D, we know IX ∈ Dd, and, by assumption, Dd is a ⊗-ideal, which completes the proof. �

We now turn to understanding self-duality of definable classes. In order to apply the symmetric duality pair
(D, Dd) proved in Theorem 6.17 we firstly need to understand how the Brown-Comenetz dual functor acts
on a certain important kind of definable class. Recall that for a set of objects X, we write X⊥ = {Y ∈ T :
HomT(X, Y )∗ = 0 for all X ∈ X}.
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Lemma 8.2. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and X be a set of compacts in T. If X⊥ is closed

under tensoring with compacts, then for any Y ∈ X⊥, we have X ⊗ Y ≃ 0 for all X ∈ X. In particular, X⊥

is closed under the Brown-Comenetz dual functor I.

Proof. Let X ∈ X and Y ∈ X⊥. Since DX is a retract of DX ⊗ X ⊗ DX , we have that HomT(G, X ⊗ Y ) ≃

Hom(G⊗DX, Y ) is a retract of HomT(G⊗DX ⊗X ⊗DX, Y ) for all G ∈ G where G denotes a set of compact
generators. Now

HomT(G ⊗ DX ⊗ X ⊗ DX, Y ) ≃ HomT(X, DG ⊗ X ⊗ X ⊗ Y ) ≃ 0

since X⊥ is assumed to be closed under tensoring with compacts. Therefore HomT(G, X ⊗ Y ) ≃ 0 for all
G ∈ G, and hence X ⊗ Y ≃ 0. The second claim follows since HomT(X, IY ) ≃ HomT(X ⊗ Y, I). �

We note that the hypothesis that X⊥ is closed under tensoring with compacts is always satisfied whenever
the tensor unit generates as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 8.3. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and X be a set of compact objects in T. If T is

generated by its tensor unit then X⊥ is closed under tensoring with compacts.

Proof. Let C ∈ T be compact and Y ∈ X⊥. We must show that HomT(X, C ⊗ Y ) ≃ 0 for all X ∈ X. Since
C is compact, HomT(X, C ⊗ Y ) ≃ HomT(DC, F (X, Y )). Since HomT(1, F (X, Y )) = HomT(X, Y ) = 0, we
have F (X, Y ) ≃ 0 as 1 is assumed to generate, and hence C ⊗ Y ∈ X⊥ as claimed. �

We can now prove our first result about self-duality of definable subcategories. Combined with the previous
lemma, it shows that in big tensor-triangulated categories which are generated by their tensor unit (such as
the derived category of a commutative ring), the right orthogonal to sets of compacts is always a self-dual
definable category.

Proposition 8.4. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category and X be a set of compact objects in T. If X⊥ is

closed under tensoring with compacts then X⊥ is a definable subcategory with the property that (X⊥)d = X⊥.

Proof. That X⊥ is definable is clear by similar reasoning to that of Lemma 7.3. By Theorem 6.17 we have
a symmetric duality pair (X⊥, (X⊥)d). We now show that X⊥ ⊆ (X⊥)d. Suppose that Y ∈ X⊥. Therefore
IY ∈ X⊥ by Lemma 8.2 and hence I2Y ∈ (X⊥)d since (X⊥, (X⊥)d) is a duality pair. By Proposition 4.7,
we therefore have Y ∈ (X⊥)d showing the desired inclusion. For the reverse inclusion, if Y ∈ (X⊥)d, then
IY ∈ X⊥ and hence I2Y ∈ X⊥ by Lemma 8.2. Therefore Y ∈ X⊥ by Proposition 4.7 and (X⊥)d = X⊥ as
claimed. �

We now turn to generalizing the previous result to more general definable subcategories. There is an asso-
ciated cost to this in that we must ask our tensor-triangulated category T to be canonically stratified in
the sense of [10], but this holds in many cases of interest. Therefore we briefly recall what it means for a
big tensor-triangulated category T to be canonically stratified now, and refer the reader to [9, 10] for more
details. Suppose that T has an action of a graded commutative Noetherian ring R, that is, compatible maps
R → End(X) to the graded endomorphisms of each X ∈ T, which is canonical in the sense that it factors
over End(1). Using the action of R on T one may construct a local cohomology functor Γp : T → T for each
p ∈ Spec(R), and this gives a support theory on T via supp(X) = {p ∈ Spec(R) | ΓpX 6≃ 0}. One may
extend this to subcategories of T by taking the union of the supports of objects in the subcategory, that is,
for a subcategory S of T we define

supp(S) =
⋃

X∈S

supp(X).

The category T is said to be canonically stratified by R if ΓpT is minimal for each p ∈ Spec(R); that is, ΓpT

contains no non-zero proper localising ⊗-ideals. Note that the local-to-global principle automatically holds
for localising ⊗-ideals. Stratification is moreover equivalent to the map

supp: {localising ⊗-ideals of T} → {subsets of supp(T)}
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being a bijection. Many big tensor-triangulated categories of interest are canonically stratified in this sense;
for example, the derived category D(R) of a commutative Noetherian ring is canonically stratified by R [34],
the stable module category StMod(kG) of a finite group is canonically stratified by H∗(G; k) [11], the derived
category D(A) of a commutative Noetherian DGA is stratified by H∗A if A is formal [10, 8.1] or if it non-
positive and has finite amplitude [45, 4.11], as well as many other interesting examples arising from topology.
Recall that if the tensor unit generates, then localising ⊗-ideals are the same as localising subcategories.

We are now in a position to state our next main theorem about self-duality of definable classes. The following
theorem extends [11, 11.8] by providing some more equivalent conditions to those presented there.

Theorem 8.5. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category which is canonically stratified, and L be a localising

⊗-ideal of T. The following are equivalent:

(1) L is product closed;

(2) the complement of supp(L) in supp(T) is specialization closed;

(3) L is closed under the Brown-Comenetz dual functor I;

(4) L = X⊥ for some set of compacts X;

(5) L is definable and Ld = L;

(6) L is definable and closed under the Brown-Comenetz dual functor I;

(7) L is definable.

Proof. That (1), (2), (3), (4) are equivalent is [11, 11.8]. They state the result only for the categories
KInj(kG) and StMod(kG), but the proof they give holds for any big tensor-triangulated category which
is canonically stratified. The key ingredients are the existence of objects T (I) ∈ T lifting injectives which
always exist by Brown representability, and the bijection

supp: {localising ⊗-ideals of T}
∼=
−→ {subsets of supp(T)}

given by the stratification hypothesis. We have (4) implies (5) by Proposition 8.4 since L is closed under
tensoring with compacts as it is a ⊗-ideal. Now (5) implies (6) by Theorem 6.17 and (6) clearly implies (7).
Also (7) implies (1) holds since definable subcategories are closed under products. �

Remark 8.6. In [7] a notion of stratification by the Balmer spectrum was developed which generalizes the
notion of stratification described above. It is not immediate that one can prove a version of the previous
theorem in this setup since the proof of the equivalence between (1)-(4) relies upon the existence of injective
hulls of R/p for primes p in Spec(R) which no longer exist in the setting of the Balmer spectrum. Instead,
we expect that one can proceed by using the pure injective object determined by the associated homological
residue field [6], but treating this here would be outside the scope of this work.

We end this section with a couple of important examples of the previous theorem.

Corollary 8.7. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category which is canonically stratified. Let L be a

smashing localisation on T. Then the category of L-locals LT is a definable subcategory with the property

that LT = (LT)d.

Proof. If L is a smashing localisation, then LT is a localising ⊗-ideal which is closed under products. There-
fore the claim follows from Theorem 8.5. �

Remark 8.8. The category of L-locals for a smashing localisation L always forms a definable subcategory [27,
4.4]. The previous result shows that these definable subcategories are moreover self-dual under the additional
assumption of being canonically stratified.

Corollary 8.9. Let T be a big tensor-triangulated category which is canonically stratified. If D is a definable

triangulated ⊗-ideal in T, then D = Dd.

Proof. Definable triangulated ⊗-ideals are in particular localising ⊗-ideals, so this follows from Theorem 8.5.
�
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Remark 8.10. The previous corollary can also be deduced from Corollary 8.7 using that any definable
triangulated ⊗-ideal is of the form S⊥ for S a smashing ⊗-ideal [49, 5.2.13].

9. Duality pairs induced by functors

In this section we investigate how certain functorial operations enable the transfer of duality pairs. We
approach this from two angles. The first is by considering how on AGJ duality triples one can induce
duality pairs on functor categories, and then investigating the relationship between duality pairs on the AGJ
duality triple, the functor categories and Ab. The second approach is to consider how duality pairs in big
tt-categories behave with respect to smashing localisations.

9.1. Duality pairs on functor categories. Throughout this section we fix an AGJ duality triple (T, U, Q, D).
For any functor f ∈ Mod(Tc), there is an induced functor f∗ ∈ (Uc, Ab), given by f∗(C) = f(DC) for any
compact C ∈ Uc. Associated to f∗ is the nerve functor

Nf∗(−) : Ab → Mod(Uc), A 7→ HomZ(f∗(−), A), (9.1)

as detailed in [39]. By fixing an abelian group A, the assignment f 7→ Nf∗(A) gives a functor Mod(Tc) →

Mod(Uc). In the case that A = Q/Z, we denote this functor by ∂. By symmetry, we may also assume that
∂ : Mod(Uc) → Mod(Tc) and, by definition, we see that for every f ∈ Mod(Tc), there is an isomorphism
∂2f ≃ f(−)++. Also note that ∂ sends coproducts to products. Consequently (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂) gives
a duality triple of Grothendieck abelian categories.

We firstly record the following lemma.

Lemma 9.2. Let X ∈ T. Then ∂yX ≃ yQX.

Proof. For any compact C ∈ Uc, there are isomorphisms

(∂yX)(C) = HomZ(HomT(DC, X),Q/Z) by (9.1)

≃ HomU(D2C, QX) by Definition 6.9,

≃ HomU(C, QX).

Hence ∂yX ≃ yQX . �

We now show that the duality triple (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂) completely determines all symmetric and de-
finable duality pairs on the AGJ duality triple (T, U, Q, D). Given any class A in Mod(Tc) we define
A0 = {X ∈ T : yX ∈ A} ⊆ T, and similarly for classes in Mod(Uc).

Theorem 9.3. Let (X, Y) be a symmetric duality pair on an AGJ duality triple (T, U, Q, D). Then there is

a symmetric duality pair (A, B) on (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂) such that A0 = X and B0 = Y.

Proof. Define the class AY = {F ∈ Mod(Tc) : ∂F ∈ yY}, and likewise define AX ⊆ Mod(Uc). First we show
that AY is closed under pure subobjects.

Recall from [27, 2.7] that a functor is flat if and only if it is cohomological. If M ∈ Mod(Tc) is cohomological,
then ∂M = HomZ(M(D(−)),Q/Z) is also cohomological. Suppose that G → F is a pure monomorphism
with F ∈ AY. Then ∂F → ∂G splits in Mod(Uc), and ∂F ≃ yY for some Y ∈ Y by definition. Therefore
∂F is a flat functor. Since Tc and Uc are idempotent complete and closed under weak kernels and cokernels,
the categories Flat(Tc) and Flat(Uc) are definable [41, 6.1(a)]. In particular, since ∂F is flat so is ∂2F , and
hence both F and G are flat as they are pure subobjects of ∂2F . Consequently ∂G is flat and pure injective,
hence injective (this can be deduced from [27, 2.7] and [41, 5.6]). Thus, by [27, 1.9] we have ∂G ≃ yU for
some pure injective U ∈ U. Therefore yU is a summand of yY ≃ ∂F , so, again by [27, 1.7], we deduce that
U is a summand of Y . But since Y is closed under summands, it follows U ∈ Y and, by definition G ∈ AY,
which proves the claim.
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We now claim that (AX, AY) is a symmetric duality pair. Suppose that F ∈ AX, so by definition, ∂F ∈ yX

so ∂F ≃ yX for some X ∈ X. By Lemma 9.2, ∂2F ≃ ∂yX ≃ yQX ∈ yY as (X, Y) is a duality pair. Thus
∂F ∈ AY, by definition. Conversely, suppose ∂G ∈ AY, then ∂2G ∈ yY by definition. As (X, Y) is symmetric,
we have yY ⊆ AX, so ∂2G ∈ AX. Yet the first proven claim showed that AX is closed under pure subobjects,
hence G ∈ AX. It also follows from the first claim that AY is closed under summands, and it is trivially closed
under finite coproducts as Y is. Consequently (AX, AY) is a duality pair, and by a symmetric argument we
see that it is actually symmetric.

Lastly, we claim that X = (AY)0. Suppose T ∈ (AY)0 so that yT ∈ AY. Then ∂yT ≃ yQT ∈ yY, hence
QT ∈ Y and thus T ∈ X. The other inclusion is clear: if X ∈ X then ∂yX ≃ yQX ∈ yY, so yX ∈ AY.
Symmetrically, Y = (AX)0 which finishes the proof. �

As a corollary, we can specialise to the case where all the classes under consideration are definable.

Corollary 9.4. If X is a definable subcategory of T, then AX is a definable subcategory of Mod(Uc). Conse-

quently if (X, Y) is a duality pair on (T, U, Q) where both X and Y are definable, then there is a symmetric

duality pair (AY, AX) on (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂) with (AY)0 = X and (AX)0 = Y.

Proof. We have a symmetric duality pair (X, Xd) by Theorem 6.17. By Theorem 9.3, (AX, AXd) is a symmetric
duality pair, so by Theorem 6.4 it suffices to show that AX is closed under coproducts. Suppose that
{Fi}I ⊂ AX is a set of functors with ∂Fi ≃ yUi, with Ui ∈ X. Then ∂(⊕IFi) ≃

∏
∂Fi ≃

∏
i yUi ≃ y(

∏
I Ui).

Yet as X is assumed to be definable, it is clear that y(
∏

I Ui) ∈ yX, hence ⊕IFi ∈ AX. The rest follows
immediately from Theorem 9.3. �

Having shown that every symmetric (or definable) duality pair on (T, U, Q, D) can be realised as the rep-
resentable objects of a symmetric (or definable) duality pair on (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂), one may wonder
whether we can deduce that every duality pair on (T, U, Q, D) can be realised this way. There are immediate
obstacles for this: firstly, unlike in the symmetric case, in a general duality pair (A, B) the class B need have
very few closure properties, particularly in relation to the pure structure (such as not being closed under
pure subobjects, or pure injective envelopes). Nor is B unique; as previously mentioned, it is only unique up
to dual modules. There is a further issue which one encounters: the objects in B need not be pure-injective,
or pure submodules of a pure-injective in B (the latter is the case in the symmetric situation since X → ∂2X

is a pure monomorphism). This means that, were one to consider the class yB ∈ Mod(Uc), one need not
even obtain a class that is closed under direct summands.

However, we can say something about duality classes (i.e., the left hand classes of duality pairs), rather than
duality pairs themselves.

Proposition 9.5. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple. Let (A, B) be a duality pair on the induced

duality triple (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂). Then (A0, B0) is a duality pair on (T, U, Q, D). Moreover, if (X, Y) is

a duality pair on (T, U, Q), then there is a duality pair (A, B) on (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂) such that A0 = X

and B0 = add(QX) ⊆ Y.

Proof. For the first claim we have X ∈ A0 if and only if yX ∈ A if and only if ∂yX ∈ B. By Lemma 9.2,
∂yX ≃ yQX , so this is also equivalent to QX ∈ B0 as required. It is trivial that B0 is closed under finite
direct sums and summands.

For the second claim, suppose (X, Y) is a duality pair on (T, U, Q) and consider the class yX ⊂ Mod(Tc).
Let (yX, add(∂yX)) denote the minimal duality pair generated by yX, as in Lemma 4.8. We now show that
(yX)0 = X. The inclusion X ⊆ (yX)0 is clear. So suppose that M ∈ T is such that yM ∈ yX. By Lemma 9.2
and the fact that X is closed under finite sums, yQX ≃ ∂yX is closed under finite sums, and hence add(∂yX)
consists of retracts of elements of yQX. Then, by definition, ∂yM ≃ yQM is a summand of yQX for some
X ∈ X. Since QX is pure injective, it follows from [27, 1.7] that QM is a summand of QX . Hence QM ∈ Y

and therefore M ∈ X as required.
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To show that add(∂yX)0 ⊆ Y, note that as QX is pure injective, ∂yX ≃ yQX is injective [27, 1.9], so every
functor in add(∂yX) is also injective. Hence every object of add(∂yX) is of the form yU for a pure injective
object U ∈ U. Another application of [27, 1.7] shows that U must be a summand of an object of the form
QX , and thus is an object in Y. �

So far, we only used the nerve construction to define the functor ∂. We now use the fact that it has a left
adjoint to relate duality pairs on (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂) to those on (Ab, Ab, (−)+). For any f ∈ Mod(Tc),
we have defined ∂f = Nf∗(Q/Z). The left adjoint to the nerve functor Nf∗(−) is the realisation functor
| − |f∗ : Mod(Uc) → Ab defined as the the left Kan extension of f∗ along the restricted Yoneda embedding
y. There is then, for any functor g ∈ Mod(Uc), an isomorphism

HomZ(|g|f∗ ,Q/Z) ≃ HomMod(Uc)(g, Nf∗(Q/Z)).

By definition of the realisation as the left Kan extension, one sees that |yDC|f∗ ≃ f∗(DC) ≃ f(C) ≃

Hom(yC, f). Therefore, by taking g = yDC in the above adjunction, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 9.6. Let (T, U, Q, D) be an AGJ duality triple. Then for any compact C ∈ Tc, the square

Mod(Tc) Mod(Uc)

Ab Ab

∂

Hom(yC,−) Hom(yDC,−)

(−)+

commutes.

The following result which shows how one can lift duality pairs from (Ab, Ab, (−)+) to (Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂),
is essentially a corollary of Lemma 9.6.

Corollary 9.7. Let (A, B) be a duality pair in Ab. Fix a compact C ∈ Tc, and set X = {F ∈ Mod(Tc) :
Hom(yC, F ) ∈ A} and Y = {G ∈ Mod(Uc) : Hom(yDC, G) ∈ B}. Then (X, Y) is a duality pair on

(Mod(Tc), Mod(Uc), ∂). Moreover, if (A, B) is symmetric (resp., coproduct closed, resp., product closed,

resp., definable), then so is (X, Y).

Proof. By definition of X and the fact that (A, B) is a duality pair, we see that F ∈ X if and only if
Hom(yC, F )+ ∈ B. From Lemma 9.6 we see that this is the case if and only if Hom(yDC, ∂F ) ∈ B, which
by definition is equivalent to ∂F ∈ Y. Since B is closed under finite direct sums and direct summands, and
Hom(yDC, −) is additive, we also see that Y is closed under finite direct sums and direct summands. �

Combining the previous corollary with Proposition 9.5 we obtain a way of transporting duality pairs from
(Ab, Ab, (−)+) to the triangulated category. The following example gives an illustration of this.

Example 9.8. Let R be a ring and A ⊂ Mod(R) and B ⊂ Mod(R◦) be such that (A, B) form a duality pair.
Then define

H−1
n (A) = {X ∈ D(R) : Hn(X) ∈ A}

and similarly define H−1
n (B). By taking C = R in Corollary 9.7 and applying the (−)0 construction as in

Proposition 9.5, we immediately see that (H−1
n (A), H−1

−n(B)) forms a duality pair in D(R) for each n ∈ Z. In
particular, as (A, B) = (Hn(H−1

n (A)), H−n(H−1
−n(B))), every duality pair of modules arises as the homology

of a duality pair of complexes.

9.2. Duality pairs in localisations. We now turn to investigating how certain localisations on triangulated
categories respect duality pairs. Throughout, by a localisation we mean a Bousfield localisation; that is, an
exact functor L : T → T equipped with a natural transformation η : Id → L such that Lη is invertible and
Lη = ηL. A localisation is called smashing if it preserves coproducts, or equivalently if the natural map
L1 ⊗ X → LX is an isomorphism for all X ∈ T. Examples of localisation functors abound. For example,
in D(R) the functor M 7→ Mp for any prime ideal p ∈ Spec(R) is a smashing localisation functor, and the
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derived completion functor Λp is a localisation functor but it is not smashing in general. Colocalisation
functors are defined dually.

Let L be a smashing localisation of a big tt-category T. The smashing localisation L has an associated
colocalisation Γ determined by the triangle ΓX → X → LX for all X ∈ T. Moreover, Γ is also smashing in
the sense that ΓX ≃ Γ1⊗ X for all X ∈ T. We then write V = F (L1, −) and Λ = F (Γ1, −), and note that
V is a colocalisation and Λ is a localisation, but neither of these are smashing in general. We emphasize
here that the images of L and V are the same, but that they will in general be different objectwise.

Since L is smashing, we note that the local category LT is again a big tt-category with monoidal product
and internal hom the same as those in T and monoidal unit L1. Firstly, we identify the Brown-Comenetz
object in the local category LT. We write IL for the Brown-Comenetz object in LT.

Lemma 9.9. We have IL ≃ V I and hence IL(LX) ≃ V (IX) for all X ∈ T. Moreover, if X is L-local, then

IL(X) ≃ IX.

Proof. For the first part it is sufficient to show that V I has the defining property of IL. We have

HomLT(Y, V I) ≃ HomT(Y, V I) ≃ HomT(Y, I)

which proves the first claim. The second claim follows since

IL(LX) ≃ F (LX, V I) ≃ F (LX, I) ≃ F (L1, IX) ≃ V IX

by adjunction and the fact that L is smashing. We now prove the final claim. Since X is L-local, we have
X ≃ LY for some Y ∈ T. Therefore IL(X) ≃ IL(LY ) ≃ V (IY ) by Lemma 9.9. Now

V (IY ) ≃ F (L1, IY ) ≃ F (LY, I) ≃ IX

by adjunction. �

Firstly we show that duality pairs on T give rise to duality pairs on the local category in the obvious way.

Proposition 9.10. Let (A, B) be a duality pair on (T, T, I). Then the assignment Φ: (A, B) 7→ (LA, LB)
yields a duality pair on (LT, LT, IL). Moreover, if (A, B) is a symmetric duality pair, then (LA, LB) is also

symmetric.

Proof. Observe that X ∈ LA if and only if X is L-local and X ∈ A, and similarly for LB. So if X is L-local
and X ∈ A, then ILX ≃ IX ∈ B (using Lemma 9.9) and since IL(X) is L-local, we have IL(X) ∈ LB.
Conversely, let X be L-local and suppose that IL(X) ∈ LB. By Lemma 9.9, we have IL(X) ≃ IX ∈ B and
hence X ∈ A, and thus in LA since it is L-local. The closure of LB under retracts and finite sums is clear.
The claim about symmetry is clear. �

Now we turn to the converse problem; namely, we construct lifts of duality pairs from LT to T.

Proposition 9.11. Let (A, B) be a duality pair on (LT, LT, IL). Define

↑A = {X ∈ T | LX ∈ A} and B↑ = {X ∈ T | V X ∈ B}.

Then the assignment Ψ: (A, B) 7→ (↑A, B↑) gives rise to a duality pair on (T, T, I).

Proof. Let X ∈ ↑A so that LX ∈ A. Then V IX ≃ IL(LX) ∈ B using Lemma 9.9. Conversely, if IX ∈ B↑,
then IL(LX) ≃ V IX ∈ B so LX ∈ A as required. Now L and V preserve finite sums so the required closure
properties are trivial. �

Theorem 9.12. The composition Φ ◦ Ψ is the identity on duality pairs in LT. In particular, every duality

pair on LT arises from a duality pair on T via Φ.

Proof. It is immediate from the definitions that (Φ ◦ Ψ)(A, B) = (L( ↑A), L(B↑)) = (A, B). Since L is
idempotent it is clear that L( ↑A) = A. For the B class, we have X ∈ L(B↑) if and only if X is L-local and
in B↑. Since X is L-local, X ≃ V Z for some Z, and hence X ≃ V Z ≃ V 2Z ≃ V X ∈ B. �
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Corollary 9.13. Let D be a definable subcategory of a big tt-category T. Then LD is a definable subcategory

of LT; moreover, we have that (LD)d = L(Dd).

Proof. By Theorem 6.17, we have a symmetric duality pair (D, Dd) and D is closed under coproducts. By
Proposition 9.10, we have a symmetric duality pair (LD, L(Dd)) on LT and since L preserves arbitrary
coproducts as it is smashing, we have that LD is coproduct closed. Applying Corollary 6.19 shows that LD

is a definable subcategory of LT and that (LD)d = L(Dd). �

On the other hand, we can also consider the assignment Ψ ◦ Φ, which sends a duality pair on T to another
duality pair on T. Explicitly,

(Ψ ◦ Φ)(A, B) = ({X ∈ T : LX ∈ LA}, {X ∈ T : V X ∈ LB})

it is clear that this is not the identity on duality pairs, as other things may localise into LA. However, the
operation Ψ ◦ Φ is still well behaved, as the following shows.

Proposition 9.14. The operation Ψ ◦ Φ is idempotent; that is, if (A, B) is a duality pair, we have

(Ψ ◦ Φ)2(A, B) = (Ψ ◦ Φ)(A, B).

Proof. From the above description, we see that the left class in (Ψ ◦ Φ)2(A, B) is exactly

{X ∈ T : LX ∈ {Z ∈ T : LZ ∈ LA}};

in particular, if X is in this class, then L(LX) ∈ LA, but as L2 = L we have LX ∈ LA, so X is, in fact in the
left class of (Ψ◦Φ)(A, B). By inspection, it is clear that X ∈ T is in the right class of (Ψ◦Φ)2(A, B) if and only
if V 2X ∈ LB. However V 2X ≃ V X and thus V X ∈ LB, hence X is in the right class of (Ψ ◦ Φ)(A, B). �
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