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DYNAMICAL COMBINATORICS AND TORSION CLASSES

EMILY BARNARD, GORDANA TODOROV, AND SHIJIE ZHU

ABSTRACT. For finite semidistributive lattices the map k gives a bijection
between the sets of completely join-irreducible elements and completely meet-
irreducible elements.

Here we study the k-map in the context of torsion classes. It is well-known
that the lattice of torsion classes for an artin algebra is semidistributive, but
in general it is far from finite. We show the xk-map is well-defined on the
set of completely join-irreducible elements, even when the lattice of torsion
classes is infinite. We then extend x to a map on torsion classes which have
canonical join representations given by the special torsion classes associated to
the minimal extending modules introduced in [5] by the first and third authors
and A. Carroll.

For hereditary algebras, we show that the extended xk-map on torsion classes
is essentially the same as Ringel’s e-map on wide subcategories. Also in the
hereditary case, we relate the square of k to the Auslander-Reiten translation.
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2 EMILY BARNARD, GORDANA TODOROV, AND SHIJIE ZHU

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the lattice theoretic map x and its relations to various rep-
resentation theoretic notions in the lattices of torsion classes over finite dimensional
algebras.

Recall that a lattice (or lattice-poset) is a poset in which each pair of elements has
a unique smallest upper bound (called the join) and a unique greatest lower bound
(called the meet). We focus on a special class of lattices called semidistributive
lattices; they satisfy a semidistributive law which is a weakening of the distributive
law (Definition BIT]). Semidistributive lattices arise in algebraic combinatorics as
the weak order on a finite Coxeter group, in number theory as the divisibility poset
(Example B334)), and in representation theory as the lattice of torsion classes.

Fundamental to the study of finite semidistributive lattices is a certain function
which we denote here as k, which maps completely join-irreducible elements to
completely meet-irreducible elements (for precise definitions see Definition B.3.1]).
Actually for finite lattices, k is a bijection precisely when the lattice is semidistribu-
tive [8, Corollary 2.55]. In order to define the xk-map we need the following charac-
terization of completely join-irreducible elements: j is completely join-irreducible
if and only if there is unique element j, covered by j. (See Definition for
the definition of cover relations.) Similarly, m is completely meet-irreducible if and
only if there is unique element m, which covers m. Following [8], we define the
k-map by using the above characterization of completely join-irreducible elements.

Definition 1.0.1. Let j be a completely join-irreducible element of a lattice L, and
let jy be the unique element covered by j. Define k(j) to be:

k(j) := unique maz{x € L : j, < x and j < x}, when such an element exists.

In this paper we concentrate on tors A, the lattice of torsion classes. Throughout
the paper, A is a finite dimensional algebra; any additional assumptions on the
algebra A will be explicitly stated. A torsion class T is a subcategory of mod A
which is closed under isomorphisms, quotients, and extensions. We write tors A for
the poset whose elements are torsion classes ordered by: 7 < S precisely when
T < S. Observe that for two torsion classes 7 and S (not necessarily comparable),
TAS=TnSand T vS = Filt(T uS). It is well-known that tors A is a complete
semidistributive lattice [7, [9].

In our first main result we explicitly compute x for the lattice of torsion classes.
Hence, k is well-defined, even though tors A may be infinite. We use the fact
the map M — Ty = Filt(Gen(M)) is a bijection from the set of isoclasses of
bricks to the set of completely join-irreducible torsion classes CJI(tors A) (see [5]
Theorem 1.0.3]). Recall that M is defined to be a brick provided that Ends (M) is
a division ring.

Theorem A (Theorem B3)). Let A be a finite dimensional algebra, let M be a
A-brick. Then k : CJI(tors A) — CMI(tors A) is a bijection with

K(Ta) = +M
where *M denotes the set {X € mod A|Homu (X, M) = 0}.

Remark 1.0.2. A very recent result of Reading, Speyer, and Thomas implies that
k is a bijection for each completely semidistributive lattice. See [15, Theorem 3.2].
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Finite semidistributive lattices are analogous to the unique factorization domains
of ring theory. Each element x € L has a unique “factorization” in terms of the join
operation which is irredundant and lowest, called the canonical join representation
and denoted by x = CJR(z) = \/ A (see Definition B.2T)). The dual notion is the
canonical meet representation, denoted by x = CMR(z) = /\ B. For finite semidis-
tributive lattices, the map « has the pleasant property of respecting factorizations,
i.e. k maps elements of any canonical join representation to the elements of some
canonical meet representation, i.e. A{x(j) : j € CIJR(z)} = CMR(y) for some
ye L.

With this fact in mind, we make the following definition of the K-map, which is
an extension of the x-map to possibly infinite semidistributive lattices and also to
a larger class of elements (not just completely join-irreducible elements).

Definition 1.0.3. Let L be a (possibly infinite) semidistributive lattice. Let x be
an element which has a canonical join representation such that k(j) is defined for

each j € CIJR(z). Define
R(z) = /\{k(j) : j € CIR(x)}.

It is clear that this generalized £ will not exist in general. In particular, if any
j € CJR(z) is not completely join-irreducible, then &(x) is not defined. And even
if all j € CJR(x) are completely join-irreducible, x(j) might not exist for some j.
However when % does exist it has quite nice properties, which we show in the next
statements for the lattices of torsion classes.

Proposition B (Corollary EA3). Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. Let T
be a torsion class which has a canonical join representation of the following form:
CIR(T) =V e Tm..» where My, are A-bricks. Then r(T) is defined and is of the
form:
R(T) =[] " M.
a€eA

In order for & to be defined as in this proposition, it is important that the torsion
class 7 has this nice canonical join representation. This will be important in the
next theorem as well, so we define the following subset of torsion classes:

torsg(A) := {7 : CJR(T) = \/ T, where {Mgy}aea is a set of A-bricks}.

a€eA

We also want to consider the compositions of k. As one may expect, for general
semidistributive lattice L, even if %(z) exists, #(%(z)) might not be defined. And it
may not be defined even when we consider lattice tors A, since &(%(7)) might not
be defined if %(7) is not in torse(A).

A nice situation is when A is 7-tilting finite. Then the lattice tors A is finite [12]
and semidistributive. In this case, k™ is well-defined for all n because every element
in tors A (and hence %(7)) has canonical join representation consisting of completely
join-irreducibles (see Proposition B31). So by [5] CJR(R(T)) = V ,ea TMm.. and
therefore is in torsy A. We consider this special case in Theorem E.

Now, we concentrate on hereditary finite dimensional algebras, where the struc-
ture of module categories is very well understood. Let H be a hereditary finite
dimensional algebra. We show that k¥ sends functorially finite torsion classes to
functorially finite torsion classes (Corollary [(.4.3]). Since the class of functorially
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finite torsion classes is contained in torsg A by Proposition [£.4.9] it follows that 5™
is well defined for functorially finite torsion classes for hereditary algebras.

We let 7 denote Auslander-Reiten translation. Our next result relates K-map to
the Auslander-Reiten translation for hereditary algebras.

Theorem C (Corollary 6.0.3)). Let H be a hereditary finite dimensional algebra
and M a brick such that Tys is functorially finite. Then

R*(Tr) = Teua-
Here 7=YM = 771 M for non-injective modules M and 7~ 11(S) = P(S) where 1(S)

and P(S) are the injective envelope and projective cover of the same simple S.

Our final theorem shows that the K-map on torsion categories is essentially
Ringel’s e-map on the wide subcategories. In [I8], Ringel defined a map € :
wide H — wide H which generalizes a well-studied automorphism of the noncross-
ing partition lattice to the setting of wide subcategories.

e(W) := L0 W where

Loy — (X e mod H : Ext}; (X, M) = 0 = Hompy (X, M), VM € W}.
For the relation between wide subcategories and torsion classes, we use « : tors H —
wide H which is defined as

a(T):={XeT:V(g:Y >X)eT, ker(g) eT}.

Theorem D (Theorem BAT). Let H be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra.
Let « and € be defined as above. Then the following diagram commutes:

torsg H —kE tors H

Oél ‘a
wide H —5— wide H.

Remark 1.0.5. The dynamics of the k-map have been studied in [20, 21] in the
special case when L is finite, semidistributive and extremal. Such lattices are also
called trim. When A has finite-representation type and no cycles, then tors A is
extremal. In this setting, it was shown that & can be factored as a composition of
local moves called “flips”. See [20, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.5].

Remark 1.0.6. Let W be a finite Weyl group. When H is hereditary and of
Dynkin type W, then the lattice of wide subcategories is isomorphic to the non-
crossing partition lattice NW (W) [10, 11} [I8]. Under this isomorphism, the inverse
of Ringel’s map € (called ¢ in [18]) is equal to a classical lattice automorphism known
as the Kreweras complement, which we write here as Kr : NW(W) — NW(W).
Theorem [Dl implies that £~! is essentially equal to Kr. The combinatorics of the
Kreweras complement are well-studied. For example, K72" is equal to the identity,
where h is the Cozeter number of W. For any orbit O we have

1
(1.1) el DIIP|=r/2

PeO
where |P| is the number parts in P, and r is the number of simples in A.

When A is 7-tilting finite, we have an analogue of Formula [[.T]in terms of k.
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Theorem E. Let A be T-tilting finite, and let r be the number of simples in mod A.
For any T € tors A let |T| denote the number of canonical joinands of T. Then for

any k-orbit O we have
1
— [T =r/2

|O| TeO

The paper is organized in the following way: In Section [2] we review torsion
classes, and a useful labeling of the cover relations in tors A by minimal extending
modules. In Section [B] we review the necessary lattice-theoretic background. In
Section [ we explicitly compute x and % . In Section Bl we prove our main results
relating k to wide subcategories. Finally, in Section [6 we relate & to Auslander-
Reiten translation.

2. TORSION CLASSES BACKGROUND

2.1. Torsion pairs. In this section we recall the definition of a torsion pair. Through-
out the section A is a finite dimensional algebra. Denote by mod A the category of
finitely generated modules over A.

Definition 2.1.1. A pair (T,F) of full subcategories of mod A is a torsion pair if
each of the following holds:

(1) Homp(M,N) =0 for all M € T and N € F.
(2) Homp (M, =)|# = 0 implies that M € T.
(8) Homa(—, N)|7 = 0 implies that N € F.

A full subcategory 7T is a torsion class if and only if (7, 7+) is a torsion pair [3),
Proposition V.I.1.4].
For each torsion pair (7, F) and each module M € mod A there is a canonical
short exact sequence
0—>tM—->M-—>M/tM —0

such that tM € T and M/tM € F [3| Definition V.I.1.3]. We will use this fact in
Section [5.1] to make an important connection to the wide subcategories of A.

Throughout the paper, we study the lattice (poset) of torsion classes also denoted
tors A in which & < T whenever S € T. More details are given in Section [Bl

2.2. Minimal inclusions of torsion classes. In this section we consider minimal
inclusions of torsion classes. Each minimal inclusion is a cover relation or an edge
in the Hasse diagram for the poset tors A. We also review a certain labeling of these
edges by brick modules introduced independently in [2] [5] [7].

Definition 2.2.1. [B) Definition 1.0.1] A module M is a minimal extending
module for T if it satisfies the following three properties:
(P1) Every proper factor of M is in T ;
(P2) If 0 > M - X - T — 0 is a non-split exact sequence with T € T, then
XeT;
(P3) Hom(T,M) = 0.
Denote by ME(T) the set of isoclasses of minimal extending modules of T .
Minimal extending modules arise in studying the minimal inclusions of torsion

classes. We say that S covers T, denoted by S > T, if T < S and there is no
torsion class ) such that T ¢ Y < S. Each pair § > T is a cover relation. (See
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mod A
Sy

add(S;, Py) 5
1

Py

add(8)) add(S,)
Sl 52
0

FIGURE 1. We label edges of the lattice tors As (of the hereditary
algebra kAs where As = (1 — 2)) with the corresponding minimal
extending modules.

Definition[3:3:2]) For any cover relation S > T, there is a unique minimal extending
module M such that S is the closure of 7 | J{M} taking iterative extensions.

For any set M of mod A, we write FiltM for the set of modules M such that
there is a sequence of submodules 0 = My & M7 < --- & M; = M and the quotients
M;1/M; € ind M for each i € {1,2...,i—1}.

Theorem 2.2.2. [5, Theorem 1.0.2] Let T be a torsion class over A and let [M]
be the isoclass of the module M. The map

nr : [M]— Filt(T v {M})
defines a set bijection nr : {ME(T)} «— {SetorsA | S > T}.

Remark 2.2.3. The reason that Filt(T v M) is a torsion class, when M is a
minimal extending module for T, is because each proper factor of M belongs to T .
See [5l Lemma 2.3].

A module M is a minimal extending module for some torsion class if and only if
it is a brick [5, Theorem 1.0.3]. We often visualize the minimal extending modules
as labeling each of the edges in the poset tors A as in Figure[Il

The notion of minimal extending module for torsion classes can be dualized to
minimal co-extending module for torsion-free classes.

Definition 2.2.4. [5, Definition 2.3.1] A module M is a minimal co-extending
module for a torsion-free class F if it satisfies the following three properties:

(P1’) Every proper submodule of M is in F;

(P2’) If0 > F - X — M — 0 is a non-split exact sequence with F € F, then
XeF;

(P3’) Hom(M,F) = 0.

We omit the dual statement of Theorem 2.2.2] for minimal co-extending mod-
ules. It can be obtained easily from the following correspondence between minimal

extending and co-extending modules. Note that & > 7 in tors A if and only if
T+ > St in torf A.

Proposition 2.2.5. [5 Proposition 2.3.3] Suppose that T € torsA and M is an
indecomposable A module such that Filt(T v {M}) is a torsion class. Then M is
a minimal extending module for the torsion class T if and only if it is a minimal
co-extending module for the torsion-free class Filt(T v {M})*.
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Remark 2.2.6. Property|(P3’)|implies that if M is a minimal coextending module
for the torsion-free class 7, then M € T.

3. LATTICE BACKGROUND

In this section we fill in the necessary background material on lattices. We recall
basic definitions, examples, computations and facts about: complete semidistribu-
tive lattices, canonical join and meet representations, completely join-irreducible
and meet-irreducible elements.

3.1. Complete Semidistributive Lattices. Recall that a lattice (or lattice-poset)
is a poset in which each pair of elements has a unique smallest upper bound \/
(called the join) and a unique greatest lower bound A (called the meet). A lattice
L is complete if the elements \/ A and A\ A exist for any (possibly infinite) set
A < L. In particular, \/ L and A L exist. Therefore a complete lattice L has a
unique greatest element 1 and a unique smallest element 0. An example of a lattice
which is not complete is the Divisibility Poset (see Example B1.2)).

Definition 3.1.1. A lattice (lattice-poset) L is called join-semidistributive if it
satisfies[SD ] for every triple x,y, z in L. Dually, a lattice is meet-semidistributive
if it satisfies [SD .| for every x,y,z in L. We say that L is semidistributive if for
each z,vy,z € L, both[SD| and [SD ] are true.

(SD.) Ifxvy=xzvz, thenzv(yrz)=zvy

(SD,) Ifeny=xz Az, thenzA(yvz)=zAy

Example 3.1.2. Let L be the Divisibility Poset, whose elements are the positive
integers N ordered x < y whenever z|y. Observe that x v y = lem(z,y) and
z Ay = ged(z, y). However, L is not complete. Indeed there is no largest element 1.
Observe that the join and meet operations distribute: v (y A z) = (x vy) A (x Vv 2)
andzv (YA z) = (xAy)v (zAz)forall z,y,z € N. Therefore L is semidistributive
but not complete.

mod A mod A

add(Sy, P1)
add(8)) add(Sy)
add(8)) add(Ss)
0 0

FIGURE 2. The lattice of torsion classes (left), and the lattice of
wide subcategories (right) for a type As hereditary algebra 1 — 2.

Example 3.1.3. We check[SDJin a small example for the lattice of torsion classes
shown left in Figure Take z = add(S2), y = add(S1) and z = add(Sy, P1).
Observe that = v y = add(S2) v add(S1) = add(S2) v add(Sy, P1) = v z. Also,
y Az = add(S1) A add(Sy, P1) = add(Sy) n add(S1, P1) = add(S1). Therefore,
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x Vv [y A z] = add(S2) v [add(S1) A add(S1, P1)] = add(S2) v add(S1) = x v y. One
can check that this lattice is indeed semidistributive.

On the other hand, the lattice of wide subcategories shown to the right is not
semidistributive. Note that add(S:2) v add(S;) = add(Sz) v add(P;). However
add(Py) A add(S1) = 0, so the lattice fails [SD]

Example 3.1.4. We display an example of the lattice of torsion classes for the path
algebra of the Kronecker quiver with vertices Qo = {1,2} and arrows @1 = {«a, 8}:

Q=(2~%§-1)

z Th,

FiGURE 3. The lattice of torsion classes for the path algebra of
Kronecker quiver. Here Z stands for preinjective modules and R
for regular modules.

The lattice of torsion classes for the Kronecker quiver from Figure[Blis an example
of an infinite complete semidistributive lattice. It is well-known that for any finite
dimensional algebra A, tors A is a complete semidistributive lattice [7, 9] with meet
TAS=TnSandjoin T vS =Filt(T uS).

Remark 3.1.5. Suppose that 7 and S are torsion classes. Observe that 7 € S
if and only if St < T+. We write torf A for the lattice of torsion-free classes
ordered by containment. It follows immediately that the lattices tors A and torf A
are anti-isomorphic.
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3.2. Canonical Join and Meet Representations: CJR and CMR. Here we
review the definition of join representations, canonical join representations, and we
make the connection to semidistributivity.

A join representation of an element z € L is an expression \/ A = x. We say
that the join representation is irredundant provided that \/ A’ < z for each proper
subset of A. We partially order the set of irredundant join representations of x as
follows: Say that \/ A is “lower” than \/ B provided that for each a € A there is
some element b € B such that a < b.

Definition 3.2.1. The canonical join representation of z, denoted by CIJR(z) is
the unique lowest irredundant join representation among all irredundant join rep-
resentations of x, when such a join representation exists.

By convention we set CJR(0) = \/ & to be the empty join. The canonical meet
representation is defined dually, and denoted CMR(z).

Theorem 3.2.2. [8, Theorem 2.24] Suppose that L is a finite lattice. Then L
satisfies [SDy]| (join semi-distributive law) if and only if each element in L has a
canonical join representation. Dually, L satisfies[SD,] (meet semi-distributive law)
if and only if each element in L has a canonical meet representation.

Example 3.2.3. Let L be the divisibility poset as in Example[3.1.21 The canonical
join representation coincides with primary decomposition:

x=CJR(z) = \/{pd - p is prime and p? is the largest power of p dividing z}.

Example 3.2.4. Let us compute the canonical join representation of mod A in
the lattice of torsion classes from Example and shown in Figure [l Observe
that both add(Sy, P1) v add(S2) = mod A = add(S1) v add(S2) are join represen-
tations for mod A. However the torsion class add(S;) is “lower” than add(S1, Py).
Therefore add(S7) v add(S2) is the canonical join representation for mod A.

In the lattice of wide subcategories, as in Figure2] the canonical join representa-
tion of mod A does not exist because there is not a unique lowest join representation.

The next result connects minimal extending modules to canonical join represen-
tations in tors A.

Proposition 3.2.5. [5 Theorem 1.08 and Lemma 3.2.4] Let A be a finite dimen-
sional algebra and T € tors A. Assume that T has canonical join representation

CIR(T) = \/ Filt(Gen(M.,)).
acA
Then for each o € A, there is a torsion class Yo < T such that M, is the minimal
extending module for this cover relation.

Remark 3.2.6. When L is an infinite semidistributive lattice, the canonical join
representation or the canonical meet representation may not exist, even when L
is additionally a complete lattice. For example, consider the lattice depicted in
Figure @l FEach dashed line in the figure represents an infinite chain of elements,
none of which cover 0 nor are covered by 1. Observe that L is both complete and
semidistributive, however the canonical join representation of the top element of L
does not exist and the canonical meet representation for the bottom element does
not exist.
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0

FIGURE 4. An infinite complete semidistributive lattice. Each
dashed line represents an infinite chain in L.

3.3. Completely Join and Meet-Irreducible Elements CJI and CMI.

Definition 3.3.1. An element j € L is join-irreducible if whenever j = \/ A and
A is finite then j € A. We say that j € L is completely join-irreducible if whenever
j =V A then j € A. Completely meet-irreducible elements are defined dually.
By convention, we set the empty join to bAe 0, and hence 0 is not join-irreducible

or completely join-irreducible. Similarly, 1 is not meet-irreducible or completely
meet-irreducible.

Definition 3.3.2. An element y covers x if y > z and there is no z such that
y > z > z. In this case we also say that x is covered by y, and we use the notation
y > x. The pair (x,y) is called a cover relation.

Remark 3.3.3. Notice that an element j is completely join-irreducible if it covers
precisely one element which we write as j.

We write CJI(L) (respectively CMI(L)) for the set of completely join-irreducible
elements of L (completely meet-irreducible elements of L).

Example 3.3.4. Let L be the divisibility poset as in Example An element
x is completely join-irreducible if and only if = p™ where p is prime and n is
a positive integer. Note that if p is prime then pz > x. Therefore, none of the
elements of L are completely meet-irreducible (because each positive integer is
covered by infinitely many elements).

Example 3.3.5. Consider the lattice of torsion classes for hereditary algebra of
type Az shown in Figure[ll Observe that add(S;),add(S2) and add(Sy, P1) are all
join-irreducible and completely join-irreducible.

Example 3.3.6. Consider the lattice of torsion classes for the Kronecker quiver
shown in Figure In the figure, 7 denotes the subcategory of all preinjective
modules. Observe that Z is join-irreducible but it is not completely join-irreducible.

Proposition 3.3.7. (a) Let CJR(z) = \/ A4 be the canonical join representation
of x. Then every a € A is join-irreducible.

(b) Let L be a finite lattice. Let CJR(z) = \/ A be the canonical join representation
of z. Then every a € A is completely join-irreducible.

Proof. Suppose there is some a € A that is not join-irreducible. Then a = \/ 4,
where A’ = {a},d},...,a,} is finite. Thus z = \/(A\{a}) U A" is a lower join
representation. We now create an irredundant lower join representation of x.
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First, observe that for any b € A\{a} we have \/(A\{a,b}) v A’ < z as shown
below:

\/ (A\{a,b}) U A = \/(A\{a.0}) \/ A
= \/(A\{a.}) v a
=\/ A\ <z

The last equality and inequality follow from the fact that \/ A is irredundant.
Therefore, the only way \/(A\{a}) u A’ is not irredundant is if there is some other
element o’ € A’ such that \/(A\{a}) v (A'\{a'}) = 2. Remove each such element
from A" until z = \/ A\{a}) U (A'\{a],,ai,, ..., a] }) is irredundant. This is possible
because A’ is finite. Thus we obtain an irredundant join representation of = that is

lower than the one we started with. O

Remark 3.3.8.

(1) However in the canonical join representation CJR(z) = \/ 4, a € A may
not be completely j JOIH irreducible. For example, let 1attlce L be defined by
0= ap < ay < ...1, where 1is _greater than a; for all 7, but 1 does not
cover any elements. Then CJR( ) = 1. However 1 is not completely join
irreducible since 1 = \/{a;|i > 0} and 1 # a; for all 4.

(2) Notice, in general, if j is completely join-irreducible then CJR(j) = {j}.

We use the following theorem throughout the paper.

Theorem 3.3.9. [5, Theorem 3.1.1] Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. Then:
(1) The map ¢ : [M] — T = FiltGen(M) defines a bijection from the set of

isoclasses of bricks over A to the set of completely join-irreducible torsion
classes CJI(tors A).

(2) The map ¢' : [M] — FiltCogen(M) defines a bijection from the set of
isoclasses of bricks over A to the set of completely meet-irreducible torsion-
free classes CMI(torf A).

Remark 3.3.10. Let M be a brick and let (7ar)« be the unique torsion class
covered by Tas. It follows from [5, Proposition 2.3.4] that:

(1) M is a minimal extending module for the cover relation (7Tar)« < Tas-
(2) Each proper factor of M is in (Tas)« by Property and M e ((Tar)+)*
by Property
4. KAaprPA MAP

4.1. Definition of Kappa Map. Before we prove our first main result, we recall
the fundamental object of the paper, the xk-map.

Definition 4.1.1. Let j be a completely join-irreducible element of a lattice L, and
let jy be the unique element covered by j. Define k(j) to be:

k(j) 1= unique maz{r € L : jx < x and j < x}, when such an element exists.

Dually, let m be a completely meet-irreducible element and let my be the unique
element covering m. Define ky(m) to be:

Kx(m) := unique min{z € L : © < my and x < m}, when such an element exists.
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Example 4.1.2. We evaluate the x map for the lattice of torsion classes displaced
left in Figure Pl First consider x(add(Sz2)). Note that add(S2) is completely join-
irreducible because it covers precisely one element 0. Since add(S, Py) is largest
torsion class such that 0 < add(S1, P1) and add(S2) < add(S1, Py), it follows that
k(add(S2)) = add(S1, P1). Similarly x(add(S7)) = add(S2) and x(add(S1, P1)) =
add(Sh).

On the other hand, the map & is not well-defined on the lattice of wide subcat-
egories for A. If we try to compute x(add(S1)) we see that there are two incompa-
rable maximal elements which contain the wide subcategory 0, and do not contain
add(S7). When L is finite, then it is semidistributive if and only if & is a bijection
from CJI(L) to CMI(L) with inverse k4 [8, Corollary 2.55]. Recall, the lattice of
wide subcategories of A is not semidistributive.

4.2. The Kappa Map and Minimal Extending Modules. In this section, we
consider arbitrary finite dimensional algebras and prove Theorem [Al i.e. the com-
binatorially defined x-map (Definition [L1T]), when restricted to completely join-
irreducible torsion classes, has a very nice representation theoretic interpretation
as the left Hom-orthogonal operation.

We begin with a useful lemma relating minimal extending modules and naturally
associated torsion classes obtained by taking Hom-orthogonal subcategories. Recall
that ME(T) is the set of isoclasses of minimal extending modules of T.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra and M be a brick. Then

(1) +M is a torsion class.
(2) (*M)*+ = Filt Cogen M.
(8) ME(*M) = {M}.

Proof. (1) It is clear that LM is closed under quotients and extensions. Therefore
it is a torsion class.

(2) Since M € (* M)+ and (1 M) is a torsion free class, it follows that Filt Cogen M <
(J‘M)J-. On the other hand, since M € Filt Cogen M, it follows that ‘Mo

L Filt Cogen M and hence (*M)+ < (*Filt Cogen M)+ = Filt Cogen M, where
the last equality holds because F'ilt Cogen M is a torsion free class.

(3) By the TheoremB.3.9(2), Filt Cogen(M) is a completely join-irreducible torsion-
freej_class. Hence, by Proposition[2.2.5] M is the unique minimal extending module
for ~M. O

4.3. Kappa map and Proof of Theorem A. We are now prepared to prove
Theorem [A], which we restate below.

Theorem 4.3.1 (Theorem [Al). Let A be a finite dimensional algebra, M a A-brick
and Tar = Filt(Gen(M)) the completely join-irreducible torsion class. Then

#(Tar) = “ M.
Moreover, k : CJI(torsA) — CMI(tors A) is a bijection between the completely

join-irreducible and completely meet irreducible torsion classes.

Proof. Let M be a brick. Part 3 of Lemma HA2.1] implies that “M is completely
meet, irreducible. Observe that M ¢ M so Tay < *M. Let (Tar)s denote the
unique element covered by 7a;. We claim that (Tas)s < “M. Recall from Re-
mark B3.10, M € ((Tar)x)*. Since Filt Cogen M is the smallest torsion-free class
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containing M, we have Filt Cogen M = (X M)+ < ((Tar)+)*. Applying the lattice
anti-isomorphism (=) : torf A — tors A, we get (Tas)s <
claim.

Let S be any torsion class satisfying

o (Tar)x < S and

e Ty <S.
We claim that & < *M. The first item implies that every proper factor of M
is in S (because every proper factor of M is in (Tas)s; see Remark B3.10). The
second item implies that M ¢ S. Since S is closed under extensions, we conclude
that M € S*. Therefore Filt Cogen M < S*. As in the previous paragraph, we
conclude that S < *M. Therefore x(Tas) = ~M.

It is clear that s is one-to-one. Part 2 of Lemma 2.1l implies that each com-

pletely meet-irreducible torsion class is L M for some brick M. Therefore  is also
surjective. ([l

LM. This proves our

4.4. Extension of Kappa Map. We now recall the definition of ¥ map from [[.0.3]

Definition 4.4.1. Let L be a (possibly infinite) semidistributive lattice. Let x be
an element which has a canonical join representation such that k(j) is defined for

each j € CIJR(z) and that N\{k(j) : j € CIR(x)} ewists. Define
R(z) = /\{k(j) : j € CIR(x)}.

Example 4.4.2. Let A be the hereditary algebra of type A, from Examples [£.1.2]
and observe that

R(mod A) = /\ {x(add(S1)), (add(S2))}

= A f{add(S2), add(Sy, 1)}
=add(Py, S1) N add(S»)
—0.

Corollary 4.4.3. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra, and let T be a torsion
class with canonical join representation \/ . 4 Tum., , where {My} is a set of bricks.
Then:

R(T) =[] " Ma.
acA
Note that the minimal extending modules of &(7") are precisely bricks M, ap-
pearing in the canonical join representation of 7. We restate this result in terms
of Hom-orthogonal bricks using the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4.4. [B, Theorem 1.0.8] Let A be a finite dimensional algebra, and
suppose that &€ is a collection of bricks over A. Then \/{Tyy : M € £} is a
canonical join representation of some torsion class if and only if Homp (M, M') =
Homp (M', M) = 0 for each pair M, M’ € £.
Proposition 4.4.5. Let A be an artin algebra and {My}aca be Hom-orthogonal
bricks.

(1) Naea =My is a torsion class.

(2) (Nues "Ma)* = \/ Filt Cogen M;.

(3) ME(ﬂaeA J—Ma) = {Ma}aeA-
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Proof. (1) follows from the fact that intersection of torsion classes is a torsion
class. (2) Since (=) : tors A — torf A is a lattice anti-isomorphism, ([*M,)*+ =
\ (* M)+ = \/ Filt Cogen M, (3) follows from (2). O

Remark 4.4.6. PropositionL.Z.5implies that & can be computed directly from the
labeling of the cover relations in tors A by minimal extending modules. If {M,}aeca
label the lower cover relations for a torsion class 7, then {M,}.ca is precisely the
set of minimal extending modules labeling the upper cover relations of &(T).

Remark 4.4.7. For an infinite semidistributive lattice L, & is not necessarily de-
fined for all elements x € L. The existence of %(z) depends on: (1) the existence
of CJR(x); (2) every element j € CJR(x) being completely join-irreducible; (3)
the existence of k(j) for each element j € CJR(x); (4) the existence of the meet

NA{r(j) : j € CIR(x)}.

We will use the following two subclasses of tors A, for the purpose of defining &
and also for the purpose of relating torsion classes to wide subcategories of mod A.

Definition 4.4.8. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra.

Let f—tors(A) be the set of functorially finite torsion classes over A.

Let torsg(A) denote the set of torsion classes T such such that CIR(T) = \/ e T,
where {My}aca s a set of bricks.

Since « is defined for completely join-irreducible elements—and these are exactly
the torsion classes Tys where M is a brick—and since torsion classes are closed under
arbitrary intersections, the set torsg(A) consists of exactly all the torsion classes T
such that (7)) exists.

We have the following inclusions of sets:

Proposition 4.4.9. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. There are inclusions:
f-tors(A) < torsg(A) € {T € tors(A)| CJR(T) exists} < tors(A).

Proof. We only need to prove the first inclusion. Let T € f-tors(A), i.e. let T be
a functorially finite torsion class. For the entire proof we will use the fact that
there is a bijection between functorially finite torsion classes f-tors(A) and support
7-tilting modules (see [I, Theorem 2.7]). Next (see [I, Theorem 2.33]) implies that
all covering relations 7 > 7T; correspond to mutations of support 7-tilting modules.
The fact that for each 7-tilting module, there are only finitely many mutations,
implies that there are only finitely many functorially finite7; such that T > 7;.
Now Theorem says that for each cover relation 7; < T, there is a unique
minimal extending module M; such that 7 = Filt(T; u M;). (Alternatively, M; is
a minimal co-extending module for the torsion-free class 7+.) It follows from [6]
Theorem 1.3] that if S < 7 in tors A, there exists some 4 such that S < 7;. This
is exactly the hypothesis of [5, Corollary 3.2.6], which says that \/,.; Ta, is the
canonical join representation of 7. Therefore T € torsy(A) O

Remark 4.4.10. There exist A such that the first two inclusions are proper (see
Example LATT]). Tt is still an open question if the last containment above can be
made proper.

Example 4.4.11. Let A = kQ where Q is the Kronecker quiver from Figure Bl
Denote by R and 7 the subcategory of regular modules and preinjective modules
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respectively. Denote by {Rx} the regular module

k%&k

where (m : n) = X € P!(k). Consider the torsion class R UZ. It has a canonical join
representation \/ {7g,} and hence R U Z € torso(A)\ f~tors(A). On the other
AeP? (k

hand, consider the(t)orsion class Z. It has a canonical join representation which
is \/{Z} (join of itself). Note that Z is join irreducible but not completely join
irreducible. Therefore Z € {T € tors(A)| CJR(T) exists}\ torsg(A). One can check
that £(Z U R) = Z. However, since Z is not completely join-irreducible, £(Z) is not
defined. Hence k?(R U Z) is not defined.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we first recall some facts about wide subcategories. Then we
prove Theorem [Dl as Theorem [£.4.1] in subsection (.41

5.1. Wide Subcategories. In this section we recall the definition of a wide sub-
category, and introduce two important maps between wide A and tors A. The main
result is Proposition [5.2.1] which relates the simple objects of a wide subcategory
and minimal (co)extending modules of an associated torsion class.

Let A be an abelian category. A subcategory D is an abelian subcategory of A if
D is abelian and the embedding functor i : D — A is exact. An abelian subcategory
W of A is called wide if W is closed under extensions. It is well-known that the
following are equivalent:

(1) W is a wide subcategory.

(2) W is closed under extensions, kernels and cokernels.

(3) W satisfies the two-of-three property. i.e. Let 0 > A - B — C — 0 be an
exact sequence in A. If two of three objects A, B, C belong to W, then so
does the third one.

Remark 5.1.1. Wide subcategories are also referred to as thick subcategories.

The relation between wide subcategories and torsion classes is studied in [I4].
Let A be an artin algebra. Denote by wide A the class of wide subcategories of
mod A. We define maps between wide A and tors A as in [14]:

« : tors A wide A

T — {(XeT:¥Y(g:Y—>X)eT,ker(g) e T}
B :wideA — torsA
W — Ty = Filt(Gen(W)).

Dually, one can define maps:
o i torf(A) —  wide A
F — {XeF:¥Y(g:X ->Y)eF, Coker(g) € F}
B wideA —  torf(A)
W —  Fp = Filt(Cogen(W)).
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Proposition 5.1.2. [I4, Proposition 3.3] Let W be a wide subcategory in mod A.
Then af(W) =W and &' /(W) =W.

For a general algebra A, the maps a and 8 are not mutually inverse bijections.
By restricting the domain of « to functorially finite torsion classes f-tors A and the
domain of 5 to certain special subset of f~wide A, where f~wide A denotes functori-
ally finite wide subcategories, Marks and Stovicek obtain a bijection.

Proposition 5.1.3. [14, Theorem 3.10] Let A be an artin algebra. Then « yields
a bijective correspondence between

(1) functorially finite torsion classes

(2) functorially finite wide subcategories W such that B(W) is functorially finite.

For an arbitrary artin algebra A, there are injections (but not inclusions) of the
following sets:

f-tors A < f-wide A — wide A <> tors A.
There are situations where all these can be proper injections (see [14, 3.4, 4.7]).

We further study these injections by restricting to 7-tilting finite algebras and to
hereditary algebras.

Corollary 5.1.4. Let A be a 7-tilting finite algebra. Then the map « : f~tors A —
f-wide A is a bijection.

Proof. When A is a 7-tilting finite algebra, f~tors A = tors A is a finite set. So the
composition of three injections above is an injection of a finite set to itself. Hence
« is bijective. ([

The next Theorem, due to Ingalls-Thomas, will be useful in our proof of Theorem [Dl

Theorem 5.1.5. [11l Corollary 2.17] Let H be a hereditary artin algebra. Then
« : f—tors H — f—wide H is a bijection.

Remark 5.1.6. The result in [11] stated as « is a bijection between finitely gen-
erated torsion classes and finitely generated wide subcategories. We need to justify
the equivalence of terminologies here.

Recall that a torsion class T is called finitely generated if T = Gen(M) for some
finitely generated module M. A wide subcategory W is called finitely generated if it
is finitely generated as an abelian category. Finitely generated wide subcategories
are also called exceptional subcategories in [18] §2.2.2].

It is well known that a torsion class is finitely generated if and only if it is
functorially finite. We claim that for a hereditary algebra H, finitely generated
wide subcategories are exactly functorially finite wide subcategories. In fact, if
W € wide H is finitely generated, then S(W) = GenW [II}, 2.13] is a finitely
generated torsion class. Hence by Proposition 513, W = af(W) is functorially
finite. Conversely, if W € f-wide H, then W is generated by the minimal left
W-approximation of the projective generator H. Hence it is finitely generated.

The following result is due to Ringel:

Proposition 5.1.7. [17,[16] Let {M,;}icr be a set of Hom-orthogonal bricks. Then
Filt({M;}ier) is a wide subcategory of mod A, where the M;’s are the simple objects

Conversely, if W is a wide subcategory in mod A then the set of simple objects
{M;}icr in W are Hom-orthogonal bricks and W = Filt({M;}).
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Recall from Theorem [44] that each canonical join representation CJR(T) =
Vier{Tas, } is also determined by a collection {M;}ier of hom-orthogonal bricks. We
make this connection explicit below.

Corollary 5.1.8. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra and let T be a torsion class
in tors A with canonical join representation CIR(T) = \/,c;{Ta, }. Then the set of
bricks {M;}ier is the set of simple objects in a(T).

Proof. Proposition B.17 says that W = Filt({M;}icr) is a wide subcategory with
{M;}er the set of simple objects. Observe that

=\/ Filt(Gen(M;))
iel
= \/ T,
iel
=T
By Proposition 5.1.2) a(7) = W. The statement follows. O

5.2. Simple Objects in Wide Subcategories. We now describe the simple ob-
jects of wide subcategories in terms of minimal extending modules. This proposition
is key to our proof of Proposition (.3.11] and Theorem

Proposition 5.2.1. Let A be an artin algebra and T € torsA. Let o(T) be the
corresponding wide subcategory and F = T+ the torsion-free class. Then M is a
simple object in o(T) if and only if M is a minimal co-extending module of F.

Proof. “if part”: Let M be a minimal co-extending module of F. Then since
Hom(M,F) = 0, we have M € T. Let f : T — M be a homomorphism in 7.
We want to show that K = ker f € 7. In fact, if f is not an epimorphism then
image f is a proper submodule of M. Hence image f € F nT = 0 which implies
ker f =~ T € T. Now assume f is an epimorphism. Take the canonical sequence
0> tK > K > K/tK — 0 of K with respect to the torsion pair (7, F). Then in
the push-out diagram we have:

0 K—t 7T ,pm 0
lp (p-o0.) lh H
0 — K/tK E M 0

If the lower exact sequence is not split, then E € F by Property of minimal co-
extending modules. Then h = 0 and hence p = 0. If the lower exact sequence split,
then p factors through i and therefore p = 0 again. So in both cases K ~ tK € T.
Hence M € «(T). All that remains is to show that M is simple in «(7). Let
M’ € a(T) be a proper submodule of M. Then M’ € F n T = 0. Therefore M is
simple in «(T).

“only if part”: Let M be a simple object in «(7). First, since M € T,
Hom(M,F) = 0. This is Property Second, let M’ be a proper submod-
ule of M. Then the torsion part tM’ is also a proper submodule of M. Therefore,
for any g : X — tM' in T, we have ker(g) = ker(iog) is in T, where i : tM' — M.
It follows that tM’ € «(T). Since M is simple, tM’ = 0. Therefore M’ € F.
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This is Property Last let 0 - F - E — M — 0 be a non-split exact
sequence with F' € F. We need to show E € F. Take the canonical sequence
0 > tF - E — E/tE — 0 of E with respect to the torsion pair (7,F). In the
pull-back diagram:

0 L tE N 0
oo ]
0 F E M 0

Notice that L € F. If ¢ is a proper monomorphism, then we have shown that N € F.
Hence tE € FnT =0 and E =~ E/tE € F which finishes the proof. If ¢ is an
isomorphism, then since M € «(T) we get L€ T n F = 0. Hence tE =~ N =~ M.
But then the commutative diagram implies that the lower exact sequence is split,
a contradiction. Therefore M satisfies Property We conclude that M is a
minimal coextending module of F. O

5.3. Ringel’s e-map. In [I8], Ringel studied the perpendicular categories of wide
subcategories over a hereditary algebra and its combinatorial connection with the
Kreweras complement from Remark In this section, we will show that our
map K (defined on torsion classes) is the counterpart of taking perpendicular cate-
gories of wide subcategories under the Ingalls-Thomas bijection (see Theorem[5.4.T]).

Let W be a wide subcategory of mod H for a hereditary algebra H. Then it is
easy to see that the subcategory “°'W = {X € mod H|Ext} (X, M) = 0,YM €
W,i = 0,1} is also a wide subcategory. Similarly the subcategory W=0: is again a
wide subcategory.

Definition 5.3.1. Let H be a hereditary artin algebra and W be a wide subcategory
in mod H. Define 6(W) = Wrot and e(W) = 02w .

Definition 5.3.2. Let H be a hereditary artin algebra and U, V subcategories
in mod H. Then (U,V) is called a perpendicular pair provided U = o1y gnd
Y =Utor,

Lemma 5.3.3. Let H be a hereditary artin algebra and (U, V) a perpendicular pair.

o [I8] Then U is a functorially finite wide subcategory if and only if V is a
functorially finite wide subcategory.
e Therefore € is a bijection from f—wide H to f—wide H.

In the following, we will heavily use the Auslander-Reiten formulas in the special
case when H is a hereditary algebra [2, Proposition 3.4)[3 IV 2.13, 2.14].

Theorem 5.3.4 (Auslander-Reiten formulas). Let H be hereditary. Then there
exist isomorphisms that are functorial in both variables:

Exty (M, N) ~ DHompy (7~ "N, M) ~ DHomy (N, 7M).
As an immediate application we have:

Lemma 5.3.5. Suppose that H is a hereditary algebra and M is not injective.
Then M is a brick if and only if T~ M is a brick.

Proof. Using the AR-formulas, we have:
Homp (77 'M,77*M) = D Ext} (r~'M, M) = DD Hom (M, 77~ M) = Homy (M, M).
So M is a brick if and only if so is 771 M. (|
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Remark 5.3.6. Lemma [5.3.5] does not hold if A is not hereditary. For example,
let A be the preprojective algebra of the quiver

4-3-2->1

_ 2 . . 2 .
One can check that 771 (3) = 3 , 1, where 3 is a brick and 3 , 1 is mot.

There is another well-known result by Auslander and Smalg, which is obtained
from the AR-formulas.

Lemma 5.3.7. [4, Proposition 5.6, 5.8] Let A be an artin algebra and M, N be
A-modules. Then

(a) Homa (7='M, N) = 0 if and only if Ext} (Cogen(N), M) = 0.

(b) Homp (M, 7N) = 0 if and only if Ext) (N, Gen(M)) = 0.

As an application, we will use Lemmal5.3.7to compute a(J‘M ) for a brick module
M. Notice that a(J‘M ) is just the corresponding wide subcategory of the torsion
class £(7Tar) under the Ingalls-Thomas bijection from Theorem (See Remark
and Corollary below.)

Lemma 5.3.8. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra and let M be a brick in mod A.
Then a(*M) = {X e t M|VX' e Cogen X n+ M, Ext’ (X', M) = 0}.
Proof. For “c”: Let X € a(J‘M) and X’ € Cogen X n~M. Suppose there is an non-
split exact sequence 0 — M — E 5 X’ — 0. Since M € ME(* M) by Proposition
A2l it follows that E € M. But then the composition f : E 5 X’ < @®X is
a homomorphism in LM with Ker f=M¢g LM, which is a contradiction with
X € ot M).

For “2”: Let X € {X € TM|vX’' € CogenX n *M Ext'(X’,M) = 0} and
f:Y — X any homomorphism in LM, we want to show that Ker f is also in L.

Since Y € M, so is image f. So Ext!(image f, M) = 0 by the assumption. Then
in the exact sequence:

0 — Hom(image f, M) — Hom(Y, M) — Hom(Ker f, M) — Ext'(image f, M),
both the terms Hom(Y, M) and Ext’(image f, M) vanishes. Hence Ker f € * M. O

Remark 5.3.9. Due to Lemma 537 for any A-module M, the subcategory
LM A (77 M)t = {X e P M|VX' € Cogen X, Ext! (X', M) = 0}.
Therefore there are inclusions of subcategories:
LM A (EIM)E ca(t M) oM
Corollary 5.3.10. Let H be a hereditary artin algebra and M be a brick in mod H.
Then a(*M) = +01 M.
Proof. When H is hereditary (7—'M)+ = 11 M by Theorem [5.3.41 Therefore
M (M) =M A M =M
The assertion follows Remark O

Questions about whether both inclusions in Remark [5.3.9 can be proper and if
LM A (77 M)t is always a wide subcategory for arbitrary finite dimensional algebra

are answered later in Appendix. Following our main task, we prove a generalized
version of Corollary 5310



20 EMILY BARNARD, GORDANA TODOROV, AND SHIJIE ZHU

Proposition 5.3.11. Let H be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra and {M;} a
set of Hom-orthogonal bricks. Then o((\*M;) = a(*M;).
Proof. Tt suffices to show that a((*M;) < (a(* M;). By CorollaryE.310, () ol M;) =
() M; which is closed under extensions. So it suffices to show that each simple
object in a([*M;) lies in 02 M; for all 4.

Assume X is a simple object in a(() = M;). By Proposition 5211 X is a minimal
co-extending module of F := ((*M;)* = \/ Filt Cogen M;. Since Homp (X, F) =
0, it follows that X € LM, for all 4.

So it remains to show that Ext}; (X, M;) = 0 for all i. Assume there is a non-

split exact sequence 0 — M; L EZ X 0. Then by the assumption that X is
a minimal co-extending module, we known E € F. Notice that \/ F'ilt Cogen M, =
Filt(|JCogen M;). There is a non-zero epimorphism 7 : E — Ey, where Fy €
Cogen M; for some j. We claim that wol # 0. Otherwise, 7 can factor through
X. But then 7 = 0 since Hompy (X, F) = 0, a contradiction. So the composition

M; 5 ED Ey— @M; is non-zero. Since {M;} is Hom-orthogonal, we have ¢ = j.
Since M; is a brick, the composition is indeed a split monomorphism. Hence [ is a
split monomorphism which is a contradiction. ([

5.4. Theorem D: k¥ and e.

Theorem 5.4.1 (Theorem D). Let H be a hereditary artin algebra.
For torsion classes T € torsg A, ak(T) = ea(T), i.e. the following diagram
commutes:

torsg H —8— tors H
a a

wide H —5— wide H.
Proof. Assume CJR(T) = \/,c; Tar,- Then
ar(m) B o)

el

o B (0

iel
Cor. ﬂ J_O‘IMZ'.
iel
On the other hand,
EOé(T) Prop.= EFilt({Mi}ie])
PefBAT Lo pir((Mi}er)
Comparing these results, it is obvious that =01 Filt({M;}ier) < () 1 M;. Con-
el
versely, pick any X € ) Loaps and any Y € Filt({M;}cr), one can check that both
iel
Hom(X,Y) = 0 and Ext}(X,Y) = 0. So () *°* M; < Y1 Filt({M;}icr). Therefore,

iel

aik(T) = ea(T). O
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Remark 5.4.2. For wide subcategories W, EG(W) = Be(W) is not always true.
For example, in Example E4TT] let W = R. One can check that c(W) = I,
whereas Se(W) = 0.

Theorem [£.4.7] shows another surprising fact that % is a bijection of the set of
functorially finite torsion classes:

Corollary 5.4.3. Let H be a hereditary artin algebra and T a functorially finite
torsion class. Then R(T) is functorially finite.

Proof. By Theorem (.15l and Lemma [B.3.3] the restriction of % to f~tors H is a
composition of three bijections, aea™! : f-tors H — f-tors H. (|

Example 5.4.4. If A is not hereditary, & does not necessarily preserve functorial
finiteness. We show an example which is the dual of [2i Example 4.5]. Consider
the algebra A = kQ/{ay) with the quiver

Q:15—2+7 3,
5

Take the brick Ps. Since Ps is projective, Gen(Ps) is a functorially finite torsion
class. Hence T = Filt Gen(Ps;) = Gen(P;) = add{Ps, I2, I3} is functorially finite.

On the other hand, x(7) = *P;. Let Ry = k§ “— k+«% 0. It can be
1

directly computed that ~P; = V a0 Filt(Gen Ry) \/ Filt(Gen(S3)), which is not
covariantly finite.

It can also be shown using a result of Smalg from [19] that * Py is functorially
finite if and only if (J‘P3)J- = Filt Cogen Pj5 is functorially finite. A result of Asai
from [2] shows that Filt Cogen Ps is not functorially finite.

6. ITERATED COMPOSITIONS OF kK AND RELATION WITH AR TRANSLATION

Let H be a hereditary algebra and §, € be the maps between wide subcate-
gories defined before. Ringel [18] describes the map 62 using the so-called extended
Auslander-Reiten translation:

Definition 6.0.1. Define T to be a permutation of indecomposable H-modules as
follows:

i 7X X not projective
TX =
I(S) X =P(5)

where I(S) and P(S) are the injective envelope and projective cover of the same
simple S.

Theorem 6.0.2. Let H be a hereditary algebra and W € f-wide A. Then §*°W =
TW.
Here, we give a similar result for torsion classes using our k¥ map.

Corollary 6.0.3. Let H be a hereditary algebra and T € f-tors A with a canonical

join representation \/ Filt Gen(M;). Then k*(T) is a functorially finite torsion
1<i<k

class. Furthermore, if each M; is non-injective, then K*(T) has a canonical join

representation \/ Filt Gen(t~1M;).

1<i<k
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Proof. The functorially finiteness of #%(7T) follows from Corollary Now as-
sume that each M; is non-injective. Then according to Theorem 41| ar?(T) =
6204(T) = EQFZ'lt({Mi}lgigk) = 7'_1Filt({Mi}1<i<k).

Since each M; is non-injective, Filt({M;}1<i<k) (= Filt({M;}) for short be-
low) contains no injective modules. Therefore 77*(X) = 771(X) for each X €
Filt({M;}). Therefore =1(Filt({M;}) = 71 (Filt({M;}). Now 771 is an equiv-
alence from Filt({M;}) to 77 (Filt({M;}) (because H is hereditary and Filt({M;})
contains no injective modules). Hence 7~ preserves simple objects. So 7~ Filt({M;})

is equal to Filt({r~1M;}). Using Theorem B.I.5 #2(T) = \/ Filt Gen(r~1M;).
1<i<k
(]

Remark 6.0.4. Let H be a hereditary algebra and I be an indecomposable in-
jective module. Then for the functorially finite torsion class 7 = Filt Gen(I) =
Gen(I), R*T = Filt Gen(7~'I). However, Corollary does not always hold if
some M;’s are injective:

Let A = kQ be the path algebra with Q =3 — 2 — 1.
Take T = Filt Gen(S2) \/ Filt Gen(S3), then £%(T) = Filt Gen(P,) \/ Filt Gen(Ss3),
where Py # 7 1S,, 77155,

We conclude this section with a proof of Theorem [E] which we restate below.

Theorem 6.0.5 (Theorem [E)). Let A be T-tilting finite, and let v be the number
of simples in mod A. For any T € torsA let |T| denote the number of canonical
joinands of T. Then for any k-orbit O we have

IT| =
o
Proof. Since A is 7-tilting finite, the lattice tors A is finite and regular meaning that
for any T € tors A:
HS:T >SH+{U:T <U}|=r

For the remainder of the proof, fix 7 in tors A, and write O for the k-orbit of 7.

Suppose that |T| = k where r — k # k. Observe that if #(7') = T then
|T'| = r — k, because tors A is regular. Also, |&*(T)| = r — k if and only if i is
odd. Therefore, |O7| = (i + 1), and the sum )5, |S| consists of (i +1)/2 pairs
of torsion classes S and %(S) with [S| + |&(S)| = k + (r — k). We compute:

—

1

(i+1)
2

= (k+(r—k))

When r is even and |T| = r/2 then we have:

o1 33 19 =i (3) 0

SEOT

N3
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7. APPENDIX

We show some minor results which we obtained during our study of the perpen-
dicular categories in previous sections.

Example 7.0.1. When A is not hereditary, both inclusions in Remark can
be proper:

Let Q be the Ay quiver and A = kQ ® (k[z]/{x?)). The algebra A is given by
the following quiver with relations:

2 <251
2

€= e% =0,ae = €1a.

The AR-quiver of mod A is as the following:

| NN

A )

ARz
PR |

Let M = Sy, then “M n (7 M)* =0, a(* M) = add{3, 17 2} = "1 M.
For the other proper containment, consider the following algebra: Let @) be the

quiver 4 5 3 5.9 % 1. Let A be the algebra kQ/ < affy >.
The AR-quiver looks like:

T T T N —— 4
Consider M = 2 then *M n (17 ' M)+ = a(* M) = add{%, 2,4}, and 101 M =
3 4
add(}, 2,3, 4, 1

The following result is a generalization of Jasso’s [13], Proposition 3.6], where we
do not assume that M is 7-rigid.

Theorem 7.0.2. Let A be an artin algebra and let M be any A-module. Then
LM A (17 M) is a wide subcategory.

Proof. First, it is clear that “M n (77'M)"' is closed under extensions.
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Second, given a morphism f:Y — X with X,Y € *M n (71 M)+, we need to
show that both Ker f and Coker f € *M n (r—'M)*.

Observe that given an exact sequence 0 — A — B — C' — 0. If B € *M then
sois C. If Be (7' M)* then so is A.

Using this fact, we known that Ker f € (r—' M)+, Coker f € 1M and image f €
LM A (M)

To show Ker f € LM Using the exact sequence

0 = Hom(Y, M) — Hom(Ker f, M) — Ext' (image f, M).
Since we have already shown Hom(7~! M, image f) = 0, using AR formula it follows
that
Ext'(image f, M) = DHom(7 ' M, image f) = 0.
Hence Hom(Ker f, M) = 0.

To show Coker f € (77'M)*: By Lemma [5.3.7 it suffices to show that for any
submodule C’ = (Coker f)*, Ext'(C’, M) = 0. In fact, suppose there is an exact
sequence 0 — M > E - ¢” — 0 and denote by i : ¢’ < (Coker f)™ the inclusion.
Then there is a pull-back diagram:

M ——— M
T
U\[u’ e \[s
0 — (image f)" —2 F b F 0

L e

0 —— (image f)* —— X™ —— (Coker f)* —— 0

Since X € (7' M)+, Ext'(Cogen X, M) = 0. Hence u is a split monomorphism.
i.e. there exists v/ : F — M such that v/ ou = 1. Since image f € M, the
composition ©' o a = 0. Hence u’ factors through b. i.e. there exists c: E — M
such that v’ = cob.

But since ¢s = cbu = vw'u = 1, s is a split monomorphism. Hence the exact

sequence 0 — M > E % €' — 0 splits and therefore Ext'(C", M) = 0. O

Corollary 7.0.3. (1) Dually M+ ~+7M is a wide subcategory.

(2) Let M be a set of A-modules, then the full subcategory {X|X € M n
(7Y M)* for all M € M} is a wide subcategory.

(3) Let M be a set of A-modules, then the full subcategory {X|X € M+ n
LT M for all M € M} is a wide subcategory.

(4) If H is a hereditary algebra and M is a set of H-modules, then 01 M s a
wide subcategory.

(5) If H is a hereditary algebra and M is a set of H-modules, then M=o is q
wide subcategory.
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