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CLASSIFICATION OF COSILTING MODULES IN TYPE ~A

KARIN BAUR AND ROSANNA LAKING

Abstract. Torsion pairs in the category of �nitely presented modules o ver a noetherian ring
can be parametrised by the class of cosilting modules. In this paper, we characterise such mod-
ules in terms of their indecomposable summands, providing a new approach to the classi�cation
of torsion pairs. In particular, we classify cosilting modu les over cluster-tilted algebras of type
~A. We do this by using a geometric model for �nite- and in�nite- dimensional modules over
such algebras.

Cosilting modules were �rst introduced by Breaz and Pop ([17]) as a dual notion to silting
modules ([3]). These modules are a common generalisation of(large) cotilting modules and
support � � 1-tilting modules over �nite-dimensional algebras. The next theorem establishes a
close relationship between cosilting modules in the modulecategory Mod(R) and the torsion
pairs in the subcategory category mod(R) of noetherian modules whenR is left noetherian. It
follows immediately from the combination of two known results in the literature. The notation
used in the bijection is de�ned in the notation section at the end of the introduction.

Theorem ([2, Cor. 3.9], [24, Lem. 4.4]). For a left noetherian ring R, the assignment sending a
cosilting module C to the torsion pair (? 0 C \ mod(R); Cogen(C) \ mod(R)) induces a bijection
between the following sets.

(1) The set of equivalence classes of cosilting modulesC in Mod(R).
(2) The set of torsion pairs (X ; Y) in mod(R).

Torsion pairs play a fundamental role in localisation theory (see, for example, [15]) and
also provide a direct connection between the module category and t-structures in the derived
category ([33]). Tilting theory has played a major role in the study of torsion pairs in module
categories, but this often only yields a restricted class oftorsion pairs. For example, under
the above bijection, the cotilting modules correspond to the torsion pairs (X ; Y) such that Y
generates mod(R) ([18, Thm. A]) and, if R is a �nite-dimensional algebra, then the support
� � 1-tilting modules correspond to the torsion pairs (X ; Y) such that Y is functorially �nite ([1,
Thm. 2.15]). More recently the lattice of all torsion pairs in mod(R) has been investigated in
the case whereR is a �nite-dimensional algebra via the study of bricks in mod(R) ([26]).

The above theorem suggests a di�erent approach to the classi�cation of torsion pairs in
mod(R): classify equivalence classes of cosilting modules in Mod(R). With a view to following
this approach, we show in Theorem 1.13 that equivalence classes of cotilting modules over left
artinian rings are parametrised by maximal sets of pairwiseExt-orthogonal indecomposable
pure-injective modules of injective dimension less than orequal to 1. This yields Corollary 1.17,
which is a new characterisation of cosilting modules in the same setting.

From this starting point we consider the case of cosilting modules over cluster-tilted alge-
bras of type ~A. This family of algebras was introduced by Buan, Marsh and Reiten ([19]) in
the context of cluster theory and has been extensively studied since. Such algebras can be
characterised as surface algebras over the annulus ([6]) and, in particular, all indecomposable
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�nite-dimensional modules are known to be string or band modules. Moreover, it is possible to
express all �nite-dimensional string modules as arcs between marked points on the surface.

In the same way, we express the in�nite-dimensional (indecomposable pure-injective) string
modules asasymptotic arcs in the surface, starting at a marked point and converging towards
the unique non-contractible closed curve (see [8, 9]). The remaining in�nite-dimensional in-
decomposable pure-injective modules, which were classi�ed in [47], consist of band modules
parametrised by K� � f1 ; �1g , as well as the unique generic module. We represent this family
of band modules, together with the �nite-dimensional band modules, by the non-contractible
closed curve in the surface. Using this geometric model of the pure-injective modules, we es-
tablish the following classi�cation of the cosilting modules up to equivalence. We use the term
arc to refer to either a �nite or asymptotic arc up to homotopy.

Main Theorem (Theorem 2.36 and Remark 2.23). Let A(�) be a cluster-tilted K-algebra of
type ~A where� is a triangulation of the annulus S with marked points M. There are the following
bijective correspondences:

A (S; M) � P (K � ) 1-1 ! Cosilt-A(�)

T (S; M) 1-1 ! cosilt-A(�)

Where A(S; M) is the set of maximal collections of non-crossing arcs in (S; M) that contain
at least one asymptotic arc; P(K � ) is the powerset of K� ; T (S; M) is the set of maximal col-
lections of non-crossing arcs in (S; M) that contain no asymptotic arcs; Cosilt- A(�) is the set
of in�nite-dimensional cosilting A(�)-modules up to equivalence; and cosilt-A(�) is the set of
�nite-dimensional cosilting A(�)-modules up to equivalence.

The diagram below depicts an element ofA (S; M) where (S; M) is as in Figure 2. By the
Main Theorem, each subset of K� determines an in�nite-dimensional cosilting module with the
indecomposable pure-injective modules corresponding to the arcs� 1; � 2; � 3; � 4; � 5 occurring as
direct summands.

0�

1�

0

12

� 1 � 2

� 3

� 4
� 5

This classi�cation encompasses some known results, including the classi�cation of cotilting
modules over the path algebra of a quiver of type~A ([18]) and the classi�cation of torsion pairs
in a tube category in terms of asymptotic arcs ([8]); see Remark 2.37. We also note that there
is a signi�cant body of existing work on the classi�cation of torsion pairs in cluster categories
via geometric models [32, 44, 34, 35, 36, 55].

We end this introduction with a summary of the contents of the article. The �rst section is
dedicated to giving a characterisation of cosilting modules over a left artinian ring R in terms of
certain classes of indecomposable pure-injective modules(Corollary 1.17). To do this, we �rst
introduce the fundamental notions from the theory of purity (Section 1.1) and then provide a
characterisation of cotilting R-modules (Section 1.2). Section 2 of the paper focuses on cluster-
tilted algebras of type ~A. In Section 2.1, we introduce the algebras and the geometricmodel.
In Section 2.2 we provide several preliminary results that will lead us to the classi�cation. In
particular, we describe the indecomposable pure-injective modules (Section 2.2.1); determine
their injective dimensions (Section 2.2.2); and describe extensions between them (Section 2.2.3).
The main result of Section 2.2.3 is Theorem 2.16, which establishes a correspondence between
certain crossings of arcs in the surface and extensions between the corresponding modules. A
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large portion of the proof of the theorem makes use of the combinatorial description of the
derived category of A(�); we postpone these arguments until Appendix A. The �nal s ection
(Section 2.3) consists of the proof of Theorem 2.36.

Notation. Throughout R denotes an associative unital ring. The category of leftR-modules
is denoted by Mod(R) and the full subcategory of �nitely presented left R-modules is denoted
by mod(R).

Let N be a left R-module and I a set. We use the notationN I to denote the direct product
of copies ofN indexed by I . We use the notation N (I ) to denote the direct sum of copies ofN
indexed by I .

For a set N of modules we use the notation Prod(N ) to denote the set of direct summands of
direct products of copies of objects inN . If N = f N g then we will write Prod( N ) for Prod( N ).

We denote the set of submodules of modules in Prod(N ) (respectively in Prod(N )) by
Cogen(N ) (respectively Cogen(N )) for a set N of modules or a moduleN . For a module
N , de�ne the sets ? 1 N := f M 2 Mod(R) j Ext 1

R (M; N ) = 0 g and ? 0 N := f M 2 Mod(R) j
HomR (M; N ) = 0 g.

1. Cosilting modules over artinian rings.

1.1. Background on purity in module categories. In this section we brie
y de�ne some key
concepts from the theory of purity in module categories. Consider the categoryF (R) of additive
functors from the category mod(Rop) of �nitely presented right R-modules to the category Ab
of abelian groups. There exists a fully faithful functor t : Mod(R) ! F (R) where, for each left
R-modules M , we de�ne the functor t(M ): mod(Rop) ! Ab which takes N 7! N 
 R M and
f 7! f 
 R 1M

De�nition 1.1. An exact sequence 0! X
f
! Y

g
! Z ! 0 in Mod(R) is called pure-exact

if its image 0 ! t(X ) ! t(Y ) ! t(Z ) ! 0 is an exact sequence inF (R). In this case, the
morphism f is called apure monomorphism and g is called apure epimorphism . A module
N is calledpure-injective if every pure monomorphismN ! Y splits. Let Pinj( R) denote the
full subcategory of pure-injective modules.

It turns out that the functor t : Mod(R) ! F (R) restricts to an equivalence of categories
t : Pinj( R) �! Inj( F (R)) where Inj( F (R)) is the full subcategory of injective objects in F (R)
(see, for example, [40, Thm. B.16]).

De�nition 1.2. We say that a module N in Pinj( R) has no superdecomposable part if
every nonzero direct summand ofN has a nonzero indecomposable direct summand.

If N has no superdecomposable part, then there exists a setN of indecomposable pure-
injective modules such that N �= PE

� L
M 2N M

�
where PE(� ) denotes the pure-injective

envelope of
L

M 2N M in Mod(R) i.e. there exists a pure-monomorphism
L

M 2N M ! N
such that t

� L
M 2N M

�
! t(N ) is an injective envelope oft

� L
M 2N M

�
in F (R) (see [28],

cf. [45, Thm. 4.A14] for more details).

Remark 1.3. If

PE

 
M

M 2N

M

!
�= PE

 
M

L 2L

L

!

for setsL and N of indecomposable pure-injective modules, then there is a bijection � : N ! L
such that M �= � (M ) for every M in N (again, see [45, Thm. 4.A14]). It follows that (up
to reordering and isomorphism) N is the set of indecomposable direct summands ofN . For
a pure-injective module N with no superdecomposable part, we will use the notationNN to
denote this set. Note that the elements ofNN are necessarily pure-injective.
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De�nition 1.4. An additive functor from Mod( R) to Ab is called a coherent functor if there
exists a morphismf : M ! N in mod(R) such that

HomR (N; L )
HomR (f;L )

�! HomR (M; L ) ! F (L ) ! 0

is an exact sequence of abelian groups for everyL 2 Mod(R).

De�nition 1.5. A full subcategory D of Mod(R) is de�nable if there exists a setf Fi gi 2 I of
coherent functors such that

D = f M 2 Mod(R) j Fi (M ) = 0 for all i 2 I g:

In [25], Crawley-Boevey characterises de�nable subcategories of Mod(R) in terms of closure
conditions. He shows that a full subcategoryD of Mod(R) is de�nable if and only if D is closed
under direct limits, direct products and pure submodules i.e. if X ! Y is a pure monomorphism
with Y 2 D , then X 2 D .

1.2. Cotilting modules over artinian rings. In this section we characterise cotilting mod-
ules over artinian rings in terms of their indecomposable direct summands. First we recall
the de�nition of a cotilting module in Mod( R). Note that we are only considering considering
cotilting modules of injective dimension � 1 (so-called 1-cotilting modules).

De�nition 1.6. A module C in Mod(R) is called acotilting module if Cogen(C) = ? 1 C. If C1
and C2 are cotilting modules, then we say thatC1 is equivalent to C2 if Prod( C1) = Prod( C2).

We will make use of the following properties of cotilting modules.

Theorem 1.7 ([13, Thm. 2.8, Prop. 3.2]). Every cotilting module over R is a pure-injective
module and the full subcategoryCogen(C) = ? 1 C is de�nable.

Next we prove a structure theorem for cotilting modules overan artinian ring. We require
the following de�nition that can be found in [51, Sec. 3.4] (referred to as a 1-rigid system). For
tame hereditary artin algebras, similar ideas can be found in [18].

De�nition 1.8. Let N be a non-empty set of indecomposable pure-injective modules. Then
N is called arigid system if the following conditions are satis�ed.

(1) idR(M ) � 1 for all M 2 N .
(2) Ext 1

R (M; N ) = 0 for all M; N 2 N .
We refer to a rigid system N as maximal if the following property is satis�ed: if there exists
a rigid system L such that Prod(N ) � Prod(L ), then Prod(N ) = Prod( L ). Two maximal rigid
systemsN and L are equivalent if Prod( N ) = Prod( L ).

We will also need the following two lemmas. The �rst is implicit in the proof of [51, Thm. 3.7]
and the second can be found in [18, Cor. 2.3]. We include the proofs for completeness. See
Remark 1.3 for the de�nition of NN .

Lemma 1.9. Let R be a left noetherian ring. For a pure-injective moduleN with no superde-
composable part, the following statements are equivalent.

(1) idR(N ) � 1.
(2) idR(M ) � 1 for all M 2 N N .

Proof. SinceR is left noetherian, we may apply Baer's criterion and conclude that the class of
modules of injective dimension� 1 is a de�nable subcategory since the functor Ext1R (R=I; � ) is
a coherent functor for every idealI . Then, since de�nable subcategories are closed under direct
summands, direct sums and pure-injective envelopes, the statement follows from the structure
of N described in Section 1.1. �

Lemma 1.10. Let R be a left artinian ring. For a pure-injective module N with no superde-
composable part andidR (N ) � 1, the following statements are equivalent.

(1) Ext 1
R (N; N ) = 0 .
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(2) Ext 1
R (N I ; N ) = 0 for all sets I .

(3) Ext 1
R (M 0; M ) = 0 for all M 0; M 2 N N .

Proof. The argument for (2) ) (3) is straight forward. To show (1) ) (2) we apply [18, Cor. 1.10],
which tells us that ? 1 N is closed under products.

Finally we prove (3) ) (1) . Since N has no superdecomposable part, we may writeN �=
PE

� L
M 2N N

M
�

. Moreover, N is a direct summand of K :=
Q

M 2N N
M and it therefore

su�ces to show that Ext 1
R (K; K ) = 0. By [18, Cor. 1.10] and Lemma 1.9, we have that? 1 M

is closed under products for eachM 2 N N . Applying our assumption, we therefore have that
Ext 1

R (K; M ) = 0. But then we have that Ext 1
R (K; K ) �=

Q
M 2N N

Ext 1
R (K; M ) = 0. �

Remark 1.11. Let N be a set of indecomposable pure-injective modules and consider the
modulesN := PE

� L
M 2N M

�
and L :=

Q
M 2N M . Then N is a direct summand ofL and so

we have the following containments Prod(L ) = Prod( N ) � Prod(N ) � Prod(L ). That is, we
have Prod(L ) = Prod( N ) = Prod( N ).

In Theorem 1.13 below, we prove that cotilting modulevs overartinian rings are determined
by their indecomposable summands. A slightly weaker version of this theorem can be found
in [51, Thm. 3.7]. Trlifaj produces a similar correspondence between cotilting classesand (not
necessarily maximal) rigid systems. Our stronger version requires the following lemma, which
follows immediately from [43, Thm. 3.3]. A cotilting module is of co�nite type if there is a
set S of �nitely generated right R-modules such that

Cogen(C) = f X 2 Mod(R) j TorR
1 (S; X ) = 0 for all S 2 Sg:

Lemma 1.12. Let R be a ring and letC be a cotilting module of co�nite type. Then there is
a direct summand D of C that has no superdecomposable part and is cotilting. In particular, if
R is left noetherian, then every cotilting module is equivalent to one with no superdecomposable
part.

Proof. Let C be a cotilting module of co�nite type. By [31, Thm. 15.18], there exists a tilting
right R-module such that C �= HomZ(T;Q=Z). It follows from [43, Thm. 3.3] that there exists
a set of N of indecomposable direct summands ofC such that Prod(C) = Prod( N ). Then,
by Remark 1.11, we have that PE

� L
N 2N N

�
is a cotilting module equivalent to C. The last

statement follows from [4, Thm. 2.10]. �

Theorem 1.13. Let R be a left artinian ring. The assignments

C 7! N C and N 7!
Y

M 2N

M

are mutually inverse bijections between the set of cotilting modulesC in Mod(R) (up to equiv-
alence) and the set of maximal rigid systemsN in Mod(R) (up to equivalence).

Proof. Let C be a cotilting module. By Lemma 1.12, we may assume thatC has no superdecom-
posable part. By Lemma 1.10 and Lemma 1.9 we have thatNC is a rigid system so it remains
to show that NC is maximal. SupposeN is a rigid system with Prod(NC ) � Prod(N ). Then
let N := PE

� L
M 2N M

�
and note that, since

L
M 2N C

M is a direct summand of
L

M 2N M ,
it follows that C is a direct summand ofN . We may then argue as in the proof of (1)) (2)
in [18, Prop. 3.1] to obtain that Prod( C) = Prod( N ) and hence that Prod(NC ) = Prod( N ) by
Remark 1.11.

Let N be a maximal rigid system and considerC := PE
� L

M 2N M
�
. Then N = NC by

Remark 1.3 and so we have that Ext1R (C; C) = 0 and id R(C) � 1 by Lemma 1.10 and Lemma
1.9. By [18, Cor. 1.12], there exists a pure-injective module N such that C � N is cotilting.
Note that NC� N = NC [ N N = N [ N N and so, by applying Lemma 1.12, we can ensure
that N has no superdecomposable part. AsN [ N N is a rigid system containing N , we have
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Prod(
Q

M 2N M ) = Prod( C) = Prod( N ) = Prod( N [ N N ) = Prod( N � C) by the maximality
of N and Remark 1.11. This implies that

Cogen(
Y

M 2N

M ) = Cogen(N � C) = ? 1 (N � C) = ? 1

 
Y

M 2N

M

!

and so
Q

M 2N M is a cotilting module.
The fact that the assignments are mutually inverse bijections follows immediately from Re-

mark 1.11. �

1.3. Cosilting modules over artinian rings. Cosilting modules over a ringR, introduced
by Breaz and Pop [17], are a generalisation of cotilting modules over R. In fact, the cotilting
modules are exactly the faithful cosilting modules.

De�nition 1.14. A module C over R is a cosilting module if there exists an injective copre-
sentation 0 ! C ! E0

�! E1 such that Cogen(C) = f M 2 Mod(R) j HomR (M; � ) is surjectiveg.
Two cosilting modules C1 and C2 are said to beequivalent if Prod( C1) = Prod( C2).

In the later sections we will make use of the following usefulcharacterisation of cosilting
modules. For this precise formulation, see [2, Thm. 3.6].

Proposition 1.15 ([56]). Let R be a ring. An R-module C is a cosilting module if and only if
C satis�es the following two conditions:

(1) C is a cotilting module over R=Ann(C) where Ann(C) := f r 2 R j r:C = 0g.
(2) Cogen(C) is a torsion-free class in Mod(R).

Combining this characterisation with Theorem 1.7, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.16 ([56], [17]). Every cosilting module C over R is a pure-injective module and
Cogen(C) is a de�nable subcategory.

If R is a left artinian ring, then R=I is left artinian for any ideal I in R. Thus we may
combine the results of Section 1.2 with Proposition 1.15 to obtain the following characterisation
of cosilting modules over an artinian ring.

Corollary 1.17. Let R be a left artinian ring. Then a pure-injective module C is a cosilting
module if and only if C satis�es the following conditions:

(1) There exists a maximal rigid system N in Mod(R=Ann(C)) such that Prod(C) =
Prod(N ).

(2) Cogen(C) is a torsion-free class in Mod(R).

2. Cosilting modules over cluster-tilted algebras.

Throughout this section we �x an algebraically closed �eld K . This assumption is needed in
order to appeal to the classi�cation of indecomposable pure-injective modules over a domestic
string algebra used in Theorem 2.11.

2.1. Cluster-tilted algebras of type ~A. Cluster-tilted algebras were introduced by Buan,
Marsh and Reiten ([19]) as endomorphism algebras of cluster-tilting objects in cluster cate-
gories: If CQ is the cluster category of an acyclic quiverQ and T a cluster-tilting object in
CQ , the endomorphism ring EndCQ (T) is a cluster-tilted algebra of type Q. We will use the
characterisation of cluster-tilted algebras through surface triangulations: Assem et al. show
in [6, Theorem 1.1] that the cluster-tilted algebras of type ~A are the gentle algebras arising
from triangulations of an annulus.

Let S be an oriented surface and M a nonempty �nite set of points in the boundary of S
such that each boundary component has at least one marked point. An arc in S is a non
self-intersecting curve 
 : [0; 1] ! S with endpoints in M whose interior is disjoint from the
boundary of S and which does not cut out a monogon. The arc is aboundary arc if it cuts
out a digon, it is internal otherwise. Arcs are considered up to homotopy �xing endpoints. A
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Figure 1. Annulus with universal cover U3;2
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Figure 2. Triangulation in the cover, in the annulus and its quiver

triangulation of a S (and M) is a maximal collection of pairwise non-crossing internal arcs. For
details we refer to [29]. It is known that in the case of an annulus, the number of internal arcs
of any triangulation is equal to the number of marked points on the two boundary components,
[29, Proposition 2.10]. Let � be a triangulation of an annulus. Then its quiver Q = Q(�) has
as vertices the setQ0 := f 1; 2; : : : ; mg indexed by the set f 
 1; : : : ; 
 m g of arcs in �. The set
of arrows Q1 is de�ned to consist of arrows de�ned as follows: for any two internal arcs 
 i ; 
 j
in � bounding a common triangle we draw an arrow a: i ! j if j is clockwise fromi (using
the orientation of S). As usual, the quiver Q comes with assignmentss; t : Q1 ! Q0 such that
s(a) = i and t(a) = j .

A triangle 4 in � is internal if all its edges are internal arcs. Every internal triangle gives rise
to an oriented cyclea4 b4 c4 in Q (up to cyclic permutation). Then the algebra A(�) is de�ned
to be the quotient KQ=I (�) where I (�) is the ideal generated by the paths a4 b4 ; b4 c4 ; c4 a4
for all triangles 4 in �. This is the (noncompleted) Jacobian algebra of Q with the potential
arising from all the cycles of � [27, 41].

Since we are working with cluster-tilted algebras of type ~A, we will from now on we will �x
the surface (S; M) to be an annulus with p respectively q marked points on the two boundary
components,p; q > 0. We will also �x a triangulation � and the algebra A(�). Unless otherwise
stated, the notation Q will refer to the quiver Q(�) i.e. A(�) �= = K Q=I (�).

2.1.1. Geometric model. As well as allowing us to de�ne A(�), the surface (S ; M) provides us
with a geometric model of the module category. Internal arcswill simply be called arcs. Arcs
with both endpoints at the same boundary are calledperipheral arcs, arcs connecting the two
boundaries are calledbridging . It is customary to draw an annulus and its triangulation on
its universal cover U = Up;q. This is a horizontal strip in the plane, with a projection map to
the annulus. We will label marked points on the boundary components by integers, indicating
the upper boundary with a prime. We arrange the marked pointsso that 00 is above 0 in the
universal cover. In every copy of the fundamental domain, there arep marked points on the
lower boundary and q marked points on the upper boundary. See Figure 1 for an example with
p = 3 and q = 2.

As an example, we consider a triangulation of an annulus withthree marked points on the
outer boundary and 2 marked points on the inner boundary. SeeFigure 2. The associated
quiver is on the right.
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2.2. Towards maximal rigid systems. In Section 2.3 we classify the cosiltingA(�)-modules
using Corollary 1.17 i.e. we identify the pure-injective modulesC such that the indecomposable
summands ofC form a maximal rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)) and Cogen(C) is a torsion-
free class in Mod(A(�)).

Recall that the elements of a maximal rigid system are pairwise Ext-orthogonal indecompos-
able pure-injective modules that have injective dimensionless than or equal to 1. In this section,
we set out some preliminary results that will allow us to identify maximal rigid systems in the
subsequent section. In particular, in Section 2.2.1 we consider indecomposable pure-injective
modules; in Section 2.2.2 we consider conditions for injective dimension less than or equal to 1;
and in Section 2.2.3 we consider extensions between indecomposable pure-injective modules.

2.2.1. Indecomposable pure-injective modules.Here we describe indecomposable �nite-dimensional
modules for A(�) via arcs in the annulus as introduced in [10], see also [53, 8], where we allow
marked points on both boundaries as in [12] and arbitrary orientation of Q.

We will extend this description of A(�)-modules to include the indecomposable in�nite-
dimensional pure-injective modules, which were classi�edin [47].
Finite dimensional string modules. By a �nite arc in (S; M) we mean an arc � in S whose
endpoints � (0); � (1) are contained in M and all other points in � are contained in the interior
of S.

Let � : [0; 1] ! S be a (�nite) arc in (S ; M) that is not homotopic to any arc in �. We assume
that � is chosen in its homotopy class so that, if� intersects an arc 
 in �, then � and 

intersect transversally and the number of intersections isminimal.

We will de�ne a module M (� ) for every �nite arc � and in order to do this we must �rst
de�ne strings. For every arrow a 2 Q1, we introduce a formal inversea� 1 and we extend the
assignmentss and t so that s(a� 1) = t(a) and t(a� 1) = s(a). If a� 1 is the inverse of an arrow
a, then its formal inverse (a� 1)� 1 is de�ned to be a. An arrow a will be referred to as adirect
letter and its inverse a� 1 will be referred to as aninverse letter . For each vertex i 2 Q0, we
introduce a trivial letter or trivial string , which we denoteei . We de�ne ei

� 1 = ei . We will
refer to the elements of the set

Q1 [ f a� 1 j a 2 Q1g [ f ei j i 2 Q0g

as letters . For any sequence of letterspn : : : p1p0 we de�ne the inverse sequence (pn : : : p1p0)� 1

to be p� 1
0 p� 1

1 : : : p� 1
n .

Orienting � from � (0) to � (1), suppose
 i 0 is the �rst arc of � that intersects � , that 
 i 1 is
the second arc of � that intersects � , and so on. In this way we obtain a sequence (i0; i1; : : : ; in )
of vertices in Q, which uniquely de�nes a sequence of lettersu� . This sequence is

u� :=

(
anan� 1 : : : a1 if n > 0
ei 0 if n = 0

where aj : i j � 1 ! i j for all 1 � j � n. We will call such a sequence a�nite string of length n.
We also extend the de�nition of s and t to strings so that s(u� ) = i0 and t(u� ) = in .

Example 2.1. As an example, consider algebraA(�) where � is the triangulation as in Figure 2.
Let � be the arc in Figure 3. Then the string of � is h� 1dgfe.

Remark 2.2. Strings were �rst introduced in [20] and used to parametrisethe string modules
over an arbitrary string algebra. The above de�nition of str ing coincides with this original
de�nition by [6, Prop. 4.2].

Let � be an arc in (S; M) with associated string u� as above. We de�ne thestring module
M (� ) as a representation in the following way.
For each i 2 Q0, let I i := f k j i k = i for 0 � k � ng and de�ne

M (� ) i := K (I i ) :
8
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Figure 3. Finite arc in the triangulated cover and in the triangulated annulus
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Figure 4. Asymptotic arcs in the triangulated cover and in the triangu lated annulus

For each arrow a: i ! j in Q, let

M (� )a : K (I i ) ! K (I j )

be the matrix with ( k; l )th entry ( k 2 I i , l 2 I j ) given by 1K if either l = k + 1 and al = a or if
k = l + 1 and ak = a� 1. All other entries of M (� )a are de�ned to be zero.

Remark 2.3. It follows directly from the de�nitions that u� = u� 1
� if and only if M (� ) �= M (� ).

So for our purposes, it will not matter which orientation we pick for a �nite arc.

In�nite-dimensional string modules. In order to de�ne in�n ite-dimensional string modules, we
will consider `in�nite' arcs with only one endpoint. A curve � : [0; 1) ! S is called anasymp-
totic arc in (S; M) if the endpoint � (0) is in M, the interior of � is contained in the interior
of S and� spirals (clockwise or anticlockwise) around the inner boundary component of S. For
an example, see the asymptotic arc� in Figure 4.

As with the �nite arcs, we consider asymptotic arcs up to homotopy and we assume that�
is chosen in its homotopy class so that, if� intersects an arc 
 in �, then � and 
 intersect
transversally and the number of intersections is minimal.

From � we de�ne a sequence of vertices inQ as we did in the �nite case. We obtain an
in�nite sequence (i0; i1; i2; : : : ; in ; : : : ), which uniquely determines a sequence of lettersu� =
: : : an : : : a2a1 such that aj : i j � 1 ! i j for all j > 0. We call such a sequence anN-string . We
also de�ne s(u� ) to be i0.

Example 2.4. As an example, we consider the algebraA(�) for the triangulated annulus from
Figure 2. Let � be the arc in Figure 4, starting at 1 on the lower (outer) boundary. Its string is

� � � c� 1gfc � 1gfe
9



Let � 0 be the asymptotic arc starting at 00 on the upper (inner) boundary. Its string is

� � � gfc � 1gfc � 1

Remark 2.5. Such N-strings were �rst considered in the context of string algebras by Ringel
in [48]. Ringel de�nes anN-word to be an in�nite sequence of letters: : : a3a2a1 such that every
truncation an : : : a2a1 is a �nite string. In our setting N-strings coincide with N-words. Indeed,
if we consider u� = : : : a3a2a1, then, for every n 2 N, we can constuct an arc� n such that
u� n = an : : : a2a1 as follows. Let � be the segment of� between � (0) and the point p where �
intersects 
 i n . We may then de�ne � n to be the concatenation of � with an arc connecting p
with the marked point opposite 
 i n .

Let � be an asymptotic arc in (S; M) and u� the correspondingN-string. We will de�ne an
in�nite-dimensional indecomposable pure-injective module M (� ). Let ip be the �rst bridging
arc crossed by� , then the N-string : : : ap+3 ap+2 ap+1 is the maximal periodic part of u� .
Let n 2 N be minimal such that ip+ n = ip. If ap+ n is direct, then � is said to beexpanding .
If ap+ n is inverse, then� is said to becontracting .

Example 2.6. We consider the algebraA(�) for the triangulated annulus from Figure 2. The
N-string of the arc � in Figure 4 is contracting. The N-string of the arc � 0 is expanding.

As before we may de�ne astring module M (� ). For each i 2 Q0, let I i := f k j i k =
i for k � 0g. From this data, we de�ne two modules. Firstly let

M � (� ) i := K I i

and secondly let
M � (� ) i := K (I i ) :

The action of � is de�ned in the same way in both cases. For eacharrow a: i ! j in Q, let

M � (� )a : M � (� ) i ! M � (� ) j

(with � =
Q

;
L

) be the morphism determined by the following components. For k 2 I i and
l 2 I j , take the component map to be 1K if either l = k + 1 and al = a or if k = l + 1 and
ak = a� 1. Otherwise take the (k; l )th component of M � (� )a to be zero.

If � is expanding, then de�ne M (� ) := M � (� ) and if � is contracting, then de�ne M (� ) :=
M � (� ).
Band modules. Let � be the unique simple closed arc lying in the interior of (S; M) (considered
up to homotopy). As before, we choose a representative in thehomotopy class such that �
crosses all arcs
 2 � transversally and the number of crossings between each
 and � is
minimal. We orient � in the same way as the boundary: in the universal cover,� is oriented
from left to right, in the annulus anticlockwise.

Choose an arc
 i 0 in � that is crossed by � such that, if 
 i 1 is the next arc in � crossed by
� in a clockwise direction and 
 i � 1 is the next arc crossed by� in a anticlockwise direction,
then the letter a0 : i � 1 ! i0 is direct and the letter a1 : i0 ! i1 is inverse.1 Following � in a
clockwise direction, let 
 i 2 be the next arc in � crossed by � after 
 i 1 , let 
 i 3 be the next arc in
� crossed by � , and so on. After carrying out a similar procedure in the anticlockwise direction,
the arc � uniquely determines a sequence (: : : i � 1; i0; i1; : : : ) of vertices in Q. This sequence
then uniquely determines a sequence of lettersu� = : : : a1a0a� 1 : : : such that aj : i j � 1 ! i j for
all j 2 Z. We will refer to u� as the periodic Z-string and, for formal reasons, we will say
that the maximal periodic part of u� is u� . Let s > 0 be minimal such that i s = i0. Then
we call the sequenceb := as : : : a1 of letters the band corresponding to � .

Remark 2.7. Consider the bandb := as � � � a1. Let J be the ideal in in A(�) generated by the
idempotent elements corresponding to the setV consisting of the peripheral arcs in � and let
B := A(�) =J. The algebra B is the surface algebra given by the surface obtained by cutting

1This can always be done, as the bridging arcs in the triangulation change orientation at least twice, i.e. they
form both a �gure N and a Nwhere the �rst and last of the three arcs may coincide.

10



� 2� � 1� 0� 1� 2� 3� 4�

� 3 � 2 � 1 1 2 3 4 5 60

� 2 � 1
� 3

� 5

� 4� 4· · · · · ·�
0�

1�

0

12

� 4

� 1
� 2

� 3

� 5

�

Figure 5. Arc � in the cover and in the annulus

along all of the arcs
 j 2 V . So B is given by a triangulation of the annulus consisting of only
bridging arcs, i.e. B �= K ~As� 1.

Example 2.8. Consider the algebraA(�) for the triangulated annulus from Figure 2. The se-
quence for� as in Figure 5 is (: : : ; 4; 2; 1; 4; 2; 1; 4; : : : ) with periodic Z-string � � � fc � 1gfc � 1g � � � .
We have i0 = 1, s = 3 and b = c� 1gf .

As before, we de�ne a moduleM � (� ) associated tou� . For each i 2 Q0, let I i := f k j i k =
i for k 2 Zg and de�ne M � (� ) i := K (I i ) . For each arrowa: i ! j in Q, let M � (� )a : M � (� ) i !
M � (� ) j be the morphism de�ned exactly as in the de�nition of the in�n ite-dimensional string
modules.

It is clear from the construction of M � (� ) that the K-basis vectors of M � (� ) are canonically
parametrised with the integers: f : : : v� 1; v0; v1; : : : g. Let � : M � (� ) ! M � (� ) be such that
vi 7! vi + s for all i 2 Z. It can easily be checked that � 2 EndA (M � (� )) and that � � 1 is the
endomorphism such that vi 7! vi � s for all i 2 Z. This endomorphism equipsM � (� ) with a
(A(�) ; R)-bimodule structure where R := K[� ; � � 1]. We consider the functor

M � (� ) 
 R (� ) : Mod(R) ! Mod(A(�)) :

An A(�)-module of the form N �= M � (� ) 
 R L is an indecomposable pure-injective module
if L is an indecomposable pure-injectiveR-module (see, for example, [48]).

Remark 2.9. The following is a complete list of the indecomposable pure-injective modules
over R.

(1) Finitely-generated module N (�; n ) i.e. K[�] =p �
n where p � = (� � � ), for each n � 1

and � 2 K � .
(2) Pr•ufer module N (�; 1 ) for each � 2 K � i.e. the direct limit lim�! n� 1

N (�; n ).
(3) p � -adic completionN (�; �1 ) of K[�] for each � 2 K � i.e. the inverse limit lim � n� 1

N (�; n ).
(4) Field of fractions K(�).

The above list is obtained from the classi�cation of indecomposable pure-injective modules
over a Dedekind domain in [57] by observing that the categoryof R-modules can be realised as a
de�nable subcategory of the category of K[�]-modules. We also use that, since K is algebraically
closed, all the maximal ideals of K[�] are of the form p � for � 2 K.

From the list of Remark 2.9, we obtain the following indecomposable pure-injective A(�)-
modules. We will refer to them asband modules .

(1) Finite-dimensional band module M (�; n ) := M � (� ) 
 R N (�; n ) for each � 2 K � and
n 2 N.

(2) Pr•ufer module M (�; 1 ) := M � (� ) 
 R N (�; 1 ) for each � 2 K � .
(3) Adic module M (�; �1 ) := M � (� ) 
 R N (�; �1 ) for each � 2 K � .
(4) Generic moduleG := M � (� ) 
 R K(�).

11



Remark 2.10. The de�nition of the band modules depends on the choice of arc
 i 0 in the
construction. However, the set of modules de�ned by di�erent choices of
 i 0 are the same up to
isomorphism. See [48] for details.

Classi�cation of indecomposable pure-injectiveA(�)-modules. The algebras A(�) are domestic
string algebras, therefore we may apply the following classi�cation result.

Theorem 2.11 ([47]). Let A(�) be the algebra associated to a triangulated� of the annulus
(S; M) . Then the following is a complete list of indecomposable pure-injective A(�) -modules.

(1) The string module M (� ) for each � (up to homotopy) such that� is a �nite or asymp-
totic arc in (S; M) that is not homotopic to any arc in � .

(2) The band moduleM (�; n ) for every � 2 K � and everyn 2 N [ f1 ; �1g .
(3) The generic moduleG.

The term arc in (S; M) is used to refer to �nite arcs, asymptotic arcs or � . For a string
module M (� ), we say that � is the associated arc and u� is the associated string . For a
band module M (n; � ) (n 2 N [ f1 ; �1g ; � 2 K � ) or G, we say that � is the associated arc
and u� is the associated string .

We will take the convention that, for any 
 2 �, the module M (
 ) is de�ned to be the zero
module.

2.2.2. Injective dimension of indecomposable pure-injective modules. In this subsection we con-
sider the injective dimension of the indecomposable pure-injective modules introduced in the
previous subsection.
Injective dimension of string modules. According to Corollary 1.17, we must show that certain
modules have injective dimension less than or equal to 1 overa quotient of A(�). It turns out
that this quotient is still a gentle algebra (see Corollary 2.27). In this section we therefore
consider the injective dimension of string modules over an arbitrary gentle algebra A �= KQ=I .

In [48] Ringel de�nes �nite strings, in�nite strings and ban ds over any string algebra (and
hence any gentle algebra). It is also shown in [48] that in this context in�nite- and �nite-
dimensional string and band modules are always indecomposable pure-injective modules.

Several authors have computed syzergies and hence projective resolutions of �nite-dimensional
string and band modules (see, for example, [21, 52, 11]). Syzergies of in�nite-dimensional string
modules have also been considered in [37]. Since we are considering injective dimension rather
than projective dimension, we include a full proof of the next lemma. However everything is
completely dual to the papers cited here.

Let w be a �nite string. We can write w = p� 1
0 q0p� 1

1 q1 : : : p� 1
n qn where pi ; qi are paths in

(Q; I ) for all 0 � i � n and the length of pi (resp. qj ) is greater than or equal to 1 when
i > 0 (resp. j < n ). Similarly we can write any N-string as w = : : : q� 1

1 p1q� 1
0 p0. Note that this

partition into direct and inverse paths is uniquely determined.

Lemma 2.12. Let A = K Q=I be a gentle algebra. Letw = q� 1
n pn : : : q� 1

1 p1q� 1
0 p0 (respectively

w = : : : q� 1
1 p1q� 1

0 p0) be a �nite string (respectively an N-string).
Then idA (M (w)) � 1 if and only if the following conditions are satis�ed.
(1) If there is an arrow l0 such that p0l0 is a path in (Q; I ), then there is no arrow a such

that l0a 2 I .
(2) If w is a �nite string and there is an arrow ln such that qn ln is a path in (Q; I ), then

there is no arrow a such that lna 2 I .

Proof. We begin by proving the proposition for a �nite string w. The injective envelope of
M (w) is

L n
i =0 M (b� 1

i q� 1
i pi ai ) where ai is the longest path in Q such that pi ai is not contained

in I and bi is the longest path in Q such that qi bi is not contained in I . The �rst cosyzygy of
M (w) is isomorphic to

L n
i =1 M (b� 1

i � 1ai ) � M (a0
0) � M (b0

n ) where a0 = l0a0
0 and bn = ln b0

n for
arrows l0; ln if they exist and zero otherwise.

The module M (a� 1
i bi � 1) is injective for all 1 � i � n. So idA (M ) � 1 if and only if M (a0

0)
and M (b0

n ) are injective if and only if conditions (1) and (2) are satis�ed.
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Now consider anN-string w. If w is expanding then the injective envelope ofM (w) is given
by

Q
i � 0 M (b� 1

i q� 1
i pi ai ) and if w is contracting then the injective envelope ofM (w) is given by

L
i � 0 M (b� 1

i q� 1
i pi ai ). In both casesai and bi are de�ned as in the �nite case.

Then, as in the �nite case, the �rst cosyzygy is the direct sum of an injective module and a
serial moduleM (a0

0) where a0
0 is either 0 or a0 = l0a0

0 for an arrow l0. Finally we observe that
M (a0

0) is injective if and only if condition (1) is satis�ed as required. �

Injective dimension of band modules. It su�ces for us to consider the injective dimension of
band modules overA(�). Consider the quotient algebra B := A(�) =J from Remark 2.7 and let
f : A(�) ! B be the corresponding ring epimorphism.

Remark 2.13. The image of the restriction functor f � : Mod(B ) ! Mod(A) contains all the
band modules and is closed under extensions becauseJ is an idempotent ideal (see, for example,
[39, Cor. 2.2]). Moreover, it is a bire
ective and thereforede�nable subcategory.

Lemma 2.14. If N is a band module overA(�) , then idA(�) (N ) � 1 and pdA(�) (N ) � 1.

Proof. By [21, Cor. 2.13] �nite-dimensional band modules have projective dimension equal to
1. It follows from [30] that the algebra is 1-Iwanga-Gorenstein, and so the �nite-dimensional
band modules also have injective dimension equal to 1 (see [38, Thm. 5]).

Recall that, by Baer's criterion, the full subcategory with objects in the classF of modules
of injective dimension less than or equal to 1 is de�nable. Similarly, the full subcategory with
objects in the classP of modules of projective dimension less than or equal to 1 is de�nable
(see, for example, [42, Lem. 5]). LetD be the image of the restriction functor f � : Mod(B ) !
Mod(A(�)). Thus F \ D (resp. P \ D ) is a de�nable subcategory and it contains all the �nite-
dimensional band modules. By [49, Thm. A], the remaining band modules are in also inF \ D
(resp. P \ D ). �

2.2.3. Extensions between indecomposable pure-injective modules. In this section, speci�cally
in Theorem 2.16, we prove that there is a very explicit description of the extensions between
the indecomposable pure-injectiveA(�)-modules in terms of crossings of the corresponding
associated arcs.

De�nition 2.15. Let N and M be string or band modules for A(�) and let � , � be their
respective associated arcs in (S; M). Then we say that � and � cross in a 3-cycle if we have
one of the following local con�guration with 
 i ; 
 j ; 
 k bridging arcs in the triangulation.

� k

� j

� i

�

� � k

� j

� i

�

�

Similarly, we will say that � and � do not cross outside of 3-cycles if the only crossings
between� and � occur as in the above diagrams.

The left-hand picture in De�nition 2.15 may be expressed in terms of the associated strings

by saying we have that� and � cross in a 3-cycle if there exists a 3-cyclei d //j
c��

k
a

`ÀAAAA

(so necessarily

cd; ac; da2 I (�)) such that u� contains the letter a or a� 1 and we have thats(u� ) = j (assuming
without loss of generality that � (0) is shown in the diagram). An analogous description can be
given for the the right-hand picture.

In Theorem 2.16 we will show that all crossings between arcs that are not in a 3-cycle indicate
the existence of extensions between the associated modules.
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Theorem 2.16. Let M and N be string or band modules overA(�) and let � and � be their
respective associated arcs. IfM and N are not both band modules, thenExt 1

A(�) (M; N ) = 0 =

Ext 1
A(�) (N; M ) if and only if � and � do not cross outside of 3-cycles.

Proof. The case whereM and N are both �nite-dimensional string modules is covered in [23].
We consider the case whereM or N is the generic module; all other cases are addressed in
Appendix A since the arguments require the derived category. Throughout the proof we will
denote the group Ext1A(�) (X; Y ) by Ext 1(X; Y ) for any pair X; Y of A(�)-modules.

First suppose that M is the generic module andN is a string module. Then the associated arc
of M is � = � . By [49, Prop. 4], there exists an endomorphism� of an adic moduleM (�; �1 )

such that M (�; �1 )
�
! M (�; �1 )

�
! : : : is a direct system of monomorphisms and the direct

limit L is isomorphic to M (J ) for some setJ (where M (J ) denotes the direct sum of copies of
M indexed by J ). This induces an inverse system

Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N )
Ext 1 (�;N )

 � Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N )
Ext 1(�;N )

 � : : :

Denote its inverse limit by L 0. It then follows that Ext 1(M; N ) = 0 if and only if 0 =
Ext 1(M; N )J �= Ext 1(M (J ) ; N ) �= Ext 1(L; N ) �= L 0 where the �nal isomorphism follows from
[7, Prop. I.10.1]. By Appendix A, we have that Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N ) = 0 and if and only if
� and � do not cross outside of 3-cycles. Thus, it su�ces to show thatL 0 = 0 if and only if
Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N ) = 0.

Clearly, if Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N ) = 0, then L 0 = 0. We will therefore prove the claim by showing
that dim k (Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N )) � dimk (L 0). The inverse system consists of epimorphisms
because coker� is a band module and so pdA(�) (coker� ) � 1 by Lemma 2.14. Moreover, we can
express the universal mapL 0 ! Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N ) as an inverse limit of epimorphisms of the
form

Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N )
Ext 1 (� n ;N )

�! Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N )

and so it is an epimorphism (see, for example, [50, Lem. 2.2]). This proves that indeed
dimk(Ext 1(M (�; �1 ); N )) � dimk (L 0).

Now suppose thatN is the generic module andM is a string module. Then the associated
arc of N is � = � . By [49, Prop. 3], N is a direct summand ofM (�; 1 )K for any Pr•ufer module
M (�; 1 ) and any in�nite set K. If � and � only cross in 3-cycles, then, by Appendix A, we
have that 0 = Ext 1(M; M (�; 1 ))K �= Ext 1(M; M (�; 1 )K ) and so Ext1(M; N ) = 0.

Conversely, suppose� and � cross outside of a 3-cycle. Then� must be a bridging arc and
Ext( M; X ) 6= 0 for any �nite-dimensional band module X . By [49, Prop. 5], for any in�nite set
X of �nite-dimensional band modules from pairwise di�erent homogeneous tubes, there exists
a set H such that 0 !

L
X 2X X !

Q
X 2X X ! N (H ) ! 0 is an exact sequence. In fact, this

is a pure-exact sequence (see, for example, [46, Lem. 2.1.20]) and so, combining this with the
fact that, by Lemma 2.14, we have idA(�) (

L
X 2X X ) � 1, we have an exact sequence

0 ! Ext 1(M;
M

X 2X

X ) ! Ext 1(M;
Y

X 2X

X ) ! Ext 1(M; N (H ) ) ! 0:

Finally, since M is �nite-dimensional, Ext 1(M; � ) commutes with direct sums and direct prod-
ucts. It therefore follows that Ext 1(M; N (H ) ) �= Ext 1(M; N )(H ) 6= 0 and hence Ext1(M; N ) is
non-zero. �

Next we consider the case where both indecomposable pure-injective modules are band mod-
ules. Since �nite-dimensional band modules have self extensions, we only need to consider
extensions between non-isomorphic in�nite-dimensional band modules.

Proposition 2.17. If M and N are both band modules overA(�) , then the following statements
hold.
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(1) SupposeM and N are both in�nite dimensional. Then Ext 1
A(�) (M; N ) 6= 0 if and only

if M �= M (�; 1 ) and N �= M (�; �1 ) for � 2 K � .
(2) If M �= M (�; n ) for n 2 N, then Ext 1

A(�) (M; M ) 6= 0 .

Proof. By Remark 2.13, we have Ext1A(�) (M; N ) �= Ext 1
B (M; N ) for any pair of indecomposable

band modules whereB �= K ~As� 1. The �rst statement then follows from [18, Lemma 2.7] and
the second statement is well-known. �

Middle terms of extensions. In the case of string and 1-dimensional band modules, it is possible
to identify the middle terms of the extensions in Mod(A(�)). In fact, Proposition 2.20 gives a
complete list of the extensions between string and 1-dimensional band modules that correspond
to crossings of the associated arcs in (S; M).

De�nition 2.18. Consider the unique (periodic) Z-string u� . Consider the module M � (� )
that is de�ned exactly as M � (� ) but taking a direct product of copies of K instead of a direct
sum. In particular, we have

M � (� ) �=
Y

i 2 Z

K i

(as vector spaces) where Ki �= K for each i 2 Z. De�ne M � (� ) to be the submodule ofM � (� )
such that (� i ) i 2 Z is in M � (� ) � M � (� ) if and only if � i = 0 for i � 0. De�ne M + (� ) to be the
submodule ofM � (� ) such that ( � i ) i 2 Z is in M + (� ) � M � (� ) if and only if � i = 0 for i � 0.

De�nition 2.19. Let A(�) be the algebra associated to a triangulated � of the annul us (S; M)
and let � and � be arcs in (S; M).

In the statements of Proposition 2.20, vL e, d� 1vR , wL c� 1 and awR are (possibly trivial)
strings such that a; c; d; e are direct letters whenever they are contained in a non-trival string.
Moreover m is a (possibly trivial) �nite string. We de�ne

� � =

8
><

>:

Q
if � is an expanding asymptotic arc;

L
if � is a contracting asymptotic arc;

; if � is a �nite arc :

� � =

8
><

>:

Q
if � is an expanding asymptotic arc;

L
if � is a contracting asymptotic arc;

; if � is a �nite arc :

and the notation M ; (� ) will mean M (� ) for any �nite arc � .

Proposition 2.20. Let A(�) be the algebra associated to a triangulated� of the annulus(S; M)
and let � and � be arcs in (S; M) .

(1) Suppose u� = vL emd� 1vR and u� = wL c� 1mawR are such that vL e and wL c� 1 are
not both trivial and d� 1vR and awR are not both trivial. Then there exists a non-split
extension

0 ! M (� ) ! M � � ("1) � M � � ("2) ! M (� ) ! 0
whereu" 1 = vL emawR and u" 2 = wL c� 1md� 1vR . We call such an extension anoverlap
extension between string modules.

(2) Suppose there existsl � 1 such that u� = vL emd� 1vR and bl = wL c� 1mawR . If we
choosel to be minimal, then there exists a non-split overlap extension

0 ! M (� ) ! M (") ! M (�; 1) ! 0

for all � 2 K � where
(i) if l = 1 then u" = vL emawRwL c� 1md� 1vR ; and

(ii) if l > 1 then u" = vL em2bm1d� 1vR such that m = m2m1 and b = m1awR .
We call such an extension anoverlap extension from a band module to a string
module.
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(3) Suppose there existsl � 1 such that bl = vL emd� 1vR and u� = wL c� 1mawR . If we
choosel to be minimal, then there exists a non-split overlap extension

0 ! M (�; 1) ! M (") ! M (� ) ! 0

for all � 2 K � where
(i) if l = 1 then u" = wL c� 1md� 1vRvL emawR ; and

(ii) if l > 1 then u" = wL c� 1m2bm1awR such that m = m2m1 and b = m1d� 1vR .
We call such an extension anoverlap extension from a string module to a band
module.

(4) Suppose there exists an arrowa 2 Q1 such that either u� a� 1u� 1
� or u� au� 1

� is a �nite
string, an N-string or u� and denote this string byu" . Then there exists a non-split
extension

0 ! M (� ) ! M � (" ) ! M (� ) ! 0

where

� =

8
>>><

>>>:

+ if u" = u� a� 1u� 1
� = u� ;

� if u" = u� au� 1
� = u� ;

� � if u" = u� a� 1u� 1
� 6= u� ;

� � if u" = u� au� 1
� 6= u� :

We call such an extension anarrow extension .

We refer to arrow and overlap extensions asstandard extensions .

Proof. In [21], the authors prove this result for �nite-dimensional modules. The extensions
between in�nite-dimensional modules are completely analogous. �

Remark 2.21. (1) In cases(2) and (3) the arcs� and � must be �nite arcs since otherwise
the above conditions on the stringsu� and u� cannot be satis�ed.

(2) In case (4) � must be contracting and � must be expanding.

Example 2.22. The �rst three pictures illustrate case 1 of Proposition 2.20.

� 2� � 1� 0� 1� 2�

� 3 � 2 � 1 1 2 30

· · · · · ·

0� 1� 2�

1 2 30

· · · · · ·

0� 1� 2�

1 2 30

· · · · · ·
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The second three pictures illustrate case 4.
� 2� � 1� 0� 1� 2�

� 3 � 2 � 1 1 2 30

· · · · · ·

0� 1� 2�

1 2 30

· · · · · ·

0� 1� 2�

1 2 30

· · · · · ·

2.3. The classi�cation of cosilting modules. In this section will classify the cosilting mod-
ules over A(�) for a triangulation � of an annulus (S ; M), with quiver Q = Q(�) and A(�) =
KQ=I (�). We begin by introducing the A(�)-modules M (t) that we will show are cosilting.

Let T be a collection of non-crossing arcs in (S; M). We will call T strictly asymptotic if
it contains an asymptotic arc. If either

(i) t = ( T; P1; P2) where T is strictly asymptotic and P1 and P2 are disjoint subsets of K�

or
(ii) t = T where T is not strictly asymptotic,

then we call t a partial asymptotic triangulation . If T is a maximal collection of non-
crossing asymptotic arcs and K� = P1 [ P2 (when t is strictly asymptotic), then t is called an
asymptotic triangulation .

Remark 2.23. Note that the strictly asymptotic triangulations are in bij ection with the set
A (S; M) � P (K � ) de�ned in the Main Theorem in the introduction. Similarly t he asymptotic
triangulations that are not strictly asymptotic are in bije ction with the set T (S; M).

Let t be a partial asymptotic triangulation, then we de�ne a set of indecomposable pure-
injective objects as follows. If t is strictly asymptotic, then let

N t := f M (� ) j � 2 Tg [ f M (�; 1 ) j � 2 P1g [ f M (�; �1 ) j � 2 P2g [ f Gg:

If t is not strictly asymptotic, then let

N t := f M (� ) j � 2 Tg:

For each partial asymptotic triangulation t, let

M (t) :=
Y

N 2N t

N:

2.3.1. Annihilators of asymptotic triangulations. We will consider partial asymptotic triangula-
tions t and consider the associatedA(�)-module M (t). In order to show that M (t) is a cosilting
module over A(�) whenever t is an asymptotic triangulation, we will make use of the charac-
terisation of cosilting modules over left artinian rings given in Corollary 1.17. The �rst step
will be to understand the annihilator ideal Ann( M (t)). The following observation holds for
an arbitrary gentle algebra; see [48] for de�nitions of (possibly in�nite-dimensional) string and
band modules.

Observation 2.24. Let B = K Q=I be an arbitrary gentle algebra. Then the following hold.
(1) If M is a string module corresponding to a stringu, then Ann(M ) has aK-linear basis

consisting of the pathsp in (Q; I ) such that neither p nor p� 1 is contained in u.
17



(2) If N is a band module corresponding to a bandb, then Ann(N ) has a K-linear basis
consisting of the pathsq in (Q; I ) such that neither q nor q� 1 is contained in Z-string
1 b1 .

For the rest of the section, let Q = Q(�) and I = I (�) for � a triangulation of an annulus,
with string algebra A(�) = K Q=I and let t be a (partial) asymptotic triangulation.

Lemma 2.25. The annihilator ideal Ann(M (t)) in A(�) has aK-linear basis consisting of all
paths p satisfying the following conditions.

(1) Neither p nor p� 1 occur as a substring ofu� for any � 2 T.
(2) If t is strictly asymptotic, then neither p nor p� 1 occur as a substring ofu� .

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from the above observation since

Ann(M (t)) =
\

M 2N t

Ann(M ):

�

Given Lemma 2.25, we will use Ann(t) to denote the annihilator ideal associated to the
module M (t).

Lemma 2.26. Let t be a partial asymptotic triangulation of (S; M) and let p = pn : : : p0 be
a path of length n + 1 in (Q; I (�)) . Then p 2 Ann( t) if and only if pi 2 Ann( t) for some
i 2 f 0; : : : ; ng.

Proof. By de�nition, either t = T or t = ( T; P1; P2). Supposep is contained in Ann(t) but p0

is not. By Lemma 2.25 there is some� 2 T such that u� contains p0 or p� 1
0 as a substring

or T is strictly asymptotic and u� contains p0 or p� 1
0 as a substring. Any arc 
 such that u


contains pn : : : p1 or p� 1
1 : : : p� 1

n as a substring but does not containp or p� 1 as a substring will
necessarily cross� and so cannot be contained inT. Thus pn : : : p1 2 Ann( t) by Lemma 2.25.
By induction on the length of p we have that p 2 Ann( t) implies pi 2 Ann( t) for some 0� i � n.
The converse is immediate. �

Corollary 2.27. The algebraA(�) =Ann( t) is a gentle algebra.

Proof. By Lemma 2.26, the algebraA(�) =Ann( t) is obtained from A(�) by removing arrows
and vertices and so the axioms of a gentle algebra will still be satis�ed by A(�) =Ann( t). �

Next we consider the annihilator of an asymptotic triangulation t. In this case we can describe
the annihilator in more detail. In particular, Ann( t) will contain arrows satisfying the following
de�nition with respect to some � 2 T.

De�nition 2.28. Let a be an arrow in Q with s(a) = i and t(a) = j . We say that an arc �
crosses a in a 3-cycle if i and j are edges of an internal triangle in � and either s(u� ) = k or
t(u� ) = k where k is the remaining edge in the triangle, see �gure below.

� k

� j

� i a
�

Note that this means that � and the arc corresponding toa cross in a 3-cycle, cf. De�ni-
tion 2.15.

Lemma 2.29. Let t be an asymptotic triangulation with correspondingT. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) Let a : i ! j be an arrow in Q. Then a is contained in Ann( t) if and only if one of the
following conditions hold.
(a) One of 
 i or 
 j is contained in T.
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(b) There exists some� 2 T such that � crossesa in a 3-cycle.
(2) Let i be a vertex inQ. Then ei is contained in Ann( t) if and only if 
 i 2 T \ � .

Proof. (1) If either of the conditions hold then, it follows from Lemma 2.25, that a 2 Ann( t).
We will therefore show the converse implication.

So let a 2 Ann( t). First suppose that 
 i and 
 j are edges of a triangle such that the remaining
edge is a boundary component and suppose
 i is not contained in T. As T is a triangulation,
there must be some arc� 2 T that crosses
 i . By Lemma 2.25, neither a nor a� 1 occur as a
substring of u� and sos(u� ) = i or t(u� ) = i . Any arc 
 that crosses
 j such that u
 does not
contain a or a� 1 as a substring will cross� and so cannot be contained inT. So
 j is compatible
with all arcs in T and we must therefore have that
 j 2 T.

Next suppose that 
 i and 
 j are edges of an internal triangle in � with remaining edge 
 k . If

 i is not contained in T, then there exists an arc� 2 T that crosses
 i . Sinceu� cannot contain
a or a� 1 as a substring, eithers(u� ) = i or t(u� ) = i or � crosses
 k immediately after 
 i . In
the �rst situation, it follows that 
 j must be contained in Ann(t). In the second situation, there
must be an arc
 in T that crossesa in a 3-cycle and then agrees with� until its endpoint. As
before, this arc is compatible with all of T and so is inT.

(2) The statement follows immediately from the fact that 
 i is crossed by an arc inT if and
only if 
 i is not contained in T. �

We now associate to any asymptotic triangulation t a new quiver Qt as follows:
I. If 
 i is contained in � \ T , remove the vertex i from Q and all arrows incident with i .

II. If a is an arrow in Q that is crossed in a 3-cycle by some� 2 T, then removea from Q.
Let I t be the admissible ideal in KQt generated by the generating relations inI (�) that are
supported on Qt .

Corollary 2.30. Let t be an asymptotic triangulation with quiver Qt and ideal I t . Then
A(�) =Ann( t) is isomorphic to the algebraKQt=I t .

2.3.2. Cosilting modules are partial asymptotic triangulations. Recall from Lemma 1.12 and
Proposition 1.15 that every cosilting module C is equivalent to a cosilting module with no
superdecomposable part. As in Remark 1.3, we will use the notation NC to denote the set of
indecomposable pure-injective summands ofC up to isomorphism.

Proposition 2.31. Let C be a cosilting module overA(�) . There exists a partial asymptotic
triangulation t such that Prod(NC ) = Prod( N t ).

Proof. By Theorem 1.13 and Proposition 1.15, the setNC is a maximal rigid system in the cate-
gory Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)). We consider Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)) as a full subcategory of Mod(A(�)).

Let T := f � j M (� ) 2 N C g. We will show that T is a collection of non-crossing arcs
in (S; M). Let � and � be contained in T. By Proposition 1.15, we have that Cogen(C) �
Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)) is closed under extensions. It follows that Ext1A(�) =Ann( C) (M (� ); M (� )) = 0

if and only if Ext 1
A(�) (M (� ); M (� )) = 0. Similarly Ext 1

A(�) =Ann( C) (M (� ); M (� )) = 0 if and only

if Ext 1
A(�) (M (� ); M (� )) = 0. By Theorem 2.16 the arcs � and � cannot cross outside of 3-cycles

or else this would contradict that NC is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)).
Suppose that � and � cross in a 3-cycle. Without loss of generality, suppose we have the

following local con�guration.

�

a
c

d

�

Then we must have that c 2 Ann(C) because otherwise idA(�) =Ann( C) (M (� )) > 1 by Lemma
2.12, which contradicts the fact that NC is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)). Let
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" be the arc that crossesd in a 3-cycle and follows� until its endpoint (if possible) or until "
meets an inverse letter. That is, we have the following localcon�guration.

�

a
c

d

�

e
�

�

�

Then M (") is a �nite-dimensional submodule of M (� ) and henceM (") 2 Cogen(C). How-
ever, there is an arrow extension 0! M (� ) ! M (� ) ! M (") ! 0 where u� = u� cu" in
Mod(A(�)) and M (� ) is not contained in Cogen(C) � Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)) becausec 2 Ann(C).
This contradicts that Cogen(C) is closed under extensions and so� and � do not cross.

If T is strictly asymptotic, then de�ne t := ( T; P1; P2) whereP1 := f � 2 K � j M (�; 1 ) 2 N C g
and P2 := f � 2 K � j M (�; �1 ) 2 N Cg. Note that P1 \ P2 = ; by Theorem 2.16 and the same
reasoning as above. IfT is not strictly asymptotic, then de�ne t := T. We have shown that
t is a partial asymptotic triangulation. Clearly NC is a rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann(C))
and NC � N t (with a proper inclusion exactly when G is not contained in NC ). Since NC is
maximal, we may conclude that Prod(NC ) = Prod( N t ). �

2.3.3. Asymptotic triangulations are cosilting modules. Let t be an asymptotic triangulation
of (S; M). In this section we show that M (t) is a cosilting module over A(�). By Corollary
1.17, it is enough to show that N t is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann( t)) and that
Cogen(M (t)) is a torsion-free class.

Proposition 2.32. Let t be an asymptotic triangulation. The setN t is a maximal rigid system
in Mod(A(�) =Ann( t)) and M (t) is a cotilting A(�) =Ann( t)-module.

Proof. First note that, by Theorem 2.16, we have that Ext1
A(�) (M; N ) = 0 for all N; M 2 N t

and so it follows that also Ext1A(�) =Ann( t) (M; N ) = 0 for all N; M 2 N t .
Next we show that idA(�) =Ann( t) (M ) � 1 for all M 2 N t . If M is a band module then

idA(�) =Ann( t) (M ) � idA(�) (M ) � 1 by Lemma 2.14. SupposeM �= M (� ) for some arc � .
We show that the conditions of Lemma 2.12 holds foru� . Suppose that the endpoint of �
is contained in a triangle with edges
 i , � and � such that � follows � in the anticlockwise
direction.

�

d
a

c
� i � c

� i
� k � k

� j

Without loss of generality assume thats(u� ) = i . If all of 
 i , � and � are arcs in �, say � = 
 j
and � = 
 k , then there are arrowsa: j ! k, c: k ! i and d: i ! j in Q. Moreover, the arrow
c is the unique arrow such that u� c is a string and the arrow a is the unique arrow such that
ca 2 I (�). However, the arc � crossesa in a 3-cycle so by Corollary 2.30 there is no arrow d
in Qt such that cd 2 I t . Thus condition (i) of Lemma 2.12 holds. In a similar way, if either or
both of � and � are boundary components, then, even if there exists an arrowc such that u� c
is a string, there is no arrowa such that ca 2 I t . If � is �nite, we may run the same argument
at the other endpoint of � and we have that idA(�) =Ann( t) (M ) � 1 by Proposition 2.12.

We have shown that N t is a rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann( t)). Finally we must show that
it is maximal. Let L be a rigid system in Mod(A=Ann( t)) such that Prod( N t ) � Prod(L ).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume thatM (t) is a direct summand of the direct product
L of the objects in L i.e. we have that L �= M (t) � X for some moduleX . Now, by Lemma
1.10, we must have that Ext1A(�) =Ann( t) (L; L ) = 0. It follows that Ext 1

A(�) =Ann( t) (Y; M (t)) =

0 = Ext 1
A(�) =Ann( t) (M (t); Y ) for all indecomposable summandsY of X . Suppose there is an

indecomposable summandY of X such that Ext 1
A(�) (Y; M (t)) 6= 0 or Ext 1

A(�) (M (t); Y ) 6= 0. By
Lemma A.10, there exists an arrow or an overlap extension between Y and someN 2 N t . By
Lemma 2.29, the middle term of any overlap extension betweenY and M will be contained in
Mod(A(�) =Ann( t)). Therefore the only possibility is the following. There is some� 2 T and
a arc " such that Y �= M (") such that there is an arrow extension betweenM (� ) and M (")
with the corresponding arrow a contained in Ann(t). However, by Lemma 2.29, this implies
that there is a arc � 2 T such that � crossesa in a 3-cycle. But then � crosses� , which is a
contradiction.

So then all indecomposable summands ofX must be contained in N t because any other
indecomposable pure-injective module will have a non-trivial extension with M (t). By [47,
Thm. 5.6] there are no superdecomposable pure-injective modules over A=Ann( t) and so, by
Remark 1.11, we have shown that Prod(L ) = Prod( N t ).

By Theorem 1.13, we also have thatM (t) is a cotilting module over A(�) =Ann( t). �

Proposition 2.33. If t is an asymptotic triangulation, then M (t) is a cosilting A(�) -module.

Proof. By Corollary 1.17 and Proposition 2.32, it remains to show that Cogen(M (t)) is a torsion-
free class in Mod(A(�)). We know that Cogen( M (t)) is a torsion-free class in Mod(A(�) =Ann( t))
becauseM (t) is a A(�) =Ann( t)-cotilting module by Proposition 2.32. In particular, if M; N are
in Cogen(M (t)) such that 0 ! M ! L ! N ! 0 is a short exact sequence in Mod(A(�) =Ann( t)),
then L 2 Cogen(M (t)). As we saw in the proof of Proposition 2.32, any overlap extension in
Mod(A(�) =Ann( t)) is also an overlap extension in Mod(A(�)). We must rule out the possibility
that there is an arrow extension 0! M ! L ! N ! 0 in Mod(A(�)) with L =2 Cogen(M (t)).

Suppose there is an arrow extension betweenM and N . Without loss of generality we may
assume thatM �= M (� ) and N �= M (� ) for arcs � and � and that there is an arrow a 2 Ann( t)
such that u� a� 1u� is a string. By Lemma 2.29, this means that there is" 2 T such that "
crossesa in a 3-cycle. We must therefore have the following local con�guration.

� a

�

c
d

�

The arrows c and d cannot be in Ann(t) because any arc crossing them in a 3-cycle would
cross " . Thus Ext 1

A(�) =Ann( t) (M (� ); M (")) 6= 0 since u� c� 1u" is a string in (Qt ; I t ). But this

contradicts that Cogen(M (t)) = ? M (t) in Mod( A(�) =Ann( t)). �

2.3.4. The classi�cation.

Lemma 2.34. If t is a partial asymptotic triangulation, with corresponding T, then the following
statements hold.

(1) For i 2 Q, ei 2 Ann( t) if and only if 
 i 2 � does not cross any arc inT.
(2) Let a be an arrow in Q such that es(a) and et (a) are not contained in Ann( t). Then

a 2 Ann( t) if and only if one of the following statements hold.
(i) There is an arc � 2 T that crossesa in a 3-cycle.

(ii) There is an arc � in (S; M) that crossesa in a 3-cycle such thatAnn( t) = Ann( t [
f � g). Moreover, the arc � does not cross any arc inT.
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Proof. (1) This is clear from Observation 2.24.
(2) (( ) In both case (i ) and (ii ), we must havea 2 Ann( t) because there cannot be any arc

� 2 T such that u� contains a or a� 1 as a substring since such a� would cross� .
() ) Supposea 2 Ann( t) and there is no arc in T that crossesa in a 3-cycle. First we will

argue that there is no arc� in T such that s(u� ) = s(a) or s(u� ) = t(a). If there is a � 2 T such
that s(u� ) = t(a), then es(a) 2 Ann( t) because any other arc� that crosses
 s(a) must either
cross � or u� must contain a or a� 1 as a substring. Such an� cannot be contained in T. A
similar argument yields that, if there is a � 2 T such that s(u� ) = s(a), then et (a) 2 Ann( t).
We have assumed thates(a) and et (a) are not contained in Ann(t) so there is no arc� in T such
that s(u� ) = s(a) or s(u� ) = t(a).

It follows that there exists an arc � that crossesa in a 3-cycle and does not cross any arcs
in T. Finally we must show that we can choose� such that Ann( t) = Ann( t [ f � g). We
have that Ann( t [ f � g) � Ann( t), so we must show that u� does not contain any (trivial or
non-trivial) letters that are not already contained in u� for some � 2 T. Let 
 k 2 � be such
that 
 s(a) ; 
 t (a) ; 
 k form a triangle. The conclusion of the �rst part of this proof tells us that
we have some arcs� 1 and � 2 in T such that � 1 crosses
 s(a) followed by 
 k and � 2 crosses
 t (a)
followed by 
 k . Choose� to crossa in a 3-cycle and then follow� 1 to its endpoint.

�
a � s(a)

� t(a)

� k

� 1� 2

�

Lemma 2.35. Let t be a partial asymptotic triangulation. There exists an asymptotic triangu-
lation s such that N t � N s and Ann( t) = Ann( s).

Proof. By de�nition, we have that either t = T or t = ( T; P1; P2). For the second case, let
Q1 := P1 and let Q2 := K � n P1. In the following proof we will de�ne sets S0; : : : ; Sn+1 of arcs
in (S; M) for some n 2 N, all containing T, from which will will construct s.

We �x the following notation: for each 0 � i � n + 1, let

si :=

(
Si if t = T;
(Si ; Q1; Q2) if t = ( T; P1; P2)

where the setsSi are de�ned as follows. Let S0 := f 
 i 2 � j 
 i does not cross any� 2 Tg [ T.
Clearly Ann( s0) = Ann( t). Let a1; : : : ; an be the arrows in Ann(t) that are not crossed in
a 3-cycle by any arc in T and such that s(ai ), t(ai ) are not contained in Ann(t). Then, for
1 � i � n, let Si := S0 [ f � 1; : : : ; � i g where � i is an arc such that � i crossesai in a 3-cycle and
Ann(si ) = Ann( si � 1). Each � i exists by Lemma 2.34.

Let S := Sn+1 be any completion of Sn to a full asymptotic triangulation of (S ; M) and let
s := sn+1 . Clearly N t � N s. We �nish the proof by arguing that Ann( s) = Ann( t). Since M (t)
is a direct summand ofM (s), we have that Ann(s) � Ann( t). By Lemma 2.26, in order to show
that Ann( t) � Ann(s), it is su�cient to show that every vertex and every arrow con tained in
Ann( t) is also contained in Ann(s).

Supposeei is a vertex in Ann(t). Then either 
 i 2 T \ � � S \ � or 
 i is not crossed by any
arc in T. In the latter case we have that 
 i 2 S0 � S \ �. By Lemma 2.29, both cases imply
that ei 2 Ann(s).

Supposea is an arrow contained in Ann(t). By the above argument, we may assume that
both es(a) and et (a) are not in Ann( t). Then either a is crossed in a 3-cycle by some� 2 T � S
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or a = aj for some 1� j � n. In the latter case, we have that a is crossed in a 3-cycle by
� j 2 Sj � S. By Lemma 2.29, we have thata 2 Ann(s).

�

By Remark 2.23, the following theorem yields the Main Theorem of the introduction.

Theorem 2.36. Every cosilting A(�) -module C is equivalent to a moduleM (t) where t is a
uniquely determined asymptotic triangulation.

Proof. SupposeC is a cosilting module then C is a cotilting module over A(�) =Ann(C) and
by Theorem 1.13, we have thatNC is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)). Then,
by Proposition 2.31, there is a partial asymptotic triangulation such that NC = N t and so
Ann(C) = Ann( t). By Lemma 2.35, there exists an asymptotic triangulation s such that
Ann(s) = Ann( t) and NC = N t � N s. By Proposition 2.33, we have that M (s) is cosilting
and soNs is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A(�) =Ann(C)) such that Prod( NC ) � Prod(Ns).
Therefore, by the maximality of NC , we have that Prod(NC ) = Prod( Ns) and soC is equivalent
to M (s).

Suppose there is some other asymptotic triangulations such that M (s) is equivalent to
C. Then Ann(s) = Ann( t) and Prod(Ns) = Prod( N t ). As M (s) 2 Prod(N t ), there exists
a module X such that M (s) � X �=

Q
i 2 I M i with M i 2 N t . Without loss of generality,

assume that a copy of every module inN t occurs as a summand ofX � M (s). By Lemma
1.10, we have that Ext1A(�) =Ann( C) (

Q
i 2 I M i ;

Q
i 2 I M i ) = 0 and hence, for every N 2 N t , we

have Ext1A(�) =Ann( C) (N; M ) = 0 = Ext 1
A(�) =Ann( C) (M; N ) for all M 2 N s. Let � be the arc

corresponding toN and �rst suppose N �= M (� ). As we argued in Proposition 2.32, it follows
that, for every arc � 2 S, if � and � cross, then they cross in a 3-cycle or in and arrow
a 2 Ann(s) = Ann( t). If � and � cross in a 3-cycle, then Ann(s) 6= Ann( t), by Lemma 2.29,
which is a contradiction so � and � can not cross in a 3-cycle.

If � and � cross in an arrowa 2 Ann( t) = Ann( s), then there are arcs"; " 0 (with " 2 S and
"0 2 T) that cross a in a 3-cycle, by Lemma 2.29. But then" crosses� and "0 crosses� , which
is not possible. Thus� does not cross any arc� 2 S and so it must be that � is in S. If N is
a band module then the above argument implies thats is strictly asymptotic, since otherwise
there would be a bridging arc that crosses� . Again Ext-orthogonality implies P1 = Q1 and
P2 = Q2. We may argue in the same, exchanging the roles ofs and t. Therefore we have shown
t = s. �

Remark 2.37. From this theorem we recover the classi�cation of cotilting modules over K ~An
given in [18] by choosing � to consist only of bridging arcs. The cotilting modules are then
given by the asymptotic triangulations t such that � \ T = ; .

Such a choice of � also yields the description of the torsion classes in a tube category given
in [8]. To see this, one should note that the arcs involving only one boundary component gives
rise to a geometric model of one of the two (possibly non-homogeneous) tubes in mod(A(�))
that contain string modules.

Appendix Appendix A Extensions and asymptotic arcs.

Throughout this appendix we will follow the de�nitions and n otation set up in Section 2. In
particular, we �x S to be the annulus and M to be a set of marked points in the boundary
of S. We will then consider the K-algebra A(�) (de�ned as in Subsection 2.1) where � is a
triangulation of (S ; M). As in Section 2, we assume that K is algebraically closed.

The main result will be the following.

Theorem A.1. Let M and N be string or band modules inMod(A(�)) and let � and � be their
respective associated arcs. IfM and N are not both band modules, then the following statements
are equivalent.

(1) The K-vector spacesExt 1
A(�) (M; N ) and Ext 1

A(�) (N; M ) are both zero.
(2) The arcs � and � do not cross outside of 3-cycles.
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We will approach this theorem in stages. First we will describe explicitly the form of ex-
tensions between indecomposable pure-injectiveA(�)-modules. Our approach is similar to
[5, 21, 22]. We will then connect these extensions to crossings of arcs in (S; M) (outside of
3-cycles). In this �rst section our approach is similar to [23].

A.1 Extensions in Mod(A(�)) and morphisms in the homotopy category. Let M
and N be string or band modules overA(�) and let � and � be their respective associated
arcs. Assume that M and N are not both band modules. We will identify M and N with
their projective resolutions, denoted P �

M and P �
N respectively, and make use of the following

well-known isomorphisms (see, for example, [54, Cor. 10.4.7, Cor. 10.7.5]).

Ext 1
A(�) (M; N ) �= HomD( A(�)) (M [0]; N [1])

�= HomK( A(�)) (P �
M ; P �

N [1]):

where D(A(�)) is the unbounded derived category of Mod(A(�)) and K( A(�)) is the homotopy
category of (co)chain complexes in Mod(A(�)).

In [14] it is shown that every indecomposable complex in Db(mod(A(�))) is isomorphic to
a complex of �nite-dimensional projective modules that is either a string complex or a band
complex associated to a homotopy string or a homotopy band. We will see that P �

N and P �
M

also have the form of a string or a band complex, however the projective modules may be
in�nite-dimensional.

Next we de�ne what we mean by a homotopy string in this setting. Observe that any �nite
string may be uniquely expressed as a sequencepnq� 1

n : : : p1q� 1
1 p0q� 1

0 where pi and qj are paths
of length � 1 for 0 � i < n and 0 < j � n and pn and q0 are possibly trivial paths. Similarly, any
N-string may be uniquely expressed as a sequence: : : p1q� 1

1 p0q� 1
0 . In the following de�nition,

all strings will be represented in this way.

De�nition A.2. (1) A sequence of arrows: : : a3a2a1a0 is called aantipath if ai +1 ai 2 I (�)
for all i � 0.

(2) Let u� = : : : p1q� 1
1 p0q� 1

0 be an N-string (respectively let u� = pnq� 1
n : : : p1q� 1

1 p0q� 1
0 be

a �nite string).
(a) If there exists an arrow a0 such that u� a� 1

0 is a string, then de�ne h(u� ) to be the
sequenceu� a� 1

0 a� 1
1 a� 1

2 : : : where: : : a2a1a0 is the longest possible antipath starting
at a0.

(b) If there is no such arrow a0, then de�ne h(u� ) to be the sequence: : : p1q� 1
1 p0

(respectively pnq� 1
n : : : p1q� 1

1 p0).
(3) Let u� be an N-string, then the homotopy string � � associated to u� is de�ned to

be h(u� ).
(4) Let u� be a �nite string, then the homotopy string � � associated to u� is de�ned

to be h(h(u� 1
� )� 1).

From this data we can de�ne string complexes, which are essentially in�nite-dimensional
versions of the string complexes de�ned in [14]. For a vertexi in Q, we will denote the corre-
sponding indecomposable projective module byP(i ). Moreover, we will make use of the K-basis
of HomA(�) (P(i ); P(j )) given by paths p: j ! i . We will denote these basis elements by the
paths p.

As with string in�nite-dimensional string modules, we must consider the expanding and
contracting cases separately.

De�nition A.3. (1) Supposeu� = : : : p1q� 1
1 p0q� 1

0 is a contracting N-string and let � � be
the homotopy string associated tou� . If h(u� ) fell into case (b) , then we take P(t(ak )),
a0q0 and ak+1 to be zero for k � 0.

De�ne the string complex P �
� as follows.

P0
� :=

M

i � 0

P(s(pi )) ; P � 1
� := P(t(a0)) � (

M

i � 0

P(t(pi ))) ; P � k
� := P(t(ak� 1)) ; P � l

� := 0
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for k > 1 and l < 0. Also let

d� 1
� := ( A rs )r> 0;s> 0; d� k

� := ak� 1; d� l
� := 0

for k > 1 and l < 1 where

A rs :=

8
>>><

>>>:

a0q0 if r = 1 ; s = 1 ;
qi if r = i + 1 ; s = i + 1 and i > 0;
pi if r = i + 1 ; s = i + 2 and i � 0;
0 otherwise:

(2) Supposeu� = : : : p1q� 1
1 p0q� 1

0 is a expanding N-string and � � is the homotopy string
associated tou� . De�ne the string complex P �

� in the same way as in the contracting
case but replacing any direct sums with direct products.

(3) Supposeu� is a �nite string and let � � be the associated homotopy string. Ifh(u� 1
� )

fell into case (a) , then denote the antipath by : : : a2a1a0. If h(h(u� 1
� )� 1) fell into case

(a) , then denote the antipath by : : : c2c1c0. If h(u� 1
� ) fell into case (b) , then we take

P(t(ak )), a0p0 and ak+1 to be zero for k � 0. If h(h(u� 1
� )� 1) fell into case (b) , then we

take P(t(ck )), c0pn and ck+1 to be zero for k � 0.
De�ne the string complex P �

� as follows.

P0
� :=

nM

i =0

P(s(pi )) ; P � 1
� := P(t(a0)) � (

nM

i =0

P(t(pi ))) � P(t(c0)) ;

P � k
� := P(t(ak� 1)) � P(t(ck� 1)) ; P � l

� := 0

for k > 1 and l < 0. Also let

d� 1
� := ( A rs )0<r � n+1 ; 0<s � n+2 ; d� k

� :=
�

ak � 1 0
0 ck � 1

�
; d� l

� := 0

for k > 1 and l < 1 where

A rs :=

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

a0q0 if r = 1 ; s = 1 ;
qi if r = i + 1 ; s = i + 1 and 0 < i � n � 1;
pi if r = i + 1 ; s = i + 2 and 0 < i � n � 1;
c0pn if r = n + 1 ; s = n + 2 ;
0 otherwise:

We can view the de�nition of P �
� for an N-string schematically as follows.

P(t(p1)) q2

... //

p1 ))SSSSSSSSS
P(s(p2))

P(t(p0))
q1 //
p0

))SSSSSSSSS
P(s(p1))

: : :
a2 //P(t(a1))

a1 //P(t(a0))
a0 q0 //P(s(q0))

Similarly, we can view the de�nition of P �
� for a �nite string schematically as follows.
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: : :
c2 //P(t(c2))

c1 //P(t(c0))
c0pn

**
P(t(pn� 1))

qn //P(s(pn ))

P(t(p1))

...

p1

**TTTTTTTTTT

P(t(p0))
q1 //
p0

**TTTTTTTTTT P(s(p1))

: : :
a2 //P(t(a1))

a1 //P(t(a0))
a0q0 //P(s(q0))

As in [5, 21, 22], we will make use of unfolded diagrams i.e. werepresent the complexesP �
�

in the following ways.

0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 � 2
: : :

p2 //� �
p1 //q2oo � �

q1oo p0 //� �
a0q0oo �

a1oo : : :
a2oo

� 2 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 � 2
: : :

c1 //�
c0pn //� �

qnoo pn � 1 //� :::::: �
p0 //� �

a0q0oo : : :
a1oo

Recall that u� is the Z-string associated to the closed arc� . We will refer to u� as the
homotopy string associate to � and we will denoteu� by � � when we are considering it as a
homotopy string. Next we will use a string complexP �

u �
to de�ne generalised band complexes.

Let R := K[� ; � � 1] and recall the classi�cation of indecomposable pure-injective modules given
in Remark 2.9.

De�nition A.4. Let u� = : : : p1q� 1
1 p0q� 1

0 p� 1q� 1
� 1 : : : be the periodic Z-string. De�ne the com-

plex P �
u �

to be

P � 1
u �

:=
M

i 2 Z

P(t(pi )) ; P0
u �

:=
M

i 2 Z

P(s(pi )) ; P k
u �

:= 0

for all k 6= 0 ; � 1. Also let d� 1
u �

:= ( A rs )r;s 2 Z and dk
u �

:= 0 for all k 6= � 1 where

A rs :=

8
><

>:

qi if r = i + 1 ; s = i + 1 ;
pi if r = i + 1 ; s = i + 2 ;
0 otherwise:

We can view P �
u �

as a complex of (A(�) ; R)-bimodules (see, for example, [16, Def. 1.3.45]).
For each � 2 K � and eachn 2 N[ f1 ; �1g , de�ne the band complex B �

�;n to be the complex
obtained by applying � 
 R N �;n to P �

u �
.

Remark A.5. (1) The complex B �
�;n is a complex of projective A(�)-modules (see, for

example, [16, Lem. 1.3.47]).
(2) Since K is algebraically closed, the complexB �

�;n is a band complex as de�ned in [14]
when n 2 N.

We also associate an unfolded diagram to the complexesB �
�; 1. The unfolded diagrams of the

other band complexes will be considered later (see ...). Since u� is periodic, we have that there
exist non-trivial paths m0; : : : mt and n0; : : : nt such that u� = : : : m� 1

t n0m� 1
0 n1 : : : ntm

� 1
t n0 : : : .

The complex B �
�; 1 is then represented as follows.

0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 0
: : :

n t � 2 //� �
n t � 1 //m t � 1oo � �

n0 //�m too � �
m0oo n1 //� : : :

m1oo
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The aim of the preceding de�nitions was to identify the projective resolutions of the inde-
composable pure-injective modules (excludingG). The following lemma con�rms that this is
the case.

Lemma A.6. (1) Let u� be a �nite or an N-string and let � be the associated homotopy
string. The complex P �

� is quasi-isomorphic to M (� )[0].
(2) Let � 2 K � and let n 2 N [ f1 ; �1g . The complex B �;n is quasi-isomorphic to

M (�; n )[0].

Proof. (1) Compute cohomology as in [21, Cor. 2.12].
(2) By computing cohomology of P �

u �
, we have that the following sequence is a projective

resolution of M � (� ).

0 ! P � 1
u �

! P0
u �

! M � (� ) ! 0:

Moreover, the functor � 
 R N �;n is right exact, so

0 ! B � 1
�;n ! B 0

�;n ! M (�; n ) ! 0

is right exact. The module M � (� ) is free as anR-module, so TorR1 (M � (� ); N �;n ) = 0, therefore
the sequence is exact. We have shown that this sequence is a projective resolution of M (�; n )
and so in particular, the complex B �

�;n is quasi-isomorphic toM (�; n )[0]. �

Let M and N be string modules or band modules withn = 1, such that M and N are not
both band modules. Let � and � be the associated arcs in (S; M). Also, denote the projective
resolutions of M and N by P �

M and P �
N respectively; note that these are given in Lemma A.6.

Next we will establish when there exists a non-zero morphismP �
M ! P �

N [1] by comparing the
homotopy strings � � and � � .

We refer to [5, Sec. 3] for the de�nition of (singleton) single , double , graph and quasi-
graph maps between P �

M and P �
N [1]. These de�nitions extend easily to include projective

resolutions of in�nite-dimensional string modules.

Remark A.7. In [5] a quasi-graph map \from P �
M to P �

N " determines a non-trival homotopy
class of morphismsP �

M ! P �
N [1] that does not contain zero. We use the notationP �

M  P �
N [1]

to indicate that there is such a quasi-graph map.

For there to be a graph map P �
M ! P �

N [1] or quasi-graph mapP �
M  P �

N [1], there must
be a (maximal) common substring shared by� � and � � ; we stress that this common substring
� must be �nite unless � contains an in�nite length antipath. We will call quasi-gra ph maps
P �

M  P �
N [1], graph maps, singleton single and singleton single mapsP �

M ! P �
N [1] the standard

maps from P �
M to P �

N [1].
If we apply the main theorem of [5] to our setting, then we obtain the following proposition.

Since the proof of Proposition A.9 will extend the argumentsgiven in [5], we include a step-by-
step sketch of the proof in order to refer to it later.

Proposition A.8 ([5, Thm. 3.15]). Let M and N be �nite-dimensional string modules or band
modules withn = 1 , such that M and N are not both band modules, and letP �

M and P �
N be the

projective resolutions ofM and N respectively. The standard mapsP �
M ! P �

N [1] form a K-basis
for HomK( A(�)) (P �

M ; P �
N [1]).

Proof. Step 1:: First it is shown that the graph, single and double maps form a basis for
HomC(A(�)) (P �

M ; P �
N [1]) where C(A(�)) is the category of chain complexes in Mod(A(�)).

This is done by showing that the morphisms are linearly independent ([5, Lem. 4.3,
Cor. 4.4]) and that any non-zero component of a morphismf : P �

M ! P �
N [1] determines

a graph, single or double map that is a summand off ([5, Lem. 4.2]). SinceP �
M and P �

N
are bounded complexes of �nite-dimensional modules, this is enough to prove that the
graph, single and double maps also span HomC(A(�)) (P �

M ; P �
N [1]) (see [5, Prop. 4.1]).
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Step 2:: In order to consider morphisms in K(A(�)), the next step is to consider the class
H(f ) of single, double or graph mapsg such that f is homotopy equivalent to �g for
some 06= � 2 K (see [5, Def. 4.6]). It is shown in [5, Prop. 4.8] that if f : P �

M ! P �
N [1]

is a single or double map such thatH (f ) 6= f f g, then there is a quasi-graph map
P �

M  P �
N [1]. The idea of the proof is to produce an algorithm that is determined by a

given single or double map and produces the corresponding quasi-graph map. SinceP �
M

and P �
N are bounded complexes of �nite-dimensional modules, the algorithm terminates

after �nitely many steps.
Step 3:: The �nal step is to show that if f is a graph map or a singleton single or double map,

then H(f ) = f f g. This is done in [5, Lem. 4.12, Lem. 4.12].
�

Next we allow M and N to be in�nite-dimensional string modules. The standard maps no
longer necessarily form a basis, however we do obtain the following proposition.

Proposition A.9. Let M and N be string modules or band modules withn = 1 , such that M
and N are not both band modules, and letP �

M and P �
N be the projective resolutions ofM and

N respectively. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) The K-vector spaceHomK( A(�)) (P �
M ; P �

N [1]) is zero.
(2) There exists a standard mapP �

M ! P �
N [1].

Proof. In the following proof we will denote the arcs associated toM and N by � and �
respectively.

The idea of the proof is to the extend to arguments of [5] to include projective resolutions
of in�nite-dimensional string modules. The proof is divided into three steps to re
ect the three
steps used to prove [5, Thm. 3.15] (see Proposition A.8). Foreach step it is necessary to apply
the corresponding arguments in [5] and then extend them in the way that is described below.

Step 1:: First we show that the Proposition A.9 holds in the category C(A(�)). The arguments
used to obtain [5, Lem. 4.2, Lem. 4.3, Cor. 4.4] may also be applied to projective
resolutions of in�nite-dimensional string modules. This yields that the graph, single
and double mapsP �

M ! P �
N [1] are linearly independent in C(A(�)). By applying the

same argument as the proof of [5, Prop. 4.1], we achieve Step 1by ruling out the
case whereg is a `graph map' induced by an in�nite common substring that is not an
antipath. Such a situation cannot arise in our setup since the degrees of any in�nite
common substring would not be compatible. Thus the proposition holds in the category
C(A(�)).

Step 2:: If neither of M and N are �nite-dimensional string modules and f : P �
M ! P �

N [1]
is a single or double map such thatH (f ) 6= f f g, then the algorithm described in [5,
Prop. 4.8] works in the same way but may not terminate. If the algorithm stops, then
there is a quasi-graph mapg: P �

N  P �
M [1].

We show that if the algorithm does not terminate, then the morphism f is null-
homotopic. By the same argument as [21, Lem. 3.5], the maximal common substring
produced by the algorithm is supported in cohomological degrees� 1 and 0 only. Then
the algorithm described in the proof of [5, Prop. 4.8] yieldsthe following two extra cases:
Case 1:

0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 0
������ �
:::

�
qn +2oo pn +1 //� �

qn +1oo pn //� �
qnoo pn � 1 //� ::::::

������ � �
q0

m +2

oo
p0

m +1

//� �
q0

m +1

oo
p0

m

//� �
q0

m

oo
p0

m � 1

//� ::::::

� 1 � 2 � 1 � 2 � 1 � 2 � 1

where the top unfolded diagram is the unfolded diagram of� � and the bottom one is
the unfolded diagram of � � . Moreover, there is no pathp from t(q0

m ) to t(qn ) such that
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qn = pq0
m . This is only possible if either � is an asymptotic arc with m = 0 and q0

0 is
trivial or there is a non-trivial path q such that qqn = q0

m .
Case 2:

0 � 1 0 � 1 0 � 1 0
������ �
:::

�
qn +1oo pn //� �

qnoo pn � 1 //� �
qn � 1oo pn � 2 //� ::::::

������ � �
q0

m +1

oo
p0

m

//� �
q0

m

oo
p0

m � 1

//� �
q0

m � 1

oo
p0

m � 2

//� ::::::

� 1 � 2 � 1 � 2 � 1 � 2 � 1

where, again, the top unfolded diagram is the unfolded diagram of � � and the bottom
one is the unfolded diagram of� � , and there is no path p from s(p0

m� 1) to s(pn� 1) such
that pn� 1p = p0

m� 1. This is only possible if � is an asymptotic arc and n = 0 or there
exists a non-trivial path q such that pn� 1 = p0

m� 1q
If � and � are both expanding asymptotic arcs or both contracting asymptotic arcs,

then both cases 1 and 2 yield classes of null-homotopic maps.
Suppose that � and � are not both expanding asymptotic arcs nor both contracting

asymptotic arcs. We will show that we must have that � is a contracting asymptotic
arc or � is an expanding asymptotic arc; either scenario yields a class of null-homotopic
maps. Note that the maximal common substring of � � and � � must be the maximal
periodic part of � � or � � , otherwise they would be both contracting or both expanding
asymptotic arcs. We will deal with case 1, case 2 is similar.

First we assume we have case 1 and suppose thatm 6= 0. The maximal common sub-
string of � � and � � is w := : : : q� 1

n+2 pn+1 q� 1
n+1 pnq� 1

n = : : : (q0
m+2 )� 1p0

m+1 (q0
m+1 )� 1p0

mq� 1
n .

If w is the maximal periodic part of � � , then it is also the maximal periodic part of u�
and � is a contracting asymptotic arc. If w is the maximal periodic part of � � , then
it is also the maximal periodic part of u� and � is an expanding asymptotic arc. Now
suppose we are in case 1 with� an asymptotic arc and m = 0. We cannot have that
u� = : : : p0

1(q0
1)� 1p0

0 since, by De�nition A.2, the existence of the last letter of qn would
imply that � � 6= u� . It must therefore be the case thatu� = : : : p0

1(q0
1)� 1p0

0(q0
0)� 1 where

q0
0 is a path and there is no arrowa0 such that a0q0

0 is a string. That is, we must have
that q0

0 = rqn for some (possibly trivial) path r . It follows that the maximal common
substring of u� and u� is w := : : : p0

1(q0
1)� 1p0

0q� 1
n = : : : pn+1 q� 1

n+1 pnq� 1
n . If r is non-trivial

then we have already dealt with this case. Ifr is trivial, then u� is the maximal periodic
substring of itself and must be expanding.

Step 3:: The arguments given in [5, Lem. 4.12, Lem. 4.12] also yield that if f is a graph map
or a singleton single or double map, thenH(f ) = f f g if M and/or N is an in�nite-
dimensional string module.

�

A.2 Extensions in Mod(A(�)) and standard maps. Let M and N be string or band
modules with n = 1 over A(�) and let � and � be their respective associated arcs. Assume that
M and N are not both band modules. Let

� : Hom K( A(�)) (P �
M ; P �

N [1]) ! Ext A(�) (M; N )

be the isomorphism described at the beginning of the appendix.
In [21], the authors show that if M and N are �nite-dimensional, then � induces a bi-

jection between the standard maps in HomK( A(�)) (P �
M ; P �

N [1]) and the standard extensions in
Ext A(�) (M; N ), which are de�ned in Proposition 2.20. The arguments used in [21, 22] do not
depend onM and N being �nite-dimensional and so we directly obtain the following lemma.

Lemma A.10. Let M and N be string or band modules withn = 1 over A(�) and let � and �
be their respective associated arcs. Assume thatM and N are not both band modules. Then�
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induces a bijection as follows.
�

Standard maps inHomK( A(�)) (P �
M ; P �

N [1])
	 1-1 !

n
Standard extensions inExt 1

A(�) (M; N )
o

In particular, there exists a standard extension0 ! N ! E ! M ! 0 in Mod(A(�)) if and
only if Ext 1

A(�) (M; N ) 6= 0 .

A.3 Extensions in Mod(A(�)) and crossings of arcs. As before, let M and N be string
or band modules with n = 1 such that M and N are not both band modules. We will denote
the arc associated toM by � and the arc associated toN by � . The next proposition extends
some of the results of [23] to include in�nite-dimensional string modules and band modules with
n = 1.

The following observations are similar to the proof of [23, Prop. 3.3]. They essentially follow
from the de�nitions. There exists an overlap extension 0! N ! E ! M ! 0 if and only if we
have to following local con�guration.

�

�

�

�

(1)

There is an arrow extension 0! N ! E ! M ! 0 if and only if we have the following local
con�guration.

�

�

(2)

a

The only remaining possible crossing between� and � (up to homotopy and reordering of �
and � ) corresponds to� and � crossing in a 3-cycle.

Lemma A.11. Let M and N be string or band modules withn = 1 such that M and N are
not both band modules. Denote the arcs associated toM and N by � and � respectively. The
following statements are equivalent.

(1) The K-vector spacesExt 1
A(�) (M; N ) and Ext 1

A(�) (N; M ) are both zero.
(2) The arcs � and � do not cross outside of 3-cycles.

Proof. By Lemma A.10, we have that the groups Ext1A(�) (M; N ) and Ext 1
A(�) (N; M ) are both

trivial if and only if there are no standard extensions in Ext1
A(�) (M; N ) or Ext 1

A(�) (N; M ). By
the observations preceding this lemma, this arises exactlywhen � and � do not cross outside of
3-cycles. �

A.4 Band modules with n 6= 1 . In this section we will show that, for a �nite or asymptotic
arc � , a scalar � 2 K � and n 2 N [ f1 ; �1g , we have that the homomorphisms in K(A(�))
between the string complexP �

� and a band complexB �
�;n are determined by the homomorphisms

betweenP �
� and B �

�; 1. In order to do this we will follow the arguments of [5, Sec. 5].
Since K is algebraically closed, we associate the followingunfolded diagram to the complexes

B �
�;n with n 2 N as in [5, Sec. 5].

� 1 0 � 1 0

: : : �
�m too n0 //

m t
ttj j j j j j j j j j � �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer n

: : : �...
...

�m too n0 //�...
...

�...

m0oo n1 //�...
: : :

m1oo layer n-1
...

: : : �
�m too n0 //

m t
ttj j j j j j j j j j � �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer 2

: : : �
�m too n0 //� �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer 1
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In the same way we associate the following unfolded diagramsto B �
�; 1 and B �

�; �1 respectively.

...
...

...
...

...
: : : �

�m too n0 //
m t

ttj j j j j j j j j j � �
m0oo n1 //� : : :

m1oo layer 3

: : : �
�m too n0 //

m t
ttj j j j j j j j j j � �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer 2

: : : �
�m too n0 //� �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer 1

� 1 0 � 1 0

� 1 0 � 1 0

: : : �
�m too n0 //

m t
ttj j j j j j j j j j � �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer 1

: : : �
�m too n0 //

m t
ttj j j j j j j j j j � �

m0oo n1 //� : : :
m1oo layer 2

: : : �...

�m too n0 //�...
�...

m0oo n1 //�...
: : :

m1oo layer 3
...

De�nition A.12 (cf. [5, Def. 5.2]). Consider a �nite or asymptotic arc � in (S; M) and let
� 2 K � , n 2 N [ f1 ; �1g .

A morphism f in HomK( A(�)) (P �
� ; B �

�;n [1]) is said to be lifted from the morphism g in
HomK( A(�)) (P �

� ; B �
�; 1[1]) if there exists an m 2 N such that the components of f that have

codomain in layer m of B �
�;n [1] are exactly the same as the components ofg and f is the

minimal such morphism.
A morphism f in HomK( A(�)) (B �

�;n ; P �
� [1]) is de�ned to be lifted from the morphism g in

HomK( A(�)) (B �
�; 1; P �

� [1]) analogously.

The following lemma is adapted from [5, Lem. 5.3] and the argument applies easily to the
in�nite-dimensional case.

Lemma A.13. Let � be a �nite or asymptotic arc in (S; M) and let � 2 K � and n 2 N [
f1 ; �1g . Then the following statements hold.

(1) If f 6= 0 is a morphism in HomK( A(�)) (P �
� ; B �

�;n [1]), then there exists a morphismg
in HomK( A(�)) (P �

� ; B �
�;n [1]) and � 2 K � such that f = �g + f 0 and g is lifted from a

non-zero standard map inHomK( A(�)) (P �
� ; B �

�; 1[1]).
(2) If f 6= 0 is a morphism in HomK( A(�)) (B �

�;n ; P �
� [1]), then there exists a morphismg

in HomK( A(�)) (B �
�;n ; P �

� [1]) and � 2 K � such that f = �g + f 0 and g is lifted from a
non-zero standard map inHomK( A(�)) (B �

�; 1; P �
� [1]).

Proposition A.14. Let � be a �nite or asymptotic arc in (S; M) and let � 2 K � and n 2
N [ f1 ; �1g . Then the following statements hold.

(1) Ext 1
A(�) (M (� ); M �;n ) = 0 if and only if Ext 1

A(�) (M� ); M �; 1) = 0 .

(2) Ext 1
A(�) (M �;n ; M (� )) = 0 if and only if Ext 1

A(�) (M �; 1; M (� )) = 0 .

Proof. We prove (1) , the proof of (2) is similar. By Proposition A.9, we have that the K-vector
space HomK( A(�)) (P �

� ; B �
�; 1[1]) is zero if and only if there are no standard maps in fromP �

�
to B �

�; 1[1]. By Lemma A.13, we also have that the K-vector space HomK( A(�)) (P �
� ; B �

�;n [1]) is
zero if and only if there are no standard maps fromP �

� to B �
�; 1[1]. The proposition follows

immediately after observing the isomorphisms Ext1A(�) (M; N ) �= HomK( A(�)) (P �
M ; P �

N [1]) and

Ext 1
A(�) (N; M ) �= HomK( A(�)) (P �

N ; P �
M [1]) given in Section A.1. �

A.5 Proof of Theorem A.1. Following Sections A.1 to A.4, we are now ready to give a
proof of the main theorem of the appendix.
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Proof of Theorem A.1. If neither of M and N is isomorphic to M �;n with n 6= 1, then the
theorem holds by Lemma A.11. Without loss of generality, assume that M �= M �;n for n 6=
1. By Proposition A.14, we have that Ext1

A(�) (M; N ) = 0 = Ext 1
A(�) (N; M ) exactly when

Ext 1
A(�) (M �; 1; N ) = 0 = Ext 1

A(�) (N; M �; 1). Therefore we may apply Lemma A.11 again to
conclude that this is the case exactly when� = � and � do not cross outside of 3-cycles. �

References

[1] Takahide Adachi, Osamu Iyama, and Idun Reiten. � -tilting theory. Compos. Math., 150(3):415{452, 2014.
[2] Lidia Angeleri H•ugel. On the abundance of silting modul es. In Surveys in representation theory of algebras,

volume 716 of Contemp. Math. , pages 1{23. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2018.
[3] Lidia Angeleri H•ugel, Frederik Marks, and Jorge Vit�or ia. Silting modules. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN ,

2016(4):1251{1284, 2016.
[4] Lidia Angeleri H•ugel, David Posp���sil, Jan �S�tov���cek, and Jan Trlifaj. Tilting, cotilting, and spectr a of com-

mutative Noetherian rings. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. , 366(7):3487{3517, 2014.
[5] Kirstin K. Arnesen, Rosanna Laking, and David Pauksztel lo. Morphisms between indecomposable complexes

in the bounded derived category of a gentle algebra. J. Algebra, 467:1{46, 2016.
[6] Ibrahim Assem, Thomas Br•ustle, Gabrielle Charbonneau -Jodoin, and Pierre-Guy Plamondon. Gentle alge-

bras arising from surface triangulations. Algebra Number Theory, 4(2):201{229, 2010.
[7] Maurice Auslander. Functors and morphisms determined b y objects. In Representation theory of algebras

(Proc. Conf., Temple Univ., Philadelphia, Pa., 1976) , pages 1{244. Lecture Notes in Pure Appl. Math., Vol.
37. Dekker, New York, 1978.

[8] Karin Baur, Aslak B. Buan, and Robert J. Marsh. Torsion pa irs and rigid objects in tubes. Algebr. Represent.
Theory, 17(2):565{591, 2014.

[9] Karin Baur and Gr�egoire Dupont. Compactifying exchang e graphs I: Annuli and tubes. Ann. Comb. ,
18(3):383{396, 2014.

[10] Karin Baur and Robert J. Marsh. A geometric model of tube categories. J. Algebra, 362:178{191, 2012.
[11] Karin Baur and Sibylle Schroll. Higher extensions for g entle algebras. arXiv:1906.05257, 2019.
[12] Karin Baur and Hermund Andr�e Torkildsen. A geometric i nterpretation of categories of type ~An and of

morphisms in the in�nite radical. Algebras and Representation Theory, 2019.
[13] Silvana Bazzoni. Cotilting modules are pure-injectiv e. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. , 131(12):3665{3672, 2003.
[14] Viktor Bekkert and H�ector. A. Merklen. Indecomposabl es in derived categories of gentle algebras.Algebr.

Represent. Theory, 6(3):285{302, 2003.
[15] Apostolos Beligiannis and Idun Reiten. Homological and homotopical aspects of torsion theories. Mem.

Amer. Math. Soc. , 188(883):viii+207, 2007.
[16] Raphael Bennett-Tennenhaus.Functorial Filtrations for Semiperfect generalisations o f Gentle Algebras. PhD

thesis, University of Leeds, 2017.
[17] Simion Breaz and Flaviu Pop. Cosilting modules. Algebr. Represent. Theory, 20(5):1305{1321, 2017.
[18] Aslak B. Buan and Henning Krause. Cotilting modules ove r tame hereditary algebras. Paci�c J. Math. ,

211(1):41{59, 2003.
[19] Aslak B. Buan, Robert J. Marsh, and Idun Reiten. Cluster -tilted algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. ,

359(1):323{332, 2007.
[20] Michael C. R. Butler and Claus M. Ringel. Auslander-Rei ten sequences with few middle terms and applica-

tions to string algebras. Comm. Algebra, 15(1-2):145{179, 1987.
[21] _Ilke C� anak�c�, David Pauksztello, and Sibylle Schroll. On extensions for gentle algebras.arXiv:1707.06934v2,

2017.
[22] _Ilke C�anak�c�, David Pauksztello, and Sibylle Schroll. Ma pping cones in the bounded derived category of a

gentle algebra. J. Algebra, 530:163{194, 2019.
[23] _Ilke C� anak�c� and Sibylle Schroll. Extensions in Jacobian algebras and cluster categories of marked surfaces.

Adv. Math. , 313:1{49, 2017.
[24] William Crawley-Boevey. Locally �nitely presented ad ditive categories. Comm. Algebra, 22(5):1641{1674,

1994.
[25] William Crawley-Boevey. In�nite-dimensional module s in the representation theory of �nite-dimensional

algebras. In Algebras and modules, I (Trondheim, 1996), volume 23 of CMS Conf. Proc. , pages 29{54. Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1998.

[26] Laurent Demonet, Osamu Iyama, Nathan Reading, Idun Rei ten, and Hugh Thomas. Lattice theory of torsion
classes.arXiv:1711.01785, Preprint, 2017.

[27] Harm Derksen, Jerzy Weyman, and Andrei Zelevinsky. Qui vers with potentials and their representations. I.
Mutations. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 14(1):59{119, 2008.

[28] Edward R. Fisher. Abelian structures. I . Springer, Berlin, 1977.
32



[29] Sergey Fomin, Michael Shapiro, and Dylan Thurston. Clu ster algebras and triangulated surfaces. I. Cluster
complexes.Acta Math. , 201(1):83{146, 2008.

[30] Christof Gei� and Idun Reiten. Gentle algebras are Gore nstein. In Representations of algebras and related
topics, volume 45 of Fields Inst. Commun. , pages 129{133. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2005.

[31] R•udiger G•obel and Jan Trlifaj. Approximations and endomorphism algebras of modules, volume 41 of De
Gruyter Expositions in Mathematics . Walter de Gruyter GmbH & Co. KG, Berlin, 2006.

[32] Sira Gratz, Thorsten Holm, and Peter J�rgensen. Cluste r tilting subcategories and torsion pairs in Igusa-
Todorov cluster categories of Dynkin type A1 . Math. Z. , 292(1-2):33{56, 2019.

[33] Dieter Happel, Idun Reiten, and Sverre O. Smal�. Tiltin g in abelian categories and quasitilted algebras.
Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. , 120(575):viii+ 88, 1996.

[34] Thorsten Holm, Peter J�rgensen, and Martin Rubey. Ptol emy diagrams and torsion pairs in the cluster
category of Dynkin type An . J. Algebraic Combin. , 34(3):507{523, 2011.

[35] Thorsten Holm, Peter J�rgensen, and Martin Rubey. Ptol emy diagrams and torsion pairs in the cluster
categories of Dynkin type D . Adv. in Appl. Math. , 51(5):583{605, 2013.

[36] Thorsten Holm, Peter J�rgensen, and Martin Rubey. Tors ion pairs in cluster tubes. J. Algebraic Combin. ,
39(3):587{605, 2014.

[37] Birge Huisgen-Zimmermann and Sverre O. Smal�. A homolo gical bridge between �nite- and in�nite-
dimensional representations of algebras.Algebr. Represent. Theory, 1(2):169{188, 1998.

[38] Yasuo Iwanaga. On rings with �nite self-injective dime nsion. Comm. Algebra, 7(4):393{414, 1979.
[39] J. P. Jans. Some aspects of torsion.Paci�c J. Math. , 15:1249{1259, 1965.
[40] Christian U. Jensen and Helmut Lenzing. Model theory an d representations of algebras. In Representation

theory, II (Proc. Second Internat. Conf., Carleton Univ., O ttawa, Ont., 1979) , volume 832 of Lecture Notes
in Math. , pages 302{310. Springer, Berlin, 1980.

[41] Bernhard Keller. Calabi-Yau triangulated categories . In Trends in representation theory of algebras and
related topics, EMS Ser. Congr. Rep., pages 467{489. Eur. Math. Soc., Z•urich, 2008.

[42] Henning Krause. Finitistic dimension and Ziegler spectrum. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. , 126(4):983{987, 1998.
[43] Akeel Ramadan Mehdi and Mike Prest. Almost dual pairs an d de�nable classes of modules.Comm. Algebra,

43(4):1387{1397, 2015.
[44] Puiman Ng. A characterisation of torsion theories in th e cluster category of dynkin type a1 . arXiv:1005.4364,

2010.
[45] Mike Prest. Model theory and modules, volume 130 of London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1988.
[46] Mike Prest. Purity, spectra and localisation , volume 121 ofEncyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications .

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2009.
[47] Gena Puninski and Mike Prest. Ringel's conjecture for d omestic string algebras. Math. Z. , 282(1-2):61{77,

2016.
[48] Claus M. Ringel. Some algebraically compact modules. I. In Abelian groups and modules (Padova, 1994),

volume 343 of Math. Appl. , pages 419{439. Kluwer Acad. Publ., Dordrecht, 1995.
[49] Claus M. Ringel. The Ziegler spectrum of a tame hereditary algebra. Colloq. Math. , 76(1):105{115, 1998.
[50] Jan Trlifaj. Ext and inverse limits. Illinois J. Math. , 47(1-2):529{538, 2003. Special issue in honor of Reinhold

Baer (1902{1979).
[51] Jan Trlifaj. In�nite dimensional tilting modules and c otorsion pairs. In Handbook of tilting theory , volume

332 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 279{321. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2007.
[52] Burkhard Wald and Josef Waschb•usch. Tame biserial alg ebras. J. Algebra, 95(2):480{500, 1985.
[53] Matthias Warkentin. Fadenmoduln •uber fAn und Cluster-Kombinatorik. Diploma Thesis, Universit•at Bonn,

http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:bsz:ch1-qucosa-9 4793, 2008.
[54] Charles A. Weibel. An introduction to homological algebra , volume 38 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced

Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.
[55] Jie Zhang, Yu Zhou, and Bin Zhu. Cotorsion pairs in the cl uster category of a marked surface. J. Algebra,

391:209{226, 2013.
[56] Peiyu Zhang and Jiaqun Wei. Cosilting complexes and AIR -cotilting modules. J. Algebra, 491:1{31, 2017.
[57] Martin Ziegler. Model theory of modules. Ann. Pure Appl. Logic , 26(2):149{213, 1984.

Karin Baur, School of Mathematics, University of Leeds, Lee ds, LS2 9JT, UK
E-mail address: pmtkb@leeds.ac.uk
URL : http://www1.maths.leeds.ac.uk/~pmtkb/

Rosanna Laking, Dipartimento di Informatica - Settore di Ma tematica, Universit �a degli Studi
di Verona, Strada le Grazie 15 - Ca' Vignal, I-37134 Verona, I taly

E-mail address: rosanna.laking@univr.it
URL : http://profs.scienze.univr.it/laking/

33


	1. Cosilting modules over artinian rings.
	1.1. Background on purity in module categories.
	1.2. Cotilting modules over artinian rings.
	1.3. Cosilting modules over artinian rings.

	2. Cosilting modules over cluster-tilted algebras.
	2.1. Cluster-tilted algebras of type .
	2.2. Towards maximal rigid systems.
	2.3. The classification of cosilting modules.

	Appendix A. Extensions and asymptotic arcs.
	A.1. Extensions in Mod(A()) and morphisms in the homotopy category.
	A.2. Extensions in Mod(A()) and standard maps.
	A.3. Extensions in Mod(A()) and crossings of arcs.
	A.4. Band modules with n =1.
	A.5. Proof of Theorem ??.


