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THE LATTICE OF SUBOBJECT CLOSED SUBCATEGORIES
AND COLOCAL TYPE

APOLONIA GOTTWALD

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider abelian length categories, a generaliza-
tion of module categories over Artin algebras. Let A be an abelian length cat-
egory of colocal type. We show that the lattice S(.A) of full additive subobject
closed subcategories of A is distributive. Furthermore, we give a characteriza-
tion of abelian length categories of colocal type.

If A is an algebra of colocal type over an algebraically closed field, then this
characterization is especially simple and we can describe the lattice S(mod A)
up to isomorphism.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be abelian length category (a generalization of module categories over
Artin algebras). In this paper, we give a characterization of abelian length cate-
gories of colocal type. Furthermore, we are interested in the lattice S(A) of full
additive subobject closed subcategories of A. In particular, we show that S(A) is
distributive if A is of colocal type.

Subobject closed subcategories have not yet been extensively studied, but there
are connections to different parts of representation theory. For example, let A be
a finite dimensional algebra: then every infinite submodule closed subcategory of
mod A contains a minimal infinite submodule closed category, as Ringel proved in
[i1.

Krause and Prest have used submodule closed subcategories in [§] to show that
there is a filtration of the Ziegler spectrum that is indexed by the Gabriel-Roiter
filtration.

Furthermore, if A is a hereditary Artin algebra, then there is a natural bijec-
tion between the elements of the Weyl group of A and the full, additive cofinite
submodule closed subcategories of mod A. This has been proved by Oppermann,
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Reiten and Thomas in [9] for algebras over finite and algebraically closed fields and
in general the author’s preprint [6].

In Section B] we see that S(A) is distributive if A is of colocal type. Algebras
of colocal type have been studied repeatedly: for example, a first characterization
dates back to Tachikawa in 1959, see [15]; two gaps in the proof were filled by
Sumioka in 1984, see [14].

In this paper, we give a new characterisation for abelian length categories of
colocal type. Note that we are equating objects with isomorphism classes of objects;
in particular, all sums over simple objects are actually sums over isomorphism
classes of simple objects.

We define

Definition 1.1. For all simple objects S,T € A let
dg(S,T) := dimgng(s)or Ext' (S, T)

and
(S, T) := dimgnqery Ext' (S, 7).

Then we can show the following;:

Theorem 1.2. An abelian length category A is of colocal type if and only if the
following conditions hold for all simple objects S € A:

(C1) Y dr(S.T)<1

T simple

(C2) > dp(T,8) <2

T simple
(C3) If there is a simple object S" with Ext'(S,S8") # 0, let
T := {T simple and Ext"(T,S)#0|3Z :1(Z) = 3,s0cZ = S, top Z =T}

Then
> dp(T,8) < 1.

TeT

While the last condition is more complicated then the first two, there are several
ways to state it, see Proposition In particular, it is often equivalent to a
condition on the 2-extensions between simple objects.

Furthermore, for algebras of colocal type over algebraically closed fields, we can
completely describe the lattice S(mod A).

This paper is organised in the following way: In Section Pl we show that the
distributivity of S(.A) is equivalent to a condition on the submodule relations in A.
We can show in the next section that the following is an even stronger property:
every subobject of an indecomposable object in A is itself indecomposable. Such
categories are said to be of colocal type.

We characterize these categories in Section [ to First, we show that two
conditions on the Ext-quiver hold. Weaker conditions hold if S(A) is distributive.
In Section Bl we give different formulations and a proof of the third condition that
abelian length categories of colocal type fulfil. Again, we see that a weaker condition
is fulfilled if S(.A) is distributive.

In Section [6] we prove that every abelian length category which fulfils the three
conditions is of colocal type.

Returning to the lattice S(A), we show in the next section that it is the Cartesian
product of certain sublattices.
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In Section [ we give a short summary of some facts about string algebras and
their modules, which we need in the next and final section.

There, we assume that A = mod kQ /T for some field k and some quiver Q with
an admissible ideal I. In this case, A is of colocal type if and only if A is a string
algebra and no vertex in @) is starting point of more than one arrow. For these
algebras, we get a complete, explicit description of the lattice S(mod A).

Throughout this paper, we use the notation X | Y if the object X is a direct
summand of Y and X 1Y if X is not a direct summand of Y. For the length of X,
we write [(X).

Furthermore, we use a matrix notation

fll flm

to denote morphisms f;; : X; =Y, for1<i<mand1<j<n.

X1 DX V18- DY,

2. CONDITIONS ON INDECOMPOSABLE OBJECTS

In this section we characterize the abelian length categories A with distributive
lattices S(A) in terms of the subobject relations between the objects of A.

We start with the definition of a distributive lattice, as given for example in [12],
p. 69:

Definition 2.1. A lattice L is called distributive if
(avb)Ahe=(anc)V(bAc)
for all a,b,c € L.

Now let S(A) be the set of full additive subobject closed subcategories as in [§].
It is partially ordered by inclusion and a complete lattice.

The join a V b for two categories a,b € S(.A) is the smallest subcategory in S(.A)
which contains both a and b. The meet a A b is the largest category in S(A) that is
contained in both a and b.

The meet coincides with the intersection a N b: all subobjects of direct sums of
objects in a N b are again objects in a N b, since a and b are subobject closed. The
join consists of all subobjects of direct sums of objects in a and b.

Every category in S(A) is completely determined by the isomorphism classes of
indecomposable objects it contains.

For a class X of objects let sub X' be the category that consists of all subobjects
of direct sums of objects in X'. This is the smallest category in S(.A) that contains
X. Furthermore, let sub X := sub{X}.

In the following case, S(A) is not distributive:

Lemma 2.2. If there exists an indecomposable object X € A, and objects Y1,Ys €
A so that X € subY; VsubYy but X ¢ subY; for all 1 <i <2, then

(subY7 Vsub¥3) Asub X # (sub¥; AsubX) V (subY¥s AsubX).
Proof. By the assumption
X €subY; VsubY,
and by definition
X esubX,

0
X € (subY; VsubY¥2) Asub X.
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But
X ¢ (subY; AsubX) V (subYs A sub X),

since otherwise there were some objects
X; €subY; Asub X
for 1 <14 <2 with a monomorphism
f X — X1 D XQ.
We can assume without loss of generality that the components X — X; and
X — X5 of f are epimorphisms. Since X ¢ subY; for 1 < i < 2, these are
not isomorphisms and 1(X;) < I(X).
Since X7 @ X5 € sub X, there is some o € N with a monomorphism
Xl@XQ >—>Xa HX?@XQO(
The restriction of this concatenation to X; is a monomorphism
[91} Xy o X0 @ X
92
Then g; cannot be a monomorphism, since this would imply X; | X< and thus
X, = X# for some B < a, since X is indecomposable. But this is a contradiction
to X ¢ sub X7. So l(Im(g1)) < I(X4).
There is a concatenation of monomorphisms
X — X1 @XQ — Im(gl) D Im(gg) @XQ — Im(gl) EBXOH_I.

With X ¢ sub X», we have 0 # Im(g1). We can set X| := Im(g1) and X} := XL
Then there is a monomorphism X — X{ @ X} with X ¢ subX/] and X ¢ XJ.
Since this is the same situation as before, we get inductively an infinite sequences

of non-zero objects X1, X7, X1(2), X{3) ... with
(X)) >1(x)>xP>x®s ... >0

This cannot be true, since [(X7) is finite. So one of these objects is either the zero
object or a direct sum of copies of X. Thus X € sub X; or X € sub X5 must hold
and the proof is complete. O

In fact, we get the following equivalence:

Proposition 2.3. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The lattice S(A) is distributive

(2) If X € A is indecomposable and there are objects Y1,Ys € A, so that X €
subYi VsubY; then X € subY; for some 1 <i < 2.

(8) For all index sets I and categories a; € S(A), i € I we have

|nd(\/ ai) = U ind ;.
i€l i€l
(4) For all a,b € S(A), we have
ind(aVb) =inda Uindb.
Proof. (1) = (2) is the result of Lemma 22

(2) = (3): The direction
|nd(\/ ai) :_> U ind a;
iel i€l
is clear. For the other direction, we look at an object

X €ind (\/ ai> .
el
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There are objects A; € a; with a monomorphism
iel
and thus
X e\/subA;.
iel
The object @,.; A; must be of finite length; thus A; = 0 for all except finitely
many ¢ € I. With (2) and an induction, we get

X esubA;
for at least one ¢ € I and thus
X € a;.

So

X elJinda;

iel
and
ind(\/ a;) = | Jinda.
iel iel

(3) = (4) is clear.
(4) = (1): Let a,b,c € S(A). Then

ind((aVb)Ac)=(indaUindb)Nindc
= (indaNindc)U (inda Nindc)
=ind((aAc)V (aAc)).
Since a, b, ¢ are completely determined by their indecomposable objects,
(aVbd)Ae=(anb)V(aAc)
and S(A) is distributive. O
We can generalize the notion of a distributive lattice as e.g. in [7], p. 1227:

Definition 2.4. A complete lattice A is a frame if for all index sets I and elements
a,b; with ¢ € I the equation

an <\/b> =\/(anb)

icl icl
holds.

Obviously, every frame is also distributive. But in general, not every distributive
lattice is a frame. An exception are lattices of subobject closed categories:

Corollary 2.5. The lattice S(A) is distributive if and only if it is a frame.
Proof. This follows from part (3) of Proposition [Z3] O

3. CATEGORIES OF COLOCAL TYPE

Definition 3.1. Let A be a finite length category. An object X € A is called
colocal, if its socle is simple. Equivalently, it is colocal if every non-zero subobject
of X is indecomposable.

Dually, X is local, if its top is simple or equivalently, if every non-zero factor
object of X is indecomposable.

Definition 3.2. We call a category A of colocal type if every indecomposable object
in A is colocal. If there is some Artin algebra A so that 4 = mod A, then we also
say that A is of colocal type.
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For these categories, S(A) is always distributive. To show this, we need the
following lemma:

Lemma 3.3. (a) If there are objects V1, Va, X with a monomorphism
fi fo] Vi@V — X,
then there is also a monomorphism
X » Coker f1 @ Coker f5.

(b) If there are objects X,Y1,Ys with a monomorphism

&yXHn@n

then there is also a monomorphism
Kerf1 @ Kerf2 — X

Proof. First, we prove that (a) holds: Under the assumptions on Vi, Va, X, there is
an exact sequence

fi 0
0—>V1@‘/Q[O—th@X—g>Cokerfl@Cokerf2—>0

for some morphism g with Kerg = V; @ V5. Since there exists a monomorphism
Ker g — X, g induces a monomorphism

X »— Coker f1 @ Coker f5.

The proof of (b) is similar: Under these assumptions, there is a monomorphism
f:X — Im(f1) ®Im(fz) with an exact diagram

0 0 0
0 0 X X— 0
f
l [6 2]

0——KerfidKerfy ——= XX ———=Im(f1) ®Im(fz) —0

Ker f1 @ Ker fo X Coker f/
0 0 0

So there is an exact sequence
0 ——= Ker f1 & Ker fo ——= X —— Coker f ——=0

and in particular, there is a monomorphism Ker f; ® Ker fo — X. (]

Now we can prove that S(A) is distributive if A is of colocal type:

Proposition 3.4. If A is of colocal type, then S(A) is distributive. Furthermore, if
X is indecomposable, then for all Y1,Ys € A with a monomorphism X — Y1 & Y3,
there is a monomorphism X — Y1 or X — Ys.
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Proof. If A is of colocal type, then every subobject of an indecomposable object is
indecomposable. Let X, Y7, Ys be as in the assumptions. Then there is a monomor-
phism

f2

and by Lemma [B.3] there is a monomorphism Ker f; & Ker fo — X.
So Ker f1 = 0 or Ker fo = 0 and f; or f, is a monomorphism. By Proposition
23] the lattice S(A) is distributive. O

Pnyn@n

On the other hand, we have the following:

Lemma 3.5. If S(A) is distributive, then the socle of any indecomposable object is
of the form S™ for some simple object S and some m € N.

Proof. Let X € A be indecomposable with simple objects S; % S3 so that S; @ S5 |
soc X. Then there are monomorphisms f; : S; — X and by Lemma B3] there is a
monomorphism X — Coker f; @ Coker fs.

We prove that S(A) is not distributive with induction on I(X).

First, suppose that [(X) = 3. Then every indecomposable direct summand Y of
Coker f1 @ Coker f3 has length at most 2. So the socle of Y is simple and either 53
or S is not a subobject of Y. Thus, X ¢ subY. By Proposition 23] S(A) is not
distributive.

Now let the assumption be proved for all indecomposable objects with length
smaller that X. If there is some indecomposable direct summand Y of Coker f; ®
Coker f3 so that X € subY, then Ty & T» | socY. Since (V) < I(X), the lattice
S(A) is not distributive by the inductive assumption. O

To prove our main result about colocal abelian length categories, we need the
following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. If A is not of colocal type, then there are objects Vi, Vs, non-simple,
colocal objects Y1,Ya, ..., Yy, an indecomposable object X and a simple object S
with exact sequences

[1:]

(1) 0—=ViaW X S 0
and
(2) 0—X——Ph", Y, —=5S——0.

For such objects, the following sequences are exact for 1 lei,j € 2 and i # j:
(3) 0 ——=V; —— Coker f; ——= S ——0.
Proof. If A is not of colocal type, then there is an indecomposable object X that
is not colocal. So there are objects Vi # 0 # V5 with a monomorphism
f=1h f]:VieV,—X.

Let S be a simple factor module of Coker f. Then there is some V with V1 @&V, C V
and an exact sequence

0 |4 X S 0.

If V is indecomposable, then it is of smaller length than X and not colocal.
Inductively, we can assume that Coker f =S and V; & Vo = V. By Lemma [3.3]
there is a monomorphism

g : X > Coker f1 @ Coker f5.
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The following diagram is exact for all 1 < 1,5 < 2, 4 # j, since all columns and
the first and second row are exact:

0 0 0
|

0 Vi Vi 0 0
|

0—=ViapVy X S 0
|

0 Vj Coker f; —= S ——=10
|
0 0 0

Thus, the following diagram is exact, since all columns and the first and second
row are exact:

0 0 0
0—=VidW X S 0

0 —— Vi @ Vo —— Coker f; ® Coker fo —= 8% —=0

0 0 Coker g S 0
0

So Cokerg = S. Let
@Yi := Coker f; & Coker f

i=1
be a decomposition of Coker f; @& Coker f5 into indecomposable direct summands.
Then we get the exact sequences (1) - @)). Since I(Y;) < I(X), we can inductively
find some object X so that Y; is colocal for all 1 <i < m. O

4. CONDITIONS ON THE Ext-QUIVER
For simple objects S,T € A, we define
d§(S,T) := dimgng(s)or Ext' (S, T)

and
le(S, T) = dimEnd(T) Eth (S, T)
In this section, we show that for an abelian length category A of colocal type all
simple objects S € A fulfil the following conditions:

(C1) > dp(s,T)<1

T simple
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(C2) > dn(T,8) <2

T simple

Weaker conditions hold if S(A) is distributive.

Recall that we can interpret Ext"(S,T) as the group of equivalence classes of
n-fold extensions of S by T, see for example [2], Definition 2.6.1. For Ext!(S,T),
the abelian group structure corresponds to the Baer sum, see [16], Section 1.8.2:

For

fi g1

m: 0 X' Xo X 0
and
e 0 X Iyl x 0,
there is an object Z; with a commutative diagram
0——= XX’ Al X 0

| e |t

0— —=xaox 22 xiox;, 22 xox — =0

and an object Z with a commutative diagram

0— X' X' Z1 X 0.
o 1]
0 X’ Z X 0
The object Z; can be found by taking the pullback, while Z can be found via the
pushout.
Then

0 X' A X 0

is the exact sequence 7; + 7s.

Furthermore, we need the following result by Gabriel, see [5], p.81:

Theorem 4.1. An abelian length category A is equivalent to the module category
of an Artinian ring if and only if

(1) A has only finitely many simple objects.

(2) d~(S,T) < oo for all simple objects S, T € A.

(8) The supremum of the Loewy lengths of the objects in A is finite.

In particular, if condition (2) is fulfilled, then for every finite set of simple objects
S1,52,...,5, and r € N, the subcategory of A that consists of the objects of Loewy
length smaller or equal to r with composition factors in {S1,...,S5,} is equivalent
to such a module category.

If A contains simple objects .S, T" with dimgng(r) Extl(S, T) = 0o, then there is a

subcategory Aj, of A so that dimgng(r) Ext}4,m (S,T) =m for all m € N.

Lemma 4.2. Let A be an abelian length category.

(a) If A is of colocal type, then (C1) is fulfilled.

(b) If S(A) is distributive, then for all simple objects S € A, there is at most one
T with Ext'(S,T) # 0.
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Proof. We begin with the proof of (a). If (C1) is not fulfilled, then there is a finite
set T of pairwise non-isomorphic simple objects with S € T and

di= dp(S,T)>2.
TeT
We can assume that d < co and the subcategory A’ of objects of Loewy length < 2
with composition factors in 7 is equivalent to a module category.
In A’, there is an indecomposable projective envelope P (S) of S with a socle of
length d.
Thus P»(S) € A’ C A is not colocal and by definition, A is not of colocal type.

To prove (b), we assume that we can choose T = {71,735, S} so that T1 2 T»
and Extl(S7 T;) #0for 1 <i<2. Then T) & Tx | soc P5(S) and by Lemma [3.5] the
lattice S(A) is not distributive. O

To show that (C2) holds if A is of colocal type, we use the following auxiliary
lemma:

Lemma 4.3. Let A be an abelian category and S, T4, ..., T, simple objects in A
so that there are exact sequences with indecomposable middle terms

fi

n;i: 0 S X, T; 0
for 1 < i < n. Furthermore, suppose that 2 < n and for all 1 < 1,7 < n either
f1
f2
T; =T, orT; 2Tj holds. For f := . let there be a commutative diagram
fra
(4) s—L-@ X
fnt lg
Xn == Xn

so that g is an eptmorphism and g, s an isomorphism.
Then there are 1 < 41,...,%m <n—1so that Ty, =T,,...,T;, =T, and n, is
linearly dependent of 1y, ..., m:,, over T,.
Proof. Leti: S"~2 — Ker g be the natural injection and F := diag(f1, f2, .-, fn_1)-
Then the following diagram is exact, because all rows and the first and second
column are exact:

0 0 0
0 s — I x, T, 0
lid ... id] g9. "
0 st L @l X, —— @ T — 0
0 Sn=2 C s Cokergg,! —— Cokeri —= 0
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The second row of the diagram is @?;11 7;, while the first row of this diagram is

M-
Thus, there are 1 <7y,...,%, <n —1sothat T}, =T,,...,T;, =T, and n, is
linearly dependent of n;,,...,n;,, over T,,. (]

Now we can show the following:

Lemma 4.4. Let A be an abelian length category.

(a) If A is of colocal type, then (C2) is fulfilled.
(b) If S(A) is distributive, then for all simple objects S € A, there are no more
than two non-isomorphic simple objects T with Ext' (T, S) # 0.

Proof. We start with the proof of (a). If (C2) is not fulfilled, then there is a simple
object S so that

> dp(T,8) > 3.

T simple

So there are three exact sequences

i 00— 8 X T, ——0

for some indecomposable objects X; € A and simple T; with ¢ € 1,2,3. If T; =2 T;
for some % # j, then we can assume that T; = Tj. Furthermore, over End(T;)°?, n;
is not a linear combination of the other two exact sequences.

We consider the exact sequence

"
7]
0 S X e X, e X, Y 0.

Since the objects X; are colocal, there is some indecomposable direct summand Y’
of Y so that the morphism g; : X7 — Y’ induced by g is a monomorphism.

If g; - X; — Y’ is also induced by g for 2 <4 < 3, then Zle gifi = 0. Thus
there is at least one i € {2,3} so that g; is a monomorphism. By Lemma [E3] this
means [(Y’) > 3.

The same argument holds for every other direct summand Y of Y so that the
morphism X; — Y induced by ¢ is a monomorphism for some 1 <34 < 3.

Since I[(Y) = 5, Y is the only direct summand of Y for which such a monomor-
phism exists. On the other hand, for 1 < i # j < 3, g induces a monomorphism
¢+ X, & X; — Y. With the arguments above, the image of the concatenation
S? < X; & X; — Y is a subobject of Y’, so the kernel of ¢’ must be zero. Thus,
A is not of colocal type.

To prove (b), we assume that 77,75 and T3 are pairwise non-isomorphic.
Thus, we can assume without loss of generality that 77 2 S 2 T5. Furthermore,

[gll gé} : X1 &) X2 — Y/

is a monomorphism. So both 77 and 75 arise only once as composition factors of
Y’

By Lemma B3] there is a monomorphism Y’ ~— Coker g] @ Coker g5. Thus T} is
a composition factor of Y’, but not of Cokerg] and T is a composition factor of
Y’ but not of Coker g5. So Y’ ¢ sub Coker g7 and Y’ ¢ sub Coker g5. By Proposition
23 S(A) is not distributive. O
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5. THE THIRD CONDITION

In this section, we prove that (C3) holds for all simple S € A if A is of colocal
type:
(C3) If there is a simple object S” with Ext!(S,S’) # 0, let

T := {T simple and Ext'(T,S)#0|3Z:1(Z)=3,s0cZ =S, topZ =T}

Then
> dip(T,5) < 1.
TeT
Furthermore, we give some equivalent ways to define 7.
Proving that (C3) holds if A is of colocal type is more difficult than proving the
other conditions. We need some auxiliary lemmas first:

Lemma 5.1. Let Zy,Zs be objects of length 3 with socle S' which are both local
and colocal. Then for any monomorphisms f; : S’ ~— Z;, either the object Y :=

Coker Hﬂ is indecomposable or there an isomorphism ¢ : Z1 — Zo with fo = ¢ f1.

Proof. Since Z; is colocal, X; := Coker f; is an indecomposable object of length 2.

So there are epimorphisms [91 92] : Z1 & Zo — Y and h; : Z; — X so that the
diagram below is exact for 1 < i # j < 2, since its rows and the first two columns
are exact:

(5) 0 0
0 — > 7 Z, — >0
| gl
{fl} [91 92]

0 —= 5 2 7202 Y 0
|

0 % Z X; 0
0 0 0

Since soc Z1; = S’, there is some indecomposable direct summand Y; of Y with a
monomorphism Z; — Y;. We have

5=UY)>1Y1) > U(Z) =3.

Thus Y7 is the only direct summand of Y with such a monomorphism. Analogously,
there is a monomorphism Zs — Y7.
Either Y 2 Y7 and Y is indecomposable or Y = Y] @ Ys, where 1 <(Y3) < 2.
Since [(top(Z1 & Z3)) = 2 and [gl 92] induces an epimorphism

Z1 @ Zy — top Y] & top Ya,

both Y7 and Y, are local. So for at least one i € {1,2}, ¢g; induces an epimorphism
Zi —» tOp Yl.

We write g; =: [Z;} : Z; — Y1 @Y, and with (@), there is an epimorphism
[l1 lz] Y19Y, —» Xj Wlthj 7& i so that 1k + loke = 0.

If [ is an epimorphism, then k1l/; is non-zero; in particular it induces an isomor-
phism top Y7 — top X;. So Cokerk;ly = 0 and k1l; is an epimorphism.
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It follows that kslo = —kqly is also an epimorphism. In particular, Iy is an
epimorphism.
Since X is local, at least one of I; and I is an epimorphism by Lemma 33l So
l> is always an epimorphism.
Because of 1(Y2) < 2, we see that I is an isomorphism and
(V1) = UY) —1(¥2) = 3.

~

Since g1 f1 = —gaf2 and g1 and go induce isomorphisms Z; =2 Y; & Z, there is an
isomorphism ¢ : Z1 — Z5 so that fo = fi1¢. (I

Let 7 be as in the definition of (C3) in the beginning of this section.

Lemma 5.2. Let A be an abelian length category. Suppose that there are simple
objects S, S’ so that

(1) Ext'(S,8") #0

(2) Yrer dp(T,8) =2
(3) di,(S,S") =1 or T has two or more (non-isomorphic) elements.

Then for some objects Z1 and Zo of length 3 with socle S' and top in T, there are
monomorphisms f; : 8" — Z; for 1 <1 < 2 so that Coker [2} is indecomposable.

Proof. Under these assumptions, there are T; € T for 1 < ¢ < 2 with indecompos-
able objects X; with exact sequences

(6) ni: 0 §—2x, Mo, 0

that are not linearly dependent of each other over End(77)°?. Furthermore, there
are objects Z; for 1 < ¢ < 2 with exact sequences

0 S’ Zi —=X; 0.

We begin by defining f; and f;. Then we show that Y := Coker {2} is indecom-

posable.

If Zy 2 Zs, then we can choose arbitrary monomorphisms f; : S’ — Z; for
1 < < 2. Otherwise, we need to be more careful:

If Z1 = Z5, we can assume that Z; = Z5 and T3 = T5. Since S’ = soc 7y, this
implies Im g; = Imgh. So X; = Xo.

Let X3 be the kernel of Z; — T7. Then there is an exact sequence

f g

0 S’ X3 S 0

and a monomorphism [’ : X35 — Z.

We have Imh)f’ = S 2 Img;g. By the assumptions, d, (S, S’) = 1 and there is
some isomorphism ¢; on X3 so that b f'¢; = g:g.

Thus, we can define f; := f'¢;f. By Il Y = Coker [g} is either indecompos-
able or there is some isomorphism ¢ : Z; — Z5 with fo = ¢ f;.

In the second case, there is an isomorphism % : X; — X5 and a commutative
diagram with exact rows

) W,
0 I g M, 0
H lqﬁ lw
f B,
0 / Ty —2 X, 0
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Since f; = f'¢; f, this induces monomorphisms m;, me with a commutative diagram

Xg— > X3/8' =58
T
my
hy
fo1 Zs Zy/5" = Xo
]
R’ v
Z— " S 7/S=X,

By definition, h}f'¢; = g;g = m;g. Since g is an epimorphism and g; a monomor-
phism, this implies m; = g;.

So there is an epimorphism y which makes the following diagram commutative
with exact rows:

0 s x, M x, 0.
|
0 s x, M. x, 0

Thus, 71 and 79 are linearly dependent of each other over End(77)°P, contrary to
the assumptions. ([

Now we can show the following:

Lemma 5.3. Let A be an abelian length category.

(a) If A is of colocal type, then (C3) is fulfilled.
(b) Let S(A) be distributive with simple objects S 2 S with dg/(S,S") = 1. Then
ZTGTdT(Ta S) <L

Proof. Let S,S" be simple objects with dg/ (S, S") = 1. By Lemma [E.2] if we have
> rerdr(T,S) > 2, then there are some objects Z1 and Z3 of length 3 with socle S’

and tops T1, Ty € T, there are monomorphisms f; : S” — Z; so that Y := Coker Hﬂ

is indecomposable.
Since dg/ (S, S") = 1, there is up to isomorphism only one indecomposable object
X3 with an exact sequence of the form

(7) 0 S’ X; S 0.

So X3 must be the kernel of Z7 — T and Zy —» T5.
Furthermore, every monomorphism S’ »~— X3 factors through f. So f; and fo
factor through f.
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Thus, the following diagram is commutative and exact, since its columns and
the first two rows are exact:

(8) 0 0

0*5@)(3 Y Tl@TQHO
0 0 0

SosocY =S¢ 5.

To show (a), we suppose that A is of colocal type, but (C3) is not fulfilled for
some simple object S € A.

Then there is some S’ with Ext'(S,S") # 0 and we have dg/(S,S’) = 1 by
Lemma With the arguments above, there is some indecomposable object Y
with socY = S @ S’ and A is not of colocal type.

Under the assumptions of (b), ds/(S,5") = 1and S 2 §". It Y, dr (T, S) > 2,
then by the arguments above, there is some indecomposable object Y with socY =
S @& S'. By LemmaBH S(A) is not distributive. O

Under certain conditions, the definition of 7 is much simpler. To show this,
we need some auxiliary lemmas. The first one will also be important in the next
section, where we prove that every abelian length category that fulfils (C1) - (C3)
is of colocal type.

Lemma 5.4. Let Y € A be an object with simple socle S, Loewy length 2 and a
top of length m.

Then for any indecomposable object X,, of length 2 with monomorphisms f., :
S— X and fl : X, — Y, there are indecomposable objects X1,...,Xm—1 of
length 2 with monomorphisms f; : S — X;, fl : X; — Y, so that

fz/fz = f7/nfm

for all 1 < i < m. They can be chosen so that over End°"(Coker f;) no ezact
sequence with monomorphism f; is a linear combination of exact sequences with
monomorphisms in

{fi, - fimts figr oo )

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on m:

It is obvious for {(topY) = 1 and we can assume that it has been proved for all
objects Y with Loewy length 2 and I(topY) < m.

So let topY = G}Zf{l T; for some simple objects T;. The kernel of Y — @~ | T;
is of length 2 and has the socle S; the kernel Y’ of Y — T,,,+1 has socle S, Loewy
length 2 and I(topY”’) = m.

By Lemma [3.3] there is an epimorphism

s [ X @Y Y.
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Since (X 41 ®@Y’) = I(Y) + 1, the kernel of this epimorphism is S. So there are
morphisms f,+1:S = X;nt1 and f: S — Y’ with an exact sequence

[fnL+1:| , ,
i ;[ ]
9 0 s X1 ®Y Y 0.

Since I[(Y”') > 2, there is some indecomposable object X, of length 2 with monomor-
phisms f,, : S — X, and [ : X,, — Y’ so that f = f/ f,,. By the inductive
assumption, we get objects X; of length 2 and monomorphisms f; : S — X; and
fI' Xy — Y’ so that f/'f; = fl! fm for 1 <i < m.
With (@), we have
fnsrfmer=—f'f==f fofm=—f1fi
forall 1 <i<m.

So we can set f/ := —f'f/’ and it remains to show that over End“”(Coker f;)
there is no exact sequence with monomorphism f;, 1 that is a linear combination
of exact sequences with monomorphisms in {fi,..., fm}:

Otherwise, by definition of the Baer sum (see the beginning of Section[d), there is
some object Z so that for F' = diag(f1, ..., fm), there is the following commutative
diagram with exact rows:

0 S Xyt

A
T

0—=5" L@ X, —=T"——0

So X,nt1 = Z/S™1 and the concatenation

[ £0]

Z Y’

@;11 Xi

induces a concatenation

fos1 t X1 — <@Xz> /STt =Y
i=1
Since f!'fi = f fm for all 1 <i <m, we get
Frgirfmsr = fofm = £
But then Coker {f"}“} =Y’ @ Tint1, & contradiction to ([@). O

Analogously, the dual result holds. In particular, we get the following:

Corollary 5.5. If there is an object Y € A with simple socle S, Loewy length 2
and a top of length m, then > e dip(T5 S) > m.

Dually, if there is an object Y € A with simple top S, Loewy length 2 and a socle
of length m, then > . simple dX(S,T) > m.

As with modules, we call an object uniserial if it has a unique composition series.
With the corollary above, we can show the following Lemma, which we will use
to show the first two simplifications of T

Lemma 5.6. If (C1) holds for an abelian length category A, then every object in
A that is both local and colocal is uniserial.
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Proof. Suppose that X is an object that is both local and colocal. Then every non-
zero factor object of X is indecomposable. Set Xy := X and choose X3,...,X,
with epimorphisms

Xo=>» X1 > > X,=0
so that Ker(X;_1 — X;) is simple for all 1 < i < n.

If X is not uniserial, then it has a factor object which is not colocal. In particular,
there is some maximal integer m, so that X, is not colocal. For every S | soc X,,,
the quotient X, /S is uniserial and thus I(soc X,,,) = 2.

The kernel X’ of X,, — X,,+3 has the length 3 and soc X’ = socX,,. So
the Loewy length of X’ is 2 and by Corollary and (C1), l(top X’) > 2. Thus
l(soc X") + I(top X') > I(X') and there is some simple object S | X'.

For S’ with soc X’ = S @ S, the quotient X'/S’ is decomposable. But X'/’ is
the kernel of the epimorphism X,,/S" — X, 13, which contradicts the assumption
that X,,,/S is uniserial.

So if A fulfils (C1), then every object X that is both local and colocal is also
uniserial. (|

We still need two very different auxiliary lemmas, which we will use to show the
final simplification of T

Recall that the Ext-quiver of A is a quiver that has the simple objects of A as
vertices and an arrow between vertices S and T if and only if Ext'(S,T) # 0.

Lemma 5.7. Let A be an abelian length category that fulfils (C1).

Suppose that there are simple objects S’, T so that no cycle in the Ext-quiver has
S’ as a vertex and there is an indecomposable object Z of length 3 with soc Z = S’
andtopZ =1T.

Then Ext*(T, S") = 0.

Proof. By the assumptions on Z, there is a simple object S with
Ext!(S,S") # 0 # Ext (T, S).

Since no cycle in the Ext-quiver has S’ as a vertex,

(10) Ext!(S’,8) = Ext*(8',8") = 0.

In particular, S’ 2 S. Furthermore, an exact sequence

0 g-1.x 2.y 7z 0 € Ext?(Z,5")

induces a commutative diagram with exact rows

h

h

0 gt x 9.y 7z 0
I I
0 g Lox Loy M g 0

with monomorphisms m; and my. Since Ext?(S’,S") = 0, the second row of the
diagram splits. Thus, the first row also splits and

(11) Ext’(Z,S') = 0.

Since (C1) holds,

(12) S dp(ST)=1= Y dpn(T,T").
T’ simple T’ simple

So Ext!(S,S) = 0 and thus S 2 T and Ext'(T,S5") = 0
Le X be an indecomposable object with exact sequences

(13) 0 s Z X 0
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and

(14) 0 S X T 0.

The short exact sequence ([3) induces a long exact sequence
. —— Ext'(8,5") — Ext*(X,S5") — Ext*(Z,8") —— ... .

So Ext*(X,S’) = 0 by (I0) and ().

Furthermore, (I4]) induces a long exact sequence

. —=Ext'(T,8") — Ext!(X,8") — %= Ext!(S, S") —> :

L> Ext*(T,S") — Ext*(X,5') ——— ...

Since Ext! (T, S’) = 0, the morphism « is a monomorphism. With (2,
dimEnd(S/) Eth (X, S/) Z 1= dimEnd(S/) EXt(S, SI),

so a must be an isomorphism. We get
Ext*(T,S") = Ext*(X,S8') =0
and the proof is complete. ([
The other direction of 5.7 is even more generally true:

Lemma 5.8. Let S,5",T € A be simple objects with Ext'(S,S") # 0 # Ext*(T, S)
so that Ext' (T, S") = 0 = Ext*(T,S'). Then there is an object Z of length 3 so that
socZ =S" and topT =T.

Proof. By the assumptions, there is an indecomposable object X with an exact
sequence

0 S’ X S 0.
This induces a long exact sequence
. —— Ext'(T,8") — Ext!(T, X) — Ext!(T, §) — Ext*(T,5") — ... .
Since Ext'(T,S") = Ext*(T, S") = 0, we see that Ext'(T, X) = Ext' (T, S) # 0. So
there is some indecomposable object Z with an exact sequence
0 X VA T 0
and obviously I(Z) = 3, soc Z = 5" and topT =T. O

The following equivalence holds:

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that A is an abelian length category which fulfils (C1).
For fized simple objects S and S’ with Ext'(S,S") # 0, the class

T = {T simple and Ext'(T,S) #0|3Z :1(Z) =3,s0c Z = S',top Z = T'}
s the same as
T :={T simple and Ext*(T,S) #0|3Z :1(Z) > 3,s0cZ = S, top Z = T}.
IfS2 S, then T =T" with
T" .= {T simple and Ext*(T,S) #0|3Z :socZ = 5" topZ =T}.
If no cycle in the Ext-quiver has S’ as a vertex, then T = T"" with
T" .= {T simple | Ext'(T, S) # 0 = Ext*(T, S")}.
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Proof. The relations T C T’ C T" are clear.

On the other hand, suppose that Extl(T, S) # 0 and there is some object Z
with I[(Z) = 3, socZ = S’ and topZ = T. We can define Zp := Z and Z; :=
Zi—1/socZ;—y for i € N. Then there is some Z,, with length I(Z,,) = 3. By
Lemma[.6l Z and thus Z,, is uniserial. Furthermore, top Z,, = T by construction.

By (C1), Ext*(T,T") = 0 for all T’ 2 S and Ext*(S,T") # 0 for all 7" % S’. Thus
socZy =S"and T/ C T.

Now suppose that S 2 S’ and there is some simple object T' with Extl(T, S) #0.
Since A fulfils (C1), we have Ext’(T,S’) = 0. So every object Z with socZ = S’
and top Z = T has length greater or equal to 3 and thus 7' = 7.

Finally, if no cycle in the Ext-quiver has S’ as a vertex, then 7 = 7" by Lemma
B and Lemma (.8 O

6. AN EQUIVALENCE THEOREM

In the last sections, we have shown that (C1) - (C3) has to be fulfilled if A is of
colocal type. In this section, we prove the other direction.

Reformulating [I], Chapter V, Theorem 2.6, an Artin algebra A is right serial
(that is, every right projective module over A is uniserial) if and only if (C1) holds.

Note that in this case a uniserial object is uniquely determined up to isomorphism
by its composition series (see [I], Chapter V, 2.7); in fact, it is even uniquely
determined up to isomorphism by its top and its length:

If T € A is simple, then there is exactly one maximal path in the Ext-quiver of
A that starts in T

T:T1%T2—>T3%....

Every uniserial object with top 7" and length n has the socle T;,. If we denote this
object by Ur ,, then we have epimorphisms

> Urpn > Urpp1 — -+ > Urp > Upy =T — Up := 0.
On the other hand, suppose that (C2) and (C3) hold. Let
e = S35, —>5=5

be a maximal path in the Ext-quiver of A so that there is an object Z with socle S
and top S,.
Then there is at most one different maximal path

e 85— 8,81 =8

in the Ext-quiver so that an object with socle S and top 5], exists. If such a path
exists, then >, simple d(T,S) =2 and S; 2 5].

If there is only one such path but 3 7 ;.. di(T,S) = 2, then we set S| =
Si,..., 8 = Sy

With this, we can formulate the next lemma:
Lemma 6.1. Suppose that A fulfils (C1) - (C3). Let Y € A be a colocal object
with socY =: S that is not local. Then Y 5 e d(T,S) =2, l(topY) = 2 and
there are m,m’ € N so that Y/S = Us,, m—1®Usg , 1.

Proof. Let Y be a colocal object with socle S and soc(Y/S) := @._, R;, with
simple S; for 1 < ¢ < n and n # 0. Then there is a subobject Y’ of Y with
socY’ =S and Y'/S =@, ; Ri. So Y’ has Loewy length 2 and by Corollary [5.5]
(C2) implies that n < 2 and {Ry, R2} = {51,571} if n = 2.

If Si | soc(Y/S), then there are simple objects R, 1 < k < n' so that

soc(Y/S)/S1 =S @ GBR;C
i=1
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Thus, for 1 < k < n’, there are subobjects Z of Y so that soc Z, = S, top Z; = R},
and [(Zy) > 3. By Proposition (9, (C3) implies that n’ < 1 and R} = Sy if it
exists.

Inductively, there is some Ug,, »» with a monomorphism Usg,, ,m — Y.

The analogous argument holds for S| and there is some Ug: | ,,» with a monomor-
phism US;n”m’- "

We can either choose these objects so that topY =S, & S/, or i(topY) = 1.

But the latter is not possible, since otherwise there is some subobject Y of
a factor object of Y which has a simple top T and there are m,m’ € N so that
Ker(Y" - T) =S5 ,®Sy. By Lemma[5.4] this contradicts (C1).

SotopY = Sy, @ Sy and the monomorphisms Us,, m — Y, Uss | s == Y imply
that Y/S = Us,, m—1 & Us'  mr—1. " 0

As a corollary, we get:

Corollary 6.2. Suppose that A fulfils (C1) - (C3). Let Y € A be a colocal object

with socY = S that is not local. Then there are m, m’ > 2 with exact sequences

(15) 0—=Us,ym—=Y ——=Ug' | m—1
and
(16) 0—>U5/ ,,m! —>Y—>U5m1m,1 .

Furthermore, we see:
Lemma 6.3. If A fulfils (C1), then every object that is local is also colocal.

Proof. Let Y belocal but not colocal. Then every quotient of Y is local. Inductively,
we can assume that every real quotient of Y is local and colocal and thus uniserial
by Lemma (561 With Y’ :=Y/socY and Y” :=Y’'/socY’, the object

X :=ker(Y - Y")
has Loewy length 2. Suppose that
Ty @& Ty | socY =socX.
Then X/T; is a subobject of Y/T; for 1 < i < 2 and thus uniserial. So X is local
and by Corollary 5.5 (C1) does not hold, a contradiction to the assumption. O

With this, we can prove the following:

Lemma 6.4. Let A be an abelian length category for which (C1) holds.
If gm : Upp, — T and gy, : Upy — T are epimorphisms and m < n, then gy
factors through g, .

Proof. In this case, there is some morphism g}, : Ur,, — T which factors through

gm- We show by induction that there is an isomorphism ¢ on Urp,, with g, = g/,¢:
For n = 1, this is clear and for n = 2, it follows from dimgng(z,) Ext'(T,Ty) = 1.
Suppose that the assertion is true for all morphisms Uy, — T with 1 < n’ <mn.
There is some object Y with an exact sequence

0 Y UrnoUpn 2L g

Since I(Y) = l(Ur,,) + 1 and T;, | socY, the object Y is either local or of the form
UT,n ®T,.

In the latter case, there is an isomorphism ¢ on Ur, with g, = g,,¢.

The former case is impossible by Corollary Since Y is not a subobject of
Ur n, it is not colocal by Lemma B.3] O
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Before we can proof the main theorem, we still need one lemma about the objects

in A:

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that A fulfils (C1) - (C3). Let Y,Y' be colocal objects with
socle S so that there is a simple object T with T | topY and T | topY’. IfI(Y) <
(Y"), then every epimorphism g :' Y — T factors through every epimorphism ¢’ :
Y - T.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the case I(Y) = I(Y'): If I(Y) < I(Y’), then Y’ has a
subobject Y with [(Y") = (Y), socY” = S and T | top Y”. For a monomorphism
Y — Y’ we can define ¢ = ¢'f and if g factors through ¢”, then it also
factors through ¢’.

If Y is local, then this lemma is already the result of Lemma [6.41

To prove the assertions for non-local objects with [(Y) = I(Y”) we use Corollary
There are m, m’ > 2 with an exact sequence

00— Usym — Y —Us) -1 -

Without loss of generality, we can assume that 7' = S/, and it suffices to show that
(17) dimEnd(U%”m_l) Ext!(Us , mr—1,Us,m) = 1.
The exact sequences

0—— 8 —Us, m-i+1 —=Us,,m—i —=0

for 1 <+ < m induce long exact sequences

> Eth(US;nhmlil, Sz) E—— Eth(USin”m/,b USm,mfiJrl) 4)

.

If S S; for 2 < i< m, then Extl(Sé, S;) = 0 and thus

Eth (US;R,,m’—la USm,m—i)

Extl(US:n”m/,l, S;) = 0.
Since Ug,, m—(m—1) = Si, we get inductively that
Eth(Us;n/,m'—h Us,, m—i+1) =0
for 2 <i < m.

Thus,
Ext'(Us' |, mi—1,Us,m) = Ext' (Us: | mr—1,51).

By Lemma 6.4 dimgngw,, , ) Ext'(Usg ,m'—1,51) = 1 and thus (7)) holds.

Now suppose that there is some 2 < ¢ < m with S; =2 S. Then dlsj,l (S;,85-1) =
1foralll <j<iq. SinceS; =S =S5;, weget End(S;) = End(S) for all 1 < j <.

By LemmalBI} Y°p 01 d7(T, S) = 2 and by definition of Sz, Sy we get Sy % S5
With (C1), this implies S}, 2 5; for all 2 <k <m’ and 1 < j <.

In particular, Sj, 2 S for 2 < k <m/'.

The exact sequence

OH US/ , 11m/72 —_— US/ ,7m/71 —_— Sm/ HO
m’ — m
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induces a long exact sequence

(18) ...———=Ext" (5, Us,..m) ——Ext"(Us’ , yr—1,Us,..m) —>

.

If I(Us' ,mr—1) > 1, then Extl(S,’n,, Us,,.m) = 0 and there is a monomorphism

Ext!(Us: , mr—2,Us,m)

Eth(US;n/,m’—la USm,m) — Eth(US:n/,pm’_Q’ USm,m)-
So inductively, it suffices to show the lemma for [(Uss | 1) = 1. In this case,
m =2, Ug ,_omi—2 =0 and ([I8) yields an epimorphism
Ext' (S}, Us,,.m) = Ext'(Usy 1, Us,,.m)-
The short exact sequence
0—> 8§ ——>Us, u —> Uspom1 —0
induces a long exact sequence
. —— Ext'(84,8) — Ext! (S5, Us,, m) — Ext* (S5, Us,, m_1) — ... .

Since S§ % S, we have Ext' (S, Us,, m—1) = 0 and an epimorphism
Ext'(S5, ) — Ext' (S5, Us,, m)-

Since Sp % S5, we have End(S;) = End(S}) = End(S) for all 1 < i < m and
1 <4 <m'. In particular, End(Usg’ | ;1) = End(S).

With the arguments above, '

1 = dg(S5,5) = dimgnq(s) Ext' (S, 5)

implies (). O

Now we can prove Theorem

Theorem 6.6. An abelian length category A is of colocal type if and only if the
following conditions hold for all simple objects S € A:

(C1) > dp(S,T)<1

T simple

(C2) Y dp(T,8) <2

T simple
(C3) If there is a simple object S" with Ext(S,S8") # 0, let
T :={T simple and Ext"(T,S)# 0|32 :1(Z) =3,s0c Z = S',topZ =T}
Then
> dp(T,8) < 1.

TeT

Proof. Suppose that (C1) - (C3) holds, but A is not of colocal type. Then by
Lemma [3.6] there is an exact sequence

with X indecomposable, T simple, Y; colocal for 1 < ¢ < m and m > 2. In
particular, f; 20 and T | topY; for all 1 <i < m.
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We can order the objects Y; so that for some m/,n € N, we have socY; = T, for
1 <i<m and socY; = T,, with n; > n for m’ < i < m. Furthermore, we can
assume that [(Y1) > 1(Ya) > - > (V).

By Corollary [6.21and Lemma [6.4] we can choose an epimorphism g, : Ur,, —» T
so that f; factors through g, for m’ < i < m. On the other hand, by Lemma [G.5]
fi factors through f; for 1 <i <m/.

It remains to show that g, factors through every epimorphism f;. By Corollary
[6.2) there is a monomorphism Ur, — Y7 and fi induces an epimorphism g,—; :
Urn—1 — T. By Lemmal6.4] g, factors through ¢,—1. Thus g, also factors through
fi-

It follows that f; factors through f; for 1 <7 < m and

m—1
(20) Ker [f1 ... fm]%@Yi@Kergm
i=1
and either m = 1 or X is decomposable, contrary to the assumptions. (I

7. THE LATTICE S(A)

We show in this section that the lattice S(A) is in fact the Cartesian product of
certain sublattices.

For Artin algebras A of colocal type over algebraically closed fields, we will use
this in Section [ where we completely describe their lattice S(mod A).

We begin with the following lemma:

Lemma 7.1. Suppose X is an indecomposable object and there is an index set I
with a monomorphism X ~— @@, Yi. Set
I'={i € I| there is a simple object S with S C X and S C X;}.

Then there is a monomorphism X — @, Yi.
Proof. There is a monomorphism

fi]

{fQ .XH@YZ-@EB Y;

iel’ iel\I’
with
flzX—>@Yi and  fo: X — @ Y;.
i€l i€\

With i1 : Ker(f1) — X, the concatenation foi; must be a monomorphism. So
there is no simple S C Ker(f1) and thus Ker(f;) = 0, which implies that f; is a
monomorphism. O

To simplify the notation, we define:
Definition 7.2. For a class M of indecomposable objects in A let
S(M) := S(add M).
Lemma 7.3. Let M be a class of indecomposable objects in A. If
(21) indsub M = M,
then S(M) is a sublattice of S(A).

Proof. We need to show that for C,C’" € S(M), the join and the meet are again in
S(M). Since CAC’'=CNC" and ind C,ind C' C M, we have

ind(CAC")=indCnNindC" C M.
So CAC' € S(M).
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On the other hand, the join C'V C’ consists of all subobjects of direct sums of
objects in C' and C’. Thus, if M € ind(C'V C’) then M € sub M. By @2I), M € M.
So C'Vv (" € S(M) and S(M) is a sublattice of S(.A). O

We get the following homomorphism between S(A) and a Cartesian product of
sublattices of the form (M):

Lemma 7.4. Let A be an abelian length category. Suppose that there is an index
set I, and classes of indecomposable objects M;, © € I exist, so that

(M1) U;e; Mi = ind A
(M2) M;nNM; =0 for alli,j € I withi# j
(M3) indsubM; = M, for all i € I.

Denote M = {M; | i € I}. Then
fr:S(mod A) = [[S(Mi), ¢ =[G
i€l iel
where C; is given by
indC; =indC NM;
s a lattice homomorphism.
Proof. By Lemmall3and (M3), S(M,) is a lattice for every ¢ € I and the Cartesian

product exists. We have to show that faq preserves meets and joins. Take C,C’ €
S(M;). Then fr preserves meets, since

ind(CAC"); =ind(CAC") N M;
= (indC'NindC’") N M;
— ind C; Nind C!
=ind(C; A CY),
where the last equality holds by the definition of A. Thus (C A C"); = C; AC! and
fm@ncy=TJench =[J[cinch=T[C AT[Ci = Ffm(C) A fm(C).
iel iel iel iel

The function also preserves joins: For some object X, we have X € ind(C' Vv C");
if and only if X € M; and there are objects X1,..., X, € indC Uind C’ for some

¢, € N so that
X <P xx.
k=1

By Lemma [ZI, we can assume that for all X, 1 < k < ¢, there is some simple
S C X with S C Xj. By (M1), there is some j with X, € M;. We get S € M, and
S € M; with (M3). Thus X3,... X, € M; and X € ind(C; VC!). Soind(CVC"); C
To show the other direction, we suppose that X € ind(C; vV C}). Then X € M,
and X € C'V (', since C; and C/ are subcategories of C' and C” respectively. Thus,
X e ind(C\/ C/)Z
So ind(C; vV C!) =ind(C Vv C"); and C; v Cl = (C Vv C"),;. We get

fmEevey=Tlevey =1Jcive)=T]¢ V]I = @)V fm(C)

el i€l el i€l

and faq is a lattice homomorphism. O

Even better, faq is an isomorphism:
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Proposition 7.5. Let A be an abelian length category and M = {M; | i € I} be
a family of classes of indecomposable objects that fulfil (M1) - (M3). Then fiq as
defined in Lemma[74) is a lattice isomorphism between S(A) and [],c; S(M;).

Proof. By Lemma [T 4l fa is a homomorphism between lattices. To show that fag
is an isomorphism, we need to prove that f is injective and surjective.
Suppose that fa(C) = fam(C’) for some C,C" € S(mod A). Then

e - I
icl i€l
and by (M2), we have C; = C/ for all ¢ € T . This means
indCNM; =indC' N M,
for all i € I. By (M1), indC =indC’" and fu4 is injective.

Now take
iel i€l
Since all C; are subobject closed subcategories of A, we have C; € S(A) for all

i € I. We will show that
f/vl(\/ Ci) = HCi-
iel iel
It is obvious that C; C (V,; Ci)j for all j € I which implies

]:[Ci c fM(\/ Ci).

il iel
For the other direction, we need to show that (Viel C’Z-)j C (j for all j € I, which
is equivalent to

(22) <ind\/Ci> NM; CindC;.

iel
Suppose that X € (ind Vier C’i) N M;. Then there are objects Y; € Cj, so that

XgQBn.
iel
By Lemma [l we can assume that for all ¢ € I, there is a simple object S C X
and S C Y;. Using (M3), we get S € M; and S € M;. So (M2) yields I = {j}.
Thus ([22) holds, faq is surjective and the proof is complete. O

8. STRING ALGEBRAS

A special kind of quiver algebras are string algebras as described in [3], Section
3:

Definition 8.1. Suppose that @ is a quiver and I an ideal in k@ which is generated
by a set of zero relations.
Then A = kQ/I is a string algebra if and only if

(1) Any vertex of @ is starting point of at most two arrows.

(2) Any vertex of @ is end point of at most two arrows.

(3) Given an arrow f3, there is at most one arrow vy with s(8) = e(y) and
Byl

(4) Given an arrow v, there is at most one arrow 8 with s(3) = e() and gy ¢ I

(5) Given an arrow [, there is some bound n(f51) such that any path of the
form 3182 ... B,(p,) contains a subpath in I.
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(6) Given an arrow (3, there is some bound n’(3) such that any path of the
form B1532 ... Bn () With B, = B contains a subpath in I.

Definition 8.2. We can take the formal inverse 3! of an arrow 3 by defining
e(B71) := 5(Ba) and s(B71) == e(B).
A string is a word w = 3185 ... B, so that
e [3; is either an arrow or the inverse of an arrow for all 1 <i <n
o s(8i) =e(fit1) foralll <i<n
e w does not contain a relation in I
The multiplication of strings is analogous to the multiplication of paths of a
quiver.
A band is a string w = [ . .. By, such that every power of w is defined and does
not contain a relation in I; furthermore w may not be a power of a string w’ # w.

String algebras are especially useful, since their modules are well known, also
from [3], Section 3:

Definition 8.3. Suppose that w = 5182 ... 05, is a string. Set u(i) = e(Bi+1), for
0<i<mn,and u(n) = s(fn).

The string module M (w) is defined as the representation where for every v € Q,
the vector space M (w), has as basis

{zi | u(i) = v}
with z; # z; for ¢ # j. If §; is an arrow, then it defines the map fs,(zi—1) = 2,
otherwise fﬁﬂ(zi) = z;_1. For all other arrows «, we have f, = 0.
Now suppose that w is even a band and ¢ : Z — Z is an automorphism on a

vector space over k.
The band module M (w, ¢) is defined as the representation with

Mw,¢)y= P %
e(Bi+1)=v

where Z;, = Z.

If By is an arrow and z € Z3, then it defines the map fz,(2) = ¢(2) € Zo. If f7°
is an arrow, then for z € Zo, f3-1(2) = o~ 1(z) € Zy.

Let 2 < i <mn. If §; is an arrow and z € Z;, then f,(z) = z € Z;_1; if ﬂ;l is an
arrow and z € Z;_1, then fﬁfl(z) =2z € Z,.

For all other arrows a, we have f, = 0.

All modules over a string algebra are either string modules or band modules:

Lemma 8.4. Let A =kQ/I be a string algebra with a string w = 182 ... Bn.

(a) All A-modules are isomorphic to a string module or a band module

(b) Two string modules M (w) and M(w'") are isomorphic if and only if w = w' or
w =wt:=p718 A

(c) Two band modules M (w,®) and M(w',d’) are isomorphic if and only if ¢ and
¢ are similar and w or w™' is a cyclic permutation of w'.

(d) No band module is isomorphic to a string module.

In the following section, we use a result from [4], p. 34 about morphisms between
tree modules that reduces very nicely to monomorphisms between string modules:

Lemma 8.5. M(w) is a submodule of M (w') if and only if there are arrows «,
and strings wy,ws so that w' or w' =1 is of the form

wloz_lwﬂwg
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or
wBws
or
1
wia w.

9. THE STRUCTURE OF THE LATTICE

Let A be Morita equivalent to kQ/I for some quiver ) and some admissible
ideal I. This is always the case if A is an algebra over a closed field k. If A is of
colocal type, then the lattice S(mod A) is relatively simple and can be described
completely.

This is actually a description of most distributive lattices of quiver algebras:

Lemma 9.1. Let A be Morita equivalent to kQ/I for some quiver Q and some
admissible ideal I. Suppose that Q) has the Kronecker quiver e ——Z o as a sub-

quiver.
Then S(mod A) is not distributive.

Proof. There is a monomorphism

(6] 1 0
Y= k—=k? = k—=k ® k—=k = X, ® Xo.
(9] 0 !
Obviously, Y ¢ sub X; and Y ¢ sub Xs. Thus, S(mod kQ) is not distributive by

Proposition 23] and S(mod A) is not distributive either. O
Together with Theorem [6.6] we get the following;:

Proposition 9.2. Let A be an Artin algebra which is Morita equivalent to kQ/I

for some quiver Q and an admissible ideal I.

(a) The algebra A is of colocal type if and only if S(mod A) is distributive and for
every subquiver of Q) of the form

22
we have af € I or a® € 1.

(b) The algebra A is of colocal type if and only if it is a string algebra and no vertex
in @ is starting point of more than one arrow.

Proof. First, we prove (a): By Proposition B4 S(mod A) is distributive if A is of
colocal type. The additional condition is fulfilled by Theorem[6.6], since it is implied
by (C3).

On the other hand, suppose that S(mod A) is distributive and fulfils the condition
above. For vertices i, j, let S;, S; be the corresponding simple modules. Then
dg (S, S;) and d%;j (S, S;j) are both given by the number of arrows with starting
point ¢ and end point j. By Lemma O]

ds, (S, S;) = di, (Si, ;) = 1.

Thus Lemma 2] (b), E4 (b) and (b) imply that mod A fulfils (C1) - (C3). By
Theorem [6.6, A is of colocal type.

To show (b), suppose that A fulfils (C1) - (C3). This is equivalent to the follow-
ing:
(1) No vertex in @ is starting point of more than one arrow.
(2) No vertex in @ is end point of more than two arrows.
(3) Given an arrow f, there is at most one arrow v with s(8) = e(y) and

By ¢l
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Since A is an Artin algebra, the quiver ) must be finite.

By Definition B] it only remains to show that I is an ideal generated by zero
relations. Furthermore, every cycle in @ is oriented, since every non-oriented cycle
contains a vertex which is starting point of two arrows.

(1) also implies that the vertex i belongs to a cycle, then there is exactly one
arrow « with s(«) = ¢ and it belongs to the cycle. So every connected component
of @) contains at most one cycle.

If for vertices i and j, there is more than one path p with s(p) =4 and e(p) = j,
then all except for one of these paths contains an oriented cycle.

In fact, any relation which is not a zero relation is of the following form, where p is
an oriented cycle, p/, p” are paths with s(p’) = e(p) = s(p) = e(p”), a1,...,an € k
and a1 < ag < --- < a, € N:

/ Qo / O

(23) a1p'p™ p” +azp'p*?p" + -+ anp'p*p” = 0.

Now, we use that I is admissible: there must be some ¢t € N, so that p' = 0. So
for every representation V' = (V;, fa)icQo,acq, 0f Q, there is some m so that

O0=1Imfom CIm foma G- Clm f,.

We get pt = ... = p% =0, since otherwise
Im(fp/pazp// + e + fp/panp//> g Im fp/pa2p// g_ Im fp/palp//7
which implies fype2pr + -+ 4 forpon pr # forperpr, & contradiction to [@23)). O

Furthermore, we get some useful properties:

Lemma 9.3. If A = kQ/I for some quiver Q = (Qo, Q1) with admissible ideal I
and A is of colocal type, then the following holds:

(a) If Q contains a cycle, this cycle is oriented.

(b) At most two paths are mazimal under all paths without relations that end in i.
If no or only one arrow ends in i, then there is only one such path.

(¢) Every module in ind A is a string module.

(d) Ewvery string is of the form

(24) w = a;lalzl_l...aflﬁlﬂg...ﬂb,

for some 11,12 € Ny, and arrows ax,...,a1,,01,..., B, or of the form e, for
some vertexr m.

(e) Let w be defined as in [24) and w' be a string. We have M (w') C M (w) if and
only if there are 1 < j; <1y and 1 < jy <y so that w' or w' ™' is of the form

1 1 -1
Oéjl ajl—l"'al ﬂlﬂg...ﬂjz,
or w = ey, with m =e(ar) =e(f1).

Proof. (a) Every non-oriented cycle contains a vertex which is starting point of two
arrows.

(b)Since A is a string algebra, there are at most two arrows which end in i by
Definition B] (2). By B (3), each of those arrows is part of only one maximal
path that ends in 4.

(¢) From definition B2 it is obvious that every band corresponds to a cycle
without relations. Since I is an admissible ideal, every oriented cycle of @ contains
a relation in I. By (a), A = kQ/I has no band modules and ind A consists only of
string modules.

(d) There are no arrows a, 3 with e(871) = s(8) = s(a). So no word contains
a subword of the form a8!.

(e) This follows from Lemma O
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We use Proposition to simplify the problem of describing S(mod A). First,
we define a suitable family M.

By Lemma (2), there are at most two maximal paths without relation that
end in a vertex m € Qg:

Definition 9.4. Suppose that there is at most one arrow o with e(«) = m. Then
there is only one path that is maximal under the paths without relation that ends
in m. We denote its length with k,, and set [,, := 0.

If there are two arrows that end in m, there are two maximal paths. We denote
their lengths with &, and [,,.

Definition 9.5. Let A = kQ/I for some quiver Q = (Qo,Q1), m € Qp, and
M., :== M (wy,) be the module with

Wy 1= oz,;iozfll_l .. .aflﬂlﬂg B,
so that ag,, ...a1 and f,, ... B1 are the maximal paths that end in m.

By Lemma [B4] (b) and Lemma (b), this module is well defined.
Furthermore, we define

My :={M €mod A | M C M,}.
Lemma 9.6. If A is of colocal type, then
S(mod A) = H S(Mp,).

meQo
Proof. We need to prove that the sets M,,, m € Qo fulfil the conditions of Propo-
sition
(M1) is fulfilled by Lemma @3 (c), (d) and (e); (M2) and (M3) are fulfilled by
Lemma 0.3 (e). O

The lattices S(M,,,) for m € Qo have a very simple description: they are all
sublattices of Young’s lattice, which is defined in [13], p. 58 and Example 3.4.4(b):

Definition 9.7. Let A = (A1, A2, A3,..., \) be a partition of a natural number,
ordered so that Ay > Ay > --- > \,,. The Young diagram of X is an array of squares
with n rows and exactly \; squares in the i-th row.

These partitions form a lattice Y, ordered by the inclusion order on the Young
diagrams. It is called Young’s lattice.

Let X := (M, A5, A5, ..., L), suppose that n < n’ and set A; := 0 for i > n.
Then

NAX=AAXN = (min(A1, \)),...,min(\,, \,)))
and
NVA=AV N = (max(A, \]),...,max(Ay, AL)))).

Example 9.8. The Young diagram of the partition (5,3,2,1) has the following
form:

We will need the following lattices to describe S(M,,,) for m € Qq:

Definition 9.9. Denote by Y™" that sublattice of Young’s lattice that contains
exactly those partitions A = (A1, A2, A3, ..., Ay ) where m’ < m and \; < n for all
1 < i < m/. Equivalently, we can define Y™™ as the lattice given by all Young
diagrams with at most m rows and at most n columns.
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Example 9.10. The Hasse diagram of the lattice Y33 is
3,3,3)

w
w
[\

—~
N
\.[\')
\V]
— —
N w
\.[\')
\V]
—
w
—
w
w
—
\ / ~—
—
w
w
=

_-—_—

—
—
w

)

—_
~—
—

w

—_— 1
.
/v><
—
[\}
[\
>

[\

—
w
—_

NX/ N\
N

—
—
—
—
—~
[N}
—
—
w
=

—~
—_
—_
~—
—~
[\
~

/N
N/

Remark 9.11. Note that for m,n € N, we have Y™" =2 Y™™ and
yir = ({o,1,...,n}, <) =2y™!
Now, we can completely describe the distributive lattices S(mod A):

Theorem 9.12. Suppose A = kQ/I with quiver @ = (Qo, Q1) and admissible ideal
1. If A is of colocal type, then

S(mod A) = H yhmtLlnmtl
meQo
Proof. By Lemma [9.6]
S(mod A) = ] S(Mpm).
meQo
If only one path ajas ... ag,, ends in m, it is obvious from Lemma 0.3 (e) that we
can order the modules in M,, the following way:
M(en) € M(a7') € M(agta;t) C--- C M(alzla,;lﬁl ot

Thus
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If there are two maximal paths without relations ajag ... g, and B182... B, that
end in m, then by [@.3] (e) all modules in M,, are of the form M(0,0) := M(e,,) or
Wij = ozi_lozi__ll N 0[1_1/81/32 N ﬂja
and 0 <4 < kp,, 0<j <l and 1 < i+ j. Furthermore, M(%,j) C M(i',j') if and

only if i <4 and 5 < j'.

So for a submodule closed subcategory C' € S(M,,,), there are some jo, ja, - - -, ja
so that M (i,j) € C if and only if M (i,5) C M (i, j;), which is equivalent to j < j;.
In particular, j; > j;+1 for 0 <i < «, since M (4, jiy1) C M (i + 1, jit1)-

Because all modules in C' are submodules of M (kn,l,,), we get
and a < ky,.

We define

Ac = (.70 + 1)j1 +1,.. 'ja + 1)
Then \¢ is well-defined and
f:S(My,) = YPnthintl 0 — Ao

is obviously injective and surjective. We need to prove that f is a lattice homomor-
phism, that is, that it preserves joins and meets: Since S(M,,) is distributive, for
any two categories C1,Cy € S(M,,), we have

ind(C’l A Cg) =ind Cl Nind 02
and
ind(C’l \Y Cg) =ind Cl Uind 02

by Proposition 23l From the definition of the joins and meets in Y* , it is
clear that f preserves them. (I

m+1lm+1
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