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THE ST CORRESPONDENCE FOR PROPER NON-POSITIVE DG

ALGEBRAS

HOUJUN ZHANG

Abstract. Let A be a proper non-positive dg algebra over a field k. For a simple-

minded collection of the finite-dimensional derived category Dfd(A), we construct

a ’dual’ silting object of the perfect derived category per(A) by using the Koszul

duality for dg algebras. This induces a one-to-one correspondence between the

equivalence classes of silting objects in per(A) and algebraic t-structures of Dfd(A).

1. Introduction

Let A be a proper non-positive dg algebra over a field k. In this paper we establish

the following correspondence: there is a one-to-one correspondence between

(1) equivalence classes of silting objects in the perfect derived category per(A),

(2) algebraic t-structures of the finite-dimensional derived category Dfd(A),

which we will call the ST correspondence(S=silting objects, T=t-structures). Such

a correspondence was first established by Keller and Vossieck [11] for path algebras

of Dynkin quivers and in recent years it was studied in the following settings: homo-

logically smooth non-positive dg algebras [10], finite-dimensional algebras [12, 5, 14]

and proper non-positive dg algebras over an algebraically closed field k [16].

Since algebraic t-structures are generated by simple-minded collections [3, 12, 15],

the key point to establish the above ST correspondence is to construct a silting

object of per(A) from a simple-minded collection of Dfd(A). There are two ap-

proaches to achieve this. The first approach was provided by Rickard. Let A

be a finite-dimensional symmetric algebra. Given a simple-minded collection of

Db(modA)(= Dfd(A)), he [13] constructed a sequence of morphisms in the un-

bounded derived category D(ModA) of A-modules and showed that the homotopy

colimit of this sequence is a tilting object of Kb(projA)(= per(A)). This method

was later shown to be applicable to homologically smooth non-positive dg algebras

with finite-dimensional zeroth cohomology [10] and finite-dimensional algebras [12],

but instead of a tilting object one obtains a silting object. The second approach was

provided by Su and Yang [16] and it uses Koszul duality between dg algebras and

A∞-algebras.

In this paper, we follow Su and Yang’s approach, but on the Koszul dual side, we

use dg algebras instead of A∞-algebras. Our main result is:
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Theorem 1.1. Let A be a proper non-positive dg algebra over a field k and let

{X1, . . . , Xn} be a simple-minded collection of Dfd(A) with endomorphism algebras

R1, . . . , Rn. Then there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) silting object M =

M1 ⊕ . . .⊕Mn of per(A) such that for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and p ∈ Z

HomDfd(A)(Mi,Σ
pXj) =

{

Rj
Rj if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

One main reason for Su and Yang to use A∞-algebras is that the simple modules

over the A∞-Koszul dual are easily constructed and characterised. In this paper,

we use the results of Keller and Nicolás [9] to construct and characterise the simple

modules over the dg-Koszul dual. In this way, the constraint in [16, Theorem 1.1]

that the given simple-minded collection is elementary is removed.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some notions and results about silting objects, simple-

minded collections and dg algebras. Let C be a triangulated category with shift

functor Σ. Throughout this paper, let k be a field and let D = Homk(?, k) be the

k-dual.

2.1. Silting objects. For a subcategory or a set of objects S of C, we denote by

thick(S) the thick subcategory of C generated by S, i.e., the smallest triangulated

subcategory of C which contains S and which is closed under isomorphisms and

direct summands. In the following, we give the definition of silting objects. For

more details we refer to [2] and [11].

Definition 2.1. Let M be an object in C.

(1) M is said to be presilting if HomC(M,ΣnM) = 0 for all n > 0.

(2) M is said to be silting if it is presilting and C = thick(M).

Two silting objects M and M ′ of C are said to be equivalent if add(M) = add(M ′).

2.2. Simple-minded collections.

Definition 2.2. A collection X1, . . . , Xn of objects of C is said to be simple-minded

if the following conditions hold for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

(1) HomC(Xi,Σ
mXj) = 0 for all m < 0,

(2) End(Xi) is a division algebra and HomC(Xi, Xj) vanishes for i 6= j,

(3) X1, . . . , Xn generate C, i.e., C = thick(X1, . . . , Xn).

For example, for a finite-dimensional algebra Λ, a complete collection of pairwise

non-isomorphic simple modules is a simple-minded collection in Db(modΛ).
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2.3. Non-positive dg algebras. Let A be a dg k-algebra and let M and N be two

dg A-modules. The morphism complex of M and N is HomA(M,N), whose degree

n component consists of those A-linear maps from M to N which are homogeneous

of degree n. The differential of HomA(M,N) is given by

d(f) = dN ◦ f − (−1)|f |f ◦ dM ,

where f ∈ HomA(M,N) is homogeneous of degree |f |. Let Cdg(A) be the dg category

of dg A-modules and let K(A) be the homotopy category. Then

HomCdg(A)(M,N) = HomA(M,N),HomK(A)(M,N) = H0HomA(M,N).

The derived category D(A) of dg A-modules is defined as the triangle quotient of

K(A) by acyclic dg A-modules, see [7, 8]. Let per(A) = thickD(A)(AA) be the thick

subcategory of D(A) generated by AA and Dfd(A) the full subcategory of D(A)

consisting of those dg A-modules with finite-dimensional total cohomology. In the

case A is a k-algebra, we have D(A) = D(ModA), per(A) ≃ Kb(projA). If A is a

finite-dimensional algebra over the field k, then Dfd(A) ≃ Db(modA).

A dg A-module M is said to be K -projective if HomA(M,N) is acyclic for any

acyclic dg A-module N . If M is K-projective, then there is a canonical isomorphism

HomD(A)(M,ΣpN) ∼= HomK(A)(M,ΣpN).

In particular, let EndA(M) = HomA(M,M) denote the dg endomorphism algebra of

M ; then

HomD(A)(M,ΣpM) = HpEndA(M).

For a dg A-module M , a K-projective resolution of M is a quasi-isomorphism pM →

M of dg A-modules with pM being K-projective. By [7, Theorem 3.1], K-projective

resolutions always exist.

A dg k-algebra A is said to be non-positive if the degree i component Ai van-

ishes for all i > 0 and proper if A has finite-dimensional total cohomology. Let A

be a proper non-positive dg k-algebra. Then both Dfd(A) and per(A) are Krull-

Schmidt. Moreover, per(A) ⊆ Dfd(A) and thick(D(AA)) ⊆ Dfd(A). There is

a triangle functor ν : D(A) −→ D(A) which restricts to a triangle equivalence

ν : per(A) −→ thick(D(AA)). We have the Auslander-Reiten formula

DHom(M,N) ∼= Hom(N, ν(M))

for M ∈ per(A) and N ∈ D(A). See [7, Section 10].

Let S1, . . . , Sn be a complete set of pairwise non-isomorphic simple H0(A)-modules

and view them as dg A-modules via the homomorphism A −→ H0(A). Recall that

{S1, . . . , Sn} is a simple-minded collection in Dfd(A), see [4, Theorem A.1 (c)]. Let

U1, . . . , Un be their endomorphism algebras.

Since EndD(A)(A) = H0(A), the functor H0 = HomD(A)(A, ?) restricts to an

equivalence addD(A)(A) −→ projH0(A). Therefore there are indecomposable ob-

jects P1, . . . , Pn ∈ addD(A)(A) ⊆ per(A) such that H0(P1), . . . , H
0(Pn) are projective
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covers of S1, . . . , Sn, respectively. Thus, we obtain that

HomD(A)(Pi,Σ
pSj) =

{

Uj
Uj if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

Moreover, the collection {S1, . . . , Sn} is determined by this property. Namely, fix

1 ≤ j ≤ n and let M ∈ D(A) be such that

HomD(A)(Pi,Σ
pM) =

{

Uj
Uj if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise,

then M ∼= Sj in D(A). See [16, Section 5.1].

Let Ii = ν(Pi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then by the Auslander-Reiten formula we have

HomD(A)(Sj,Σ
pIi) =

{

(Uj)Uj
if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.
(∗)

2.4. Cohomologically strictly positive dg algebras. A dg k-algebra is said to

be cohomologically strictly positive if Hp(A) = 0 for all p < 0 and H0(A) is a

semi-simple k-algebra.

Let A be a cohomologically strictly positive dg k-algebra. Since H0(A) is semi-

simple, by [9, Lemma 4.5], there exists a decomposition into indecomposables A =
n
⊕

i=1

eiA of A in D(A) such that H0A =
n
⊕

i=1

H0(eiA) is a decomposition into simples of

H0A in ModH0A, where e1, . . . , en is a complete set of primitive orthogonal idem-

potents of A. We view H0(eiA) as a graded H∗(A)-module via the graded algebra

homomorphism H∗(A) −→ H0(A). Then by [9, Corollary 4.7], there is a unique

(up to isomorphism) dg A-module Si such that the graded H∗(A)-module H∗(Si) is

isomorphic to H0(eiA) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We call S1, . . . , Sn the simple A-modules.

Lemma 2.3. [1, Lemma 3.12]
n
⊕

i=1

Si is a silting object in Dfd(A).

The following lemma is very important.

Lemma 2.4. Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ n. If for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n and p ∈ Z, we have

HomD(A)(ejA,Σ
pM) =

{

(Ti)Ti
if j = i and p = 0,

0 otherwise,

where Ti is the endomorphism algebra of eiA. Then M is isomorphic to Si in D(A).

Proof. By assumption, we have

Hp(Mej) =

{

(Ti)Ti
if j = i and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

It follows thatH∗(M) is a simple module overH∗(A) with cohomologies concentrated

in degree 0. Then, by the uniqueness result, M is isomorphic to Si in D(A). �
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we give a proof of Theorem 1.1. Precisely, let A be a proper non-

positive dg k-algebra, for a simple-minded collection X1, . . . , Xn of Dfd(A), we will

construct a silting object which is ’dual’ to X1, . . . , Xn.

Recall that the simple H0(A)-modules S1, . . . , Sn is a simple-minded collection of

Dfd(A). Let A
∗ = EndA(

n
⊕

j=1

pSj). Then we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. A∗ is a cohomologically strictly positive dg algebra and there is a tri-

angle equivalence Φ : Dfd(A) −→ per(A∗) which takes Sj to ejA
∗ for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n

and the following formula holds for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and p ∈ Z

HomD(A∗)(ejA
∗,ΣpΦ(Ii)) =

{

(Uj)Uj
if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.
(∗∗)

Proof. By [7, Lemma 6.1], Φ =?
L

⊗
A∗

(
n
⊕

j=1

pSj) : Dfd(A) −→ per(A∗) is a triangle

equivalence which takes Sj to ejA
∗ for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Thus, there is an isomorphism

Hp(A∗) = Homper(A∗)(A
∗,ΣpA∗) ∼= HomDfd(A)(

n
⊕

j=1

Sj ,Σ
p

n
⊕

j=1

Sj)

for all p ∈ Z. Since S1, . . . , Sn is a simple-minded collection of Dfd(A), it follows

that A∗ is a cohomologically strictly positive dg algebra. The formula (∗∗) follows

from the formula (∗). �

By Lemma 2.4, the formula (∗∗) implies that Φ(I1), . . . ,Φ(In) are isomorphic to

the simple modules over A∗. Thus, by Lemma 2.3, we have

thickD(A∗)(Φ(I1), . . . ,Φ(In)) = Dfd(A
∗).

It follows that the equivalence Φ restricts to a triangle equivalence

thickD(A)(D(AA)) → Dfd(A
∗).

Moreover, we obtain that Φ(X1), . . . ,Φ(Xn) is a simple-minded collection in per(A∗).

By [7, Lemma 6.1], there is a triangle equivalence Ψ =?
L

⊗
X
(

n
⊕

i=1

pΦ(Xi)) : D(A∗) −→

D(X ) taking Φ(Xi) to eiX for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, where X = EndA(
n
⊕

i=1

pΦ(Xi)). By [6,

Lemma 3.1], it restricts to triangle equivalences per(A∗) −→ per(X ) andDfd(A
∗) −→

Dfd(X ), and we obtain the following commutative diagram

Dfd(A)
Φ

// per(A∗)
Ψ

// per(X )

per(A)
ν

// thick(D(AA))
?�

OO

Φ
// Dfd(A

∗)
?�

OO

Ψ
// Dfd(X )

?�

OO

Assume that R1, . . . , Rn are the endomorphism algebras of the simple-minded col-

lection X1, . . . , Xn. Let W1, . . . ,Wn be the simple modules over X and let T1, . . . , Tn

be their images under a quasi-inverse of the equivalence Ψ ◦ Φ.
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Proposition 3.2. (1) T =
n
⊕

i=1

Ti is a silting object of thick(D(AA)).

(2) For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, and p = Z,

HomDfd(A)(Xj,Σ
pTi) =

{

(Rj)Rj
if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

(3) ν−1T is a silting object of per(A).

(4) For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, and p = Z,

HomDfd(A)(ν
−1Ti,Σ

pXj) =

{

Rj
Rj if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 2.3, W =
n
⊕

i=1

Wi is a silting object of Dfd(X ). Then T is a

silting object of thick(D(AA)) because Ψ ◦ Φ is a triangle equivalence.

(2) The triangle equivalence Ψ ◦ Φ sends Xi to eiX for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. This shows

that the endomorphism algebras of eiX are Ri. Then for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and p ∈ Z, we

obtain that

HomDfd(X )(ejX ,ΣpWi) =

{

(Rj)Rj
if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

(3) This follows from (1) because ν : per(A) −→ thick(D(AA)) is a triangle equiv-

alence.

(4) This follows by Auslander-Reiten formula and (2). �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Take M = ν−1T . By Proposition 3.2 (3) and (4), it remains

to show the uniqueness of M .

Let N =
n
⊕

i=1

Ni be an object of per(A) such that for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r and p ∈ Z

HomDfd(A)(Ni,Σ
pXj) =

{

Rj
Rj if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

Then by the Auslander-Reiten formula we have

HomDfd(A)(Xj,Σ
pνNi) =

{

(Rj)Rj
if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

Applying the triangle equivalence Ψ ◦ Φ we obtain

HomDfd(X )(ejX ,ΣpΨ ◦ Φ ◦ νNi) =

{

(Rj)Rj
if i = j and p = 0,

0 otherwise.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.4, we have Ψ ◦ Φ ◦ νNi
∼= Wi. Thus Ni

∼= Mi. �

As a consequence, we obtain the following result. It is similar to [16, Theorem

5.5], so we omit the proof.
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Theorem 3.3. Let A be a proper non-positive dg algebra over the field k. Then their

are one-to-one correspondences which commute with mutation and which preserve

partial orders between

(1) equivalence classes of silting objects in per(A),

(2) isomorphism classes of simple-minded collections in Dfd(A),

(3) algebraic t-structures of Dfd(A), i.e. bounded t-structures of Dfd(A) with length

heart,

(4) bounded co-t-structures of per(A).
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