arXiv:2303.06646v1 [math.RT] 12 Mar 2023

Quotients of exact categories by pseudo-cluster tilting subcategories^{∗†}

Jie Xu, Yuefei Zheng^‡

College of Science, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, Shaanxi Province, China Email addresses: xujiejie@nwafu.edu.cn; zhengyf@nwafu.edu.cn

Abstract We introduce the concept of a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory from the viewpoint of the fact that the quotient of an exact category by a cluster tilting subcategory is an abelian category. We prove that the quotients in the case of pseudo-cluster tilting are always semi-abelian. In addition, it is abelian if and only if some self-orthogonal conditions are satisfied. We revisit the abelian quotient category of conflations by splitting ones, and get that there exists a unique exact substructure such that it is a cluster quotient.

1 Introduction

Let T be a triangulated category, △(T ) the additive category consisting of the triangles. Neeman in his monograph [11, Chapter 5.1] proved that the quotient of △(T ) by modulo a homotopy-like relation must be an abelian category. The same is also true in the case of exact categories when we replace triangles with conflations [12, Section 1]. In fact, the later abelian structure was discussed by Lin in more detail [8]. In homological algebra, it is known that an important way to produce abelian quotients is the theory of cluster tilting.

We roughly recall the cluster tilting theory from the above point. The notion of a cluster tilting object in a cluster category first appears in [2]. The quotient of a cluster category by an additive closure of a cluster tilting object is isomorphic to the module category of the corresponding cluster tilted algebra, hence an abelian category, this is one of the main results in [3]. Koenig and Zhu proved that this abelian quotient is available in any triangulated category with a cluster tilting subcategory [7]. Under some mild conditions, Beligiannis proved that the abelian quotient can characterize cluster tilting subcategories [1, Theorem F]. The cases of exact categories were also considered in [5, 9].

Let (M, E) be an exact category with the exact structure E. Then the category of conflations, denoted by E(M), is also an exact category with the exact structure computed degree-wise. We denote this exact structure over M by (E(M), E). Let S(M) be the class of splitting conflations. Our focus is that how to connect the abelian quotient E(M)/S(M) with cluster tilting theory in (E(M), E). Let us recall the definition of a cluster tilting subcategory in an exact category. An additive subcategory P of (M, E) is a cluster tilting subcategory if (1) P is strongly functorially finite; (2) P is maximum self-orthogonal. It can be seen that this definition is equivalent to: (1^′) for any X ∈ M,

∗2020 Mathematics Subject Classification:18E10, 18E13 †Keywords: quotients categories; abelian categories; conflations. ‡Corresponding author

there are two conflations 0 → X^α→ Q_0 → Q_1 → 0 and 0 → P_1 → P_0^β→ X → 0 with Q_0, Q_1, P_0, and P_1 ∈ P, and α (resp. β) is a P-preenvelope (resp. P-precover); (2^′) P is self-orthogonal. We call P a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory if it satisfies (1^′). An interesting phenomenon is that S(M) is always a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory of (E(M), E), see Proposition 4.1. For this reason, we consider the quotient of an exact category by a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory, and get the following. Compare with [1, Theorem F] and [9, Theorem 1.6].

Theorem 1.1. Let M be an exact category and P a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory. (1) M/P is a semi-abelian category;

(2) M/P is an abelian category if and only if one of the following holds

(i) The subcategory P is self-orthogonal with respect to S; (ii) The subcategory P is self orthogonal with respect to T .

where S and T are two special classes of conflations, see Section 3 for the detail. Then we treat the pair (S(M), (E(M), E)), and extend the self-orthogonal conditions in Theorem 1.1 to the exact substructure (E(M), E_0), conflations splitting in the middle degree. The relation between the abelian quotient E(M)/S(M) and cluster tilting theory is the following. Compare with [12, Section 1] and [8, Theorem 4.8].

Theorem 1.2. Let (E, M) be an exact category. Then E(M)/S(M) is an abelian category. Moreover, (E(M), E_0) is the unique exact structure such that it is a cluster quotient.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we make the preliminary definitions and results. In section 3, we are denoted to proving Theorem 1.1, which is divided into two parts. In Section 4, we discuss the pair (S(M), (E(M), E)) and prove Theorem 1.2. Throughout this paper, for an additive category, we always assume that it is closed under isomorphisms. For an additive full subcategory, we mean that it is closed under finite sums and summands.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some definitions and homological facts for the later use. Let M be an additive category and f : X → Y a morphism. A weak kernel of f is a morphism g : K → X with fg = 0 such that any morphism h with fh = 0 factors through g. A weak kernel g of f is the kernel if and only if it is a monomorphism. Dually, there are corresponding facts for weak cokernels and cokernels. We write k_f : Kerf → X for the kernel of f : X → Y and c_f : Y → Cokerf for its cokernel. The coimage of f, i.e., the cokernel of k_f is denoted by c_{kf} : X → Coimf. The image of f, i.e., the kernel of c_f is denoted by k_{cf} : Imf → Y . There is a unique morphism f̂ : Coimf → Imf making the following diagram commutative.

Kerf^{kf} // X^f // c_{kf} fflffl Y^{cf} // Cokerf

Coimf^{f̂} // Imf k_{cf} OO

Definition 2.1. ([4, 13]) An additive category M with kernels and cokernels is called semi-abelian if for any morphism f : X → Y , the canonical morphism f̂ : Coimf → Imf is both an epimorphism and a monomorphism; it is abelian if f̂ is an isomorphism.

Remark 2.2. In some literatures a morphism which is both an epimorphism and a monomorphism is called regular [13]. It can be seen that a semi-abelian category is abelian if and only if regular morphisms and isomorphisms coincide.

Let P be an additive full subcategory of M. Let Hom_P (X, Y ) be the subset of morphisms in Hom_M(X, Y ), which factors through an object in P. Then I := {f ∈ Hom_P (X, Y )|X, Y ∈ M} is an ideal of M, the corresponding quotient category is denoted by M/P. This is an additive category with products computed in M. There is an additive functor Q : M → M/P which is full and dense. For an object X ∈ M, we denote by X the image of X under Q. Hence X is 0 in M/P if and only if X ∈ P. For a morphism f : X → Y in M, we denote by f the imgae of f under Q. Then f is 0 in M/P if and only if it factors through an object in P. We need the following fact, see [6, Theorem 2.2].

Lemma 2.3. Let M be an additive category and P an additive full subcategory of M. Let f : X → Y be a morphism in M. Then f is an isomorphism in M/P if and only if there exist P and Q in P completing the following commutative diagram in M, X i fflffl f // Y

X ⊕ P^{~f} // Y ⊕ Q p OO

where ~f is an isomorphism and the vertical morphisms are the canonical injection and projection respectively.

Remark 2.4. In the above commutative diagram, we can take i = ( 1 0 ) , p = ( 0 1 ) . Hence we

have ~f = ( f b c d ) by the matrix notation with b : P → Y, d : P → Q and c : X → Q.

We recall the definitions of precovers and preenvelopes respectively. A morphism f : P → X in M with P ∈ P is called a P-precover of X if any morphism g : Q → X with Q ∈ P factors through f. If any X ∈ M admits a P-precover then P is called a contravariantly finite subcategory. The notions of preenvelopes and covariantly finite subcategories are defined dually.

Now suppose that (M, E) is an exact category, where E is the corresponding exact structure, i.e., the class of conflations. If for any X ∈ M, there exists a P-precover f : P → X which is compatible with E, that is, f : P → X is an inflation, then P is called strongly contravariantly finite. Dually, we have the notion of strongly covariantly finiteness. The subcategory P is called strongly functorially finite if P is both strongly contravariantly finite and strongly covariantly finite.

We say that a conflation 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 in M is Hom_M(P, −)-exact if for any P ∈ P, the sequence 0 → Hom_M(P, X) → Hom_M(P, Y ) → Hom_M(P, Z) → 0 is exact in the category of abelian groups. Dually, We say that a conflation 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 in M is Hom_M(−, P)-exact if for any P ∈ P, the sequence 0 → Hom_M(Z, P ) → Hom_M(Y, P ) → Hom_M(X, P ) → 0 is exact.

Lemma 2.5. Let M be an exact category and P a full subcatrgory of M.

(1) If P is strongly covariantly finte, then for any morphism f : X → Y in M, there exist some Q ∈ P and a conflation 0 → X → Y ⊕ Q → Z → 0 which is Hom_M(−, P)-exact.

(2) If P is strongly contravariantly finte, then for any morphism g : Y → Z in M, there exist some P ∈ P and a conflation 0 → X → Y ⊕ P → Z → 0 which is Hom_M(P, −)-exact.

Proof. (1) Since P is strongly covariantly finte, we can pick a P-preenvelope α : X → Q which is an inflation. Consider the following push-out of α : X → Q and f : X → Y .

X^f // α fflffl Y fflffl Q // Z

We have a confation 0 → X f −α −→ Y ⊕ Q −→ Z → 0 in M by [4, Proposition 2.12]. Since α is a P-preenvolope, for any morphism β : X → Q^′ with Q^′ ∈ P, there is γ : Q → Q^′ such that β = γα, then we obtain the following commutative diagram in M. Q^′

0 // X f −α // β OO

Y ⊕ Q

( 0 −γ^) ggOOO OOO OOO OOO O

That is, the conflation 0 → X f −α −→ Y ⊕ Q −→ Z → 0 is Hom_M(−, P)-exact.

(2) is the dual.

3 The quotient category M/P

Let M be an exact category and P an additive full subcategory of M. In this section, we consider the abelian structure of the quotient category M/P. We require the following setup.

▲ P is strongly covariantly finte, and for any X ∈ M, there is a conflation 0 → X^α→ Q_0 → Q_1 → 0 with Q_0, Q_1 ∈ P such that α is a P-preenvelope.

▼ P is strongly contravariantly finte, and for any X ∈ M, there is a conflation 0 → P_1 → P_0^β→ X → 0 with P_0, P_1 ∈ P such that β is a P-precover.

Remark 3.1. (1) The conflation 0 → X^α→ Q_0 → Q_1 → 0 in ▲ is Hom_M(−, P)-exact;

(2) The conflation 0 → P_1 → P_0^β→ X → 0 in ▼ is Hom_M(P, −)-exact; (3) It can be seen that P is a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory if it satisfies both ▲ and ▼. Proposition 3.2. Let M be an exact category and P a full subcategory of M. (1) If P satisfies condition ▲, then M/P has cokernels. (2) If P satisfies condition ▼, then M/P has kernels.

Proof. We only prove (2), and (1) is just the dual. Let f : X → Y be an arbitrary morphism in M. By assumption, there is a conflation 0 → P_1 → P_0^β→ Y → 0 with P_0, P_1 ∈ P and β : P_0 → Y a P-precover. Consider the following pull-back of f and β in M.

0 // P_1 // K fflffl k // X // f fflffl 0

0 // P_1 // P_0^β // Y // 0 We claim that K is the kernel of f. Assume that there is a morphism g : U → X in M such that f g= 0 in M/P, then there exists an object P in P such that fg factors through P . Since β : P_0 → Y is P-precover, thus fg factors through P_0. By the universal property of pull-back, we get that g factors through K, hence K is a weak kernel of f.

It remains to show that k is a monomorphism in M/P. Let h : V → K be in M, and assume that kh = 0. Then there exist an object P^′∈P, and morphisms i : V → P^′ and j : P^′ → X such that kh = ji. Since β : P_0 → Y is a P-precover, there is a morphism l : P^′ → P_0 such that fj = βl. We have the following commutative diagram in M. V h fflffl i // P ′ j fflffl n xx l � 0 // P_1 // K fflffl k // X // f fflffl 0

0 // P_1 // P_0^β // Y // 0 By the universal property of pull-back, there is a unique morphism n : P^′ → K such that j = kn. Then we get that k(ni − h) = 0. As a consequence, the morphism ni − h factors through P_1, thus ni − h = 0. It implies that h = 0 and k is a monomorphism in M/P. Therefore, k : K → X is the kernel of f in M/P.

Lemma 3.3. Let M be an exact category and P a full subcategory of M. (1) If P satisfies condition ▲, then for any conflation 0 → X^f−→ Y^g−→ Z → 0 which is Hom_M(−, P)-exact, we have that Z is the cokernel of f.

(2) If P satisfies condition ▼, then for any conflation 0 → X^f−→ Y^g−→ Z → 0 which is Hom_M(P, −)-exact, we have that X is the kernel of g.

Proof. For the convenience, we only prove (1), and (2) can be shown by the similar argument. For the object X in M, there exists a conflation 0 → X^β→ Q_0 −→ Q_1 → 0, with Q_0, Q_1 ∈ P and β : X → Q_0 a P-preenvelope. Consider the following push-out diagram of f : X → Y and β : X → Q_0 in M. 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // X β fflffl f // Y^g //

fflffl_j

ŒŒ

Z // 0

0 // Q_0 fflffl i ++VVVV

VVVVV

VVVVV

VVVVV

VVVVV

VVV^r // C

fflffl &&

// Z // 0

Q_1 fflffl Q_1 fflffl Q

0 0 Assume that Q is an arbitary object in P, and i : Q_0 → Q an arbitrary morphism. Since the conflation 0 → X^f−→ Y^g−→ Z → 0 is Hom_M(−, P)-exact, thus there is a morphism j : Y → Q such that iβ = jf. By the universal property of push-out, there is a unique morphism C → Q such that i factors through r : Q_0 → C. This shows that the second row is Hom_M(−, P)-exact. Since Q_0 ∈ P, we infer that the second row splits. Therefore we get that C ∼= Q_0 ⊕ Z in M, and hence j : C → Z is an isomorphism in M/P by Lemma 2.3. By Proposition 3.2, g : Y → Z is the cokernel of f.

Theorem 3.4. Let M be an exact category and P a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory of M. Then M/P is a semi-abelian category.

Proof. Let f : X → Y be in M. By Lemma 2.5, we have a conflation 0 → X → Y ⊕ Q → Z → 0 with Q ∈ P, which is Hom_M(−, P)-exact. By Lemma 3.3, we know that Z is the cokernel of f. We can also get a conflation 0 → X^′ → Y ⊕ Q ⊕ P → Z → 0 with P ∈ P, which is Hom_M(P, −)-exact, then X^′ is the kernel of c_f . Let i : Y ⊕ Q → Y ⊕ Q ⊕ P be the canonical injection. We obtain the following commutative diagram. 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // X g fflffl //

h

�

Y ⊕ Q^{cf} //

j ww

i fflffl Z // 0

0 // X^′ fflffl

// Y ⊕ Q ⊕ P

fflffl

// Z // 0

Q^′ P fflffl P fflffl 0 0 (Fig. 3.1)

We claim that g is an epimorphism in M/P. In fact, for any morphism h : X → Q^′ with Q^′ ∈ P, since the first row is Hom_M(−, P)-exact, there is a morphism j : Y ⊕ Q → Q^′, such that h factors through X → Y ⊕ Q. Since the middle column splits, j factors through i. This means that h factors through g, and hence the first column is Hom_M(−, P)-exact. By Lemma 3.3, P is the cokernel of g in M/P. We infer that g is an epimorphism in M/P due to the fact that P ∈ P.

Since M/P has both kernels and cokernels, we then obtain the following commutative diagram in M/P.

Kerf^{kf} // X c_{kf} fflffl

f // g ’’

Y^{cf} // Z

Coimf f̂ // X ′ k_{cf} OO

It can be seen that the canonical morphism f̂ is epimorphism. Dually, we can show that f̂ is a monomorphism. Therefore, M/P is a semi-abelian category as desired.

In the rest of this section, we test the abelianness of the quotient M/P. Since we have proven that M/P is always a semi-abelian category, we only need to show that any regular morphism in M/P must be an isomorphism. Note that if P is a cluster tilting subcategory, i.e., P is self-orthogonal with respect to all conflations, then M/P is always an abelian category by [5]. In the following, we introduce two special classes of conflations S and T .

A conflation 0 → S_1 → S_2 → S_3 → 0 belongs to S, if it appears in the following commutative diagram, where the conflation in the second column is Hom_M(P, −)-exact and the one in the third row is Hom_M(−, P)-exact.

0 fflffl 0 fflffl U fflffl U fflffl 0 // S_1 fflffl // S_2 fflffl // S_3 // 0

0 // M_1 fflffl // M_2 fflffl // S_3 // 0

0 0 Dually, a conflation 0 → T_1 → T_2 → T_3 → 0 belongs to T , if it appears in the following commutative diagram, where the conflation in the second column is Hom_M(−, P)-exact, and the one in the first row is Hom_M(P, −)-exact.

0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // T_1 // N_2 fflffl // N_3 fflffl // 0

0 // T_1 // T_2 fflffl // T_3 fflffl // 0

V fflffl V fflffl 0 0 Remark 3.5. The readers can check that the following two assertions hold. (1) A conflation which is either Hom_M(P, −)-exact or Hom_M(−, P)-exact belongs to S; (2) A conflation which is either Hom_M(P, −)-exact or Hom_M(−, P)-exact belongs to T . Theorem 3.6. Let M be an exact category and P a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory of M. Then the following are equivalent. (1) M/P is an abelian category;

(2) The subcategory P is self-orthogonal with respect to S; (3) The subcategory P is self orthogonal with respect to T .

Proof. We only prove that (1) and (2) are equivalent, the equivalence of (1) and (3) is the dual.

(2)⇒(1) We will show that a regular morphism in M/P must be an isomorphism. For convenience, we keep the notation from the proof of Theorem 3.4. Let f : X → Y be a monomorphism in M/P induced by f : X → Y in M. We then obtain the conflation 0 → X^g→ X^′ → P → 0 with P ∈ P, which is Hom_M(−, P)-exact as in Fig. 3.1. For the object X^′, there exists a conflation 0 → P_1 → P_0 → X^′ → 0 with P_0, P_1 ∈ P, which is Hom_M(P, −)-exact. Consider the following commutative diagram. 0 fflffl 0 fflffl P_1 fflffl P_1 fflffl 0 // K fflffl // P_0 fflffl // P // 0

0 // X fflffl g // X ′ fflffl // P // 0

0 0

It is shown that the conflation 0 → K → P_0 → P → 0 belongs to S. Consider the following commutative diagram in M from Fig. 3.1.

X^f // g fflffl Y ⊕ Q i fflffl X^′ // Y ⊕ Q ⊕ P It induces the following commutative diagram in the semi-abelian category M/P.

X^f // g fflffl Y ⊕ Q i fflffl X^′ k_{cf} // Y ⊕ Q ⊕ P Since i is an isomorphism by Lemma 2.3 and f is a monomorphism, we infer that g is a monomorphism. This implies that K belongs to P, since K is the kernel of g by Proposition 3.2. We have that the conflation 0 → K → P_0 → P → 0 splits. As a consequence, 0 → X^g→ X^′ → P → 0 also splits. Hence in the above diagram, the two columns are all isomorphisms in M/P, hence f is a kernel. This means any monomorphism in M/P must be a kernel. Now the remains are well known, see [10, page 199].

(1)⇒(2) Let 0 → P → X → Q → 0 be a conflation with P, Q ∈ P belongs to S. Then we have the following commutative diagram 0 fflffl 0 fflffl U fflffl U fflffl 0 // P fflffl // X r fflffl p // Q // 0

0 // M_1 fflffl m // M_2 fflffl q // Q // 0

0 0 where the third row is Hom_M(−, P)-exact. We get that m : M_1 → M_2 is an epimorphism by Lemma 3.3. Since the second column is Hom_M(P, −)-exact, it can be checked that P is a weak kernel of m in M/P, hence m is a monomorphism. By the assumption, M/P is an abelian category, it shows that m is an isomorphism.

We have the following commutative diagram in M with P^′, P^{′′} ∈ P by lemma 2.3.

M_1 i fflffl m // M_2

M_1 ⊕ P^{′ ~m} // M_2 ⊕ P^{′′} p OO

Since ~m = ( m b c d ) is an isomorphism. Write its inverse ~m^{−1} = ( m_1 b_1 c_1 d_1 ) . We have that m_1m+b_1c = 1. Consider the morphism c : M_1 → P^{′′}, since 0 → M_1^m→ M_2 → Q → 0 is Hom_M(−, P)- exact, there exists v : M_2 → P^{′′} such that c = vm. Hence m is a section and 0 → M_1^m→ M_2 → Q → 0 splits. It can be seen that Hom_M(P, p) = Hom_M(P, r) Hom_M(P, q) is an epimorphism, this means 0 → P → X → Q → 0 splits. Hence the full subcategory P is self-orthogonal with respect to S.

4 The category of conflations revisited

Let (M, E) be an exact category with the exact structure E. In this section, we revisit the category of conflations of M, denoted by E(M). The objects in E(M) are all conflations of M, we always view a conflation 0 → X_1^{x1}−→ X_2^{x2}−→ X_3 → 0 as a complex concentrated in degree −1, 0 and 1, written as X^• for short. A morphism f^• : X^• → Y^• is the following commutative diagram.

0 // X_1

f_1 fflffl

x_1 //

X_2

f_2 fflffl

x_2 //

X_3

f_3 fflffl // 0

0 // Y_1^{y1} // Y_2^{y2} // Y_3 // 0

It is well known that E(M) is an additive category. We introduce four exact structures over E(M). The first one is the usual exact structure computed degree-wise, written as (E(M), E). The second one is (E(M), E^{−1}_0 ), that is, conflations in (E(M), E) splitting in degree 0 and −1. Dually, we have (E(M), E^1_0 ). The last one is (E(M), E_0), conflations in (E(M), E) splitting in degree 0. Then it can be seen that

(E(M), E^{−1}_0 ) ⪯ (E(M), E_0) ⪯ (E(M), E)

(E(M), E^1_0 ) ⪯ (E(M), E_0) ⪯ (E(M), E)

In the following, we always write a conflation 0 → X_1^{x1}−→ X_2^{x2}−→ X_3 → 0 in M as X_1^{x1}−→ X_2^{x2}−→ X_3 for simplicity.

Let S(M) be the full subcategory of E(M) consisting of all splitting conflations. For any object X^• : 0 → X_1^{x1}−→ X_2^{x2}−→ X_3 → 0 in E(M), we obtain the following diagram, where i and p are the canonical injection and projection respectively.

0 // 0 // fflffl X_1 i fflffl X_1 //

x_1 fflffl 0

0 // X_1 1 −x_1 // X_1 ⊕ X_2 p fflffl

( x_1 1^) // X_2

x_2 fflffl // 0

0 // X_1^{−x1} // X_2^{x2} // X_3 // 0

It can be checked that the first and the second columns in the above diagram are splitting, denoted by P^•_1 and P^•_0 respectively. Thus we obtain a conflation 0 → P^•_1 → P^•_0^{α•}→ X^• → 0 in

(E(M), E^{−1}_0 ) ⪯ (E(M), E) with P^•_0 , P^•_1 ∈ S(M). Dually, we get a conflation 0 → X^{• β•}→ Q^•_0 → Q^•_1 → 0 in (E(M), E^1_0 ) ⪯ (E(M), E) with Q^•_0, Q^•_1 ∈ S(M).

Now let Y^• be an arbitrary object in S(M). Then up to isomorphisms, we may assume that Y^• is of the form 0 → Y_1^i→ Y_1 ⊕ Y_2^p→ Y_2 → 0 with i and p the canonical injection and projection respectively. Let g^• : Y^• → X^• be arbitrary. Then we have the following diagram.

Y_1

i fflffl

g_1

vvnnn nnn nnn nnn nnn g_1

ssX_1

i fflffl

X_1

fflffl Y_1 ⊕ Y_2

p fflffl

( x_1g_1 g^{′)} vvnnn nnn nnn nnn n g_1 0 0 g^′ ss X_1 ⊕ X_2

p fflffl

( x_1 1^)

// X_2

fflffl Y_2

x_2g^′

vvnnn nnn nnn nnn nnn g^′ ssX_{2 x2} // X_3

This shows that P^•_0^{α•}→ X^• is a S(M)-precover. Dually, we can show that X^{• β•}→ Q^•_0 is a S(M)- preenvelope. Therefore, S(M) is a strongly functorially finite subcategory of (E(M), E). We have already proven the following.

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, E) be an exact category. Then S(M) is a pseudo-cluster tilting subcategory in (E(M), E).

Lemma 4.2. Let (E(M), E) and S(M) be as above. Let S : 0 → X^{• f •}−→ Y^{• g•}−→ Z^• → 0 be a conflation in (E(M), E).

(1) S is Hom_{E(M)}(S(M), −)-exact if and only if it belongs to (E(M), E^{−1}_0 );

(2) S is Hom_{E(M)}(−, S(M))-exact if and only if it belongs to (E(M), E^1_0 ).

Proof. We only prove (1), and (2) is the dual. Suppose that S is Hom_{E(M)}(S(M), −)-exact. We take a conflation 0 → P^•_1 → P^•_0^{r•}→ Z^• → 0 in (E(M), E^{−1}_0 ) with P^•_0 , P^•_1 ∈ S(M) by Proposition 4.1. Then r^• factors through g^•. This means S splits in degree −1 and 0, as a consequence, it belongs to (E(M), E^{−1}_0 ).

Conversely, assume that S belongs to (E(M), E^{−1}_0 ). Let P^• be an arbitrary object in S(M). Then up to isomorphisms, we may assume that P^• is of the form 0 → P_1^i→ P_1 ⊕ P_2^p→ P_2 → 0 with i and p the canonical injection and projection respectively. Let h^• : P^• → Z^• be arbitrary. Then we have the following diagram.

0 //_{X1}^{f1} //

fflffl

Y1

y1 fflffl g1 //_{Z1} //

z1 fflffl

0

P1

i fflffl

u1 ll h1 kkWWWWW WWWWW WWWWW WWWWW WWWWW W

0 //_{X2}

fflffl f2 //_{Y2}

y2 fflffl g2 //_{Z2}

z2 fflffl

//_0

P1 ⊕ P2

p fflffl

( z1h1 b ) kkWWWWWW WWWWWW WWWWWW WWWWWW W u2 ll

0 //_{X3}^{f3} //_{Y3}^{g3} //_{Z3} //_0

P2 z2b kkWWWWW WWWWW WWWWW WWWWW WWWWW W u3 ll

There are two morphisms s_1 : Z_1 → Y_1 and s_2 : Z_2 → Y_2, such that g_1s_1 = 1 and g_2s_2 = 1,

respectively. Let u_1 = s_1h_1, u_2 = ( y_1s_1h_1 s_2b ) and u_3 = y_2s_2b. It is easy to check that u^• : P^• → Y^•

is a morphism such that h^• factors through g^•. Therefore, the conflation S is Hom_{E(M)}(S(M), −)-

exact.

Lemma 4.3. Let S and T be as in Section 3. Then we have

(1) (E(M), E_0) is the minimum exact substructure in (E(M), E) that contains S;

(2) (E(M), E_0) is the minimum exact substructure in (E(M), E) that contains T .

Proof. We only prove (1), and (2) is the dual. It can be easily checked that S ⊆ (E(M), E_0). In fact,

for a given conflation 0 → S^•_1 → S^•_2 → S^•_3 → 0 ∈ S, there is the following commutative diagram, where

the second column is Hom_{E(M)}(S(M), −)-exact and the third row is Hom_{E(M)}(−, S(M))-exact. 0 fflffl 0 fflffl U^• fflffl U^• fflffl 0 // S^•_1 fflffl

// S•_2

fflffl

// S•_3 // 0

0 // M^•_1 fflffl // M •_2 fflffl // S•_3 // 0

0 0 It implies that the second column is in (E(M), E^{−1}_0 ) and the third row is in (E(M), E^1_0 ) by Lemma

4.2. Then it is trivial that 0 → S^•_1 → S^•_2 → S^•_3 → 0 ∈ S is in (E(M), E_0).

Now suppose that (E(M), E^′) ⪯ (E(M), E) is an exact substructure that contains S. Let 0 → X^• → Y^• → Z^• → 0 be a conflation in (E(M), E_0). Then there is a conflation 0 → X^• → Q^•_0 → Q^•_1 → 0 in (E(M), E^1_0 ) ⪯ (E(M), E^′) by Proposition 4.1. Consider the following commutative diagram 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 // X^• f^• fflffl

r^• // Q• 0 s^• fflffl // Q^•_1 // 0

0 // Y^• fflffl

t^• // C•

fflffl // Q•_1 // 0

Z^• fflffl Z^• fflffl 0 0 We have that 0 → Y^• → C^• → Q^•_1 → 0 is in (E(M), E^1_0 ). Hence 0 → Q^•_0 → C^• → Z^• → 0 is in (E(M), E_0). Since Q^•_0 is in S(M), we have that 0 → Q^•_0 → C^• → Z^• → 0 is in (E(M), E^{−1}_0 ) ⪯ (E(M), E^′). Now s^•r^• = t^•f^• is a inflation in (E(M), E^′), hence f^• is a inflation in (E(M), E^′) by [4, Proposition 2.16]. This means 0 → X^• → Y^• → Z^• → 0 is in (E(M), E^′).

Theorem 4.4. Let (E, M) be an exact category. Then E(M)/S(M) is an abelian category. Moreover, (E(M), E_0) is the unique exact structure such that it is a cluster quotient.

Proof. We first show that any conflation 0 → P^• → Y^• → Q^• → 0 in (E(M), E_0) with P^•, Q^• in S(M) splits. This is clear, thus S(M) is a cluster tilting subcategory of (E(M), E_0).

Suppose that S(M) is self-orthogonal with respect to some exact substructure (E(M), E^′) ⪯ (E(M), E). If (E(M), E^′) ⪯̸ (E(M), E_0), then there exists some conflation 0 → X^• → Y^• → Z^• → 0 in (E(M), E^′) which is not splitting in degree 0. We can take a conflation 0 → X → Q^•_0 → Q^•_1 → 0 in (E(M), E^1_0 ) by Proposition 4.1. Consider the following push-out diagram.

0 // X^• fflffl // Y • fflffl // Z• // 0

0 // Q^•_0 // M^• // Z^• // 0 Then 0 → Q^•_0 → M^• → Z^• → 0 is in (E(M), E^′) which is not splitting in degree 0. By the similar argument, we get a conflation 0 → Q^•_0 → N^• → P^•_0 → 0 in (E(M), E^′) which is not splitting in degree 0. Now P^•_0 and Q^•_0 are in S(M), and S(M) is self-orthogonal with respect to (E(M), E^′), a contradiction. Hence the conclusion holds by Theorem 3.6, Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.3.

Acknowledgements

This research was partially supported by NSFC (Grant No. 11701455) and Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (Grant No. 2452020182).

References

[1] A. Beligiannis, Rigid objects, triangulated subfactors and abelian localizations, Math. Z. 274 (3) (2013), 841–883.

[2] A.B. Buan, R. Marsh, M. Reineke, I. Reiten, G. Todorov, Tilting theory and cluster combinatorics, Adv. Math. 204 (2) (2006), 572–618.

[3] A.B. Buan, R. Marsh, I. Reiten, Cluster-tilted algebra, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 359 (1) (2007), 323–332.

[4] T. Bühler, Exact categories, Expo. Math. 28 (1) (2010) 1–69.

[5] L. Demonet, Y. Liu, Quotients of exact categories by cluster tilting subcategories as module categories, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 217 (2013), 2282-2297.

[6] A. Heller, The loop-space functor in homological algebra, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 96 (1960), 382–394.

[7] S. Koenig, B. Zhu, From triangulated categories to abelian categories: cluster tilting in a general framework, Math. Z. 258 (1) (2008), 143–160.

[8] Z. Lin, Abelian quotients of categories of short exact sequences, J. Algebra 551 (2020), 61–92. [9] Y. Liu, P. Zhou, Abelian Categories Arising from Cluster Tilting Subcategories, Applied Categorical Structures 28 (2020), 575–594.

[10] S. Mac Lane, Categories for the working mathematician, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 5, Springer-Verlag, 1998.

[11] A. Neeman, Triangulated Categories, Annals of Mathematics Studies 148, Princeton University Press (2001), viii+449.

[12] A. Neeman, A counterexample to vanishing conjectures for negative K-theory, Invent. Math.

225 (2021), 427–452.

[13] W. Rump, Almost abelian categories, Cahiers Topologie Géom. Différentielle Catég. 42 (3) (2001), 163–225.

There are no relevant financial or non-financial competing interests to report.