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NEGATIVE CLUSTER CATEGORIES, AND NONCROSSING

PARTITIONS

RAQUEL COELHO SIMOES, DAVID PAUKSZTELLO AND DAVID PLOOG

WITH AN APPENDIX BY RAQUEL COELHO SIMOES, DAVID PAUKSZTELLO AND

ALEXANDRA ZVONAREVA

ABSTRACT. Let @ be an acyclic quiver and w > 1 be an integer. Let C_,, (k@) be the
(—w)-cluster category of k@Q). We show that there is a bijection between simple-minded
collections in D?(kQ) lying in a fundamental domain of C_,,(kQ) and w-simple-minded
systems in C_,,(k@). This generalises the same result of Iyama-Jin in the case that @
is Dynkin. A key step in our proof is the observation that the heart H of a bounded
t-structure in a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, k-linear saturated triangulated category D is
functorially finite in D if and only if H has enough injectives and enough projectives. We
then establish a bijection between w-simple-minded systems in C_,, (k@) and positive
w-noncrossing partitions of the corresponding Weyl group Wg.
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Cluster-tilting theory was introduced in [18] as an approach to categorifying the cluster
algebras of Fomin and Zelevinsky in [27]. Since its inception, cluster-tilting theory has
gone on to have widespread connections with many areas of mathematics.

Classical cluster-tilting theory takes place in an m-cluster category C,,(kQ), for m > 2,
which is an m-Calabi-Yau orbit category of the bounded derived category, D?(kQ), of the
path algebra of a finite acyclic quiver @), where k is an algebraically closed field. One of the
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most fruitful connections has been between the representation theory of finite-dimensional
algebras and Coxeter combinatorics. For example, let W be the Weyl group of type
(). There are natural bijections between the sets of clusters and noncrossing partitions
associated to W; see [5, 49, 55]. There is in turn a bijection between the sets of clusters and
cluster-tilting objects in the corresponding cluster category [19]. Beyond cluster-tilting
theory, there are many further connections between the combinatorics of noncrossing
partitions and representation theory, e.g. in the classification of wide subcategories and
torsion theories [33], thick subcategories [43] and Cartan lattices [31], to name a few. For
a broad treatment of the combinatorics of noncrossing partitions in finite type we refer
the reader to [55].

Recently, there has been increasing interest in negative Calabi-Yau triangulated cate-
gories; see, for example, [16, 17, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 30, 34, 36, 37, 41]. For an integer
w > 1 and an acyclic quiver @) there is an orbit category C_,, (k@) of the bounded derived
category D?(kQ) which is (—w)-Calabi-Yau. This orbit category can be thought of as a
‘negative (Calabi-Yau) cluster category’. In this setting the analogue of m-cluster-tilting
objects are so-called w-simple-minded systems. Evidence supporting the viewpoint that
w-simple-minded systems are a negative Calabi-Yau analogue of cluster-tilting objects is
advanced by a growing body of work: [19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 34, 36, 37].

It is therefore natural to ask about connections between negative cluster categories and
Coxeter combinatorics. Previous work in this direction includes [19, 20, 34, 55]. Again
let @ be an acyclic quiver with corresponding Weyl group W. 1In [20], the first au-
thor established a bijection between so-called positive noncrossing partitions of W and
(1-)simple-minded systems in C_; (k@) when @ is Dynkin. In [19], Buan, Reiten and
Thomas obtained a bijection between simple-minded collections lying inside some ‘fun-
damental domain’ and w-noncrossing partitions, which was a forefather of the Konig-
Yang correspondences [42]. Most recently, in [34], Iyama and Jin generalised [19] and
[20] to obtain a bijection between w-simple-minded systems in C_, (k@) and positive
w-noncrossing partitions, again for ¢ Dynkin. This bijection proceeds via a bijection
between w-simple-minded systems in C_, (k@) and simple-minded collections lying in
the fundamental domain F_,, (see Section 1.2 for the precise definition) of D?(kQ); see
(34, Theorem 1.2].

In this article we extend this bijection to the case that () is an arbitrary quiver in the
following main theorem.

Theorem A (Theorem 4.1). Let Q) be an acyclic quiver. The natural projection functor
7: DY(kQ) — C_,(kQ) induces a bijection

simple-minded collections of D*(kQ) A w-simple-minded systems
contained in F_,, in C_y, ’

Using Theorem A, we are then able to obtain the following bijection involving noncrossing
partitions for any acyclic quiver Q.

Theorem B (Theorem 6.4). Let Q be an acyclic quiver. There is a bijection
positive w-noncrossing | 1-1 | w-simple-minded systems
partitions of W in C_,(kQ)

In order to obtain Theorem A, we require another observation that we believe holds

independent interest and will be widely applicable. Let D be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt,
2



k-linear triangulated category and suppose that H C D is the heart of a bounded t-
structure. One can ask what is the relationship between the following properties of H:

e His a length category with finitely many simple objects;
e H has enough injective objects and enough projective objects; and,
e H is a functorially finite subcategory of D.

Of these three properties, the final property is the odd one out: it is the only property
which takes the ambient triangulated category in which H sits into account. As such a
relationship between these properties is potentially very powerful. Unfortunately, Exam-
ple 2.13 shows that there is no relationship, in general, between the first and the third
properties. However, our third main theorem provides a relationship between the second
and third properties of H. It is this relationship which is a crucial ingredient in our proof
of Theorem A.

Theorem C (Corollary 2.8). Let D be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, saturated triangu-
lated category. Suppose H C D s the heart of a bounded t-structure. Then H is functorially
finite in D if and only if H has enough injectives and enough projectives.

In this statement we have specialised to the case that D is a saturated triangulated
category, for example, D = D?(A) for a finite-dimensional k-algebra A of finite global di-
mension or D = D’(coh(X)) for a smooth projective variety X. A more general, technical
statement without the saturated hypothesis is proved in Theorem 2.4.

We briefly sketch the structure of the paper. In Section 1, we recall the basic concepts
we use in the paper. In Section 2 we prove Theorem C. Section 3 recalls the basic prop-
erties of orthogonal collections, simple-minded systems and simple-minded collections,
and establishes a characterisation of simple-minded collections in terms of Riedtmann
configurations that may be more widely applicable and illustrates the parallel between
simple-minded collections and simple-minded systems. In Section 4, we prove our main
theorem, Theorem A. Section 5 establishes a bijection between w-simple-minded systems
and certain sincere orthogonal collections which is the crucial tool to pass from Theo-
rem A to Theorem B, which is done in Section 6. Finally, the paper includes an appendix
by the first two authors and Alexandra Zvonareva in which we give an alternative proof
of a theorem by Jin [37] on the reduction of simple-minded collections using the charac-
terisation in terms of Riedtmann configurations, which avoids the passage to a Verdier
localisation, and is more in the spirit of [24].

Notation convention. In abstract abelian and triangulated categories we will use lower
case Roman letters to denote objects. When we specialise to module categories or derived
categories of an algebra, we will use upper case to denote objects. The philosophy behind
this is that in the latter case, these objects have elements.
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in our original proof of Theorem C, and an anonymous referee for useful comments and
suggestions. The first author is grateful to the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research
and innovation programme for financial support through the Marie Sklodowska-Curie

Individual Fellowship grant agreement number 838706.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

To begin with D will be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, k-linear triangulated category over
a field k, where Hom-finite means that Homp(x,y) is finite-dimensional as a k-vector
space for any objects x and y in D. Starting from Section 3, k will be assumed to
be algebraically closed. The shift or suspension functor will be denoted by ¥: D — D.
Later we will specialise to the case that D = D®(kQ) for a finite acyclic quiver Q. Abusing
notation, if X is a collection of objects of D and d is an object of D we will write Homp (X, d)
to mean Homp(x, d) where we take each x € X in turn; likewise for Homp(d, X). We shall
assume all subcategories are full and strict.

For subcategories X and Y of D, we write
XxY = {d € D | there exists a triangle © — d — y — Yz with z € X and y € Y}.

We note that by the octahedral axiom, the % product of subcategories is associative. A
subcategory X is extension-closed if X x X = X. We denote by (X), or sometimes by
(X)p when we need to emphasise the triangulated category in which we are working, the
extension closure of X, that is the smallest extension-closed subcategory of D containing
X. The right and left perpendicular categories of X are defined as follows:

X+ = {d € D | Hom(X,d) = 0} and *X = {d € D | Hom(d, X) = 0}.

In Section 5 we will also require a notion of perpendicular category that is more suited
to abelian categories; see Definition 5.6.

An autoequivalence S: D — D is called a Serre functor if for each z,y € D there is an
isomorphism,
Hom(z,y) ~ D Hom(y, Sz),

which is natural in = and y, where D = Homy(—, k). If D has a Serre functor, it is unique
up to isomorphism and we say D satisfies Serre duality. For details we refer to [50].

Let w € Z. A triangulated category D satisfying Serre duality is w-Calabi- Yau (or w-CY')
if there is a natural isomorphism S ~ X%, where S is the Serre functor on D.

1.1. Functorially finite subcategories and (co-)t-structures. Let X be a subcat-
egory of D, and d an object in D. A morphism f: x — d, with z € X, is a right
X-approzimation (or an X-precover) of d if Hom(X, f): Hom(X,z) — Hom(X,d) is sur-
jective. The morphism f is called right minimal if any ¢g: © — x satisfying fg = f is
an automorphism. The morphism f is called a minimal right X-approzimation (or an
X-cover) of d if it is a right X-approximation of d and is right minimal. If f: z — d
is a minimal right X-approximation and h: 2’ — d is a right X-approximation then x is
isomorphic to a direct summand of z’; e.g. [6].

If every object in D admits a right X-approximation, then X is said to be contravariantly
finite or precovering. If every object in D admits a minimal right X-approximation, then
X is said to be covering. There are dual notions of (minimal) left X-approzimations (or X-
pre-envelopes and X-envelopes) and covariantly finite (or (pre-)enveloping) subcategories.
The subcategory X of D is called functorially finite if it is both contravariantly finite and
covariantly finite. We note that if D is Hom-finite and Krull-Schmidt then any precovering
(resp. pre-enveloping) subcategory is automatically covering (resp. enveloping); e.g. [6].

Definition 1.1. A pair of full subcategories (X,Y) of D, each closed under summands,

such that Homp(X,Y) =0 and D = X x Y is called a
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e t-structure if in addition X C X (equivalently, ¥71Y C Y). The heart of (X,Y),
H = XN2XY, is an abelian category [9];

e co-t-structure [47] (or weight structure [13]) if in addition 371X C X (equivalently,
XY CY). Its coheart S = EXNY is a presilting subcategory, i.e. Homp(S, X>0S) =
0, see, e.g. [1].

A (co-)t-structure is bounded if D = |J,.; 'X = U,z Y. A co-t-structure is bounded
if and only if its coheart S is a silting subcategory, i.e. S is presilting and the thick
subcategory of D generated by S is D [44, Theorem 4.20].

A co-t-structure (U, V) is said to be left adjacent to a t-structure (X,Y) if V = X [13].
Analogously, (U, V) is right adjacent to (X,Y) if U =Y.

Note that for a t-structure (X,Y), the inclusion X — D has a right adjoint and the
inclusion Y — D has a left adjoint; these are given by the truncation functors. Therefore,
the subcategory X is always contravariantly finite in D and the subcategory Y is always
covariantly finite in D, and the approximations are even functorial. In contrast, if (U, V)
is a co-t-structure in D then U is contravariantly finite in D and V is covariantly finite in
D, but these approximations need not be functorial.

We recall the following standard characterisation of bounded t-structures; see, for exam-
ple, [15, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 1.2. Let (X,Y) be a t-structure in D with heart H. The following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) the t-structure (X,Y) is bounded;
(2) X = U2 "H# 27 H - H and Y = [, o 5" "H# S72H 5 -+ $H;
(3) D=U,s, X"H * SPIH ke M « SH.

Definition 1.3. A bounded t-structure (X,Y) in D with heart H is called algebraic if H
is a length category (every object has finite length, i.e. is Artinian as well as Noetherian)
with only finitely many simple objects.

For example, the property of being algebraic holds for bounded t-structures whose hearts
are module categories over finite-dimensional algebras.

1.2. Hereditary algebras and negative cluster categories. For this section, D =
D®(kQ) for some finite acyclic quiver (). The main reference for the structure of derived
categories of hereditary algebras (equivalently, path algebras of acyclic quivers) is [29].

Recall that an algebra A is hereditary if it is of global dimension 0 or 1, i.e. if the bifunctors
Ext’,(—, —) are zero for n > 2. Typical examples are the path algebras A = k@Q. A
well-known lemma says that each object of D®(kQ) decomposes as a direct sum of its
cohomology. In particular, its Auslander—Reiten (AR) quiver has the following form:

Y mod(kQ) mod(kQ) Ymod(kQ)

Morphisms go from left to right, and since for two modules M, N € mod(kQ), one has
Homps k) (M, X" N) = Extyo(M, N), nonzero morphisms exist only from one degree to
the next and not any higher.
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In this article we will be interested in a certain orbit category of D®(kQ) which is con-
structed as follows; see [18]. Let w > 1 and F = X*S. We define the category

C_p = C_,(kQ) :=D"(kQ)/F,
with the same objects as D and whose morphisms are given by
Homc_, (z,y) = EB Homps g (2, F™y).
ne”L

We write 7: D°(kQ) — C_,, for the natural projection functor. The orbit category
C_, is a triangulated category (see [40]) which is (—w)-Calabi-Yau; this uses that the
algebra k() is hereditary. Compare C_,, with the construction of the m-cluster category,
D®(kQ)/%~™S, for m > 2, which is an m-Calabi-Yau triangulated category. As such we
will refer to C_,, as a negative cluster category or a (—w)-cluster category.

It is often convenient to compute inside C_,, using a so-called fundamental domain in
DU(kQ). Let (X,Y) be the standard t-structure in D°(kQ), i.e. the t-structure with
X = D?°(kQ),Y = D<%(kQ) and heart H = mod(k®). We define the fundamental

domain of C_,, to be
F_w = XNXYSY.
The natural projection functor 7: D*(kQ) — C_,, induces a bijection
{indecomposable objects in F_,} N {indecomposable objects of C_,}.

Below we give a schematic of the fundamental domain F_,, inside D*(kQ),

X

mod(kQ) e ¥ Imod(kQ) | X¥mod(kQ)

YSY

Fow

where the shaded grey region on the right-hand side comprises X*inj(k@), where inj(kQ)
denotes the full subcategory of injective k()-modules.

Finally, working inside F_,, allows us to compute Hom spaces easily.
Lemma 1.4 ([34, Lemma 3.4]). Suppose x,y € F_,, and 0 < i < w. Then
Homc_, (z,%7"y) = Homps k) (7, Y'y)@® D Homps k) (¥, Nr).

2. FUNCTORIALLY FINITE HEARTS

In this section we establish an unexpected characterisation of algebraic t-structures: our
third main theorem, which we state and prove first, relates homological properties of
hearts to approximation properties. The theorem extends a characterisation of Bondarko

in terms of co-t-structures; see [14, Theorem 5.3.1].
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In this section, D will be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt triangulated category. We start by
giving two definitions following [4] and [46].

Definition 2.1. Let (X,Y) be a t-structure in D. The projective coheart of (X,Y) is
S = 1¥X N X and the injective coheart of (X,Y) is C =YL NXY.

As in [46], we do not require the existence of a co-t-structure adjacent to (X,Y) in order
to consider the projective or injective cohearts. The projective and injective cohearts
were also considered in [4], where the objects of the projective and injective cohearts
are called the ‘Ext-projectives of the aisle X’ and the ‘Ext-injectives of the coaisle Y7,
respectively. This terminology inspires the next definition.

Definition 2.2. Let (X,Y) be a t-structure in D with heart H = X N XY. We say that
(X,Y) has enough Ext-projectives if S is contravariantly finite in X and S* N'H = 0.

Similarly, we say (X,Y) has enough Ext-injectives if C is covariantly finite in XY and
tCNH=0.

Remark 2.3. The projective coheart S and injective coheart C of a t-structure (X,Y)
satisfy Hom(S, ¥X>%S) = 0 and Hom(C, $>C) = 0; that is, they are examples of presilting
subcategories. In most examples we have in mind, the presilting subcategories have an
additive generator and therefore are automatically functorially finite, so the hypotheses
S is contravariantly finite in D and C is covariantly finite in D are quite mild.

Theorem 2.4. Let D be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, k-linear triangulated category. Let
(X,Y) be a bounded t-structure in D with heart H = XNXY, projective coheart S = +XXNX
and injective coheart C =Y+ NXY. The following are equivalent:

(1) H is contravariantly finite (resp. covariantly finite) in D and (X,Y) has enough
FEzxt-injectives (resp. Ext-projectives).

(2) H has enough injectives (resp. projectives) and each injective object e € H admits
an H-monomorphism e — H°(c) for some ¢ € C (resp. each projective object
p € H admits an H-epimorphism H(s) —» p for some s € S).

(3) (X,Y) has a right (resp. left) adjacent co-t-structure.

The characterisation (2) <= (3) was observed in [14, Theorem 5.3.1]; we provide details
of the argument for (2) = (3) for the convenience of the reader. We only prove the
unbracketed statements; the bracketed statements are dual.

Proof. First we prove (1) = (2). Suppose H is contravariantly finite in D. We must
show that every object of H admits an injective envelope. Let h € H and take a minimal
right H-approximation of Xh:

h — Yh — Ye — Xh.

By the triangulated Wakamatsu lemma e € H* (see e.g. [38, Lemma 2.1]; this is where
the hypotheses that D is Hom-finite and Krull-Schmidt are used). Rotating this triangle
gives us the triangle h — e — h’ — Xh, whence extension closure of H means that
e € H. Thus, e € HN (X7'H)*, ie. Exty(—,e) = 0 and e is injective. However, each
short exact sequence 0 — h; — ho — hy — 0 in H corresponds to a distinguished
triangle h; — hy — hz — Xh; and vice versa so that we have a short exact sequence
0 — h—e— h — 0, in which case h < e is an injective envelope.

Now suppose e # 0 is an injective object of H. Since (X,Y) has enough Ext-injectives, we
can take a (minimal) left C-approximation of e and extend it to a distinguished triangle

Z—e—Cc— 2z,
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We claim that z € Y. Since e # 0 and *CNH = 0, we have that ¢ # 0 and the
Wakamatsu lemma tells us that z € +C. We also see that z € XY because e € XN XY,
Y lee X7IC C Y C XY and XY is extension closed. Truncating z with respect to (X,Y)
gives a triangle,

h, = z—y, — Xh,,

with i, € H. Applying Hom(—, C) to this triangle and using Hom (%7, C) C Hom(Y, C)
0 reveals that h, € *CNH = 0. Hence z ~ y. €Y, as claimed.

Finally, consider the truncation triangle of ¢ with respect to (X,Y):
he = ¢ = y. — Zh,

noting that h. € H, that is H%(c) = h,. Since e € X, the composition e — ¢ — .. is zero,
which means we obtain the following octahedral diagram.

From the left-hand vertical triangle we read off that h € X and from the lower horizontal
triangle we read off that h € Y)Y, using z € Y. Hence, h € H, meaning that the triangle
e = h. — h — Ye corresponds to a short exact sequence 0 — e — h. — h — 0 in H.
Hence, the injective object e € H admits an H-monomorphism e < H(c) for some ¢ € C.

(2) = (3). Let U =Y and V = Y%, we need to show that (U,V) is a co-t-structure
in D. Hom-vanishing Hom(U,V) = 0 is immediate; closure under direct summands and
closure under shifts are clear because U = Y is the co-aisle of a t-structure. Hence,
we only need to exhibit for each d € D the approximation triangle v — d — v — Xu
with u € U and v € V. Since (X,Y) is bounded, for each d € D there exists n € Z
such that d € XY = X"U. Hence, if n < 0, we have d € Y and the trivial triangle

d — d — 0 —» Yd suffices. Thus we assume n > 0 and proceed by induction on n.

Suppose n = 1, i.e. d € XY and consider its (X,Y)-truncation triangle,
hd—>d—>yd—>2hd,

noting that h; € XN XY = H. Since H has enough injectives, there exists an injective
envelope hy — e, i.e. e € H injective. By hypothesis, there exists an H-monomorphism
e < he, where h, = H°(c) for some ¢ € C, the injective coheart. Let h” € H be the
cokernel of the composition of these two morphisms: 0 — hq — h. — h” — 0.

Since Hom(X"1y4, ¢) = 0 due to XY C Y and C C Y+, the morphism hy — h, gives rise
to a commutative diagram of triangles,

S yq hf d Yd
|
Zilyc hc ;‘L’: y\LC



which, by [9, Proposition 1.1.11], extends to the 3 x 3 diagram below.

Yly ——= - th u y
| | I

¥ g hq d Yd
J J I |

S he ¢ Ye
| | ! |
Y h’ Su Sy

From the right-hand vertical triangle we read off y € Y and the top-most horizontal
triangle gives u € U =Y, using X7'h” € E'H C Y. Sincec € C = YINXY = VNZU C V,
we see that u — d — ¢ — Zu is a (U, V)-approximation triangle of d.

Now suppose d € ¥"Y for some n > 1. By induction, there is a (U, V)-approximation
triangle u; — Y7'd — v; — Yu; with u; € U and v; € V. By the base step of the
induction, there is a (U, V)-approximation triangle v — Yu; — ¢ — Yu with u € U and
¢ € C. Applying the octahedral axiom, we obtain the following commutative diagram,

v v
i |
U Yuq c Yu
— | H
U d v Yu
| |
Y =—— Y

in which v € V because ¢ € C C V and ¥V C V. Hence, u — d — v — Yu provides
the required (U, V)-approximation triangle of d. Hence, the t-structure (X,Y) has a right
adjacent co-t-structure.

(3) = (1). Since there is a right adjacent co-t-structure, it follows that XY is contravari-
antly finite in D. Thus, to obtain that H is contravariantly finite in D it is enough to
show that H is contravariantly finite in XY. This is straightforward: let d € XY and take
the truncation triangle with respect to (X,Y),

xr—d—y— 2.

Here, the morphism = — d is a right X-approximation, so in particular, any morphism
h — d with h € H factors through * — d. Since d € XY, it follows that z € XY
because 1y € 7Y € XY. Hence x € XN XY = H, so, in particular, x — d is a right
H-approximation of d. Hence H is contravariantly finite in XY and therefore also in D.

To see that (X,Y) has enough Ext-injectives, let (U, V) be the co-t-structure right adjacent
to the t-structure (X,Y), i.e. with U =Y, and note that C = XUNV is the coheart of this
co-t-structure. We first claim that C is covariantly finite in XY = YXU. Let y € Y and
consider a (U, V)-approximation triangle of ¥y, u — Yy — ¢ — Yu. Extension closure
of U and V shows that ¢ € YUNV = C. Applying the functor Hom(—, C) to this triangle
reveals that the morphism Xy — ¢ is a left C-approximation. Hence, C is covariantly
finite in XY.

Finally, we need to show that *CNH = 0. Suppose 0 # h € *CNH and again consider

a (U,V)-approximation triangle as above: u — h — ¢ — Yu. The argument above
9



showed that ¢ € C, whence the morphism h — ¢ is zero, making h a direct summand of
u €U =Y. Hence, h € XNY =0, as required and (X,Y) has enough Ext-injectives. [

Remark 2.5. In the statement of Theorem 2.4, the full strength of the condition that the
t-structure (X,Y) is bounded is not strictly required. The statements involving enough
(Ext-)injectives require the t-structure to be bounded above, i.e. D = J, ., X"Y; those
involving enough (Ext-)projectives require the t-structure to be bounded below, i.e. D =
Unez "X, These conditions are only used in the proof of the implication (2) = (3).

In the case that D is a saturated triangulated category, the statement of Theorem 2.4
becomes simpler and we can omit all mention of the existence of enough Ext-projectives or
enough Ext-injectives and the projective and injective cohearts. We recall the definition
of a saturated triangulated category from [11, 12].

Definition 2.6. Let D be a triangulated category and F': D — Mod(k) a cohomological
functor.

(1) Fis a functor of finite type if for any d € D, F(3'd) # 0 only for finitely many i.

(2) If F is contravariant, then it is called representable if there is a functor isomor-
phism between F' and Homp(—, x) for some z € D. The representing object x is
unique, up to isomorphism. Dually for covariant F'.

The triangulated category D is said to be

(3) of finite type if for every pair of objects z,y € D, the space Extp(x,y) is finite
dimensional and it vanishes for almost all i.

(4) saturated if it is of finite type, and if every cohomological functor of finite type is
representable.

Example 2.7. Examples of saturated triangulated categories include the bounded de-
rived categories D?(A) of finite-dimensional k-algebras A of finite global dimension [11,
Theorem 2.11], the bounded derived categories D°(coh(X)) of coherent sheaves on a
smooth projective variety X [11, Theorem 2.14] (see also [12, Theorem A.1] for a more
general statement), and more generally, Ext-finite triangulated categories with a strong
generator [12, Theorem 1.3].

We now state the simplification of Theorem 2.4 for the saturated case.

Corollary 2.8 (Theorem C). Let D be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, saturated triangu-
lated category. Let (X,Y) be a bounded t-structure in D with heart H. The following are
equivalent:

(1) H is contravariantly finite (resp. covariantly finite) in D.

(2) H has enough injectives (resp. projectives).

(3) (X,Y) has a right (resp. left) adjacent co-t-structure, i.e. there is a co-t-structure
(Y, Y1) (resp. (+X,X)).

Proof. Again we show only the unbracketed statements; the bracketed statements are
dual. The implications (1) = (2) and (3) = (1) are contained in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.4. The implication (2) = (3) is due to [14, Theorem 5.3.1(IV)]; we include details
for the convenience of the reader.

By the dual of [4, Lemma 1.3] (see also [46, Lemma 2]), the functor H°(—)|c: C — inj(H)

is fully faithful, where C = Y+ N XY is the injective coheart of (X,Y). Moreover, by
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considering suitable truncation triangles, for each ¢ € C there is a natural isomorphism
Homp(—, ¢) ~ Homy(H®(—), H%(c)). We claim that H(—)|c is an equivalence of cate-
gories, that is for each e € inj(H), we need to show that there is an isomorphism H°(c) ~ e
for some c € C.

Consider the functor Homy(H%(—),e): D — mod(k). By saturatedness, Homy(H°(—), ¢)
is a cohomological functor of finite type, and hence is representable, i.e. there exists
an object ¢ € D such that Homy(H°(—),e) ~ Homp(—,c). We note that ¢ € C since
H°(Xz) = 0forz € Xand H°(y) = 0 for y € Y, which together imply that Homp (XX, ¢) =
0, putting ¢ € (XX)*+ = 2V, and Homp(Y, ¢) = 0, putting ¢ € Y*.

Combining the natural isomorphisms in the two preceding paragraphs and restricting to
H gives rise to a natural isomorphism

6: Homy(—, H%(c)) — Homy(—,e).

Let a = Opo(e)(1poy) and B = 6,'(1.). Applying the natural isomorphism to the mor-
phism a: H%(c) — e gives a commutative diagram:

B

Hompy (e, H%(c)) Homy(e, €)
HomH(a,HO(c))l lHomH(a,e)
Homy(H(c), H(c)) e Homy(H(c), e)

Chasing 3: e — H(c) through this diagram shows that Sa = 1 HO(c)- Similarly, chasing
a through the corresponding diagram constructed using S shows af = 1.. Hence e ~
H°(c) and H°(—)|c: C — inj(H) is an equivalence of categories. Note, in particular, that
B:e — H°c) provides the required H-monomorphism so that we can now apply the
argument (2) = (3) in the proof of Theorem 2.4. O

Remark 2.9. The argument in the proof of Corollary 2.8 also shows that the condition
that the t-structure (X,Y) has enough Ext-injectives (resp., Ext-projectives) is implicit
in the saturated case since condition (3) remains unchanged in both statements.

Using Corollary 2.8 we are able to establish the existence of Auslander—Reiten sequences
in hearts of bounded t-structures inside saturated triangulated categories.

Corollary 2.10. Suppose D is a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, saturated triangulated cate-
gory. Let H be the heart of a bounded t-structure in D.

(1) If H has enough injectives then any indecomposable object of H which is not Ext-
projective is the third object of an Auslander—Reiten sequence.

(2) If H has enough projectives then any indecomposable object of H which is not
Ext-injective is the first object of an Auslander—Reiten sequence.

Proof. We only prove the first statement; the second is dual. Suppose h € ind(H) is
not Ext-projective, i.e. Ext}(h, —) = Homp(h, ~—)|s # 0. Since D is saturated it has a
Serre functor; see, e.g. [39]. Therefore, by [50, Theorem 1.2.4], D has Auslander—Reiten
triangles. In particular, there is an Auslander—Reiten triangle + — y — h — Xz in D.
Since H has enough injectives, by Corollary 2.8, H is contravariantly finite in D. Hence,
x admits a minimal right H-approximation. Thus we can now apply [38, Theorem 3.1] to

conclude that there is an Auslander—Reiten sequence 0 — b’ — h” — h — 0 in H. d
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Finally, we remark that Theorem 2.4 allows us to recognise module categories of finite-
dimensional algebras via the approximation theory of the heart inside an ambient trian-
gulated category.

Corollary 2.11. Let D be a Hom-finite saturated k-linear triangulated category. Suppose
(X,Y) is an algebraic t-structure in D with heart H. The heart H is covariantly finite in
D if and only if H ~ mod(A) for a finite-dimensional k-algebra A.

Proof. By [7, p. 55], H has enough projectives if and only if H ~ mod(A) for some finite-
dimensional k-algebra A. The result now follows from Corollary 2.8. U

Corollary 2.12. Let A be a finite-dimensional k-algebra. If (X,Y) is an algebraic t-
structure in DY(A) with heart H, then H is functorially finite in D°(A).

Proof. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra and suppose (X, Y) is an algebraic t-structure
in D’(A). We show that H is covariantly finite in D; dually one can show H is contravari-
antly finite. By the Konig-Yang correspondences [42] and [1, Proposition 2.20], the pro-
jective coheart S = 13X N X is a silting subcategory of K®(proj(A)) such that S = add(s)
for some object s € K’(proj(A)). In particular, S is a functorially finite subcategory of
DP(A). Furthermore, (X,Y) = ((£<°S)+, (£2°S)4) by [42, Theorem 6.1]. Now, applying
(35, Proposition 3.2], we observe that (cosusp X71S, (£<°S)1) is a co-t-structure in D’(A)
which is left adjacent to the t-structure (X,Y). Hence, by Theorem 2.4, H is covariantly
finite in D°(A). O

The following example, however, shows that there can be algebraic hearts inside a Hom-
finite Krull-Schmidt triangulated category which are not necessarily functorially finite.

Example 2.13. Let H be a standard stable homogeneous tube. This is a length cat-
egory in which every object is uniserial. Moreover, H contains a single simple object,
but no injective or projective objects except the zero object. It has infinitely many in-
decomposable objects. The category D = D°(H) is a 1-Calabi-Yau triangulated category
in which the only torsion pairs are trivial or shifts of the standard t-structure, which is
bounded, see [23, Theorem 9.1]. Since H is length with one isoclass of simple objects, it
is algebraic; but it doesn’t have enough projectives or injectives and is therefore neither
contravariantly finite nor covariantly finite in D.

The next example gives a typical application of the theorem where the intrinsic prop-
erty (presence or absence of enough injective and projective objects) is used to make a
statement about finiteness.

Example 2.14. Let H = mod(k[ll) be the category of finite-dimensional representations
of the Kronecker quiver. In the derived category D = D’(H), this heart is obviously
algebraic. As is well known, D is equivalent to the bounded derived category of coherent
sheaves on the projective line P! over k, giving rise to another heart H = coh(P!) in D.
The abelian category H' has neither injective nor projective objects apart from 0. Hence
by Theorem 2.4, the heart H’ is neither covariantly nor contravariantly finite in D.

Remark 2.15. It would be interesting to investigate when Corollary 2.8 holds without
the saturatedness assumption on the triangulated category.

As an example, consider D = D’(Qcoh(P!)), the bounded derived category of quasi-
coherent sheaves on P!. The standard heart H = Qcoh(P!) is a hereditary abelian category

with enough injective objects but no nonzero projective objects. The hereditary property,
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together with the fact that H is the heart of a split t-structure in D, means the injective
coheart C = Y2 N XY = (Z7'H)Y NH = inj(H). Hence condition (2) in Theorem 2.4
simplifies to the condition that H has enough injectives. By Theorem 2.4, we can conclude
that H is contravariantly finite in D. We can also see this explicitly: every object in D
splits into a finite direct sum of its cohomology sheaves. Let d be an object of D which
we can assume to be d = XA with A € H and i € Z. Nonzero right H-approximations
H — Y'A can only exist if i = 0 or i = 1. If i = 0, they are trivial (take H = A). If
1 = 1, let I be an injective hull of A, leading to a short exact sequence 0 — A — [ —
H — 0, i.e. H is the first co-szyzgy of A. The resulting morphism H — A is a right
H-approximation.

We observe that the lack of projective objects means that H is not an enveloping sub-
category of D. As above, the hereditary property means that it is sufficient to con-
sider nontrivial minimal left H-approximations only for objects of ¥"'H. Let A € H,
take a minimal left H-approximation of X' A and extend it to a distinguished triangle
Y>'H - Y7'P 5 ¥ 'A - H. Since A, H € H, we have P € H. Because the approx-
imation is minimal, the Wakamatsu lemma tells us that ¥~'P € +H. This means that
P € HN*(ZH) = proj(H) = 0. Therefore, no such nontrivial minimal left H-approximation
exists and, hence, H is not an enveloping subcategory of D.

We also expect that H is not covariantly finite in D. The above argument fails to apply
because D is not saturated. This expectation is consistent with Theorem 2.4: the pro-
jective coheart of the standard t-structure is S = +(XX) N X = +(XH) N H = proj(H) = 0
and hence the standard heart H = Qcoh(PP!) also does not have enough Ext-projectives.

3. ORTHOGONAL COLLECTIONS

In this section we recall the various notions of orthogonal collections and then establish
some useful characterisations of them. The main references for the definitions in this
section are [20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 41]. From now on, we will assume that the field k is
algebraically closed.

Definitions 3.1. A collection of objects S in D is called a 1-orthogonal collection (or
simply orthogonal collection) if dim Homp(z,y) = d,, for every x,y € S. Let w > 1 be
an integer. An orthogonal collection S is said to be

(i) (if w > 1) w-orthogonal if Homp(XFz,y) =0 for 1 <k <w—1and 2,y € S;

(i) oo-orthogonal if Homp(X*x,y) =0 for k > 1 and z,y € S;

iii) a w-simple-minded system if it is w-orthogonal and D = (S)* X7 1(S)x- - -xB17%(S);

(iv) a simple-minded collection if it is co-orthogonal and D = thickp(S);
)
)
)

—~

(v) a left w-Riedtmann configuration if it is w-orthogonal and ﬂ;::_ol(Z’l‘CS)l =0;
(vi) a right w-Riedtmann configuration if it is w-orthogonal and ﬂ;";ol L(X7*S) = 0;
(vii) a w-Riedtmann configuration if it is both a left w-Riedtmann configuration and a
right w-Riedtmann configuration; and,
(viii) an oo-Riedtmann configuration if it is co-orthogonal and +(%<°S) N (£29S)+ = 0.

Our methods work in the case that k is not algebraically closed provided one modifies
the definition of orthogonal collection to require that Homp(z,z) is a division ring for
each z in the orthogonal collection. For simplicity of exposition, we choose to work over
algebraically closed fields, so that when considering D’(kQ) one can work with quiver

representations instead of the more technical representations of species.
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In [48] an orthogonal collection is called a system of orthogonal bricks, in [26] a set
of (pairwise) orthogonal bricks and in [3] a semibrick. In [34, 36, 37| w-Riedtmann
configurations are called (—w)-Calabi-Yau configurations in light of [36, Theorem 6.2]
which asserts that if S is a w-Riedtmann configuration then SX*S = S.

Remark 3.2. We have chosen to call collections with vanishing morphisms between
distinct objects ‘1-orthogonal collections’ rather than ‘0-orthogonal collections’ because in
(—1)-Calabi-Yau categories Hom(x,y) ~ D Hom(Xy, x), which means that 1-orthogonal
collections with vanishing morphisms are the appropriate notion for (—1)-CY categories.
As such, one should think of a w-orthogonal collection (resp. w-simple-minded systems,
resp. w-Riedtmann configuration) as being adapted for (—w)-CY categories.

Let X C D be a collection of objects in D. We set (X); = X and (X),, = X * (X),,_;. We
now recall some basic properties of orthogonal collections.

Lemma 3.3. Let S be an orthogonal collection in D. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) (|26, Lemma 2.7]) (S),, is closed under direct summands for each n > 1.

(2) ([26, Lemma 2.3]) (S) = J,,51(S)n-

(3) ([24, Theorem 2.11] & [26, Theorem 3.3]) IfS C T for an orthogonal collection T
in D then (S) is functorially finite in (T).

Lemma 3.3(2) means that the following definition makes sense.

Definition 3.4 ([26, Definition 2.5]). Let S be an orthogonal collection in D. The S-length
(or simply length) of x € (S) is the smallest natural number n such that x € (S),,.

Recall the following characterisation of w-simple-minded systems from [24].

Proposition 3.5 ([24, Proposition 2.13]). Let S be a collection of indecomposable objects
i D, and let w > 1 be an integer. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) S is a w-simple-minded system.

(2) S is a right w-Riedtmann configuration such that (S) is covariantly finite in D.
(8) S is a left w-Riedtmann configuration such that (S) is contravariantly finite in D.
(4) S is a w-Riedtmann configuration such that (S) is functorially finite in D.

We next provide an analogue of Proposition 3.5 for simple-minded collections.

Proposition 3.6. Let S be a collection of indecomposable objects in D. Then S is a
simple-minded collection if and only if S is an oco-Riedtmann configuration such that
susp S is contravariantly finite in D and cosusp S is covariantly finite in D.

Proof. Suppose that S is a simple-minded collection in D. Since both simple-minded col-
lections and oo-Riedtmann configurations are oo-orthogonal collections, we only need to
check the other defining properties of co-Riedtmann configurations. Then, by definition,
thickp(S) = D and by, e.g. [24, Lemma 2.7], we have

D= | J Z™(S) % T"H(S) s+ x XH(S) 5 T7(S).
n>m
It therefore follows immediately that (suspS,cosusp ¥71S) is a bounded t-structure in
D, and, in particular, suspS is contravariantly finite and cosusp S is covariantly finite.
Finally, (2°S)+ = (susp S)* = cosusp 'S and +(32<°S) = +(cosusp X 1S) = susp S, so
that +(X<95) N (£295)+ = suspS N cosusp X71S = 0.
14



Conversely, suppose that S is an oo-Riedtmann configuration such that suspS is con-
travariantly finite in D and cosusp S is covariantly finite in D. To see that S is a simple-
minded collection we need only to check that thickp(S) = D. Let d be an object of D. Since
susp S is contravariantly finite in D there is a decomposition triangle x — d — y — Xz
with respect to the t-structure (susp S, (X?°S)+). Now, since cosuspS is covariantly fi-
nite in D there is a decomposition triangle of y, ¥~'v — v — y — v with respect
to the t-structure (+(X<°S),cosusp¥!S). Note that cosuspX~1S C (X*°S)L so that
Ylv € (X7718)E C (2295)L. Since (£2°S)+ is a perpendicular category, it is closed un-
der extensions. It follows that u € 1(X<9S) N (X>°S)L. Hence, since S is co-Riedtmann,
we obtain that u = 0 and y ~ v. In particular, we get

d € susp S * cosusp X 'S = thickp(S).

Hence, D = thickp(S) and S is a simple-minded collection. O

Finally, we end this section with the following restatement of Corollary 2.12 in the lan-
guage of simple-minded collections.

Corollary 3.7. Suppose D = D(A) for some finite-dimensional k-algebra A. IfS is a
simple-minded collection in D, then (S) is functorially finite in D.

4. SIMPLE-MINDED COLLECTIONS VS w-SIMPLE MINDED SYSTEMS

Let @ be a finite acyclic quiver and w > 1. Recall from Section 1.2 the construction of
the negative cluster category C_,, = C_,(kQ) as an orbit category of D = D®(kQ) and
the fundamental domain F_,, := X N X*SY. The aim of this section is to establish the
following theorem, which generalises the case of @) simply-laced Dynkin of [34, Theorem
1.2]. The proof of Iyama and Jin uses that subcategories of Hom-finite triangulated
categories with finitely many indecomposable objects are automatically functorially finite;
we use Theorem 2.4 to obtain functorial finiteness in our setting.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem A). Let Q) be an acyclic quiver. The natural projection functor
7: D°(kQ) — C_,, induces a bijection

| simple-minded collections of A w-simple-minded systems
T D®(kQ) contained in F_, in C_, '

The proof of this theorem comes in two parts. We must first establish that the map of
the theorem induced by the functor 7: D°(kQ) — C_,,, which, by abuse of notation, we
also call 7, is well defined and secondly that the map is surjective. Once we know that
the map 7 is well defined, injectivity follows immediately because the projection functor
7 induces a bijection between ind(C_,) and ind(F_,), where F_,, is the fundamental
domain; see Section 1.2 for notation.

4.1. The induced map 7 is well defined. In this section, we establish the following.

Proposition 4.2. Let Q be an acyclic quiver. The natural functor m: D*(kQ) — C_,
induces a well-defined map

| simple-minded collections of R w-simple-minded systems
T D*(kQ) contained in F_, in C_y, '
15



In [34, Proposition 3.6], Iyama and Jin show that 7 induces a well-defined map

. { simple-minded collections of

e D(kQ) contained in F_,, } — {w-Riedtmann configurations in C_,}.

When @ is simply-laced Dynkin, by Proposition 3.5, this is enough to establish Proposi-
tion 4.2. However, more work is required for an arbitrary acyclic quiver (). In fact, the
following example illustrates that 7 is not surjective when @) is not simply-laced Dynkin.

Example 4.3. Let Q = A; be the Kronecker quiver and w = 1. Partition the set of
homogeneous tubes into two nonempty, disjoint sets A and €2 and set

S={S\| A€ A}U{ES, |weQ},

where Sy (resp. S,) denotes the quasi-simple modules lying on the mouth of the tubes
indexed by A (resp. Q). Then S is a 1-Riedtmann configuration in C_; := C,l(k[ll); the
required Hom-vanishing needs A # @ and 2 # &. However, S is not a simple-minded
collection in D := D’(kA,) since thickp(S) # D. Note also that (S)c_, is not functorially
finite in C_; and so S is not a simple-minded system in C_;.

To prove Proposition 4.2, we need some lemmas. Recall F = X*S: D*(kQ) — D (kQ).
Lemma 4.4. Let S be an oo-orthogonal collection of D*(kQ) contained in F_,,.

(1) The set {F"S | n € Z} is an orthogonal collection in D*(kQ).
(2) For k > 1, we have ExtlDb(kQ)(S, FkS) = 0.

Proof. To prove (1), it is enough to show that Homp(Sy, F™S;) = 0 for 51,5, € S and
n € Z\{0} since S is an orthogonal collection in D = D?(kQ) and F is an autoequivalence.
For n = 1, we have Homp (S, F'Sy) ~ D Homp(X"S,,S1) = 0, since w > 1 and S is an
oo-orthogonal collection.

Now consider n = 2. Recall that (X,Y) denotes the standard t-structure on D. Since S; €
F_w C X¥SY, there exists Y € Y such that S; = X*“SY = FY. Hence, Homp (S}, F2S5) ~
D Homp(X%S,,Y) =0, since Sy, and so %S5, lie in X.

Now let n > 2. By the hereditary property, we have F"Sy € S"¥"™X C ¥"X and
S; € S¥¥Y C ¥¥FY. Therefore, Homp(Sy, FS;) ~ Homp (Y, Z("~Dv=1X)  for some
Y €Y and X € X. Since (n —1)w —1 > 1, it follows that Homp (S, FS3) = 0, again by
the hereditary property.

Finally, let n < —1. Since Sy € L¥SY, we get F"S, € Rrthwgrtly C p(n+hwy C Y by
the hereditary property, the fact that Y is the co-aisle of a t-structure, and (n+ 1)w < 0.
It follows that Homp(Sy, F™S5) = 0 since S; € X.

Statement (2) follows from the oco-orthogonality property of S when k = 1, and from the
argument above for n > 2, when k > 2. U

Corollary 4.5. Let S be an oo-orthogonal collection of D*(kQ) contained in F,,. Then
<FnS>Db(kQ) * <S>Db(kQ) - <S>Db(kQ) * <FnS>Db(kQ), f07" all n > 1.

Proof. Given D € (F"S)p * (S)p, we have a triangle F"S; — D — Sy — LF"Sy,

with 51,5 € (S). It follows from Lemma 4.4(2) that « = 0. Hence, the triangle splits,

and D ~ Sy & F"S; € (S)p * (F"S)p. O
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Following Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 4.5, for an oo-orthogonal collection S of D°(kQ)
contained in F_,,, we define the following extension-closed subcategory of D®(kQ):

55 = (F"S | n e Z)Db(kQ)-
We now show that each object of & admits a filtration by objects in {F"S | n € Z}.

Lemma 4.6. Let S be an co-orthogonal collection of D*(kQ) contained in F_,,. Then Es
is closed under direct summands and

s = |J (F"S)orq) * (F"'S)oraq) * -+ % (F"S)ovaeq)-
m<n
Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Lemma 4.4(1) and Lemma 3.3(1).

By Lemma 4.4(1) and Lemma 3.3(2), we have & = (J,,~,(T)n, where T := {F"S | n € Z}.
Hence, for D € &g there is a tower of the form

(1) 0= Dy D, Ds - D1 D, =D
S~ B
Fil Sl Fn'2 52 s Fi"_lsn_l FZ"Sn

with Sy, € S for 1 < ¢ < n. By Corollary 4.5, we can re-order the indices in the tower
above so that i1 < iy < ... <'i,. Therefore, & C |J,,_,(F™S)p * (F™1S)px- - - (F"S)p,
where D = D°(kQ). The other inclusion is trivial. O

Before we are able to prove Proposition 4.2 we need the following lemmas connecting the
functorial finiteness of £ in D°(kQ) and the functorial finiteness of the extension closure

of Sin C_,,.

Lemma 4.7. Let 7: D*(kQ) — C_,, be the natural projection functor. If S is an oo-
orthogonal collection of D*(kQ) contained in F_,,, then w(Es) = (S)c_,, -

Proof. To see that 7(&) C (S)c_,,, observe that, by Lemma 4.6, D € & admits a tower
as in (1) with each S; € S. Since m(F*S,) = S, € S, applying 7 to the tower above gives
a filtration of (D) in (S)c

Conversely, we need to show that if D € 7=1((S)c_,) then D € &s. Tt is enough to check
for D indecomposable. Let D € 7=1({S)c_,) be indecomposable; note that D € FFF_,
for some k € Z. We proceed by induction on the S-length of 7(D) in C_,,. If D € 7 1(S),
then D = F*S for some S € S. Hence, D € {F'S|i € Z} C Es. Suppose n > 1. Assume,
by induction, that if D € 7=1((S)c_,) is such that w(D) has S-length n — 1 in C_,, then
D € & has {F'S| i € Z}-length n — 1 in . Now suppose D € 7 ((S)c_,) is such that
7(D) has S-length n in C_,,. Then, by Lemma 3.3(2), there is a triangle in C_,, of the
form

—w "

C—n(D)—S—XC,

with S € S and C € (S)c_,, has S-length n — 1 in C_,,. This triangle is the image under
7 of a triangle in D*(kQ) of the form

F'D' - D — F'S = SF'D,

where i € {k,k— 1} and j € {k,k+ 1}, by Lemma 1.4. Since 7(F"D’) = C, it follows by

induction that F'D’ € & has {F'S | i € Z}-length n — 1 in D*(kQ), whence D € & has

{F'S | i € Z}-length n. O
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Lemma 4.8. Let m: D*(kQ) — C_,, be the natural projection functor. Suppose S is an
oo-orthogonal collection of D*(kQ) contained in F_,,. Then Es is contravariantly (resp.
covariantly, functorially) finite in D*(kQ) if and only if (S)c_, is contravariantly (resp.
covariantly, functorially) finite in C_,,.

Proof. We only establish the contravariantly finite statements; the covariantly finite state-
ment is similar and the functorially finite statement follows from combining both.

Suppose &s is contravariantly finite in D = D?(kQ). For D € F_,, take a minimal right
Es-approximation of D in D and extend it to a triangle,
Ep =+ D — Xp — YEp.

By the triangulated Wakamatsu lemma (see, e.g. [38, Lemma 2.1]), Xp € (£s)t. Applying
7 to this triangle, we get the following triangle in C_,:

7(Ep) " 7(D) — n(Xp) — Sr(Ep).
By Lemma 4.7, we have 7(Ep) € (S)c_,. By construction of C_,, see Section 1.2, we
have Homc_, (S, 7(Xp)) = @D,, Homp(F'S, Xp) = 0 since Xp € (Es)*. Therefore, ()
is a right (S)c_,-approximation of D = w(D), and so (S)c_,, is contravariantly finite in
C_w-
Conversely, suppose (S)c_,, is contravariantly finite in C_,,. Let D € D and consider the
extension of a minimal right (S)c_,-approximation of 7(D) to a triangle in C_,,,

—w

Sp — (D) — Yp — ¥.Sp,

where Homc¢_ (S, Yp) = 0 by the triangulated Wakamatsu lemma. Since the triangulated
structure on C_,, is induced by that of D, this triangle is the image under 7 of a triangle,

Ep, LD x,— 3 E,

in D. It follows from Lemma 4.7 that Ep € &. On the other hand, we have 0 =
Homc_, (S,Yp) = @,, Homp(F'S, Xp). Hence, Homp(F'S, Xp) = 0, for all i € Z, and
so Xp € (&)*. Therefore, the map f is a right Es-approximation of D, from which it
follows that & is contravariantly finite in D. O

We are almost ready to prove Proposition 4.2. First, we set up a final piece of notation.
For integers m < n and an oco-orthogonal collection S, we set

EX = (F7S)ovg) * (F™ ' S)ogegy * - % (F"S)oreq) € Es.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let S be a simple-minded collection in D = Db(kQ) contained
in F,. By the dual of [34, Proposition 3.6], 7(S) is a left w-Riedtmann configuration in
C_,. Hence, by Proposition 3.5, it only remains to check that (S)c_, is contravariantly
finite in C_,,. Hence, by Lemma 4.8, it suffices to show that & is contravariantly finite

in D.

Let D € D. There are only finitely many ¢ € Z with Homp(F'S,D) # 0 as kQ is
hereditary. Let m,n € Z such that m < n and Homp(F<™S, D) = 0 = Homp(F~"S, D).

By Corollary 3.7, (S)p is contravariantly finite in D®(kQ). Hence, Ss[m’"] is contravariantly
finite in D°(kQ) by [53, Lemma 5.3(1)]. Since any component of a nonzero morphism from

n]

an object of & to D must originate from a summand E € Es[m’ , we have that any right

Sém’"}—approximation of D is also a right &s-approximation. Hence, & is contravariantly

finite in D. O
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4.2. The induced map 7 is surjective. In order to complete the proof of Theorem 4.1,
we have to show that the map 7 induced by the natural projection functor m: D°(kQ) —
C_,, in Proposition 4.2 is surjective. To see this, we need a lemma, which first requires
some notation. For an oo-orthogonal collection S in D*(kQ) and an integer n, we define
the following subcategories of &s:

gsén = U(FiS>Db(kQ) * <Fi+IS>Db(kQ) koooee ok <FnS>Db(kQ); and,

<n
55” = U(FnS>Db(kQ) * <Fn+IS>Db(kQ) koewe ok <FiS>Db(kQ).
i=n
Similarly, we also set £5" = E5" ! and £ = £

Lemma 4.9. Let S be an oo-orthogonal collection in D*(kQ). Then

1) (S)ps is contravariantly finite in ESC: and
( Db(kQ) Y S ,
(2) (S)pbkq) is covariantly finite in E2°.

Proof. We only prove the first statement; the second statement is dual. Write D =
D*(kQ). Let D € £°. First note that if Homp(S, D) = 0, then D admits a (minimal)
right (S)p-approximation, namely Sp = 0 — D, whose cone Xp ~ D € S*. Therefore,
we may assume that Homp(S, D) # 0.

By Lemma 4.6, d admits a decomposition,
(2) E< % D2 B SE,

with E<0 € £5° and E° € (S)p. We shall construct a right (S)p-approximation of D by
induction on the S-length of E° in (S)p.

Suppose the S-length of EY is one, i.e. E° € S, and suppose ¢: S — D is a nonzero map
with S € S. If Bp = 0, then ¢ = 0 because it factors through E<° and, by Lemma 4.4,
Homp(S, E<Y) = 0. Hence, B¢ # 0, and since S, E° € S, B¢ must be an isomorphism
because S is an orthogonal collection in D. Therefore, [ is a split epimorphism and
D ~ E°@ E<°. It follows that S ~ E° is the unique S € S, up to isomorphism, such
1

that Homp (S, D) # 0. Hence, E° M D is a right (S)p-approximation of D, whose cone
Xp =E<Ye St

Now suppose the S-length of E° is n > 1, i.e. there is a triangle ' — E° — § — £5'
with S € S, and S” € (S)p of S-length n — 1. Combining this triangle with (2), we get
the octahedral diagram:

SN =—=9
} !
D E° YEY —=3¥D
[ l H
D S YA D
L l
NS =—==3%9".

The right-hand vertical triangle gives a decomposition of A in £, E<® — A — 5§ —
YE<C in which the S-length of S” is n — 1. Hence, by induction, A admits a right (S)p-

approximation S4 — A, whose cone X4 lies in S*. Consider the following octahedral
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diagram:

(3) £l —— %19
l l
S A Xa XS54
H l ; H
Sy —~D Y £S5,
l |
S S

If Y € St then « is a right (S)p-approximation of D with cone lying in St, and we
are done. So suppose Y ¢ St. For S; € S, applying Homp(S;, —) to the right-hand
vertical triangle in (3), shows that the map Homp(S1, 8): Homp(S;,Y) < Homp(Sy, S)
is injective because X, € S*. Hence, if S} # S, then Homp(S;,Y) = 0. Since Y ¢ S+,
it follows that we must have Homp(S,Y) # 0 and Homp(S, 3) is injective. Suppose
v € Homp(S,Y)) is nonzero. Then S~ must be an isomorphism, which implies that J is a
split epimorphism, whence Y ~ S @ X 4.

Now, using the other split triangle, we get a new octahedral diagram:

S =

l l

D— X858 —=X5y—=%D

} | H

H
D Xa ¥Sp —=%D

—%g
} ’
xS xS.

Clearly, Sp € (S)p, and since X4 € St, g is a right (S)p-approximation of D with cone
in S*. This finishes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By Proposition 4.2, the map m is well defined and it is clearly
injective since the projection functor 7 gives a bijection between ind(F_,,) and ind(C_,).
It remains to show that 7 induces a surjection.

Let S be a w-simple-minded system in C_,. The fact that the lift of S to D = D*(kQ),
which will also be denoted by S, is an oo-orthogonal collection in D follows from the proof
of [34, Theorem 1.2], as this part of the proof does not require @ to be Dynkin. Hence,
it remains to show that thickp(S) = D.

First, we claim that (S)p is functorially finite in £. Indeed, on the one hand we have that
(S)p is contravariantly finite in £5° by Lemma 4.9. On the other hand, since & = £5%EZ°
by Lemma 4.6, and {F™S | n € Z} is an orthogonal collection in D, we have that
55@ is contravariantly finite in &. Hence, by transitivity, (S)p is contravariantly finite
in &. Dually, using £2°, (S)p is also covariantly finite in &, and therefore (S)p is
functorially finite in &. Since S is a w-simple-minded system in C_,, we have that
(S)c_,, is functorially finite in C_,,. It then follows by Lemma 4.8 and transitivity that

(S)p is functorially finite in D.
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We will now show that thickp(S) = D. Since (S)p is functorially finite in D, we have that
(S)p is contravariantly finite in (X>°S)+ and covariantly finite in +(X<°S). And since kQ
is hereditary, for any D € D = D°(kQ), we have Homp(X'D,S) = 0 = Homp(X'S, D)
for i > 0. Therefore, by [37, Proposition 3.2], we have that (+(3<°S),cosusp$S) is a
t-structure in D.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that 0 # D € (257 ?mod(kQ))p. As a
consequence, Homp(D, ¥7°S) = 0. Consider the decomposition triangle of D with respect
to the t-structure (+(X<°S), cosusp S):

Xp—D—=Yp—XXp.

The morphism Xp — D is thus a minimal right +(X<°S)-approximation, which is there-
fore zero if and only if Xp ~ 0. Suppose Xp # 0, then the morphism Xp — D must be
nonzero. Since k@ is hereditary, this means that Xp € (<7 ?mod(kQ))p also, in which
case, Homp(Xp, ¥2°S) = 0. Hence Xp € +(3%S). Now, by the final part of the proof of
[34, Theorem 1.2], we can conclude that Xp ~ 0. Hence D ~ Y}, € cosusp S C thicks(D).
It follows that thickp(S) = D, as required. O

5. SINCERE ORTHOGONAL COLLECTIONS

Let (@ be an acyclic quiver. In this section we establish a bijection between w-simple-
minded systems in C_, (k@) and sincere oo-orthogonal collections of D°(kQ) sitting in
some truncation of the fundamental domain of C_,(kQ®); see Theorem 5.8. This result
generalises [20, Theorem 4.8], which established the same result in the case that w = 1
and @ is simply-laced Dynkin. In Section 6, we will use Theorem 5.8 to establish a
bijection between w-simple-minded systems and positive w-noncrossing partitions in the
Weyl group of the corresponding type. However, we believe that Theorem 5.8 holds
independent representation-theoretic interest.

Before proceeding, we require some background on exceptional sequences.

5.1. Exceptional sequences. The notion of exceptional sequence goes back to the
Moscow school in the 1980s; see e.g. [52]. Recall from [10] that an object e in a triangu-
lated category D is called exceptional if Homp(e, 3'e) = 0 for all i # 0 and Homp (e, €) ~ k.
An ordered collection of exceptional objects E = (eq, ..., e,.) of D is called an ezceptional
sequence if Homp(e;,X'e;) = 0 for all i € Z and j > k. The exceptional sequence
E is called complete if thickp(E) = D. If @ is an acyclic quiver with n vertices and
E=(E,...,E,) is an exceptional sequence in D*(kQ) then E is complete if and only if
r = n; see [19, 25, 51].

Exceptional sequences are often called ‘exceptional collections’. In this article we avoid
this term to avoid ambiguity when considering orthogonal collections.

The following lemma gives a link between exceptional sequences and simple-minded col-
lections in D*(kQ).

Lemma 5.1. Let Q) be an acyclic quiver with n vertices. IfS is a simple-minded collection
in D*(kQ) then the objects of S can be ordered into a (complete) exceptional sequence
E=(E,..., E,) in which the cohomological degrees of the E; are weakly decreasing.

Proof. By [19, Lemma 2.3], the objects of a Homg-configuration (for the definition, see
[19, §2.2]) can be ordered into a complete exceptional sequence E = (FEy,..., E,) in

which the cohomological degrees of the E; are weakly decreasing, and therefore strongly
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generate D = D°(kQ). Hence the set of Homc-configurations in D is a subset of the set of
simple-minded collections. By [19, Theorem 2.4], the set of Homcy-configurations in D is
in bijection with the set of silting objects in D. However, the map from the set of Hom,-
configurations in D to the set of silting objects in D constructed in [19] coincides with
the map from simple-minded collections in D to silting objects in D; see [42, §5.6]. Hence
the set of Homgy-configurations in D coincides with the set of simple-minded collections
in D, giving the lemma. U

5.2. Sincere orthogonal collections. Let () be an acyclic quiver and w > 1 be an
integer. Write H := mod(k()) and consider the functor

(4) H: D"(kQ) — H given by X — P H'(X),

USY/
where H'(—) denotes the i*"-cohomology of X with respect to the standard t-structure
(X,Y) in D°(kQ).

Recall that a module M € H is called sincere if Homy(P, M) # 0 for any projective
module P. A set of modules X C H will be called a sincere set of modules if for each
projective module P there exists a module X € X such that Homy(P, X) # 0. If X is a
finite set, then X is a sincere set of modules if and only if @ . X is a sincere module.
Note that there are equivalent formulations of sincerity using injective modules. Using
sincerity, we make the following definition.

Definition 5.2. An oc-orthogonal collection S C D’(kQ) will be called w-sincere if
SCXNX?Y C F_, and {H(S) | S € S} is a sincere set of modules in H. It will be
called exceptionally finite if the objects of S can be ordered into an exceptional sequence
and (S)prg) is functorially finite in D*(kQ).

Recall 7: D*(kQ) — C_,, is the canonical projection functor.

Proposition 5.3. Let QQ be an acyclic quiver and w > 1 an integer. Then there is a
well-defined map

in C_y collections in D°(kQ)
S+ 11 (S)NXNEwY

o { w-Riedtmann configurations } N { w-sincere oo-orthogonal } ’

which restricts to a well-defined map

| w-simple-minded N exceptionally finite, w-sincere co-orthogonal
systems in C_,, collections in D*(kQ) '

Proof. Let S be a w-Riedtmann configuration in C_,,. Partition the lift of S into F_,,,
7 1(S)NF_y, into RUT, where R C XN X¥Y and T C XN SE?Y. We need to show
that R is a w-sincere oo-orthogonal configuration. As in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we
can invoke [34, Theorem 1.2] to see that R is oo-orthogonal. By definition R C XN X*Y,
so it only remains to show the sincerity part of the definition.

Suppose, for a contradiction, that {H(R) | R € R} is not a sincere set. This means that
there exists an indecomposable projective module P such that Homp(P,X7'R) = 0 for

each R € Rand 0 <i < w— 1, where D = D*(kQ). Now, since P € F_,, and R C F_,,,
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by Lemma 1.4 for 0 < i
Homc_,, (P, EfiR) ~ Homp (P, Z*ZR) @® D Homp(R, ZHUP)
~ DHomp (R, X"V P).

Since ¢ — w < 0 for each i, R € F_, and P € H, the hereditary property means
that Homp(R,X"%P) = 0. Hence, Homc_,(P,X°R) = 0 for each R € R and each
0<i<w—1.

< w — 1, we have

Now each T' € T can be written as T' = X*T" for some T” € H. Again, using Lemma 1.4,
for 0 < i < w— 1, we have

Homc_, (P, %~7"T) ~ Homp (P, X 'T) @ D Homp (T, """ P)
~ Homp (P, S*~*T") & D Homp (1", 2" P).

Since w—1i > 1 and P is projective, we have Homp (P, X% ~“T") = 0. Since i — 2w < 0, and
H is hereditary, we have Homp (7", 2% P) = 0. It follows that Homc_ (P, X7'T") = 0 for
each0<i<w—1land T € T. Since 0 # P € C_,, this contradicts the fact that S is a
w-Riedtmann configuration. Hence, { H(R) | R € R} must be a sincere set, as required.

Finally, to see the restriction, suppose further that S is a w-simple-minded system in
C_y. Then (R)c_,, is functorially finite in (S)c_, by Lemma 3.3(3). Hence, by Proposi-
tion 3.5 and transitivity of functorial finiteness, (R)c_, is functorially finite in C_,,. By
Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, we see that (R)p is functorially finite in D. By Theorem 4.1 and
Lemma 5.1, the objects of S and hence R can be ordered into an exceptional sequence,
making R exceptionally finite, as required. O

Putting together Proposition 5.3 with Theorem 4.1 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let Q) be an acyclic quiver and w > 1 an integer. Then there is a
well-defined map

o simple-minded collections of N exceptionally finite, w-sincere
D*(kQ) contained in F_, oc-orthogonal collections in D*(kQ) [

S—SNXNX*Y

We now aim to show that the map © defined in Corollary 5.4 is a bijection. In order to
establish this we need a special case of Jin’s reduction of simple-minded collections [37,
Theorem 3.1].

5.3. Reduction of simple-minded collections. In this section we present an explicit
specialisation of [37, Theorem 3.1]. The following statement is related to [37, Theorem
3.1] in a way analogous to that Aihara-Iyama’s silting reduction theorem [1, Theorem
2.37] is related to Iyama-Yang’s silting reduction theorem [35, Theorem 3.7]. We include
a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 5.5 (Specialisation of [37, Theorem 3.1]). Let D be a Hom-finite, Krull-
Schmidt, k-linear triangulated category. Suppose T is an oo-orthogonal collection such
that thickp(T) is functorially finite in D. Then there is a bijection

& simple-minded collections -1 stmple-minded collections
' in D containing T in (X2T)+ '

In Appendix A we include another proof which does not rely on the functorial finiteness

of the subcategory generated by T or use Verdier localisation.
23



Proof. The following argument is analogous to [1, Theorem 2.37].

Let S be a simple-minded collection in D containing T. For each s € S, consider the
truncation triangle coming from the stable t-structure (thickp(T), (XZ2T)4),

(5) ty = s — Ls — S,

where L: D — (XZT)1 is the left adjoint to the inclusion (XZT)t < D. Define ®(S) :=
R = {Ls | s € S}. Note that Ls # 0 if and only if s € S\ T. By truncating t; with
respect to the bounded t-structure (susp T, cosusp X 7!T) in thickp(T), observe that the
left (cosusp X' T)-approximation of ¢, in thickp(T) also gives rise to a right (thickp(T))-
approximation of s, which shows that ¢, € cosuspX'T. Take s1,s, € S and consider
the corresponding truncation triangle t;, — s; — Ls; — Xt; for ¢ = 1,2. Applying the
functor Homp(—, Lsy) to the truncation triangle for s; and the functor Homp(sy, —) to
the truncation triangle for s, shows that R is an oo-orthogonal collection in ($%T)*; here
it is important to use the fact that ¢; € cosusp X'T.

Suppose d € (XZT)+. Since, S is a simple-minded collection in D there are integers n > m
such that d € ¥"(S)p * - - -« ¥™(S)p. Applying the functor L to the corresponding tower
for d shows that d € X" (R) szr)s *- - - % X"™(R) (szr)2. Hence (X%T)+ = thickszr): (R) and
R is a simple-minded collection in (X2T)+. This shows that the map ® is well defined.

We now construct a map

U { simple-minded collections }_>{ simple-minded collections }
' in (X2T)+ in D containing T '
First note that cosusp T is covariantly finite in D since cosusp T is covariantly finite in
thickp(T), which is in turn functorially finite in D. Hence, there is an (unbounded) t-
structure (+(XST), cosusp T) in D. Let R be a simple-minded collection in (X2T)+. For
each r € R take the truncation triangle with respect to the t-structure (+(3<°T), cosusp T),

(6) ST = s =t
and set U(R) = TU{s, | » € R}. In a manner analogous to the argument above, one

can show that W(R) is an oo-orthogonal collection in D. For generation, take d € D and
truncate with respect to the stable t-structure (thickp(T), (X2T)"),

tqg > d— Ld — Yitg,

and observe that Ld € thickszr)i(R) = thickp(R). It follows immediately that d &
thickp (¥ (R)), whence ®(R) is a simple-minded collection in D, showing that ¥ is well
defined.

Finally, to see that ® and ¥ are mutually inverse, applying Homp(—,t) for ¢ € cosusp T
to () reveals that the morphism Ls — Xt is a left (cosusp T)-approximation of Ls,
and applying Homp(t, —) for ¢ € thickp(T) to (6) reveals that 37!, — s, is a right
(thickp(T))-approximation of s,.. O

5.4. Bijectivity of ©. To establish the bijectivity of the map occurring in Corollary 5.4
we require a notion of perpendicular category for abelian categories which is compatible
with the one for derived categories. We recall the following from [28, 54].

Definition 5.6. Let H be an abelian category and E a collection of objects in H. We
define the right perpendicular category of E by
Et#:={X € H | Homyx(E, X) = 0 = Ext},(E, X)}.

There is an analogous definition of left perpendicular category, “HE.
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Lemma 5.7. Let Q be an acyclic quiver with n vertices, H = mod(kQ) and E =
{E\,...,E} be a collection of exceptional kQ-modules for k < n. Then (XZE)* is
equivalent to D(kQ'), where Q' is an acyclic quiver with n — k vertices such that EtH ~
mod(kQ'). Moreover, HN (XZE)L = Etn.

Proof. Let H = mod(kQ@) and D = D°(kQ). For X € H, we have Homp(X‘E, X) = 0
for all ¢ € Z\ {—1,0} since E C H and H is hereditary. Therefore, for X € H we have
X € (X2E)* if and only if X € Et#. In particular, it follows that XH N (XZE)L = SEH
for each i € Z. Now, by [54, Theorem 2.5|, there is an equivalence of (abelian) categories
Et" — mod(kQ'). Since H is hereditary, each object in D decomposes into a direct

sum of its cohomology, and thus this equivalence induces an equivalence of triangulated
categories (XZE)t — D*(kQ"). O

Theorem 5.8. Let () be an acyclic quiver with n vertices and w > 1 an integer. Then
there is a bijection

o simple-minded collections of | 1-1 exceptionally finite, w-sincere
D*(kQ) contained in F_, oc-orthogonal collections in D*(kQ) [ -

S—SNXNX®Y

Proof. The strategy of the proof is based on [20, §4]. The map © is well defined by
Corollary 5.4. We first show that © is surjective.

Let T = {T1,...,Tx} be an exceptionally finite, w-sincere oco-orthogonal collection in
D = D’(kQ). Since the objects of T can be ordered into an exceptional sequence we
have k£ < n. To see that © is surjective, we need to find a simple-minded collection S
such that T C S and S\ T C ¥ (H \ inj(H)). Let E = H(T), where H is the standard
cohomology functor; see (4). By [10, Theorem 3.2], the subcategory thickp(T) = thickp(E)
is functorially finite in D. Hence, by Proposition 5.5, we are looking for simple-minded
collections R in (X2T)t = (XZE)* such that U(R) \ T C ¥Y(H \ inj(H)), where ¥ is
defined in the proof of Proposition 5.5.

Now, by Lemma 5.7, (X2T)+ ~ Db(kQ’) for some acyclic quiver @' with n — k vertices.
Let R’ be image of the set of simple kQ'-modules in (X%T)* under the equivalence, and
set R = ¥R, Again, by Lemma 5.7, R C X¥"H N (X2T)L. Since T € X N X¥Y, by
the hereditary property we have that the object Tk in (6) is zero for each R € R, whence
Sg = E and Y(R) \ T = R. Finally, since T is w-sincere, for each injective k@ module
I we have Homp(T,X%T1]) = 0, whence for each R € R we have R ¢ ¢t (inj(kQ)). Tt
follows that © is surjective.

To see that © is injective, suppose S is a simple-minded collection of D contained in F_,,
such that ©(S) = T. Let P = S\ T and note that P C Z*+*H N (X2T)+. It follows, by
the hereditary property, that for each P € P the object T/ in the truncation triangle (5)
must be zero, whence ®(P) = P. In particular, by Proposition 5.5 and Lemma 5.7, P
is a simple-minded collection of (XZT)+ such that P C X¥TE+H ie. is concentrated in
one degree with respect to the standard heart Et* ~ mod(kQ’) in (X2T)+ ~ Db(kQ’).
Therefore, the objects of P can be ordered into an exceptional sequence by Lemma 5.1.
It now follows by [51, Theorem 3], which asserts that the unique orthogonal complete
exceptional sequence in mod(k@') is that consisting of the simple k@'-modules. Hence,
P = R and O is injective. O
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6. NONCROSSING PARTITIONS

Let @ be an acyclic quiver. In this section, we establish a bijection between w-simple-
minded systems in C_,(kQ) and positive w-noncrossing partitions of the corresponding
Weyl group Wyq. This bijection generalises the existing bijection in the case that @) is
Dynkin, see [19, 20, 34]. The strategy follows that of [20]. We start with a brief review
of the Weyl group of an acyclic quiver and noncrossing partitions. The main reference
for the Weyl group is [51], while for noncrossing partitions we refer to [2].

6.1. Weyl group and noncrossing partitions. Consider the symmetric bilinear form
on the Grothendieck group Ky(k@) defined by

([X], [Y]) == dim Homyg(X, Y) +dim Homyq (Y, X) — dim Exty (X, Y) — dim Ext,, (Y, X),
for X, Y € mod(k@). Given X € Ky(kQ) with (X, X) € {—2,—1,1,2}, the reflection tx

along X is the isometry
2(Y, X)
(X, X)

tx: KQ(kQ) — Ko(kQ), tx(Y) =Y — X.

Let Si,...,S, be the simple k@-modules and note that ([S;],[S:]) = 2. The Weyl
group Wq associated to the quiver () is the group of isometries generated by R :=
{tisygs - s} The set R is called the set of simple reflections of Wy, and the set
of all reflections in Wy, is denoted by 7.

The absolute length of w € Wy, denoted by ¢r(w), is the minimum length of w written as
a product of reflections. We call a minimum length expression for w written as a product
of reflections a T—reduced expression of w; we denote the set of all such expressions by

redr(w).

A parabolic subgroup of W, is a subgroup of Wy, generated by a subset of R. The following
result, which holds for any Coxeter group W of finite rank, will be useful later.

Theorem 6.1 ([8, Theorem 1.4]). Let W' be a parabolic subgroup of W. For eachu € W,
we have redp(u) = redy (u), where T" = W' N'T is the set of reflections in W'.

Recall, e.g. from [33, §3.1], that a Coxeter element of W, is the product of all the simple
reflections in some order; in [2], a Coxeter element is called a standard Cozxeter element.
From now on, we will fix a Coxeter element ¢ € W such that the ordering of the product
of simple reflections giving rise to ¢ corresponds to an ordering of the simple k@)-modules
into an exceptional sequence. Note that ¢r(c) = n. We can now define (positive) w-
noncrossing partitions for w > 1; see [2].

Definition 6.2. Let w > 1, u = (uq, ..., uy+1) be a (w+ 1)-tuple of elements of W and
¢ be the Coxeter element fixed above. The tuple u is said to be

(i) a w-noncrossing partition if ¢ = ujug -+ Uy and n = lp(c) = bp(ug) + -+ +
(U y1); and,

(i) a positive w-noncrossing partition if it is a w-noncrossing partition such that the
product usg - - - u,y1 does not lie in any proper parabolic subgroup.

The set of (positive) w-noncrossing partitions of W with respect to ¢ will be denoted by

NC(P (W), with the fixed Coxeter element ¢ implicitly understood.
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We end this section with the following useful connection between exceptional sequences
and expressions for the Coxeter element.

Theorem 6.3 ([32, Theorem 4.1]). Let @ be an acyclic quiver. Then the following
assertions hold.

(1) For any exceptional kQ-module E, we have tjg € T.

(2) If (Xy,...,Xy) is a complete exceptional sequence in mod(kQ), setting t; = tx,,
we have ¢ =ty -+ - t,.

(3) If c = ty---t,, with t; € T, then t; = {[x,), for some exceptional kQ-module X;,
and (X1,...,X,) is a complete exceptional sequence.

It follows from Theorem 6.3 that the set of (positive) noncrossing partitions does not
depend on the ordering of the set of simple k@Q)-modules into an exceptional sequence.

6.2. Simple-minded collections and noncrossing partitions. For an acyclic quiver
( and an integer w > 1, we recall the construction of a bijective map

_ . . . b
(7) o1 NCo(Wo) - { snnple—mmd‘ed C(')llecmoniu :)j D°(kQ) }
contained in X N X*"Y
from [19, Theorem 7.3|; see [20] for a similarly constructed map in the case that @ is
Dynkin. Let u = (uy, ..., uys1) € NC,(Wg). We construct ¢(u) in two steps.

e We have ¢ = uy -+ uypyp1 and n = lp(uy) + €r(ug) + -+« + lp(uyy1). For each
1 <i<w+ 1, pick a T-reduced expression for u;. The ordered product of these
expressions gives rise to a T-reduced expression for ¢ and by Theorem 6.3(3) we
get a complete exceptional sequence E = (Ey, ..., E,y1) in mod(kQ®), where E; is
the subsequence of E corresponding to the T-reduced expression of u;.

e Let C; be the smallest wide (=exact abelian extension-closed) subcategory of
mod(kQ®) containing E;. By [25, Lemma 5], C; is equivalent to mod(kQ;) for
some acyclic quiver Q; with ¢p(u;) vertices. Let S; be the set of simples in C;.

Then we define
w+1

o(u) = U ywt=is,
i=1
The fact that ¢(u) is independent of the choice of T-reduced expression follows
from [32, Theorem 4.3].

We now come to the main theorem of this section. The case when @) is Dynkin and
w = 1 was given in [20, Theorem 5.7]. The case when @ is Dynkin and w > 1 is an
integer was established in [19, Theorem 7.4] (see also [34, Theorem 1.1]), via bijections
with m-clusters, and using a different description of positive w-noncrossing partitions.
Before proceeding, we require a definition.

For a k@-module X, the support of X is supp(X) := {a € Qo | Hom(P,, X) # 0}.

Equivalently, supp(X) = {a € Qo | S, occurs in a composition series for X }. For a set X
of kQ-modules the support of X is supp(X) = [J yex supp(X).

Theorem 6.4. Let ) be an acyclic quiver. The map ¢ defined in (7) restricts to a
bijection
. n 1-1 [ simple-minded collections of D°(kQ)
i NC,(Wo) — { contained in F_,, '
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Proof. Let u = (uy,uy, ..., u,1) € NC/ (Wg). Then, by the construction of the map ¢ in
(7), p(u) = U 89 +17S; is a simple-minded collection of D*(kQ) lying in X N X¥+1Y.
To see that the restriction is well defined, by Theorem 5.8, it suffices to check that
U;“:zl Ywtl=ig, C XNX™Y is an exceptionally finite, w-sincere oo-orthogonal collection in
D®(kQ). This set is clearly co-orthogonal. Functorial finiteness and exceptionality follow
immediately from Lemma 3.3(3) and Corollary 3.7, and Lemma 5.1, respectively. Only

w-sincerity remains to be checked.

Suppose for a contradiction that Ulfgl Ywtl=iS, C X N ¥*Y is not w-sincere. We claim
that if F' is an exceptional kQ-module, then (g lies in the parabolic subgroup generated
by {t;s.) € R | a € supp(E)}. Indeed, consider the wide subcategory Cr generated by
the set of simple k@-modules {S, | a € supp(E)}. The exceptional module E lies in Cg
and it can be extended to a complete exceptional sequence E in Cg (see [25, Lemma 1]).
By the transitivity of the action of the braid group on the set of complete exceptional
sequences (see [25] again), E is obtained from the set {S, | a € supp(E)} ordered into a
complete exceptional sequence in Cg, via a sequence of mutations corresponding to the
braid group action. The claim then follows from [32, §2.2]. As a consequence, we have that
Ug - - Uy lies in the parabolic subgroup generated by {t(s,) € R | a € supp(Ui5 B}
This subgroup is a proper parabolic subgroup since Ulfgl E; is not sincere, as supp(S;) =
supp(C;) = supp(E;), for each i. This contradicts the fact that u is a positive w-noncrossing
partition. Therefore, U;”:; Ywtl=ig, € X N X*Y is indeed w-sincere.

Since ¢ is the restriction of a bijection, it is clearly injective. It remains to check that
@ is surjective. Let S be a simple-minded collection contained in F_,,. By Lemma 5.1,
we can order the elements in S into a (complete) exceptional sequence E in which the
cohomological degrees are weakly decreasing. For each 1 <7 < w + 1, let E; the subse-
quence consisting of the elements of cohomological degree ¢ — 1, and C; be the smallest
wide subcategory of mod(kQ) containing H(E;), where H: D*(kQ) — mod(kQ) is the
standard cohomology functor; see (4). Order the simple objects of C; into an exceptional
sequence (cf. [51, Theorem 3]), and let u; be the product of the corresponding reflections
respecting the order of the exceptional sequence, which gives a T-reduced expression for
u;. Then u = (Uy41,...,u1) is a w-noncrossing partition and ¢(u) = S.

Finally, we must check that u is positive. Suppose u is not positive. Then wu,, - --u; lies
in a proper parabolic subgroup W generated by J C R. For each 1 < 7 < w, each
reflection appearing in the T-reduced expression of u; above lies in W; by Theorem 6.1.
This means that for 1 < ¢ < w the simple objects of C; do not have support at the
vertices of @) corresponding to the simple reflections at R\ J. Since the support of H(E;)
coincides with that of the simple objects in C;, it follows that SNXNX™Y is not w-sincere,
contradicting Theorem 5.8. Hence, u must be positive and ¢ is surjective. U

APPENDIX A. REDUCTION OF SIMPLE-MINDED COLLECTIONS REVISITED

by Raquel Coelho Simées, David Pauksztello and Alexandra Zvonareva

In this appendix, we provide an alternative proof of [37, Theorem 3.1], which avoids using
a Verdier localisation and is similar to the analogous result for simple-minded systems in
[24, Section 6].

Throughout, D will be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, k-linear triangulated category with
shift functor X: D — D. We will impose the following setup.
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Setup A.1. Let S be an oo-orthogonal collection of objects in D and Z a subcategory of
D satisfying the following conditions:

(1) (S) is covariantly finite in +(3<°S) and contravariantly finite in (X>°S)+.
(2) for d € D, we have Homp(d, ¥<%S) = 0 and Homp(2>°S, d) = 0; and,
(3) Z:=1(20S) N (2799) L.

In fact, if D = D%(A) for a finite-dimensional algebra A, the stronger condition that (S)
is functorially finite in D®(A) holds by Lemmas 3.3(3) and 3.7.

We recall the following construction from [24, Section 4] (see also [37, 45]):

e For an object z € Z, a functor (1): Z — Z is defined on objects by taking the
cone of a minimal right (S)-approximation: s, — ¥z — z(1) — Xs,. The functor
(1) is defined on morphisms in the obvious way, and its quasi-inverse (—1) by the
dual construction; see [24, Lemma 3.6].

e For a morphism f: x — y in Z, consider the triangle x AN y 2 cr My Y2 in
D together with the minimal right (S)-approximation triangles of ¢; and Yz and
complete to the commutative diagram below.

g
Sf ——> 5,
af Qg
f g1 \L h1 l/
x Y cr Y

Note that applying Homp(X~°S, —) to the triangle x — y — ¢; — X2 shows that
both ¢;, Bx € (X>9S)* so that the required approximations exist.
Theorem A.2 ([37, Proposition 3.6]). The category (Z, (1)) admits a triangulated struc-
ture with standard triangles given by diagrams of the form x AN y — zp — x(1).

Proof. This can be proved in several ways. On one hand, observe that S and Z given in
Setup A.1 satisfy [24, Lemma 6.3] so that [24, Theorem 4.1] can be applied. Otherwise,
one can proceed via Jin’s construction in [37, Proposition 3.6], or Nakaoka’s construction
in [45, Theorem 4.15]. O

Because there are two triangulated structures under consideration, we differentiate them
as in [24, Section 6] with the following notation. Let X and Y be subcategories of Z. We
define

XxY :={z € Z| there exists a triangle * — z — y — (1) with z € X and y € Y}.

We denote the extension closure of X with respect to the triangulated structure in Z by
{X}. The notation X *Y and (X) keep their usual meanings in D.

Before giving our alternative proof of [37, Theorem 3.1], we collect some preliminary
statements.

Lemma A.3. Let S and Z be as in Setup A.1. Suppose one of the two conditions holds:

(a) SC T and T is a simple-minded collection in D; in which case set R=T\S; or
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(b) T=SUR, where R is a simple-minded collection in Z.
Then the following hold:

(1) Fori > j, {R@)} *x{R{i — 1)} -+ x {R{j)} T (ZT) % (ZIT) 5 -+ % (XIT).
(2) suspp T NZ = suspy R.

(8) cosuspp T N Z = cosuspy R.

(4) suspp S is contravariantly finite in D.

(5) cosuspp S is covariantly finite in D.

Proof. Statement (1) can be argued as in Claims A and B in the proof of [24, Theorem
6.6]; see also [37, Lemma 3.4]. Statements (2) and (3) can be argued using [24, Lemma 6.5]
as the start of an induction. Statements (4) and (5) follow immediately from conditions
(1) and (2) in Setup A.1 using a standard argument; cf. the proof of Proposition 4.2. [

Theorem A.4 ([37, Theorem 3.1]). Let S and Z be as in Setup A.1. Then there is a
bijection

{simple-minded collections in D containing S} & {simple-minded collections in Z}.
T— T\S

Proof. Let T be a simple-minded collection in D containing S. We want to show that
R:=T\S is a simple-minded collection in Z. We will use the characterisation of simple-
minded collections in Proposition 3.6.

Firstly, observe that R is an oo-orthogonal collection in Z, for instance, by using the
dimension shifting argument in the proof of [24, Theorem 6.6].

The next step is to show that +(R(< 0)) N (R(= 0))* = 0. Suppose z € Z is such that
z € L(R(< 0)) N (R(= 0))*. Since Homp(z(> 0),R) =~ Homp(%>%2, R) and Homp (R, 2(<
0)) ~ Homp(R,X5%2) by the dimension-shifting argument above, it follows that z €
L(<R) N (X*°R)*. Since z € Z, it follows that z € +(X<T) N (X*°T)*, and so z = 0,
as T is oo-Riedtmann in D by Proposition 3.6.

Finally, we show that cosusp; R is covariantly finite in Z. By Lemma A.3(1), we have
cosuspy R C cosuspp T. By Lemma A.3(3), we have (cosuspp T) N Z = cosusp; R. Since
T is a simple-minded collection in D, cosuspp T is covariantly finite in D. Therefore,

for z € Z C D, we can take a decomposition triangle, x SESN t, — Yz, in D
with x € *(cosuspp T) C +(X59S). An inspection of the resulting long exact sequence
shows that x € (32°S)%, and hence x € Z. Now taking the cone of a minimal right
(S)-approximation sy — t, of ¢, gives a triangle in Z:

xi%z—)zf—)x(l).

We claim that the third term z; lies in (cosuspp T)NZ and hence in cosusp, R, which makes
the triangle above into a decomposition triangle for z in Z because x € *(cosuspp T) C
L(cosusp; R). In particular, showing that cosusp, R is covariantly finite in Z. The argu-
ment for the contravariant finiteness of susp; R in Z is similar. Now applying Proposi-
tion 3.6, we conclude that R is a simple-minded collection in Z.

Therefore, we need to establish the claim above. Since ¢, € cosuspp T, there is a triangle
t'—t, > t" — St witht’ € (T) and t” € cosuspp X' T. Combining this triangle with the

one coming from the minimal right (S)-approximation gives the following commutative
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diagram by the octahedral axiom:

Sf=—5¢
gJ/ ¢
Z_lt” t/ tz t//
I
-1y t 2 "
} J
ESf —— ESf

Examining the long exact sequence obtained by applying Homp (S, —) to the lower hori-
zontal triangle shows that g: s; — t' is a right (S)-approximation. If it were not minimal,
then sy — ¢, would also fail to be minimal. Therefore g: s; — ¢’ is a minimal right (S)-
approximation and ¢; € (T) by [24, Theorem 2.11]. Hence, z; € cosuspp T, as required.

Conversely, suppose R is a simple-minded collection in Z. We will show that T :=SUR
is a simple-minded collection in D. The proof that T is an oo-orthogonal collection is
similar to the corresponding argument above in the other direction.

Let d be an object in D. By Lemma A.3(4) and (5), we have that suspp S is contravariantly
finite in D and cosuspp S is covariantly finite in D. Decomposing first with respect to
the t-structure (suspp S, (X2°S)4) and then the t-structure (+(3<°S), cosuspp S) gives the
following triangles,

r—d—y—Xr and z—y—v— Xz,

in which z € Z = 1(2<05) N (¥2°5)+, v € cosuspp S and x € suspp S. This shows that
D = (suspp S) * Z * (cosuspp S), cf. [37, Proposition 3.3]. Now, Lemma A.3(1), shows that
Z = thickz(R) C thickp(T), from which it follows that D = thickp(T), and we conclude
that T is a simple-minded collection. O

REFERENCES

[1] T. Aihara, O. Iyama, Silting mutation in triangulated categories, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 85
(2012), no. 3, 633—668, also arXiv:1009.3370

[2] D. Armstrong, Generalized noncrossing partitions and combinatorics of Cozeter groups, Mem.
Amer. Math. Soc. 202 (2009), no. 949, x+159 pp, also arXiv:math/0611106.

[3] S. Asai, Semibricks, Int. Math. Res. Not., DOI 10.1093/imrn/rny150 (2018), also
arXiv:1610.05860.

[4] 1. Assem, M. J. Souto Salorio, S. Trepode, Ext-projectives in suspended subcategories, J. Pure
Appl. Algebra 212 (2008), 423-434.

[56] C. Athanasiadis, T. Brady, J. McCammond, J. Watt, h-vectors of generalized associahedra and
noncrossing partitions, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2006), Art. ID 69705, 28pp, also
arXiv:math/0602293.

[6] M. Auslander, S. O. Smalg, Preprojective modules over Artin algebras, J. Algebra 66 (1980),
61-122.

[7] H. Bass, “Algebraic K-theory”, W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New York- Amsterdam, 1968.

[8] B. Baumeister, M. Dyer, C. Stump, P. Wegener, A note on the transitive Hurwitz action on
decompositions of parabolic Cozeter elements, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. Ser. B 1 (2014), 149-154,
also arXiv:1402.2500.

[9] A.A. Beilinson, J. Bernstein, P. Deligne, Faisceaux pervers, Astérique 100 (1982).

[10] A. 1. Bondal, Representations of associative algebras and coherent sheaves, Math. USSR Izv. 34
(1990), no. 1, 23-42.
[11] A. 1. Bondal, M. M. Kapranov, Representable functors, Serre functors, and mutations, Math.
USSR Izv. 35 (1990), no. 3, 519-541.
31


http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.3370
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0611106
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05860
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0602293
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.2500

[12]

[13]

[25]

[26]
[27]
28]

[29]

[30]

[31]
32]

[33]

A. 1. Bondal, M. van den Bergh, Generators and representability of functors in commutative and
noncommutative geometry, Moscow Math. J. 3 (2003), no. 1, 1-36, also arXiv:math/0204218.

M. V. Bondarko, Weight structures vs. t-structures; weight filtrations, spectral sequences, and
complexes (for motives and in general), J. K-Theory 6 (2010), no. 3, 387504, also
arXiv:0704.4003.

M. V. Bondarko, From weight structures to (orthogonal) t-structures and back, arXiv:1907.03686.
T. Bridgeland, Stability conditions on triangulated categories, Ann. of Math. 166 (2007), 317-345,
also arXiv:math/0212237.

J. Brightbill, The differential graded stable category of a self-injective algebra, J. Pure Appl.
Algebra 225 (2021), no. 10, Paper No. 106708, 34 pp, also arXiv:1811.08992.

J. Brightbill, Perverse equivalences and dg stable combinatorics, arXiv:2001.00193.

A. B. Buan, R. Marsh, M. Reineke, 1. Reiten, G. Todorov, Tilting theory and cluster
combinatorics, Adv. Math. 204 (2006), no. 2, 572-618, also arXiv:math/0402054.

A. B. Buan, I. Reiten, H. Thomas, From m-clusters to m-noncrossing partitions via exceptional
sequences, Math. Z. 271 (2012), no. 3-4, 1117-1139, also arXiv:1007.0928.

R. Coelho Simées, Hom-configurations and noncrossing partitions, J. Algebraic Combin. 35
(2012), no. 2, 313-343, also arXiv:1012.1276.

R. Coelho Simoes, Hom-configurations in triangulated categories generated by spherical objects, J.
Pure and Appl. Algebra 219 (2015), no. 8, 3322-3336, also arXiv:1312.4769.

R. Coelho Simoes, Mutations of simple-minded systems in Calabi- Yau categories generated by a
spherical object, Forum Math. 29(5) (2017), 1065-1081, also arXiv:1512.09321.

R. Coelho Simoes, D. Pauksztello, Torsion pairs in a triangulated category generated by a spherical
object, J. Algebra 448 (2016), 1-47, also arXiv:1404.4623.

R. Coelho Simoes, D. Pauksztello, Simple-minded systems and reduction for negative Calabi- Yau
triangulated categories, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), no. 4, 2463-2498, also
arXiv:1808.025109.

W. Crawley-Boevey, Ezceptional sequences of representations of quivers, In: V. Dlab, H. Lenzing,
(eds.) Representations of Algebras, Proc. Ottawa 1992. Canadian Math. Soc. Conf. Proc, vol. 14,
pp. 117-124. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence (1993).

A. Dugas, Torsion pairs and simple-minded systems in triangulated categories, Appl. Categ.
Structures 23 (2015), no. 3, 507-526, also arXiv:1207.7338.

S. Fomin, A. Zelevinsky, Cluster algebras I. Foundations, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (2002), no. 2,
497-529, also arXiv:math/0104151.

W. Geigle, H. Lenzing, Perpendicular categories with applications to representations and sheaves,
J. Algebra 144 (1991), 273-343.

D. Happel, “Triangulated Categories in the Representation Theory of Finite Dimensional
Algebras”, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series 119, Cambridge University Press
(1988).

T. Holm, P. Jgrgensen, D. Yang, Sparseness of t-structures and negative Calabi-Yau dimension in
triangulated categories generated by a spherical object, Bull. London Math. Soc. 45 (2013), no. 1,
120-130, also arXiv:1108.2195.

A. Hubery, H. Krause, A categorification of non-crossing partitions, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 18 (2016),
no. 10, 2273-2313, also arXiv:1310.1907.

K. Igusa, R. Schiffler, Fxceptional sequences and clusters, with an appendix written by the authors
and H. Thomas, J. Algebra 323 (2010), no. 8, 21832202, also arXiv:0901.2590.

C. Ingalls, H. Thomas, Noncrossing partitions and representations of quivers, Compositio Math.
145 (2009), 1533-1562, also arXiv:math/0612219.

O. Iyama, H. Jin, Positive Fuss-Catalan numbers and simple-minded systems in negative

Calabi- Yau categories, arXiv:2002.09952.

O. Iyama, D. Yang, Silting reduction and Calabi- Yau reduction of triangulated categories, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018), no. 11, 7861-7898, also arXiv:1408.2678.

H. Jin, Cohen-Macaulay differential graded modules and negative Calabi-Yau configurations, Adv.
Math. 374 (2020), 107338, 59 pp, also arXiv:1812.03737.

H. Jin, Reductions of triangulated categories and simple-minded collections, arXiv:1907.05114.
P. Jorgensen, Auslander-Reiten triangles in subcategories, J. K-Theory 3 (2009), no. 3, 583-601,
also arXiv:math/0606647.

32


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0204218
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.4003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.03686
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0212237
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08992
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.00193
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0402054
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.0928
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.1276
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.4769
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.09321
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.4623
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02519
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.7338
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0104151
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.2195
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.1907
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.2590
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0612219
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.09952
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.2678
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.03737
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05114
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0606647

[39] Y. Kawamata, Derived categories and birational geometry, in: “Algebraic geometry — Seattle
20057, Part 2, pp. 655—-665, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 80, Part 2, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence,
RI, 2009, also arXiv:0804.3150.

[40] B. Keller, On triangulated orbit categories, Doc. Math. 10 (2005), 551-581, also
arXiv:math/0503240.

[41] S. Koenig, Y. Liu, Simple-minded systems in stable module categories, Q. J. Math. 63(3) (2012),
653-674, also arXiv:1009.1427.

[42] S. Koenig, D. Yang, Silting objects, simple-minded collections, t-structures and co-t-structures for
finite-dimensional algebras, Doc. Math. 19 (2014), 403-438, also arXiv:1203.5657.

[43] C. Kohler, Thick subcategories of finite algebraic triangulated categories, arXiv:1010.0146.

[44] O. Mendoza Hernéndez, E. C. Sdenz Valadez, V. Santiago Vargas and M. J. Souto Salorio,
Auslander-Buchweitz context and co-t-structures, Appl. Categ. Structures 21(2013), no. 5,
417-440, also arXiv:1002.4604.

[45] H. Nakaoka, A simultaneous generalisation of mutation and recollement of cotorsion pairs on a
triangulated category, Appl. Categ. Structures 26 (2018), no. 3, 491-544, also arXiv:1512.02173.

[46] P. Nicolds, M. Saorin, A. Zvonareva, Silting theory in triangulated categories with coproducts, J.
Pure Appl. Algebra 223 (2019), 2273-2319, also arXiv:1512.04700.

[47] D. Pauksztello, Compact corigid objects in triangulated categories and co-t-structures, Cent. Eur.
J. Math. 6 (2008), 25-42, also arXiv:0705.0102

[48] Z. Pogorzaly, Algebras stably equivalent to self-injective special biserial algebras, Comm. Algebra
22 (1994), no. 4, 1127-1160.

[49] N. Reading, Cozxeter sortable elements and noncrossing partitions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 359
(2007), no. 12, 5931-5958, also arXiv:math/0507186.

[50] 1. Reiten, M. van den Bergh, Noetherian hereditary abelian categories satisfying Serre duality, J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 15 (2002), no. 2, 295-366, also arXiv:math/9911242.

[51] C. M. Ringel, The braid group action on the set of exceptional sequences of a hereditary Artin
algebra, Abelian Group Theory and Related Topics (Oberwolfach, 1993). Contemp. Math. 171,
339-352. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994.

[52] A. N. Rudakov, Exceptional collections, mutations and helices, in “Helices and vector bundles”,
1-6, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 148, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990.

[53] M. Saorin, A. Zvonareva, Lifting of recollements and gluing of partial silting sets,
arXiv:1809.03243.

[54] A. Schofield, Semi-invariants of quivers, J. London Math. Soc. 43 (1991), 385-395.

[65] C. Stump, H. Thomas, N. Williams, Cataland: Why the Fuss?, to appear Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.,
also arXiv:1503.00710.

Email addresses: r.coelhosimoes@lancaster.ac.uk
d.pauksztello@lancaster.ac.uk,
david.ploog@uis.no,

alexandra.zvonareva@mathematik.uni-stuttgart.de

33


http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.3150
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0503240
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.1427
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.5657
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.0146
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4604
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.02173
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.04700
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.0102
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0507186
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9911242
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.03243
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.00710

	Introduction
	1. Preliminaries
	2. Functorially finite hearts
	3. Orthogonal collections
	4. Simple-minded collections vs w-simple minded systems
	5. Sincere orthogonal collections
	6. Noncrossing partitions
	Appendix A. Reduction of simple-minded collections revisited
	References

