arXiv:1911.02495v1 [math.RT] 6 Nov 2019

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
KA. 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 ([I7) as a dual notion to silting
modules ([3]). These modules are a common generalisation ¢farge) cotilting modules and
support  1-titing modules over nite-dimensional algebras. The nex theorem establishes a
close relationship between cosilting modules in the moduleategory Mod(R) and the torsion
pairs in the subcategory category modR) of noetherian modules whenR is left noetherian. It
follows immediately from the combination of two known resuls 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 (?°C\ mod(R); Cogen(C)\ mod(R)) induces a bijection
between the following sets.

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

Torsion pairs play a fundamental role in localisation theowy (see, for example, [[15]) and
also provide a direct connection between the module categgrand 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 otorsion pairs. For example, under
the above bijection, the cotilting modules correspond to tke torsion pairs (X;Y) such that Y
generates modR) ([18, Thm. A]) and, if R is a nite-dimensional algebra, then the support

Ltilting 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 classtation of torsion pairs in
mod(R): classify equivalence classes of cosilting modules in M@d). With a view to following
this approach, we show in Theoren_L. T3 that equivalence class of cotilting modules over left
artinian rings are parametrised by maximal sets of pairwiseExt-orthogonal indecomposable
pure-injective modules of injective dimension less than oequal to 1. This yields Corollary[1.17,
which is a new characterisation of cosilting modules in the ame setting.

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

In the same way, we express the in nite-dimensional (indecmposable pure-injective) string
modules asasymptotic arcs in the surface, starting at a marked point and converging tovards
the unigue non-contractible closed curve (se€_[8,19]). Theemaining in nite-dimensional in-
decomposable pure-injective modules, which were classicein [47], consist of band modules
parametrised by K f1 ; 1g , as well as the unique generic module. We represent this fatgi
of band modules, together with the nite-dimensional band modules, by the non-contractible
closed curve in the surface. Using this geometric model of t 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 and RemarkZ.ZB) 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:

AGS:M) P (K) " cCosilt-A()

11

TS, M) | cosilt-A()

Where A(S; M) is the set of maximal collections of non-crossing arcs in $; 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 (SV) 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 tche arcs 1; 2; 3; 4; s o0ccurring as
direct summands.

This classi cation encompasses some known results, incliuig the classi cation of cotilting
modules over the path algebra of a quiver of typeX ([18]) and the classi cation of torsion pairs
in a tube category in terms of asymptotic arcs ([8]); see Rem& 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["4434,"3%, 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 modulé€orollary L.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 (Section1.2). Sectioil2 of the paper focuses on sler-
tilted algebras of type A. In Section[21, we introduce the algebras and the geometrimodel.
In Section[Z.2 we provide several preliminary results that vill lead us to the classi cation. In
particular, we describe the indecomposable pure-injectie modules (Section 2.2]1); determine
their injective dimensions (SectionfZ.Z.2); and describexensions between them (Sectiofi Z.Z]3).
The main result of Section[2.:Z8 is Theoreni_ 216, which estdishes a correspondence between
certain crossings of arcs in the surface and extensions beten the corresponding modules. A
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large portion of the proof of the theorem makes use of the conibatorial 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 Theorenh 2.36.

Notation. Throughout R denotes an associative unital ring. The category of lefR-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| a set. We use the notationN' to denote the direct product
of copies ofN indexed by |. We use the notation N (') to denote the direct sum of copies oiN
indexed by | .

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

We denote the set of submodules of modules in Pro®) (respectively in Prod(N)) by
Cogen(N) (respectively Cogenf\)) for a set N of modules or a moduleN. For a module
N, de ne the sets 7N := fM 2 Mod(R) j Ext}(M;N) = 0g and ’°N = fM 2 Mod(R) |
Homgr(M;N)=0g.

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. Cosider the categoryF (R) of additive
functors from the category mod(R°P) 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-modulesM, we de ne the functor t(M): mod(R°") ! Ab which takesN 7! N g M and
f7'f rilm

Denition 1.1.  An exact sequence @ X "y z1 0in Mod(R) is called pure-exact
if its image 0! t(X)! t(Y)! t(Z)! O is an exact sequence irfF (R). In this case, the
morphism f is called apure monomorphism and gis called apure epimorphism . A module
N is called pure-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 sét of indecomposable pure-
injective modyles such thatN = PE .,y M where PE( ) denotes thg pure-injective
envelope of oy M in Mod(R) i.e. there exists a pure-mpnomorphism — ;,y M I N
such that t mony M1 t(N) is an injective envelope oft Moy M in F(R) (see 28],
cf. [45, Thm. 4.A14] for more details).

Remark 1.3. |If | |

M M
PE M = PE L

M 2N L2L

for setsL and N of indecomposable pure-injective modules, then there is aijection : N !L
such that M = (M) for every M in N (again, seel[45, Thm. 4.A14]). It follows that (up
to reordering and isomorphism) N is the set of indecomposable direct summands dil . For
a pure-injective module N with no superdecomposable part, we will use the notationNy to
denote this set. Note that the elements ofNy 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 I N in mod(R) such that

Homg (N: L) ") Home(M:L) T F(L)! 0O

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

De nition 1.5. A full subcategory D of Mod(R) is de nable if there exists a setf Figi>, of
coherent functors such that

D=fM 2 Mod(R) jFi(M)=0forall i2Ilg:

In [25], Crawley-Boevey characterises de nable subcateg@s 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 submodulesie. if X ! Y is a pure monomorphism
with Y 2D, then X 2D.

1.2. Caotilting modules over artinian rings. In this section we characterise cotilting mod-
ules over artinian rings in terms of their indecomposable diect 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) = ?1C. If C;
and C, are cotilting modules, then we say thatC; is equivalent to C, if Prod(Cy) = Prod( C»).

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) = ?: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 foundn [18].

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

Q) idr(M) 1forallM 2N.

(2) Ext4(M;N)=0foral M;N 2N.
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 rstis implicit in the proof of [51] Thm. 3.7]
and the second can be found in[[18, Cor. 2.3]. We include the pofs for completeness. See
Remark[T.3 for the de nition of Ny .

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) idgr(N) 1.

(2) idg(M) 1forall M 2Ny.

Proof. SinceR is left noetherian, we may apply Baer's criterion and conclule that the class of
modules of injective dimension 1 is a de nable subcategory since the functor Exk(R=1; ) is
a coherent functor for every ideall . Then, since de nable subcategories are closed under direc
summands, direct sums and pure-injective envelopes, the atement follows from the structure
of N described in Sectior_L.11.

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

(1) ExtL(N;N)=0.



(2) ExtL(N';N)=0 for all sets|.
(3) Extt(M%M) =0 for all MCM 2 Ny.

Proof. The argumentfor (2)) (3) is straight forward. To show (1)) (2) we apply [18, Cor. 1.10],
which tells us that 1N is closed under products.
Firll_ally we prove (3)) (1). Since N has no superdecomposable part, we may writdN =

PE  yovo M . Moreover, N is a direct summand ofK := =,y M and it therefore
N N

su ces to show that Ext % (K;K ) = 0. By [18] Cor. 1.10] and LemmalL9, we have that’ M
is closed under products for eactM 2 N . Applying e assumption, we therefore have that
Exti(K;M ) = 0. But then we have that Ext 5(K;K ) = * 5y, Extg(K;M ) =0.

Remark 1.11. Lef N be a set of indqﬁomposable pure-injective modules and codsir the
modulesN := PE Moy M andL := ",y M. Then N is a direct summand ofL and so
we have the following containments Prod() = 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 versio of this theorem can be found
in [51, Thm. 3.7]. Trlifaj produces a similar correspondene between cotilting classesand (not
necessarily maximal) rigid systems. Our stronger versionaquires 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) = fX 2 Mod(R) j Tor(S;X) =0 for all S2Sg:

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

Proof. Let C be a cotilting module of co nite type. By [81] Thm. 15.18], there exists a tilting
right R-module such that C = Homz(T;Q=2). It follows from [43] Thm. 3.3] that there exists
a set of N of indecomposable dirgct summands o€ such that Prod(C) = Prod(N). Then,
by Remark [L.11, we have that PE 5,y 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
Y
C7'N¢c and N 7! M

M 2N

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

Proof. Let C be a cotilting module. By Lemmall.12, we may assume tha€ has no superdecom-
posable part. By Lemmall.ID and Lemma=1l9 we have thal ¢ is a rigid system so it remains
to show that Nec is maximal. SupposeN is a Ligid system with Prod(N¢) Prod(_N ). Then
let N := PE man M and note that, since y,y . M is a direct summand of .y 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(N¢) = Prod( N ) by
Remark [1.11. L

Let N be a maximal rigid system and considerC := PE Moy M . Then N = N¢ by
Remark[I.3 and so we have that Ex4(C;C) =0 and idr(C) 1 by Lemma[LI0D and Lemma
9. By [18, Cor. 1.12], there exists a pure-injective mod@ N such that C N is cotilting.
Note that Nc n = Nc [N n = N[N y and so, by applying LemmalLIR, we can ensure
that N has no superdecomposable part. AN [N y is a rigid system containing N, we have

5



Prod(Q,\,I on M) =Prod(C)=Prod(N)=Prod(N [N y)=Prod(N C) by the maximality

of N and Remark[1.11. This implies that

Y Y
Cogen( M ) = Cogen(N C) = ?1(N C) - ?1 M
M 2N M 2N

Q

and so ", ,y M is a cotilting module.
The fact that the assignments are mutually inverse bijectims follows immediately from Re-
mark [L.17.

1.3. Cosilting modules over artinian rings. Cosilting modules over a ringR, introduced
by Breaz and Pop [17], are a generalisation of cotilting modles overR. 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-
sentation0! C! Eg! EjisuchthatCogenC)= fM 2 Mod(R) j Homg(M; ) is surjectiveg.
Two cosilting modules C; and C, are said to beequivalent if Prod(C1) = Prod( Cy).

In the later sections we will make use of the following usefukcharacterisation 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) := fr 2 Rjr.C =0g.

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

Combining this characterisation with Theorem [L. 4, we obtan the following corollary.

Corollary 1.16 ([586], |[14]). 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=l is left artinian for any ideal | in R. Thus we may
combine the results of Sectio L2 with Propositiori”I.Ib to btain 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 systemN 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 purénjective modules over a domestic
string algebra used in Theoren{ 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 clustdilting objects in cluster cate-
gories: If Gy is the cluster category of an acyclic quiverQ and T a cluster-tilting object in
(g, the endomorphism ring Endg, (T) is a cluster-tilted algebra  of type Q. We will use the
characterisation of cluster-tilted algebras through surfce 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 poins in the boundary of S
such that each boundary component has at least one marked pai. 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 doundary arc if it cuts
out a digon, it is internal otherwise. Arcs are considered up to homotopy xing endpoits. A
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Figure 1. Annulus with universal cover Uz,

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-crossig internal arcs. For
details we refer to [29]. It is known that in the case of an annlus, the number of internal arcs
of any triangulation is equal to the number of marked points am the two boundary components,
[29, Proposition 2.10]. Let be a triangulation of an annulus. Then its quiver Q = Q() has

as vertices the setQqg := f1;2;:::;mg indexed by the setf 1;:::; mgof arcs in . The set
of arrows Q7 is de ned to consist of arrows de ned as follows: for any two nternal arcs 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! Qg such that
s(a)=iandt(a)=j.

Atriangle 4 in is internal if all its edges are internal arcs. Every internal triangle gves rise
to an oriented cycleay by ¢4 in Q (up to cyclic permutation). Then the algebra A() is de ned
to be the quotient KQ=I() where 1() is the ideal generated by the paths a4 by ;b4 ¢4 ;¢4 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 typeA, we will from now on we will x
the surface (§M) to be an annulus with p respectively g marked points on the two boundary
components,p; g > 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 compnents by integers, indicating
the upper boundary with a prime. We arrange the marked pointsso that 0%is above 0 in the
universal cover. In every copy of the fundamental domain, tlere arep marked points on the
lower boundary and g marked points on the upper boundary. See Figur&ll for an exanip with
p=3and 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. Sed-igure [2. The associated
quiver is on the right.



2.2. Towards maximal rigid systems. In Section[2.3 we classify the cosiltingA( )-modules
using Corollary[L.17 i.e. we identify the pure-injective malules C 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@()).

Recall that the elements of a maximal rigid system are pairwse Ext-orthogonal indecompos-
able pure-injective modules that have injective dimensioriess than or equal to 1. In this section,
we set out some preliminary results that will allow us to idertify maximal rigid systems in the
subsequent section. In particular, in Section’ZZIl we comder indecomposable pure-injective
modules; in Section’Z.Z.P we consider conditions for injeste dimension less than or equal to 1;
and in Section[Z.Z3 we consider extensions between indecposable pure-injective modules.

2.2.1. Indecomposable pure-injective modulesHere we describe indecomposable nite-dimensional
modules for A() via arcs in the annulus as introduced in [L0], see also[[538], where we allow
marked points on both boundaries as in[[1R2] and arbitrary oréntation of Q.

We will extend this description of A()-modules to include the indecomposable in nite-
dimensional pure-injective modules, which were classi edn [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 bea(nite)arcin (S;M) thatis 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 Q4, we introduce a formal inversea ! and we extend the
assignmentss and t so that s(a 1) = t(a) and t(a 1) = s(a). If a ! is the inverse of an arrow
a, then its formal inverse (a 1) ! is de ned to be a. An arrow a will be referred to as adirect
letter and its inversea * will be referred to as aninverse letter . For each vertexi 2 Qg, we
introduce a trivial letter  or trivial string , which we denotee.. We dene g 1= g. We will
refer to the elements of the set

Qi[f a'ja2 Qig[f & ji2 Qog

asletters . For any sequence of letters, ::: p1po we de ne the inverse sequencep ::: pipo) *
to be pgtpy tiiipats

Orienting from (0) to (1), suppose i, is the rst arc of that intersects , that ;, is
the second arc of that intersects , and so on. In this way we obtain a sequencei§;i1;:::;in)
of vertices in Q, which uniguely de nes a sequence of lettera1 . This sequence is

anan 1:::a; ifn>0
& ifn=0

whereg; :ij 1! ijforalll j n. We will call such a sequence anite string  of length n.
We also extend the de nition of s and t to strings so that s(u )= igand t(u ) = ij.

Example 2.1. As an example, consider algebr#\ () where is the triangulation as in Figure 2[]
Let be the arc in Figure[3. Then the string of ish !dgfe.

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 string 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 eachi 2 Qqg, let I :=fkjix=ifor0O k nganddene

M()i=KT0:
8



Figure 3. Finite arc in the triangulated cover and in the triangulated annulus

Figure 4. Asymptotic arcs in the triangulated cover and in the triangulated annulus

For each arrowa:i! j in Q, let
M( )a: KOD T KOD

be the matrix with (k;I)th entry (k21,121 ;) given by 1k if either | = k+1 and a = a or if
k=1+1and a = a *. All other entries of M ( ), are de ned to be zero.
Remark 2.3. It follows directly from the de nitionsthat u = u lifandonlyif 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 boudary component of S. For
an example, see the asymptotic arc in Figure 4l

As with the nite arcs, we consider asymptotic arcs up to homadopy 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 irQ as we did in the nite case. We obtain an
in nite sequence (ig;i1;i2;:::;in;:::), which uniguely determines a sequence of lettersi =
;itapiiiapag such that g :ij 1! ij forall j> 0. We call such a sequence al-string . We
also de ne s(u ) to be ig.

Example 2.4. As an example, we consider the algebra () 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 lgfc lgfe
9



Let Obe the asymptotic arc starting at 0° on the upper (inner) boundary. Its string is
gfc gfc !
Remark 2.5. Such N-strings were rst considered in the context of string algelras by Ringel
in [48]. Ringel de nes anN-word to be an in nite sequence of letters: :: azapa; such that every
truncation a, :::apa; is a nite string. In our setting N-strings coincide with N-words. Indeed,
if we consideru = :::agaaj, then, for every n 2 N, we can constuct an arc , such that
u, = a,:::axa as follows. Let be the segment of between (0) and the point p where
intersects ;.. We may then de ne , to be the concatenation of with an arc connecting p
with the marked point opposite .
Let be an asymptotic arc in (SM) and u the correspondingN-string. We will de ne an
in nite-dimensional indecomposable pure-injective modde M (). Let i, be the rst bridging
arc crossed by , then the N-string :::ap+38p+2ap+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 Z]The
N-string of the arc  in Figure @ is contracting. The N-string of the arc Cis expanding.

As before we may de ne astring module M {( ). For eachi 2 Qq, let I := fk jix =
i for k 0g. From this data, we de ne two modules. Firstly let
M ()i=K"
and secondly let
M ()i=KOD:
The action of is de ned in the same way in both cases. For eacharrow a:i! | in Q, let
oL M (a:M ()it M ()
(with = ~; ) be the morphism determined by the following components. Fo k 2 | ; and
| 21, take the component map to be k if either | = k+1 and a = aorif k=1+1 and

ax = a 1. Otherwise take the (k;1)th component of M ( )a to be zero.

If is expanding, thendeneM( ):= M ( )andif is contracting, then dene M ( ) :=
M ().
Band modules. Let be the unique simple closed arc lying in the interior of ($SM) (considered
up to homotopy). As before, we choose a representative in théhomotopy 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, in that is crossed by  such that, if i, is the next arc in crossed by

in a clockwise direction and ; , is the next arc crossed by in a anticlockwise direction,
then the letter ag: i 1! g is direct and the letter a;:ig! i1 1S inversell Following ina
clockwise direction, let ;, be the next arc in crossed by after ;,,let ;, be the nextarc in

crossed by , and so on. After carrying out a similar procedure in the anticlockwise direction,

the arc  uniquely determines a sequence:(:i 1;ig;i1;:::) of vertices in Q. This sequence
then uniquely determines a sequence of letters = :::aj@a 1::: suchthata;:ij (! i 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 isu . Let s> 0 be minimal such thatis = ig. Then
we call the sequencé:= ag:::a; of letters the band corresponding to

Remark 2.7. Consider the bandb:= ag a;. Let J be the ideal in in A() generated by the
idempotent elements corresponding to the selV consisting of the peripheral arcs in  and let
B := A() =J. The algebraB is the surface algebra given by the surface obtained by cuttig

IThis 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 W where the rst and last of the three arcs may coincide.
10



Figure 5. Arc in the cover and in the annulus

along all of the arcs j 2 V. SoB is given by a triangulation of the annulus consisting of only
bridging arcs, i.e.B = KAs 1.

Example 2.8. Consider the algebraA() for the triangulated annulus from Figure Z1The se-
quence for asin Figure[Bis (::;4;2;1;4;2;1;4;:::) with periodic Z-string  fc 1gfc g
We haveig=1, s=3and b= ¢ gf.

As before, we de ne a moduleM ( ) associated tou . For eachi 2 Qq, let I := fkjix =
i fork2 ZganddeneM ( );:=K (i) Foreacharrowa:i! jinQ,letM ( )a:M ( );!
M ( ); 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;vo;v1;:::0. Let : M ()! M () be such that
vi 7! virg forall i 2 Z. It can easily be checked that 2 Enda(M ( )) and that Lis the
endomorphism such thatv; 7! v; s for all i 2 Z. This endomorphism equipsM ( ) with a
(A() ;R)-bimodule structure whereR :=K[ ; !]. We consider the functor

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

An A()-module of the form N = M () gL isan indecomposable pure-injective module
if L is an indecomposable pure-injectiveR-module (see, for example,148]).

Remark 2.9. The following is a complete list of the indecomposable purénjective modules
over R.

(1) Finitely-generated module N(;n ) i.e. K[] =p " wherep =( ), foreachn 1
and 2 K.
(2) Prafer module N(; 1) foreach 2 K i.e. the direct limitlim ~ N(;n).

(3) p -adiccompletionN(; 1 )ofK[]foreach 2K ie. theinverselimitlim_— N(;n).
(4) Field of fractions K().

The above list is obtained from the classi cation of indeconposable 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 29, we obtain the following indecompsable pure-injective A()-
modules. We will refer to them asband modules .
(1) Finite-dimensional band moduleM (;n):= M () rN(;n) foreach 2 K and
n2 N.
(2) Prafer module M(; 1 ):=M () rN(; 1)foreach 2K .
(3) AdicmoduleM(; 1 ):=M () rRN(; 1 )foreach 2K .
(4) Generic moduleG:= M () RrK().
11



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

Classi cation of indecomposable pure-injectiveA( )-modules. The algebras A() are domestic
string algebras, therefore we may apply the following classation 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 puigjective 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 everyn2 N[fl ; 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 moduleM (n; )(n2 N[fl ;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 modas. In this subsection we con-
sider the injective dimension of the indecomposable purenjective modules introduced in the
previous subsection.

Injective dimension of string modules. According to Corolary .14, we must show that certain
modules have injective dimension less than or equal to 1 ovea quotient of A(). It turns out
that this quotient is still a gentle algebra (see Corollary [Z27). In this section we therefore
consider the injective dimension of string modules over an iitrary gentle algebra A = KQ-=l.

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 thé context in nite- and nite-
dimensional string and band modules are always indecompobte pure-injective modules.

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

Let w be a nite string. We can write w = p, 1qopl lql:::pn g, where pi;g are paths in
(Q;1) for all 0 [ n and the length of p; (resp. g) is greater than or equal to 1 when
i> 0 (resp.j<n). Similarly we can write any N-string asw = :::¢; 'p1¢, 'po. Note that this
partition into direct and inverse paths is uniquely determined.

Lemma 2.12. Let A =K Q=I be a gentle algebra. Letv = ¢, pn:::q, lploIO 1pg (respectively
W= 110, 'pig, Po) 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 lp such that pglg is a path in (Q;1), then there is no arrow a such
that [pa 2 I.
(2) If wis a nite string and there is an arrow I, such that ¢!, is a path in (Q;l), then
there is no arrow a such thatl,a?2 |.

Proof. WE begln by provmg the proposition for a nite string w. The injective envelope of
M(w)is [y M (q o} Ipia;) where a; is the longest path in Q such that p;a; is not contained
in 1 and by is the longest path in Q such that q.lq is not contained in |. The rst cosyzygy of
M (w) is isomorphic to ~ [, M(h La) M(@3) M () where ag = 1pad and b, = Ik for
arrows lo; I, if they exist and zero otherwise.

The module M (g ' 1) is injective for all 1 i n. Soida(M) 1 if and only if M (a3)
and M (k) are injective if and only if conditions (1) and (2) are satis ed.

12



I\ej)w consider anN-string w. If w is expanding then the injective envelope oM (w) is given
y i oM(b 1q Ipia)) and if w is contracting then the injective envelope ofM (w) is given by
. oM (b *q 'pia). In both casesa and by 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 (a3) where & is either 0 or ag = 1pa§ for an arrow lg. Finally we observe that
M (ad) is injective if and only if condition (1) is satis ed as required.

Injective dimension of band modules. It su ces for us to consder the injective dimension of
band modules overA(). Consider the quotient algebra B := A() =J from Remark[Z4 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 becaudds an idempotent ideal (see, for example,
[39, Cor. 2.2]). Moreover, it is a bire ective and therefore de nable subcategory.

Lemma 2.14. If N is a band module overA() , thenida() (N) landpdy) (N) 1

Proof. By [21, Cor. 2.13] nite-dimensional band modules have prog¢ctive dimension equal to
1. It follows from [30] that the algebra is 1-lwanga-Gorensein, and so the nite-dimensional
band modules also have injective dimension equal to 1 (seeg§3Thm. 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. Shilarly, the full subcategory with
objects in the classP of modules of projective dimension less than or equal to 1 isalnable
(see, for example,[[42, Lem. 5]). LeD be the image of the restriction functorf : 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 barl modules are in also inF\D
(resp. P\D ).

2.2.3. Extensions between indecomposable pure-injective modaleln this section, speci cally
in Theorem [Z16, we prove that there is a very explicit descition 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 forA() and let , be their
respective associated arcs in (31). Then we say that and cross in a 3-cycle if we have
one of the following local con guration with i; ;;  bridging arcs in the triangulation.

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 Z.I5Imay be expressed in terms of the associated strings

by saying we have that and cross in a 3-cycle if there exists a 3-cycle ﬁ%:j (so necessarily

|c
k
cd;ac;da2 | ()) suchthat u contains the letter aor a ! 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[Z.18 we will show that all crossings between arcshiat are not in a 3-cycle indicate
the existence of extensions between the associated modules
13
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Theorem 2.16. Let M and N be string or band modules oveA() and let and be their
respective associated arcs. IM and N are not both band modules, therExt}\() (M;N)=0=

Ext,ﬁ() (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 [Z3.
We consider the case wherdl or N is the generic module; all other cases are addressed in
Appendix [Alsince the arguments require the derived category Throughout the proof we will
denote the group Ext;(, (X;Y') by Ext*(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 )

suchthatM(; 1 )! M(; 1 )! :::isadirect system of monomorphisms and the direct
limit L is isomorphic to M () for some setJ (where M ) denotes the direct sum of copies of
M indexed by J). This induces an inverse system

Ext(:N ) Ext'(GN ) |,

Ext’(M(; 1 );N) Ext!(M(; 1 );N)

Denote its inverse limit by L% It then follows that Ext (M;N) = 0 if and only if 0 =
Ext'(M;N)? = Ext!(M):N) = Ext}(L;N) = L% where the nal isomorphism follows from
[7, Prop. 1.10.1]. By Appendix [A] we have that Ext}(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 if and only if
Ext'(M(; 1 );N)=0.

Clearly, if Ext'(M (; 1 );N) =0, then L%= 0. We will therefore prove the claim by showing
that dim (Ext}(M(; 1 );N)) dimg (LY. The inverse system consists of epimorphisms
because coker is a band module and so pgy (coker ) 1 by LemmalZ14. Moreover, we can
express the universal mapL®! Ext}(M(; 1 );N) as an inverse limit of epimorphisms of the
form
Ext)M(: 1 ):N) PN B 1 ):N)
and so it is an epimorphism (see, for example,[[50, Lem. 2.2]) This proves that indeed
dim(Exti(M(; 1 );N))  dimg(L9.

Now suppose thatN is the generic module andM is a string module. Then the associated
arcof N is = . By [49, Prop. 3], N is a direct summand ofM (; 1 )X for any Prafer 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 )X = Ext}(M;M (; 1 )X) and so Ext'(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 Qand moduleé from pairwise di erent homogeneous tubes, there exists
a setH such that 0! xox X! wox X 1 NM) 1T 0is an exact sequence. In fact, this
is a pure-exact sequence (see, for example, [46, Lem. 2.1)28nd so, combining this with the
fact that, by Lemma E.14, we have idy(y ( x,x X) 1, we have an exact sequence

M Y
0! Ext(™m; X) ! Ext}(M; X) ! Ext}M;NH)y1 o
X 2X X 2X

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

Next we consider the case where both indecomposable purej@ttive modules are band mod-
ules. Since nite-dimensional band modules have self extesions, we only need to consider
extensions between non-isomorphic in nite-dimensional land modules.

Proposition 2.17. If M and N are both band modules oveA() , then the following statements
hold.
14



(1) SupposeM and N are both in nite dimensional. Then Ext,ﬁ() (M;N) 60 if and only
fM=M(;1l)andN=M(; 1 )for 2K.

(2) If M = M(;n) for n2 N, then Ext;., (M;M ) 60.

Proof. By Remark 213, we have Exf, (M;N ) = Extg (M;N ) for any pair of indecomposable

band modules whereB = KA 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-dimesional band modules, it is possible
to identify the middle terms of the extensions in Mod(A()). In fact, Proposition 2[Z0 gives a
complete list of the extensions between string and 1-dimernisnal band modules that correspond
to crossings of the associated arcs in ().

De nition 2.18. Consider the unique (periodic) Z-string u . Consider the moduleM ()
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 Y
M ()= Ki
i2z

(as vector spaces) where K= K for eachi 2 Z. Dene M ( ) to be the submodule ofM ()
such that ( j)i2zisinM () M ( )ifandonlyif j=0fori 0. Dene M™*( )to be the
submodule ofM () such that ( j)i2zisinM*() M ( )ifandonlyif ;=0fori O.

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

In the statements of Proposition (220, v e, d lvg, w c ! and awg are (possibly trivial)
strings such that a; c; d; e are direct letters whenever they are contained in a non-triwal string.
Moreover m is a (possibly trévial) nite string. We de ne

2 if is an expanding asymptotic arc;

L
= if is a contracting asymptotic arc;

> . . .

T if isa nite arc:

8Q

2 L if is an expanding asymptotic arc;
= if is a contracting asymptotic arc;

" if isa 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) Supposeu = viemd vg and u = w_c 'mawg are such thatv e and w c ! are
not both trivial and d 'vg and awg are not both trivial. Then there exists a non-split
extension

or M(H)!' m (") M ("p! M()! O
whereu-, = v emawg and u-, = w. ¢ *md lvg. We call such an extension aroverlap
extension between string modules.
(2) Suppose there existd 1 such thatu = viemd lvg and B = w c mawg. If we
choosel to be minimal, then there exists a non-split overlap extensin

0! M()! M(™! M 1! 0

forall 2 K where

() if 1=1 thenu = veemawgw,_c *md lvg; and

(ii) if 1> 1thenu~ = viemybmd vg such thatm = mom; and b= mjawg.

We call such an extension anoverlap extension from a band module to a string

module.
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(3) Suppose there existd 1 such thatd = viemd vg andu = w,c mawg. If we
choosel to be minimal, then there exists a non-split overlap extensin

0! M(;1)! M(! M()! 0

forall 2 K where
(i) if 1=1 thenu = w.c *md ‘vgv, emawg; and
(i) if 1> 1thenu = w_c *mobmiawg such thatm = momq and b= mid tvg.
We call such an extension anoverlap extension from a string module to a band
module.

(4) Suppose there exists an arrona 2 Q1 such that eitheru a u ' or u au !is a nite
string, an N-string or u and denote this string byu-. Then there exists a non-split

extension
01 M()! M ()! M()! 0
where
8
§+ ifu=-ualul=u;
_ ifu=uau t=u;
3 ifu=ualu'6u:;
fu=-uau 16 u:

We call such an extension amarrow extension

We refer to arrow and overlap extensions astandard extensions

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

Remark 2.21. (1) Incases(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 Z.20.

2 1 0 1 2 0 1 2
D e .
) /
€1 0 21 Q
3 2 1 o0 1 2 3 o 1 2 3
0 1 2




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

3 2 1 0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3
0 1 2
: 0 1 2 3
2.3. The classi cation of cosilting modules. In this section will classify the cosilting mod-

ules overA() 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 (V). We will call T strictly asymptotic if
it contains an asymptotic arc. If either

(i) t=(T;Pq;P2) where T is strictly asymptotic and P; and P, are disjoint subsets of K

or
(i) t=T whereT 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 = P, [ P, (whent 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 ) dened 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. Ift is strictly asymptotic, then let

Ne:=fM()j 2Tg[fM(;1)] 2Pwg[fM(; 1 )] 2Pg[f Gg:
If t is not strictly asymptotic, then let
Ne:=fM( )] 2Tg
For each partial asymptotic triangulation t, let v
M (t) := N:
N 2N ¢
2.3.1. Annihilators of asymptotic triangulations. We will consider partial asymptotic triangula-
tions t and consider the associated\()-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 chara-
terisation of cosilting modules over left artinian rings given in Corollary [LT4. 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 (posibly 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; 1) such that neitherp nor p ! is contained in u.
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(2) If N is a band module corresponding to a band, then Ann(N) has aK-linear basis
consisting of the pathsq in (Q;1) such that neither g nor q ! is contained in Z-string
Lpt.

For the rest of the section, letQ = Q() and | = 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 ! occur as a substring ofu forany 2 T.
(2) If t is strictly asymptotic, then neither p nor p * occur as a substring ofu .

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from the\ above observation sice

Ann(M (1)) = Ann(M):
M 2N

Given Lemma 2.25, we will use Annf) 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 = p,:::po be

Proof. By de nition, either t = T ort = (T;P1;P2). Supposep is contained in Ann(t) but pg
is not. By Lemma 2.25 there is some 2 T such that u contains po or p,* as a substring
or T is strictly asymptotic and u contains pg or pOl as a substring. Any arc such that u
contains py :::p1 Or p; 1:::p, ! as a substring but does not containp or p * as a substring will
necessarily cross and so cannot be contained inT. Thus pp:::p1 2 Ann(t) by Lemma 2.25.
By induction on the length of p we have thatp 2 Ann(t) implies p; 2 Ann(t) forsome 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 b 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 respectto 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 andj are edges of an internal triangle in and either s(u ) = k or
t(u ) = k wherek is the remaining edge in the triangle, see gure below.

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

Lemma 2.29. Lett be an asymptotic triangulation with correspondingT. Then the following
statements hold.
(Q) 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 j or ; 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 g is contained in Ann(t) if and only if ;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.

Soleta 2 Ann(t). First suppose that ; and j are edges of a triangle such that the remaining
edge is a boundary component and supposg is not contained in T. As T is a triangulation,
there must be some arc 2 T that crosses ;. By Lemma 2.25, neithera nor a ! occur as a
substring ofu and sos(u )= i ort(u )= i. Any arc that crosses j such that u does not
contain aor a ! as a substring will cross and so cannot be contained ifT. So j is compatible
with all arcs in T and we must therefore have that ; 2 T.

Next suppose that ; and ; are edges of an internal triangle in with remaining edge . If

i is not contained in T, then there exists an arc 2 T that crosses ;. Sinceu cannot contain
aora ! as asubstring, eithers(u )= i ort(u )= i or crosses y immediately after ;. In
the rst situation, it follows that ; 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 ; is crossed by an arc inT if and
only if ; is not contained in T.

We now associate to any asymptotic triangulationt a new quiver Q; as follows:

I. If ;is contained in \ T, remove the vertexi from Q and all arrows incident with i.
Il. If ais an arrow in Q that is crossed in a 3-cycle by some 2 T, then removea from Q.

Let I; be the admissible ideal in KQ; generated by the generating relations inl () that are
supported on Q.

Corollary 2.30. Let t be an asymptotic triangulation with quiver Q; and ideal ;. Then
A() =Ann(t) is isomorphic to the algebraK Q:=lI;.

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 nation N¢ to denote the set of
indecomposable pure-injective summands o€ up to isomorphism.

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

Proof. By Theorem 1.13 and Proposition 1.15, the seN¢ is a maximal rigid system in the cate-

gory Mod(A() =Ann(C)). We consider Mod(A() =Ann(C)) as a full subcategory of ModA()).
Let T .= f jM() 2 Ncg We will show that T is a collection of non-crossing arcs

in (S;M). Let and be contained inT. By Proposition 1.15, we have that Cogen()

Mod(A() =Ann(C)) is closed under extensions. It follows that Ext}m :Ann(c)(M( BM())=0

if and only if Ext}\() (M( );M()) =0. Similarly Ext }\() :Ann(c)(M( );M ()) =0if and only

ifExtt . (M();M( ))=0. By Theorem 2.16 the arcs and cannot cross outside of 3-cycles

AQ)
or else this would contradict that N¢ is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A() =Ann(C)).

Suppose that and cross in a 3-cycle. Without loss of generality, suppose we ka the

following local con guration.
A\
£
AN\ N

Then we must have that ¢ 2 Ann(C) because otherwise id(y zann(c)(M ()) > 1 by Lemma
2.12, which contradicts the fact that N¢ 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 locaton guration.

4

7

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(") ! O whereu = ucu in
Mod(A())and M ( )is notcontained in CogenC) 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, thende ne t :=(T;P1;P2) whereP1:=f 2K jM(; 1)2Ncg
andPy,:=f 2K jM(; 1 )2Ncg. Note that P1\ P, = ; by Theorem 2.16 and the same
reasoning as above. IfT is not strictly asymptotic, then dene t := T. We have shown that
t is a partial asymptotic triangulation. Clearly N¢ is a rigid system in Mod(A() =Ann(C))
and Nc N { (with a proper inclusion exactly when G is not contained in N¢). Since N¢ is
maximal, we may conclude that Prod(N¢) = Prod( Ny).

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 thatN; is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A() =Ann(t)) and that
Cogen(M (1)) is a torsion-free class.

Proposition 2.32. Let t be an asymptotic triangulation. The setN; 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 Ext}m (M;N) =0 for all N;M 2 N;
and so it follows that also Exty ) _ann(yy(M;N) =0 forall N;M 2 N¢.

Next we show that ida() =ann(ty(M) 1foral M 2 N¢. If M is a band module then
ida() =ann(ty(M) ida(y (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 ;, and such that follows in the anticlockwise
direction.

Without loss of generality assume thats(u )= i. Ifallof ;, and arearcsin ,say =
and = , thenthere are arrowsa:j ! k,c:k! iandd:i! j in Q. Moreover, the arrow
c is the unique arrow such thatu c is a string and the arrow a is the unique arrow such that
ca2 I (). However, the arc  crossesa in a 3-cycle so by Corollary 2.30 there is no arrow d
in Q¢ such that cd 2 I;. 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 arrow such that u ¢
is a string, there is no arrowa such that ca2 I;. If is nite, we may run the same argument
at the other endpoint of ~and we have that ida () zann(ty(M) 1 by Proposition 2.12.

We have shown that N 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;)  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 inL i.e. we have thatL = M (t) X for some moduleX. Now, by Lemma
1.10, we must have that Ext} ) _ann((L;iL) = 0. It follows that Ext xy _agn(n(Y;M() =

0= Ext}\() :Ann(t)(M (t);Y) for all indecomposable summandsY of X. Suppose there is an

indecomposable summand’ of X such that Ext, (Y;M(t)) 6 0 or Ext z(, (M (t);Y) 6 0. By

Lemma A.10, there exists an arrow or an overlap extension beteenY and someN 2 N;. By
Lemma 2.29, the middle term of any overlap extension betweerfy 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 isaarc 2 T such that crossesa in a 3-cycle. But then crosses , which is a
contradiction.

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

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@() =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)) suchthat0! M ! L! N ! O0Oisashortexactsequencein Mod() =Ann(t)),
then L 2 Cogen(M (t)). As we saw in the proof of Proposition 2.32, any overlap extnsion in
Mod(A() =Ann(t)) is also an overlap extension in ModA()). We must rule out the possibility
that there is an arrow extension 0! M ! L! N ! 0in Mod(A()) with L 2 CogenM (1)).

Suppose there is an arrow extension betweelkl and N. Without loss of generality we may
assume thatM = M( )and N = M ( ) forarcs and and that there is an arrow a 2 Ann(t)
such that u a 'u 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 conguration.

The arrows ¢ and d cannot be in Ann(t) because any arc crossing them in a 3-cycle would
cross". Thus Ext,ﬁ() =Ann(t)(M( );M (")) 6 0 since u ¢ tu- is a string in (Q;l;). But this

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

2.3.4. The classi cation.

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

(1) For i 2 Q, & 2 Ann(t) ifand only if ; 2 does not cross any arc inT.
(2) Let a be an arrow in Q such that 5, and €, 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.
(i) 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 ! 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 noarc in T such that s(u ) = s(a) or s(u ) = t(a). Ifthereisa 2 T such
that s(u ) = t(a), then es 2 Ann(t) because any other arc that crosses g must either
Cross or u must contain a or a ' as a substring. Such an cannot be contained inT. A
similar argument yields that, if there is a 2 T such that s(u ) = s(a), then e, 2 Ann(t).
We have assumed thateg,) and e, 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 thatu does not contain any (trivial or
non-trivial) letters that are not already contained in u forsome 2 T. Let ¢ 2 be such
that sa); ta); « form a triangle. The conclusion of the rst part of this proof tells us that
we have some arcs; and » in T such that ; crosses s, followed by ¢ and » crosses ()
followed by . Choose to crossain a 3-cycle and then follow ; to its endpoint.

Lemma 2.35. Lett be a partial asymptotic triangulation. There exists an asympmtic triangu-
lation s such thatN; N ¢ and Ann(t) = Ann( s).

Proof. By de nition, we have that either t = T ort = (T;Py;P2). For the second case, let

Q1 := P; and let Q2 := K nP;1. In the following proof we will de ne sets Sy;:::;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: foreach 0 i n+1, let
(
S ift=T;
Sj ==

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

where the setsS; are de ned as follows. LetSg:=f {2 | j doesnotcrossany 2 Tg[ T.

Clearly Ann(sg) = Ann( t). Let a;;:::;a, be the arrows in Ann(t) that are not crossed in
a 3-cycle by any arc inT and such that s(a), t(a;) are not contained in Ann(t). Then, for
1 i n,letS = So[f 1;:::; igwhere is an arc such that ; crosses; in a 3-cycle and

Ann(s;) = Ann( s; 1). Each ; exists by Lemma 2.34.

Let S := S,+1 be any completion of S, to a full asymptotic triangulation of (S ;M) and let
s:= sp+1. Clearly Nt N 5. 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).

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

Supposea is an arrow contained in Ann(t). By the above argument, we may assume that
both ey5 and e, are notin Ann(t). Then either a is crossed in a 3-cycle by some 2 T S
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ora= g forsomel | n. In the latter case, we have thata is crossed in a 3-cycle by
i 25 S.BylLemma 2.29, we have thata 2 Ann(s).

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

Theorem 2.36. Every cosilting A() -module C is equivalent to a moduleM (t) wheret 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 thatN¢ is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A() =Ann(C)). Then,
by Proposition 2.31, there is a partial asymptotic triangulation such that N¢ = N; and so
Ann(C) = Ann(t). By Lemma 2.35, there exists an asymptotic triangulation s such that
Ann(s) = Ann(t) and Nc = Ny N 5. By Proposition 2.33, we have that M (s) is cosilting
and soNg is a maximal rigid system in Mod(A() =Ann(C)) such that Prod(N¢) Prod(Ng).
Therefore, by the maximality of N, we have that Prod(N¢) = Prod( Ng) 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(as) = Prod( N¢). As M(s) 2 Prod(N;), there exists
a module X such that M(s) X = ~;,, Mj with M; 2 N;. Without loss of generality,
assume that a copy of every mod@le inN ¢ gpeurs as a summand o)X M (s). By Lemma
1.10, we have that Extk() -ann(c)(i21 Mii "z, Mj) = 0 and hence, for everyN 2 N¢, we
have Exta(y amn(c)(N;M) = 0 = Ext 2¢y amn(c)(M;N) for all M 2 Ns. 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
a2 Ann(s) = Ann(t). If and cross in a 3-cycle, then Anng) 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™;"° (with " 2 S and
"02 T) that cross a in a 3-cycle, by Lemma 2.29. But then" crosses and "°crosses , which
is not possible. Thus does not cross any arc 2 S and so it must be that isin 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 P; = Q; and
P, = Q. We may argue in the same, exchanging the roles af and t. Therefore we have shown
t=-s.

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

Such a choice of also yields the description of the torsion tasses in a tube category given
in [8]. To see this, one should note that the arcs involving oty one boundary component gives
rise to a geometric model of one of the two (possibly non-homgeneous) tubes in modi())
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 boundey
of S. We will then consider the K-algebraA() (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. IM and N are not both band modules, then the following statements
are equivalent.

(1) The K-vector spacesExty , (M;N) and Extz, (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 descrbe explicitly the form of ex-
tensions between indecomposable pure-injectivéd()-modules. Our approach is similar to
[5, 21, 22]. We will then connect these extensions to crosgis of arcs in (SM) (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 thatM and N are not both band modules. We will identify M and N with
their projective resolutions, denoted Py, and Py respectively, and make use of the following
well-known isomorphisms (see, for example, [54, Cor. 10.4. Cor. 10.7.5]).

EXt}«() (M;N ) = Hompa(y (M[O];N[1])
= Homg(a(¢y (Pwm:PnI[1]):

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

In [14] it is shown that every indecomposable complex in B(mod(A())) is isomorphic to
a complex of nite-dimensional projective modules that is dther a string complex or a band
complex associated to a homotopy string or a homotopy band. W will see that Py and Py,
also have the form of a string or a band complex, however the mjective 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 sequenpad, 1 :::p1g, 1pooIO ! wherep; and g are paths
oflength  1forO i<n andO0<j n and p, and gy are possibly trivial paths. Similarly, any
N-string may be uniquely expressed as a sequence: p1g; lpoo0 1 In the following de nition,
all strings will be represented in this way.

De nition A.2. (1) A sequence of arrows:: azaxaiag is called aantipath if aj.1a 2 1 ()
foralli O.
(2) Let u = :::p1q; *pogy * be an N-string (respectively let u = png,t:::pig; *pogy * be

a nite string).

(a) If there exists an arrow ag such that u a, s a string, then de ne h(u ) to be the
sequencal a,'a; 'a,’::: where:::ayajag is the longest possible antipath starting
at ag.

(b) If there is no such arrow ap, then de ne h(u ) to be the sequence:::piq; po
(respectively pnd, *::: pay po)-

(3) Let u be an N-string, then the homotopy string associated to u is de ned to
beh(u ).
(4) Let u be a nite string, then the homotopy string associated to u is de ned

to be h(h(u 1) Y.

From this data we can de ne string complexes, which are essdially in nite-dimensional
versions of the string complexes de ned in [14]. For a vertex in Q, we will denote the corre-
sponding indecomposable projective module b¥? (i). Moreover, we will make use of the K-basis
of Homa(y (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 = :::piQ; lpoo0 1is a contracting N-string and let  be
the homotopy string associated tou . If h(u ) fell into case (b) , then we take P (t(ax)),
ag and ax+; to be zero fork 0.
De ne the string complex P as follows.

M M
PO:= " P(s(p); P 1= P(t(a) ( P(t(P)); P X:= Pt(a 1); P =0

i 0 i 0

24



fork> 1 andl < 0. Also let
d 1:=(Ars)r>0;s>0; d k.= a 1; d =0
for k> 1 andl < 1 where

S if 1 1
%ao mr=1;s=1;

A= G fr=i+l;s=i+landi> O
“Tgp  ifr=i+l;s=i+2andi O
"0 otherwise
(2) Supposeu = :::ipigy 1p0001 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 :::araiag. If h(h(u 1) 1) fell into case
(a), then denote the antipath by :::cocico. If h(u 1) fell into case (b) , then we take
P (t(ax)), aopo and ax+1 to be zero fork 0. If h(h(u 1) ) fell into case (b) , then we
take P(t(ck)), copn and ck+1 to be zero fork 0.

De ne the string complex P as follows.

M M
po:= P(s(p)); P ':=P(t(a)) ( Pm) P(t(co));
i=0 i=0
P ¥:=P(t(a 1)) P(t(c 1)); P ':=0
fork> 1 andl < 0. Also let

1._ . k.- & 0 . [
d -—(Ars)0<r n+l;0<s n+2, d L Olck d =0

for k> 1 andl < 1 where

8
agp ifr=1;s=1;
%qi fr=i+l;s=i+land0<i n 1
pi
2o
0

A = fr=i+l;s=i+2and0<i n 1

pn ifr=n+1;s=n+2;
otherwise

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

P(t(pr) P (S(p2))

p
P (t(p0)) b (s(py)

Similarly, we can view the de nition of P for a nite string schematically as follows.
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S 2 1B (t(cp)) - 1P (t(cp)) o

Tl Kk

P(t(pn 1)) ——P (s(pn))

P(t(PL) 1y,
TTT**
P (t(po) P (s(p)

TTT**

ai 00o

e B2 Ip(t(ag)) b (t(ag)) 20 1P (s(qp))

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

%P J oo Pt _ Pl 00®% oo ® ...

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, to de ne generalised band complexes.

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

De nition A.4.  Letu = :::piq; 'pogy’p 10 1::: be the periodic Z-string. De ne the com-
plex P, to be .M i M k
P, "= P(t(p)); Py = P(s(pi)); Py =0
i27 i27
forall k 6 0; 1. Also letd, 1. (Ars)rs2z and dh =0forall k& 1where
8

2qg fr=i+l;s=i+1;
Arsi=>pi fr=i+1l;s=1i+2;
" 0 otherwise

We can view P, as a complex of A() ;R)-bimodules (see, for example, [16, Def. 1.3.45]).
Foreach 2 K andeachn?2 N[fl ; 1g ,denethe band complex B . to be the complex
obtained by applying RN, toP, .

Remark A.5. (1) The complex B., is a complex of projective A()-modules (see, for
example, [16, Lem. 1.3.47]).
(2) Since K is algebraically closed, the complexB ., is a band complex as de ned in [14]
whenn 2 N. Y

We also associate an unfolded diagram to the complexes . ;. The unfolded diagrams of the
other band complexes will be considered later (see ...). Sieu is periodic, we have that there
exist non-trivial paths mo;:::m¢ and ng;:::n¢ such thatu = :::m, *nomy*ny::ingm, tng:::.
The complex B . ; is then represented as follows.

0 1 0 1 0 1 0

n m n
t2 J/ got*? t1 J/ oMt Mo j/ oo Mo N1 J/ oo™
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The aim of the preceding de nitions was to identify the projective resolutions of the inde-
composable pure-injective modules (excludings). 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 complexP is quasi-isomorphic toM ( )[0].
(2) Let 2 K andletn 2 N[fL ;1g . The complexB ., is quasi-isomorphic to
M (;n)[0].

Proof. (1) Compute cohomology as in [21, Cor. 2.12].
(2) By computing cohomology of P, , we have that the following sequence is a projective
resolution of M ().

o P, P21 M () O
Moreover, the functor r N .n is right exact, so

0! B! B% ! M(;n)! 0

is right exact. The moduleM ( ) is free as anR-module, so Toff (M ( );N -n ) = 0, therefore
the sequence is exact. We have shown that this sequence is aogpective resolution of M (;n)
and so in particular, the complexB ., 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 (SM). Also, denote the projective
resolutions ofM and N by Py, and P, respectively; note that these are given in Lemma A.6.
Next we will establish when there exists a non-zero morphisniPy, ! Py [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, and Py [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,, to P, " determines a non-trival homotopy
class of morphismsP,, ! Py [1] that does not contain zero. We use the notationP,, Py [1]
to indicate that there is such a quasi-graph map.

For there to be a graph mapP,, ! Py[1] or quasi-graph mapP,, Py [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
Pum Py [1], graph maps, singleton single and singleton single magy,, ! Py [1] the standard
maps from Py, to Py [1].

If we apply the main theorem of [5] to our setting, then we obtdn 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 thatM and N are not both band modules, and leP,, and P be the
projective resolutions of M and N respectively. The standard map$,, ! Py [1] form a K-basis
for Homga(y) (Py s Py [2D).

Proof. Step 1:: First it is shown that the graph, single and double maps form abasis for
Homc(a(y (Py Py [1]) where C(A()) is the category of chain complexes in Mod(A()).
This is done by showing that the morphisms are linearly indegndent ([5, Lem. 4.3,
Cor. 4.4]) and that any non-zero component of a morphisnf : P, ! Py [1] determines
a graph, single or double map that is a summand of ([5, Lem. 4.2]). SinceP,, and Py
are bounded complexes of nite-dimensional modules, thiss enough to prove that the
graph, single and double maps also span Hogpa(y (Py ; Py [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]). Itis shown in [5, Prop. 4.8] that iff : Py, ! Py[1]
is a single or double map such thatH(f) 6 ffg, then there is a quasi-graph map
P Py [1]. The idea of the proof is to produce an algorithm that is déermined by a
given single or double map and produces the corresponding gsi-graph map. SinceP,,
and Py, are bounded complexes of nite-dimensional modules, the gbrithm 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 ) = ff 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 folving proposition.

Proposition A.9. Let M and N be string modules or band modules witlm = 1, such that M
and N are not both band modules, and leP,, and Py be the projective resolutions ofVM and
N respectively. The following statements are equivalent.

(1) The K—vgctor spaceHomg(a(y) (Py; PyI[1]) is zero.
(2) There exists a standard mapP,, ! Py [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 intude 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). Foeach step it is necessary to apply
the corresponding arguments in [5] and then extend them in tie 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 afipd to projective
resolutions of in nite-dimensional string modules. This yields that the graph, single
and double mapsP,, ! Py [1] are linearly independent in C(A()). By applying the
same argument as the proof of [5, Prop. 4.1], we achieve Step Wy 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 tle degrees of any in nite
common substring would not be compatible. Thus the propositon holds in the category
C(A())

Step 2:: If neither of M and N are nite-dimensional string modules and f : Py, ! Py [1]
is a single or double map such thatH(f) 6 ff g, then the algorithm described in [5,
Prop. 4.8] works in the same way but may not terminate. If the dgorithm stops, then
there is a quasi-graph mapg: Py Pw [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 maxinlacommon substring
produced by the algorithm is supported in cohomological degges 1 and 0 only. Then
the algorithm described in the proof of [5, Prop. 4.8] yieldshe following two extra cases:

Case 1
0 1 0 1 0 1 0
aq+2 Pni  j) oot Pn /) 0o % Po 1 g
H 00 H /)| Q0 H /)| 00Q.. i e, /A
0 0 0 0 0 0
1 Om +2 5 Pm +1 1 Om +1 2 Pm 1 Om 2 Pm 1 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(g%,) to t(g,) such that
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o = pcf,. This is only possible if either is an asymptotic arc with m = 0 and ¢ is
trivial or there is a non-trivial path ¢ such that qo, = ¢f,.
Case 2

00 /)| 00 /I oo [/

R o g ad Ph 1 @ 1 Ph 2

1 2 1 2 1 2 1

where, again, the top unfolded diagram is the unfolded diagam of  and the bottom
one is the unfolded diagram of , and there is no pathp from s(p®, ;) to s(pn 1) such
that p, 1p= p% ;. This is only possible if is an asymptotic arc andn = 0 or there
exists a non-trivial path g such that p, 1= p% q

If and are both expanding asymptotic arcs or both contracting asynptotic 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 cks 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 that 6 0. The maximal common sub-
sting of  and IS W = 111G Pnsa Ghsy PrGh t = 11 (Qua) 0% (@Gar) PG L.
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 = :::p9()) ps since, by De nition A.2, the existence of the last letter of g, would
imply that 6 u . It must therefore be the case thatu = :::pY(g9) pd(cd) * where
o is a path and there is no arrowag such that apcf is a string. That is, we must have
that 08 = rq, for some (possibly trivial) path r. It follows that the maximal common
substring ofu andu isw:= :::pd(d)) pda,t = :iipne1 G PaGy . If 1 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 tht if f is a graph map
or a singleton single or double map, thenH(f) = ffgif 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 withn =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()) (PM ;PN [1]) ! EXtA() (M, N )

be the isomorphism described at the beginning of the appensi

In [21], the authors show that if M and N are nite-dimensional, then induces a bi-
jection between the standard maps in Homx(a() (Py Py [1]) and the standard extensions in
Exta(y (M;N), which are de ned in Proposition 2.20. The arguments usedm [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 th&fl and N are not both band modules. Then
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induces a bijection as follows.
n 0

Standard maps inHomga¢y (Py Py I[1]) "1 Standard extensions inExt,ﬁ() (M;N)
In particular, there exists a standard extension0! N ! E! M ! 0in Mod(A()) if and

only if Extz., (M;N)60.

A.3 Extensions in  Mod(A()) and crossings of arcs. As before, letM 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 &ing modules and band modules with
n=1.

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

(5]

There is an arrow extension 0@ N ! E! M ! 0 if and only if we have the following local

.

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 thatM and N are
not both band modules. Denote the arcs associated dd and N by and respectively. The
following statements are equivalent.

(1) The K-vector spacesExt};() (M;N) and Ext,ﬁ() (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 Ext}m (M;N) and Ext,ﬁ() (N; M) are both

trivial if and only if there are no standard extensions in Exti() (M;N) or Exti() (N;M). By
the observations preceding this lemma, this arises exactlwhen 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 ,ascalar 2K andn2 N[fl ; 1g , we have that the homomorphisms in KA())
between the string complexP and a band complexB ., are determined by the homomorphisms
betweenP and B. ;. In order to do this we will follow the arguments of [5, Sec. 9]

Since K is algebraically closed, we associate the followingnfolded diagram to the complexes
B ., with n2 N asin [5, Sec. 5].

n

1 0 1 0
-:-O(-)-rhjiljin Mo J/ oo Mo M J/ oM ... layer n
m)b” me o J/ ag Mo N1 J/ gog™M T layer n-1
... 00 m!: ) No //. oomo ' ni //. Ooml :
"'--jjjU”m layer 2
YUk o j/ g Mo " J/ oo™ ... layer 1
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In the same way we associate the following unfolded diagram® B ., andB. ; respectively.

. (.)(-)-jjrjﬁliint. M jfogM™ "M  joa™ ... Iayér 3
:::H?JJ.JJ-jJ'rJ'mJJ'tint I 0= ST layer 2
e IM)J mt 0 // 00 Mo N1 /l o0 m1 s |ayer 1
1 0 1 0
1 0 1 0
...o0 Mt Mo J/ oo Mo M Jf oM ...
"'--jjjJ'Wm layer 1
bJTJJt!n "o J/ oo Mo " Jj/ oo™ ... layer 2
T IM)JJ mt ' no // 00 Mo N1 // 00 m1 s Iayer 3

De nition A.12  (cf. [5, Def. 5.2]). Consider a nite or asymptotic arc in (S;M) and let

2K ,n2NJ[flL ;1g

A morphism f in Homgca(y (P ;B ., [1]) is said to belifted from the morphism gin
Homgca(y (P ;B. [1]) if there exists anm 2 N such that the components off that have
codomain in layer m of B . [1] are exactly the same as the components of and f is the
minimal such morphism.

A morphism f in Homya(y (B ., ;P [1]) is de ned to be lifted from the morphism gin
Homg(a(y (B . 1;P [1]) analogously.

The following lemma is adapted from [5, Lem. 5.3] and the argment 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 andn 2 NJ
fl ; 1g . Then the following statements hold.
(1) If f 6 0 is a morphism in Homgca(y (P ; B ., [1]), then there exists a morphismg
in Homgca(y (P ;5 B, [1]) and 2 K such thatf = g + f9and g is lifted from a
non-zero standard map inHomya(y (P ; B . 4[1]).
(2) If f 6 0 is a morphism in Homgca(y (B ., ; P [1]), then there exists a morphismg
in Homg(a(y (B.,; P [1]) and 2 K such thatf = g + f%and g is lifted from a
non-zero standard map inHomya(y (B. 1; P [1]).

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

(1) Extay (M( ); M ;) =0 ifand only if Extzy, (M ); M.1)=0.

(2) Extay (Mo ; M())=0 ifand only if Extzy (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 Homa(y (P ; B.1[1]) is zero if and only if there are no standard maps in fromP
to B . ,[1]. By Lemma A.13, we also have that the K-vector space Homga(y (P ; B ., [1]) is
zero if and only if there are no standard maps fromP to B.,[1]. The proposition follows
immediately after observing the isomorphisms Exﬁ() (M;N) = Homgca(y (Py:PyI[1]) and
Extz, (N;M) = Homg(a(y (Py;Py [1]) given in Section A.1.

A.5 Proof of Theorem A.l. Following Sections A.1 to A.4, we are now ready to give a

proof of the main theorem of the appendix.
31



Proof of Theorem A.1. If neither of M and N is isomorphic to M ., with n 6 1, then the

theorem holds by Lemma A.11. Without loss of generality, assme that M = M., for n 6

1. By Proposition A.14, we have that Exti() (M;N) = 0 = Ext }A() (N; M) exactly when
Ext,i() (M.1; N) =0 = Ext }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.
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