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ABSTRACT. A silting theorem was established by Buan and Zhou as a generalisa-

tion of the classical tilting theorem of Brenner and Butler. In this paper, we give
an alternative proof of the theorem by using differential graded algebras.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be a field and A be a finite-dimensional k-algebra. Let T" be a classical tilting
module over A and put B = End4(7"). Then there are two adjoint pairs of functors
between the two categories of finite-dimensional modules

mod A mod A
?®BTT l Hom 4 (T',7) TorB(2,7) T l Extl (T,7)
mod B mod B

Put Tp = ker(Exty(T,?)), Fr = ker(Homa(T,?)), X7 = ker(? @5 T) and Y =
ker(Tor?(?,T)). The classical tilting theorem of Brenner and Butler [I0, [17] states
that (Tr, Fr) is a torsion pair of mod A, (X7, Yr) is a torsion pair of mod B, and the
restrictions of the above four functors are equivalences

TT 3:T
?®BTT l Hom o (T',7) TorB(2,T) T l Extl (T,?7)
Yr Xr

Recently, Buan and Zhou generalised this theorem to a silting theorem in [13].
Precisely, let T be a 2-term silting complex in the bounded homotopy category
K®(proj A) of finitely generated projective A-modules. For example, any projective
resolution of a classical tilting module is isomorphic to a 2-term silting complex in
K*(proj A). Let D*(mod A) be the bounded derived category of mod A.

Theorem 1.1 ([13, Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 2.5]). (a) Thereis a torsion pair
(Tr,Fr) of mod A and a torsion pair (Xr,Yr) of mod B together with equiv-
alences HoMpb(med 4)(T,7): T — Y7 and Hompb (mod 4y (T, X7) : T = Xr.
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(b) There is a triangle in K°(proj A)
A T L —— A
with T',T" € addT'. Let S be the mapping cone of

Hom(T, f)

Home(pmj A) (T, T’) Home(pmj A) (T, T”).

(c) S is a 2-term silting complex in K°(proj B), where B = End ko (proj 4) (1)

(d) There is a surjective algebra homomorphism w: A — A := End g (proj ) (1S)-

(e) 7 is an isomorphism if and only if T is tilting.

Let 7 : mod A — mod A be the restriction functor.

(f) The functors Hompe(med 4) (T, ?7) and m* Hompu(med 5 (S, X7) restrict to inverse
equivalences between T and Fs.

(g) The functors Hompb(mod 4) (T, £7) and m* Hompimed 5 (S, ?) restrict to inverse
equivalences between Fr and Ts.

Part (a) of Theorem [[.Tlhas been generalised to the case when A is aring and 7" is a
2-term large silting complex with mod replaced by Mod (the category of all modules),
see [8, Section 4.3]. In this paper, we give an alternative proof of Theorem [l by
using differential graded (=dg) algebras. We establish the result in the following
three settings (Section [£.4):

(1) the category Mod A of all modules, where A is a ring;

(2) the category mod A of modules which are finitely generated over the base ring
k, which is noetherian;

(3) the category fdmod A of modules which are finite-dimensional over the base
ring k, which is a field.

Note that (3) is a special case of (2). Let us briefly explain the idea. Let A be a ring
and T be a 2-term silting complex in K®(proj A). Part (a) of our result in Setting (1)
is the same as [8, Corollary 4.3.3(b)(c)] and a similar idea as that used for its proof
was used in [8, Section 4.3]. Consider the truncated dg endomorphism algebra I' of T’
(the dg endomorphism algebra of T', truncated at degree 0), which is a non-positive
dg algebra, and put B = H(T') = Endgs(proj4)(T). Then the derived Hom-functor
associated with 7" is a triangle equivalence between the derived categories of A and
['. Then (a) follows immediately, just as the classical tilting theorem of Brenner and
Bulter is a consequence of the derived equivalence between A and B together with
the bijection between torsion pairs and intermediate ¢-structures (see [15, Chapter
ITI, Theorem 3.2] and [7, Chapter I, Theorem 3.1]). The idea for proving (c) and
(d) was already explained by Buan and Zhou in the paragraph after [13, Theorem
1.1]. Let us repeat here. Let p: I' — B = H°(T") be the canonical projection. Then
by [12, Proposition A.3], the induction functor p,: per(I') — per(B) ~ K°(proj B)
takes YA to a 2-term silting complex in K°(proj B). This 2-term silting complex is
exactly the complex S in (b) and the algebra homomorphism 7: A — A in (d) is the
one induced by the functor p.. The results (f) and (g) follow from the adjunction



THE SILTING THEOREM 3

between p, and the restriction functor p*. Actually we first establish these results
for non-positive dg algebras in Sections and [4.3] and then specialise it to algebras
in Section (4.4

We also study the question when S is a tilting complex. We show that this is the
case in the following three cases:

- A is hereditary,
- k is a field and A is a finite-dimensional symmetric k-algebra,
- T is a left mutation of A or a right mutation of ¥ A.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we recall the basics on silting
objects, t-structures and derived categories of dg algebras, including ¢-structures in-
duced by silting objects and restrictions of such ¢-structures to certain subcategories.
In Section 3] we study specifically t-structures induced by 2-term silting objects. In
Section [] we prove the silting theorem. In Section [§] we study the question when S
is a tilting complex.

Notations and conventions. For a ring A, let Mod A denote the category of (right) A-
modules, and mod A denote its full subcategory of A-modules finite generated over
k and proj A denote its full subcategory of finitely generated projective modules,
respectively. If £ is a field and A is a k-algebra, we denote by fdmod A the category
of A-modules which are finite-dimensional over k. For an additive category A, denote
by K°(A) the bounded homotopy category of A and, if A is abelian, by D°(A) the
bounded derived category of A. For a complex X and an integer i, denote by H*(X)
the i-th cohomology of X.

Let T be a triangulated category with shift functor X. For two subcategories X
and ) of T we denote by X * ) the full subcategory of 7 consisting of objects Z
such that there is a triangle X - 7 - Y - Y X with X e X and Y € ).

Throughout let £ be a commutative ring.
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2. NON-POSITIVE DG ALGEBRAS

In this section, we recall some notions and results on t-structures, silting objects
and derived categories of differential graded (=dg) algebras.

2.1. Silting objects and t-structures. Let 7 be a triangulated category with shift
functor X. For a subcategory or a set of objects S of T, we denote by thick(S) the
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thick subcategory of T generated by S, i.e. the smallest triangulated subcategory
of T which contains § and which is closed under taking direct summands. In the
following, we give the definitions of silting objects and t-structures. For more details
we refer to [3], 25 [6].

Definition 2.1. An object M of T is said to be
(1) presilting if Hom(M,3X*M) = 0 for all i > 0;
(2) silting if it is presilting and T = thick(M);
(3) tilting if Homy(M, X M) = 0 for i # 0 and T = thick(M).

The following result is [26, Theorem 5.5] (see also [20, Proposition 2.8]).
Proposition 2.2. Let M be a silting object of T. Then
T = J (S " add(M) # - - X" add(M)).

neN
Let M be a silting object of 7 and n be a positive integer. We say that a silting
object N of T is n-term with respect to M if N € add(M) *---* X" "'add(M). The
following lemma is a reformulation of [2, Proposition 3.8]. One can adapt the proof
of [19, Corollary 2.4] to give a direct proof.

Lemma 2.3. Let M and N be silting objects of T. Then N is n-term with respect
to M if and only if X" M is n-term with respect to N.

Let A be a k-algebra. Then the free module A4 of rank 1 is a typical silting object
of K®(proj A). It is in fact a tilting object. We will call silting objects (respectively,
tilting objects) of K®(proj A) silting complexes (respectively, tilting complezes), and
a silting complex is said to be n-term if it has non-trivial components only in degrees
—(n—1),...,-1,0.

Definition 2.4. A t-structure on T is a pair (T=°,7=%) of strict (that is, closed
under isomorphisms) and full subcategories of 7 such that the following conditions
are satisfied for 72¢ := N=¢7=20 7=t .= ¥=iT=0
(1) T=°C T="and T=' C 7=
(2) Hom7(X,Y)=0for X € T=" and Y € T=;
(3) T=T="«T="
The t-structure (7=, 7=) is said to be bounded if
Ur==7=7"
i€z i€z
The category A = T=0N 720 is called the heart of the t-structure (7=° 7=7)

and it is an abelian category due to [0, Théoreme 1.3.6]. For any Z € T, there is a
triangle by the condition (3)

X A Y YX
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with X € 7<% and Y € T=!. Due to (1) and (2) this triangle is unique up to a
unique isomorphism, so the correspondences Z — X and Z +— Y extend to functors
o=V T — 7=V and 02': T — T=!, respectively, called the truncation functors.
The functor o= is right adjoint to the inclusion 7= — 7 and the functor o=! is
left adjoint to the inclusion 7= — 7. Moreover, the functor H® = 0=%2%: T — A

is a cohomological functor.

Ezample 2.5. Let A be an abelian category. Then D°(A) has a t-structure (D35, D23),
where

D30 ={X € D"(A) | H(X) =0 Vi > 0},
=l ={X eD(A) | H(X)=0Vi<0}
This t-structure is bounded and is called the standard t-structure on D°(A).

Let (7T=° 7= be a t-structure and n be a positive integer. A t-structure (77<° 7'29)
is said to be n-intermediate with respect to (7=0 720) if 7=+l C 7/=0 C T=0
or equivalently, 72% C 7729 C 7=7"*1. In this case, the t-structure (7=°,7=Y) is
bounded if and only if so is (70, 7'2%). When n = 2, we say intermediate instead
of 2-intermediate. The following construction is due to Happel-Reiten—-Smalg, see
[16, Chapter 1, Proposition 2.1] and [I1, Proposition 2.5].

Construction 2.6. Let (7=° 72% be a bounded t-structure on 7 with heart A
and let (T,F) be a torsion pair on A. Define two full subcategories of T by

T=={XeT|H(X)=0fori>0, and H'(X) € T},
TZ0 = (X € T | H'(X)=0fori< —1, and H™'(X) € F}.

Then (7'=°,772%) is a t-structure on 7 with heart B = (3F) * T, and (3F,T) is
a torsion pair of B. It is clearly intermediate with respect to the given ¢-structure
(T=°,729). Tt is called the Happel-Reiten—Smalg tilt of (T=° T=°) at the torsion
pair (T,5).

Proposition 2.7 ([7, Chapter I, Theorem 3.1], [28, Proposition 2.1]). Let (T=°, T=)
be a bounded t-structure on T with heart A. Then taking the HRS tilt defines a

bijective map from the set of torsion pairs of A to the set of intermediate t-structures
on T with respect to (T=°, T=0). Its inverse takes (T'<°, T'2%) to (T"=°NA, T'Z1NA).

2.2. Derived categories of dg algebras. A dg k-algebra A is a graded k-algebra
with a differential d which makes A a complex of k-modules such that the multipli-
cation A ®, A — A is a chain map, i.e. the graded Leibniz rule holds:

d(ab) = d(a)b+ (1)l ad(b),

where a and b are homogeneous elements of A and |a| denotes the degree of a. For
two dg k-algebras A and B, a dg algebra homomorphism f: A — B is a k-algebra
homomorphism which is a chain map.
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We follow 23] 24] to introduce the derived category of a dg algebra. Let A be a dg
k-algebra. For two dg A-modules M and N, the morphism complex Hom (M, N)
is the complex whose degree i component consists of the homogeneous A-module
homomorphisms from M to N of degree i, and whose differential is given by

d(f)=dyo f— (-D)Vfody,

where f € Hom (M, N) is homogeneous. We call End (M) := Hom (M, M) the dg
endomorphism algebra of M. Let Cqy(A) be the dg category of dg A-modules: its ob-
jects are dg A-modules, and for dg A-modules M and N we have Home, 1)(M, N) =
Hom (M, N). Let K(A) = H°C4y(A) be the homotopy category of Cyy(A): its ob-
jects are dg A-modules, and for two dg A-modules M and N we have

Homy(4) (M, N) := H° Home,, (4)(M, N) = HHom (M, N).

The derived category D(A) of dg A-modules is defined as the triangle quotient of
K (A) by the subcategory of acyclic dg A-modules. A dg A-module P is said to be
KC-projective if Hom (P, M) is acyclic whenever M is an acyclic dg A-module. If P
is a IC-projective dg A-module and M is any dg A-module, then

Hompay(P, M) = Hom(4)(P, X' M) (2.1)
for any ¢ € Z. For example, A, is K-projective. Thus we have
Hompay(A, *M) = Homy(ay(A, ' M) = H'(M). (2.2)
In particular, by Auslander’s projectivisation, there is a k-linear equivalence
H® = Homp(4)(A,?): addp(a)(Aa) — proj H(A). (2.3)

By [23, Theorem 3.1}, for any dg A-module M there is a K-projective dg module Py,
together with a quasi-isomorphism P,; — M of dg A-modules.

Denote by D?(A) the full subcategory of D(A) whose objects are the dg A-modules
with bounded total cohomology. Let per(A) = thickp(ay(A4) be the thick subcate-
gory of D(A) generated by A,4. In the case A is a k-algebra (viewed as a dg k-algebra
concentrated in degree 0), a dg A-module is exactly a complex of A-modules, we have
D(A) = D(Mod A), and there are canonical equivalences K°(proj A) ~ per(A) and
D’(Mod A) ~ D°(A). The first restricted equivalence in the following lemma is well-
known, since per(A) is exactly the subcategory of D(A) of compact objects ([23]
Theorem 5.3]).

Lemma 2.8. Let A and B be two dg k-algebras and F': D(B) — D(A) be a triangle
equivalence. Then F restricts to triangle equivalences per(B) — per(A) and D*(B) —
Db(A).

Proof. We claim that
D*(A) = {M € D(A) | Hompa)(P,X'M) = 0 Vi € Z with |i| > 0 VP € per(A)}.
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Then the equivalence on D? follows from that on per. In the above claim the inclu-
sion ‘2’ is obvious by (2.2]) since A4 € per(A). For the inverse inclusion we apply
dévissage. Let

S ={P € D(A) | Homp(4)(P,X'M) = 0 Vi € Z with |i| > 0 VM € D"(A)}.

Again by (2.2) we have A4 € S§. Moreover, it is easily seen that S is closed under
taking shifts, extensions and direct summands. Therefore per(A) C S and the inverse
inclusion follows. OJ

2.3. Derived equivalences. Let A and B be two dg k-algebras and X be a dg
B-A-bimodule. Then there is an adjoint pair of triangle functors

@5 X

D(A) D(B).

RHom 4 (X,?)
Also there is a dg k-algebra homomorphism p: B — End4(X), b — (x +— bx), which

we call the representation map of X. The following is the one-object version of [23]
Lemma 6.1 (a)].

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that X4 is K-projective over AEI Then the derived tensor
functor 7@% X : D(B) — D(A) is fully faithful if and only if X 4 is self-compact in
D(A) and p is a quasi-isomorphism; it is a triangle equivalence if and only if X4
is a compact generator of D(A) (i.e. thickpay(Xa) = per(A4)) and p is a quasi-
isomorphism.

Corollary 2.10. Let M be a K-projective dg A-module which is a compact generator
of D(A). Then ?®“§ndA(M)M: D(Enda(M)) — D(A) is a triangle equivalence.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 2.9 because in this case the represen-
tation map is the identity map of End4(M). O

The following is the one-object version of [23, Lemma 6.2 (b)].

Lemma 2.11. Assume that X, is K-projective over A. If 1®%X: D(B) — D(A)
1s a triangle equivalence, then there is a natural isomorphism of triangle functors
RHom4(X,?) = ?@% X' where X" = Homa(X, A).

Let A and B be two dg k-algebras and f: B — A be a homomorphism of dg
algebras. Then we can view A as a dg B-A-bimodule via f, whose representation
map is exactly f. There is the induction functor f, = ?@%A: D(B) — D(A) and
the restriction functor f* = RHomu4(A,?): D(A) — D(B), which form an adjoint

'In [23, Lemma 6.1 (a) and Lemma 6.2], the assumption on X, is to have the property (P)
(i.e. to be cofibrant in the terminology of [24, Section 3.2]). But the proofs still work if we make
the slightly weaker assumption that X 4 is KC-projective.
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pair of triangle functors. Moreover, the following diagram commutes

HO . 770
addpp)(Bp) — proj H’(B) (2.4)

J/f* l(HOf)*

addpay(Aa) 1T proj HO(A).

Corollary 2.12. f.: D(B) — D(A) is a triangle equivalence if and only if f is a
quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma because in this case the represen-
tation map is exactly f. OJ

2.3.1. The truncated dg endomorphism algebra of a silting object. A dg k-algebra
is said to be mon-positive if its components in positive degrees vanish. Such dg
algebras are closely related to silting objects. Let A be a dg k-algebra and T be a
silting object in per(A). For example, A4 is a silting object in per(A) if A is non-
positive. We assume further that T is a K-projective dg A-module and construct a
non-positive dg algebra from 7" as follows. Recall that the degree i component of
EndA(T) = Homa(T,T) consists of those A-linear maps from 7" to itself which are
homogeneous maps of degree i. The differential of Enda(T) takes a homogeneous
map f of degree i to dr o f — (—1)'f o dp. This differential and the composition
of maps make End4(T) into a dg k-algebra. Since T is a silting object, it follows
from (2] that End(T") has cohomologies concentrated in non-positive degrees and
H°End 4(T) = Endpay(T). Therefore B := 0=%End4(T) is a non-positive dg k-
algebra and the embedding B — Ends(T) is a quasi-isomorphism of dg algebras,
where 0=" is the standard truncation at degree 0. In this way T becomes a dg B-A-
bimodule with representation map the embedding B — End 4(T'), so by Lemma [2.9]
the associated derived tensor functor ?®@%T': D(B) — D(A) is a triangle equivalence
with quasi-inverse RHom 4 (7', 7) = Hom4(T,?7): D(A) — D(B). We will call this dg
algebra B the truncated dg endomorphism algebra of T

We assume further that A is non-positive and that 71" is n-term, that is, it is n-
term with respect to A4. Let S = Homa(T, 5" *A). Then by Lemma 23, X" !4
is a silting object of per(A) which is n-term with respect to 7', and hence S is an
n-term silting object of per(B). Moreover, S is naturally a dg A-B-bimodule, and
by Lemma [2.T1] we have isomorphisms of triangle equivalences:

RHom A (T,7) = Zl_n(?®]];1§) and ?®@pT = Z"_lRHomB(g, ?).

2.4. Non-positive dg algebras: silting ¢-structures. Recall that a dg k-algebra
A is said to be non-positive if the degree i component A* vanishes for all i > 0. A
k-algebra can be viewed as a non-positive dg k-algebra concentrated in degree 0.
Let A be a non-positive dg k-algebra. The canonical projection p: A — H°(A)
is a homomorphism of dg algebras. We view a module over H°(A) as a dg module
over A via this homomorphism. This defines a natural functor Mod H°(A) — D(A),
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which is fully faithful. We will identify Mod HY(A) with its essential image in D(A).
Put

DI ={X €D(A) | H(X)=0Vi>0},
D0 ={X € D(A) | H(X)=0Vi<0}.

Lemma 2.13 ([4, Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 2.3]). The pair (D53, Day) is a t-
structure on D(A) and the functor H°: D(A) — Mod H°(A) of taking the 0-th coho-
mology restricts to an equivalence from the heart to Mod H°(A), with the embedding
Mod H°(A) — D(A) as a quasi-inverse. The associated truncation functors are the
standard truncations.

Now let T" be a silting object in per(A) and put

D7’ = {X € D(A) | Hompa)(T, %' X) = 0 Vi > 0},
D7’ = {X € D(A) | Hompa) (T, %' X) = 0 Vi < 0}.

Thanks to ([Z2), we have D5y = D3’ and D = D3°. The first part of the following
lemma is a special case of [I8, Theorem 1.3] (¢f. also [7, Chapter III, Proposition
2.8] and [3, Corollary 4.7]). We include a direct proof.

Lemma 2.14. The pair (D3°,D7°) is a t-structure on D(A) and the Hom-functor
Hompa)(T,7): D(A) — ModEndpa)(T') restricts to an equivalence from the heart
to Mod Endpa)(T'). Moreover, it is n-intermediate with respect to the standard t-
structure if and only if T is n-term.

Proof. Assume that T is K-projective over A. Let B be the truncated dg endomor-
phism algebra of T" and recall from Section 2.3.1] that the derived tensor functor
?@LT: D(B) — D(A) is a triangle equivalence. It takes B to T and it takes the
pair (D33(B), D79(B)) to the pair (D7",D7°%). The former pair, by Lemma T3]
is a t-structure on D(B) such that H° = Hompp)(B,?): D(B) — Mod Endp4)(T)
restricts to an equivalence from the heart to Mod Endp4)(7"). The first statement
follows immediately.

For the second statement, it suffices to show that if 7" is n-term but not (n — 1)-
term then (D", D7) is n-intermediate but not (n — 1)-intermediate. Assume that
T is n-term. Then by dévissage we have Di;"“ - D%O and D%O ) Dsztg. This shows
that (D5°, DZ°) is n-intermediate. Assume further that T is not (n — 1)-term. Then
there is a triangle

T T T T

with 7" € add(A) x---x X" 2add(A) and 0 2 T" € X" tadd(A). Since HO(X—"+1T")
is a non-zero projective H°(A)-module, there exists an H°(A)-module Y such that
Hom o a) (H°(37"*1T"),Y) # 0. We let X = ¥"2Y and apply Homp(a)(?, X) to
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the above triangle. Inspection on the resulting long sequence shows that

HomD(A) (T7 EX) = HomD(A) (T”, EX) = HOmD(A)(EfnJrlT//’ Y)
= Homypo(a) (H*(S7"F'T"),Y) # 0,

so X ¢ D3°. This shows that D5;""* € D", and hence (D3°, D7°) is not (n — 1)-
intermediate. O

2.5. Restriction of silting ¢-structures on subcategories. Let A be a non-
positive dg k-algebra. Let Dy4(A) denote the full subcategory of D(A) consisting of
dg A-modules M such that H*(M) is finitely generated over the base ring k. If &
is a noetherian ring, this is a triangulated subcategory of D(A); if further A is a k-
algebra and is finitely generated over k, then there is a canonical triangle equivalence
Db(mod A) — Dyy(A). When k is a field, let Dyq(A) denote the full subcategory of
D(A) consisting of those dg A-modules with finite-dimensional total cohomology. So
in this case Dyq(A) = Dy,(A). If A is a finite-dimensional k-algebra over the field £,
then there is a canonical triangle equivalence D°(fdmod A) — Dy4(A).

Let T be a silting object of per(A). Throughout this subsection we fix one of the
following settings:

(1) D = D’ and M = Mod;
(2) k is a noetherian ring, D = Dy, and M = mod;
(3) k is a field, D = Dy and M = fdmod.

Note that (3) is a special case of (2). Put

D3} =D(A) N D3, DI =D(A)NDy;

std? std?

D7’ =D(A)nD;’, D7’ = D(A) N D7’

Proposition 2.15. (a) Let B be another non-positive dg k-algebra. Then any
triangle equivalence F': D(B) — D(A) restricts to a triangle equivalence
D(B) — D(A).

(b) The pair (D55, DY) is a bounded t-structure on D(A) and H: D(A) —
Mpoay, the functor of taking the 0-th cohomology, restricts to an equiva-
lence from the heart to Myo(ay, with the embedding Mgoay — D(A) as a
quasi-inverse. The associated truncation functors are the standard trunca-
tion functors.

(c) The pair (D7, DZ°) is a bounded t-structure on D(A) and the Hom-functor
Homp(a)(7,7): D(A) — Mendp 4 (1) TEStTICLS t0 an equivalence from the heart
to MEndD( 1(T)- It is n-intermediate with respect to the standard t-structure if
and only if T is n-term.

Proof. (a) For the setting (1), this is contained in Lemma 2.8 For the setting (3),
this is contained in [2I, Lemma 3.1]. For the setting (2), we claim that Dy,(A)
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admits the following intrinsic description

Dy(A) ={X € D(A) | @ Homp4)(P, ' X) is finitely generated over k
€7

VP € per(A)}.

This follows by dévissage, similar to that used in the proof of Lemma 2.8 Then the
desired result follows from the restriction of F' on per (Lemma 2.8)).

(b) Since the standard truncation o=° preserves cohomologies in non-positive de-
grees, it restricts to a functor =%: D(A) — D(A). It follows that the t-structure
in Lemma restricts to D(A) and produces the t-structure (D55, DZ9). Tt is
rather clear that this t-structure is bounded. We remark that in the setting (3) this
statement is [22, Proposition 2.1(b)].

(¢) Similar to Lemma 2141 O

3. 2-TERM SILTING OBJECTS ON NON-POSITIVE DG ALGEBRAS

Let A be a non-positive dg k-algebra. Throughout this section we fix one of the
following settings:

(1) D = D® and M = Mod;
(2) k is a noetherian ring, D = Dy, and M = mod;
(3) k is a field, D = Dy and M = fdmod.

Put

D3} =D(A) N D3

std?

D) =D(4) N D

By Proposition 215, the pair (D33, D2Y) is a bounded t-structure on D(A). Let T
be a 2-term silting object of per(A), which is K-projective over A. Put

D7’ =D(A)nD;’, D7’ = D(A) N D7’

By Proposition 2.T7], the pair (D%O, D%O) is a bounded t-structure on D(A), which
is intermediate with respect to (D53, D).
Consider the full subcategories of Mpo(4) given by

Tr = {M € Moy | Homp4) (T, M) = 0},
Fr = {N € MHO(A) | HomD(A)(Tv N) = O}-
For M € M4y we have Homp)(T, M) = 0 unless i = 0,1, since T' is 2-term.

It follows that T7 = M o4y N DZ” and Fr = Mpo(a) N D7'. The following result is
then a consequence of Proposition 2.7

>0

Proposition 3.1. The pair (Tp,Fr) is a torsion pair of Myo(a) and (DZ°, D7°) is
the HRS tilt of the standard t-structure at this torsion pair.
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Set

tors(Mpo(4)) = the set of torsion pairs of Mo a
2-silt(A) = the set of equivalence classes of 2-term silting objects 7" in per(A),
int-t-str(D(A)) = the set of intermediate bounded t-structures on D(A) with respect

to the standard t-structure (D35, D).

Here two silting objects T and S of per(A) are said to be equivalent if add(T') =
add(S). Then by Proposition B we obtain the following commutative diagram:

2-silt(A int-t-str(D(A))

\/

tors(Mpo(a))

Recall that the canonical projection p: A — H°(A) is a homomorphism of dg
algebras. Therefore we have the induction functor p,: D(A) — D(HY(A)) and
the restriction functor p*: D(H°(A)) — D(A), which form an adjoint pair of tri-
angle functors. They restrict to triangle functors p,: per(A) — per(H°(A)) and
p*: D(H°(A)) — D(A). Moreover, restricted on addyer(a)(A4) the induction func-
tor p, is isomorphic to the equivalence H°: addper(a)(Aa) — proj H(A) (see (2.4));
restricted on Mpo(a) the restriction functor p* is the identity functor, thus p* is a
realisation functor in the sense of [14 Section 2.2].

Proposition 3.2. (a) ([12], Proposition A.3]) The induction functor p,: per(A) —
per(H°(A)) induces a bijection between the sets of equivalence classes of 2-
term silting objects.

(b) The restriction functor p*: D(H(A)) — D(A) induces a bijection between
the sets of intermediate t-structures, which is compatible with the bijection in
Proposition [2.7].

Proof. (b) Recall that Myo(4) embeds to both D(H?(A)) and D(A) as the heart of
the standard t-structures and that the functor p* is the identity functor on Mgo(a).
Let (C=°,C=) be an intermediate t-structure on D(H°(A)). By Proposition2.7, there
is a torsion pair (T,J) of Moy, which, by Proposition 2.7 again, corresponds to an
intermediate t-structure (D=", D=°) on D(A). The desired bijection is (C=°,C=°)
(D=, D=Y). Precisely, we have

D= = the smallest full subcategory of D(A) which contains p*(C=")
and which is closed under extensions and direct summands,
D= = the smallest full subcategory of D(A) which contains p*(C=")

and which is closed under extensions and direct summands. O
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Remark 3.3. If T is a silting object of per(A) which is not 2-term, then p.(7) is in
general not a silting object of per(H°(A)). For example, let @ be the graded quiver

1252

with « in degree —1. Denote by S; and Sy the two simple modules concentrated in
degree 0, corresponding to the vertices 1 and 2 respectively. Then H°(A) = k x k,
T = Y35, @ S, is a silting object of per(A) but p,(T) = X35, @ ¥25; @ S, is not a
silting object of per(H°(A)).

We summarise the above results in a commutative diagram.

Theorem 3.4. There is a commutative diagram:

2-silt int-t-str(D(A))

(A)\ /
\

tors(Mpo(a
/
(4))

Proof. Since (p., p*) is an adjoint pair, there is an isomorphism for any X € D(H°(A))

2-silt(H° int-t-str(D(H°(A)))

Homop (o (ay) (p«(T), £'X) = Hompa) (T, X'p* (X)),

which implies the commutativity of the left triangle. The commutativity of other
triangles has been shown above. O

4. THE SILTING THEOREM

In this section we will prove the silting theorem in the more general setting of
non-positive dg algebras and then specialise it to algebras. Fix one of the following
settings:

(1) D =D M = Mod;
(2) k is a noetherian ring, D = Dy, M = mod;
(3) k is a field, D = Dy4, M = fdmod.

4.1. An abstract version. Let A and I" be non-positive dg k-algebras, A = H°(A)
and B = HY(T). Assume that there is an adjoint pair of triangle equivalences
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Then T' = é(l") is a silting object of per(A). By Proposition 2.T5, the above equiva-
lences restrict to an adjoint pair of triangle equivalences

D(A)

I

D(T),

and the equivalence G takes the standard ¢-structure on D(T") to the t-structure
(D7", D).
In the rest of this subsection we assume that 7' is 2-term. Consider the functors

MA MA
G:HOOCNJT l F=HOF G/H_loG’T l F'=HoF
Mg, Mpg.

In Section [B we defined two subcategories T and Fr of M 4. We have
TT:{MEMA|F/<M):O}, ?T:{NEMA‘FUV)IO},
because
F = H°o0 Fly, = Hompm) (T, F(?))|ae, = Hompay (T, 7)o,
F'= H' o Fly, = Hompry (D, SF(?)) |, 2 Hompa) (T, 7) |, -
As in [8] the adjoint pair (F,G) can also be described in terms of the A-module
H(T), which is a silting module over A by [5, Theorem 4.9] (and a support 7-tilting
module by [I, Theorem 3.2], if k is a field and A is a finite-dimensional k-algebra).
Taking H yields an algebra homomorphism B = Endp,)(T") — Enda(H"(T)), which
makes HY(T) a B-A-bimodule. Moreover, there are isomorphisms
F(M) = Homps) (T, M) = Homps)(H°(T), M) = Hom 4(H°(T), M),
which are compatible with the B-actions. This establishes the first isomorphism
below, and the second isomorphism is obtained by adjunction.
Lemma 4.1. We have F = Hom4(H"(T),?) and G = ? @5 H(T).
Put
Xr ={XeMp|GX)=0},Yr={Y e Mp | G'(Y) =0}

Theorem 4.2. (a) (T, Fr) is a torsion pair of May.
(b) (Xr,Y7) is a torsion pair of Mp.
(¢) There are equivalences

Jr Fr

GyTTlFTT G'xTTlF'lu‘T

‘HT7 :X:Tu
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Proof. (a) This is the first statement of Proposition B.11
(¢c) For Y € Mp, we claim that the dg module G(Y) has cohomologies concentrated
in degrees 0 and —1. Thus if Y € Yy, then G(Y) = G(Y). Similarly, for M € Ty
we have F(M) = F(M). It follows that Fly,: Tr — Y7 and Gly,: Y7 — Tr are
mutually quasi-inverse equivalences. The statement for F’ and G’ is proved similarly.
Now we prove the claim. By Lemma 2.3l XA is 2-term with respect to T, so there
is a triangle

A T T YA
with 77, T" € add(T'). Applying HomD(A)(?,é(Y)) to this triangle we obtain an
exact sequence

Homp(a)(T", S'G(Y)) — H(G(Y)) — Homp()(T", S G(Y)).

But Homp ) (77, SIG(Y)) 2 Homp(p)(f(T’), 52'Y’) vanishes unless i = 0 since F(T") €
add(I'), and similarly Hompay (7", »1G(Y)) vanishes unless i = —1. The claim fol-
lows.

(b) By Proposition B} the t-structure (D7, D7°) is the HRS tilt of the standard
t-structure on D(A) at the torsion pair (Tr, Fr). Therefore (XFp, T7) is a torsion pair
of its heart B, by Construction 2.6l Moreover, the triangle equivalence G: D) —
D(A) takes the standard t-structure on D(I") to (D3°, DZ"), in particular, it restricts
to an equivalence from Mg to B, and by the proof of (c), it takes the pair (Xr, Yr)
to (XFr, Tr). It follows that (X7, Yr) is a torsion pair of Mp. O

4.2. The first step. Let A be a non-positive dg k-algebra, A = H°(A), and let
T be a 2-term silting object in per(A) which is KC-projective, I' the truncated dg
endomorphism algebra of T' (see Section 2Z31)), and B = H(T) = Endp)(T).
Recall from Section 2.3.1] that there is an adjoint pair of triangle equivalences

D(A)
QLT T l RHom (T,?)
D).
Consider the functors
My My
G=HO(?®%T) T l F=HORHom (T,?) G'=H-1(?@kLT) T l F'=H'RHomy (T,?)
Msp, Mp.

and put
Tr={MeMy | F'(M)=0}, Fr={N eM, | F(N) =0},
Xr={XeMp|GX)=0}, Yr={Y e Mp | G'(Y) = 0}.
Applying Theorem we obtain
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Theorem 4.3. (a) (Tr,Fr) is a torsion pair of My.
(b) (Xr,Y7) is a torsion pair of Mg.
(¢) There are equivalences

Jr Ir
GyTTlFTT GleTlF/bT
‘HT7 :X:Tu

Following Section 23 let S = RHomy (T, SA) = Homy (T, SA), which is a 2-
term silting object of per(I'). Moreover, S is naturally a dg A-I'-bimodule, and there
are isomorphisms of triangle equivalences:

RHom, (T, ?) = (7% S) and ?@kT = SRHomp (S, 7).

Consider
Mp Mp
U=H(?@kS) T l@HORHomp(i?) v=H"1(70L9) T l@’:HlRHomp(i?)
My, My.

Then by Theorem 4.2 there is a torsion pair (Tg, Fg) of Mp and a torsion pair
(Xg,Y5) of My, where

Ts={M e Mg | (M) =0} = {M € Mp | Homp(ry(S, M) = 0},
Fs={N &Mz | ®(N)=0}={N € Mgz | Homp)(S, N) = 0},
Xg={X € Ma|¥(X)=0}
Yg={Y e M, | ¥'(Y) =0}

The above isomorphisms of triangle functors imply isomorphisms

0
0
0

)

OGP 2G, VEF and V= F.
Therefore we have

Theorem 4.4. (a) (75,F3) = (Xp,Y7) and (X5, Y5) = (T, I7).
(b) The functors F' = Homp() (T, X7?) and ® = Homp(p)(g, ?) restrict to inverse
equivalences between Fp and Tg.
(c) The functors F' = Homp)(T,7) and &' = Homp(p)(g, Y?7) restrict to inverse
equivalences between T and Fg.

4.3. The second step. Keep the notation and assumptions as in the beginning of
Section Since YA is a 2-term silting object of per(A) with respect to T', there is
a triangle in per(A):

!

A T T" SA (4.1)
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with 77, T" € addper(a)(T'). By applying Homper(a)(7', 7), we obtain a homomorphism
of projective B-modules

Hom (T f)

Homper(A) (T, T’) Homper(A) (T, T”).

Consider the canonical projection p: I' — B, which induces two triangle func-
tors p.: per(l') — per(B) = K°’(projB) and p*: D(B) — D(I'). Recall that
S = RHomy(T,XA) is a 2-term silting object of per(I'). Let S = p.(S) and

A = Endpmod B)(S). The part (a) below says that the complex S is the same as
the complex Q in [I3, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 4.5. (a) S = Cone(Hom(T, f));
(b) S is a 2-term silting complex in K°(proj B);
(c) There is a surjective algebra homomorphism w: A — A. If T is tilting, then
T 1S an isomorphism.

Proof. (a) Applying the triangle equivalence RHomy (7', 7) to the triangle (4.1I), we
obtain a triangle in per(I):

RHom (T, f)

RHomy (T, A) — RHom (T, T") RHomy (T, T") — S.

Applying p, we obtain a triangle in K°(proj B):

«RHom (T,
Y718 — p,RHom, (T, T") _pRioma ()

p«RHomy (T, T") — S.
Recall that restricted on addper(r) (I'r) the induction functor p, is isomorphic to the
equivalence H?: addyeyry(I'r) — proj B. Thus the above map p,RHomy (T, f) is
isomorphic to H'RHom (T, f) = Hom(T, f). This shows that S = Cone(Hom(T, f)).
(b) This follows from Proposition B.2)(a).
(c) There is a chain of algebra homomorphisms

Endper(r) (S) = End o proj ) (S) = A.

RHomy (T,7)

A= Endper(A) (A) i EndPeV(A)(ZA)

We define 7: A — A as the composition. The first two homomorphisms, induced by
equivalences, are isomorphisms, and the third one, induced by py, is surjective with
kernel the homomorphisms S — S which factors through a morphism P, — P
with Py, Py € addperry(I'), by [12, Proposition A.5]. If T' is a tilting complex, then
Homper(ny (X1, I) = Hompe(a) (X7, T) = 0, so the third homomorphism is also an
isomorphism, so is . O

Now let A be the truncated dg endomorphism algebra of S. Then HY(A) = A.
Applying Section E2to the 2-term silting object S of K®(proj B) ~ per(B), we obtain
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two adjoint pairs

MB MB
U=H"(?0%S) T J{ ®=H°RHom(S,?) U'=H"1(?0%9) T l &' =H'RHomp(S,?)
MA? MA7

There is a torsion pair (Tg, Fs) of Mp and a torsion pair (Xg, Ys) of Mz together
with equivalences

Js Fs
\pySTl(I)TS \plxsqu)/b'S
Ys, Xs,

where
TS:{MEMB | (T)/<M):O}, ?S:{NEMB ‘ é(N):O},
Xs ={X eM;|¥(X)=0}, Yo = {Y € Mz | ¥'(Y) = 0}.

Theorem 4.6. (a) (T, Fs) = (X, Y7);
(b) The functors F' = Homps)(T,X?) and 7" Homp(p)(S,?) = 7*® restrict to
inverse equivalences between Fr and Tg.
(c) The functors F = Hompy)(T,?) and 7 Hompp)(S,£7) = 7*® restrict to
inverse equivalences between Jp and Fg.

(d) 7*(Ys) = Fr and 7*(Xg) = Tr.

Proof. By Theorem 3.4 we have (Tg, Fg) = (T5, Fg).

(a) This follows from Theorem [L4(a).

(b) Since Tg = Tg, by Theorem H.4(b) it suffices to prove that there is an iso-
morphism ®|y, = (7*®)|q,, i.e. Homp(p)(g, )7y = (7* Homp() (S, 7))|5s. For this,
recall that p, is left adjoint to p*, and hence there is a commutative diagram for any
a € A and any M € D(B)

Hompp) (S, M) == HomD(B)(p*(g), M) —— HomD(p)(g, p*(M))
(p*RHomA(T,Za))*l (RHomA(T,Za))*\L
Homp () (S, M) == Homp g (p.(S), M) — Hompr)(S, p*(M))

where the two horizontal arrows are isomorphisms of k-modules. Going through the
definition of the algebra homomorphism 7 in the proof of Theorem [£.5](c), we see that
this exactly shows that 7 Hompp (S, M) and Homp (S, p*(M)) are isomorphic as

~Y

A-modules. Since p*|y, is the identity functor, it follows that (7* Homp (.S, ?))|rs =
Homp(p) (S, ?) |ij .

(c) Similar to (b).

(d) Because both ®|y,: Tg — Ys and (7°®)|y,: Ts — Fr are equivalences, we
deduce that 7* restricts to an equivalence Y¢ — Fr, in particular, 7*(Ys) = Fr. The

other equality is proved similarly. O
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4.4. Special case: A = A. Let A be a k-algebra, T a 2-term silting complex in
K*(proj A), T the truncated dg endomorphism algebra of T, and B = H(I") =
Endpa)(T). Fix one of the following settings:

(1) D =D M = Mod;

(2) k is a noetherian ring, D = D;,, M = mod;

(3) k is a field, D = Dy4, M = fdmod.

Theorem 4.7. (a) There is a torsion pair (Tp,Fr) of Ma and a torsion pair
(X7, Y1) of Mp together with natural equivalences Hompa)(T,7): Tr =Yy
and Hompay (T, X7): I = Xrp.

(b) Let S = Cone(Hom(T, f)).
c) S is a 2-term silting complex in K®(proj B).

)
(©) )
(d) There is a surjective algebra homomorphism w: A — A = End g (proj 5)(S).
e) 7 is an isomorphism if and only if T is tilting.

)

(

(f) The functors Hompay(T,?) and m Hompp) (S, X7) restrict to inverse equiv-
alences between Tp and Fg.

(g) The functors Homp ) (T, X7) and m Hompp) (S, ?) restrict to inverse equiv-
alences between Fr and Tg.

(h) ‘IS = DCT and 355 = ‘HT; W*(Ijg) = ng and W*(xS) = ‘IT.

Proof. We apply Theorems and in this special case. It remains to show that
if 7 is an isomorphism then 7' is tilting. We do not have a proof different from the
one given in the end of the proof of [13, Proposition 4.1]. O

Remark 4.8. Let us show that 7 is exactly the map ® defined in [I3] Proposition
4.1]. Then in the setting (3) the statements (a)—(g) form Theorem [T and the second
statement in (h) is exactly [13, Theorem 4.4].

Let a € A =End4(A). According to [13, Section 4] there is a morphism of triangles
in per(A)

A 7 L SA
T
A 7 A

Thus ¥ A = Cone(f) in K®(projA) and one checks by the construction of b and ¢
that under this isomorphism Ya € End(XA) corresponds to (b,c). Now applying
p«RHom 4(T,7) we see that 7 is exactly the map ®.

4.5. A partial generalisation to n-term silting. When the third author gave
a talk on Theorem (4.7 in USTC in early 2021, Yu Ye asked whether it can be
genelised to the case when T is an n-term silting object. In this subsection we
partially generalise Section [1.2l We do not know whether Section [4.3] can be easily
generalised, because it is not known whether or not S is a silting object if 7" is not
2-term. Keep the notation and assumptions as in the beginning of Section except
that here we assume that 7" is n-term (n > 2).



20 ZONGZHEN XIE, DONG YANG AND HOUJUN ZHANG

For 0 <17 <n — 1, consider the functor
Ma
G'=H'(?QkT) T lFi:HiRHomA(T,?)
Mg
and put
Tp={MeMa| F(M) =0V j#i},
Yo ={Y e Mp |G/ (Y)=0Vj #1}.
The following result was established in the literature as

- [27, Theorem 1.16], if we are in Setting (1) and if further A is a ring and T
is a tilting A-module;

- [15, Chapter III, Theorem 3.2], if we are in Setting (3) and if further A is a
finite-dimensional k-algebra and T is a tilting A-module;

- [9, Corollary 2.6], if we are in Setting (1) and if further A is a ring.

The proof is similar to that of Theorem F3(c).
Theorem 4.9. For 0 <i<n — 1, there is an equivalence
Tr
i
Following Section 23T let S = RHom, (T, X" 1A) = Hom, (T, £"LA), which is

an n-term silting object of per(I'). Moreover, S is naturally a dg A-T'-bimodule, and
there are isomorphisms of triangle equivalences:

RHom (T, 7) = ©'"(?@%S) and 7T = £ '"RHomp (S, ?).
For 0 <17 <n —1, consider the functor
Mg
Ui=H—(?0k ) T l@izHiRHomp(g,?)
My,
and put
TL = {M € My | ®/(M) = Homp(r)(S, /M) =0V j # i},
Yo={Y eMp | W/(Y)=0Vj#i}.
The above isomorphisms of triangle equivalences imply
P! = G and ¢ =2

Therefore we have
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Theorem 4.10.  (a) T4 = Y5 '™ and Y5 = T3~
(b) The functors F* = Hompx(T,X?) and ®"~ 17" = Hompr) (S, Y1) re-
strict to inverse equivalences between Th and ‘Tg_l_’.

5. WHEN IS S TILTING?

Let A be a k-algebra and T be a 2-term silting complex in K°(proj A). In Sec-
tion [4.4] we constructed a 2-term silting complex S. Yu Zhou proposed the following
question.

Question 5.1. When is the 2-term silting complex S tilting?

Because YA is a tilting complex, it follows that S is tilting in per(I'). If T is tilting,
then I' has cohomology concentrated in degree 0, so the projection p: I' — B is a
quasi-isomorphism, and p,: D(I') — D(B) is a triangle equivalence. Therefore S is
tilting. This recovers the second part of [13, Corollary 4.3].

Corollary 5.2. If T s tilting, then S is tilting.

But in general the answer to Question 5.1l is not known. In this section, we show
that the answer is positive in certain special cases.

Theorem 5.3. Keep the notation as above. Then S is tilting if one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

(a) A is hereditary;

(b) T is a left mutation of A or a right mutation of XA, whenever the mutation
is defined;

(c) k is a field and A is a finite-dimensional symmetric k-algebra.

To prove Theorem [£.3] we need the following lemmas. Clearly, S is tilting if and
only if Hom g proj 1) (1S, ¥71S5) = 0, because it is a 2-term silting complex. Recall that
there is a triangle in K®(proj A)

!

A T’ " YA

with 7", T" € addgb(proj 4)(T') and that S = Cone(Hom(T, f)). The following lemma,
contained in the proof of [I3], Corollary 4.3], gives a characterisation of the morphisms
in Home(proj B) (S, 2715).

Lemma 5.4. There is an tsomorphism of k-modules
Home(proj B)(Sv Z_ls) = {g € Home(proj A)(Tuv T/) | gf =0= fg}
Then we have a sufficient condition in terms of H°(T").

Lemma 5.5. If pd H'(T") < 1, then S is tilting.
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Proof. In view of Lemma[5.4] we only need to show that if g: T — T" is a morphism
such that fg = 0 = gf, then ¢ = 0. The condition gf = 0 implies that g factors
through »A:

o va

Ve

£ f

A—T —=T".
Since 7" € add(T') is a 2-term complex, there is a triangle
SH YT =T — H(T") — X*H (T).

It follows that pd H°(T") < 1 if and only if H~!(T") = 0. Thus by our assumption
we have Hom ko (proj 4y (84, T") = H™(T") = 0. Therefore g = 0. O

Proof of Theorem[5.3. (a) If A is hereditary, then pd H°(T") < 1. So S is tilting by
Lemma [5.5]

(b) If T is the left mutation of A, then T'= T, @ eA, where e is an idempotent of
A such that add(eA) Nadd((1 —e)A) =0, and T is given by the following triangle

eA— P — T, — X(eA),

with the first morphism is a left add((1—e)A)-approximation. Thus 7" = P@(1—e)A,
which is a projective A-module. Then S is tilting by Lemma 5.5 The proof of the
other statement is dual.

(c) If A is symmetric, then T is tilting, and hence S is tilting by Corollary5.2 [

Remark 5.6. Yu Zhou pointed out that Theorem [(.3(a) can be proved using the
corresponding torsion pairs. By [13, Lemma 5.5], T is splitting, i.e. the torsion pair
(X7, Yr) splits, namely, (Ts, Fg) splits, i.e. S is separating. Then it is tilting by [13]
Proposition 5.7].

In the following example none of the three conditions in Theorem is satisfied
but S is tilting.

Example 5.7. Let A be the algebra given by the quiver
a B

l<—2<—3
with relation a8 = 0. For a vertex i, let S; and P; denote the corresponding simple
and projective module, respectively. Take the 2-term silting complex T' = P, & (P, =
Py) @ ¥ P; (the corresponding support 7-tilting module is M = P; ® S1). Then the
endomorphism algebra B = End xt(proj 4)(T)) is the path algebra of the quiver

.
a——=2b C.

Then the 2-term silting complex S is P, @ (P, N P,) @ P.. Direct computation
shows that Hom gesprej 5) (S, 271S) = 0, thus S is tilting.
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