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TWO-TERM SILTING AND τ-CLUSTER MORPHISM CATEGORIES

ERLEND D. BØRVE

Abstract. We generalise τ -cluster morphism categories to non-positive proper dg algebras. The com-

patibility of silting reduction with support τ -tilting reduction will be an essential ingredient when linking

our definition to that of Buan–Marsh. We also define two-term presilting sequences in the bounded de-

rived category in such a way that they correspond to signed τ -exceptional sequences in the module

category.
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0. Introduction

In tilting theory, it is valuable to find all tilting modules over a fixed finite-dimensional algebra A, or

better still, all tilting objects in the bounded homotopy category Kb(projA), where projA is the category

of finitely generated projective A-modules. If all tilting objects in Kb(projA) could be identified, one

could construct all finite-dimensional algebras B that are derived Morita equivalent to A [Ric89], which

is to say that their derived categories are equivalent as triangulated categories. Many invariants of

finite-dimensional algebras are preserved by derived Morita equivalence, and it might be more efficient

to compute these for some B rather than for A directly.

Finding all tilting objects turns out to be an unrealistic project in general. However, one could instead

study the larger class of silting objects, for which there is a mutation process [AI12], generating new

examples in a reliable manner. In addition, one has a reduction procedure for silting objects. Iyama–

Yang show that if P is a presilting object of Kb(projA), then the (pre)silting objects in Kb(projA) having

P as a direct summand correspond to the (pre)silting objects in the Verdier quotient Kb(projA)/ thick(P )

[IY18, Theorem 3.7].
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03472v4


2 ERLEND D. BØRVE

The class of two-term silting objects closely resembles that of tilting modules. Indeed, a generalisation

of the Brenner–Butler Theorem applies [BZ16, Theorem 1.1] [BZ21, Theorem 2.1]. Also, when performing

silting reduction with respect to a two-term presilting object, one can restrict Iyama–Yang’s bijection to

a bijection of two-term (pre)silting objects [Jas15, Proposition 4.11].

The mutation of two-term silting objects is closely tied to cluster combinatorics. For path algebras

of a quiver of simply laced Dynkin type, the two-term silting objects of the bounded homotopy category

are in bijection with the cluster-tilting objects in the cluster category [AIR14, Theorem 4.1]. Moreover,

this bijection respects the mutation processes for cluster-tilting objects [AIR14, Corollary 4.8]. Cluster-

tilting objects are in turn in bijection with the clusters of the corresponding cluster algebra [BMR+06,

Corollary 4.4].

One may also model cluster combinatorics using τ -tilting theory [AIR14]. Adachi–Iyama–Reiten de-

fine support τ -tilting modules and support τ -rigid pairs, and show that they correspond bijectively with

silting objects and presilting objects, respectively [AIR14, Theorem 3.2]. One would thus suspect that

the reduction procedure of Iyama–Yang is transferable to τ -tilting theory. Given any finite-dimensional

algebra, Jasso provides a suitable bijection between classes of support τ -tilting modules [Jas15, Theo-

rem 3.15], and shows that it is compatible with Iyama–Yang’s silting reduction [Jas15, Theorem 4.12(b)].

Buan–Marsh later extended Jasso’s bijection to support τ -rigid pairs [BM21a, Theorem 3.6].

The bijection of Buan–Marsh was constructed in order to define the τ -cluster morphism category of a τ -

tilting finite algebra. This builds on Igusa–Todorov’s cluster morphism category defined for representation

finite hereditary algebras [IT17, Section 1], as well as a categorification of non-crossing partitions [Igu14].

The definition of τ -cluster morphism categories has recently been extended to all finite-dimensional

algebras [BH21]. Although Buan–Marsh define the τ -cluster morphism category in terms of τ -tilting

theory, they occasionally translate the setting to two-term silting in order to prove necessary results.

τ -cluster morphism categories are useful in the study of picture groups and picture spaces, defined

by Igusa–Todorov–Weyman [ITW16]. In the case of representation finite hereditary algebras, we have

that the geometric realisation of the τ -cluster morphism category is a K(π, 1) for the corresponding

picture group [IT17, Theorem 3.1]. This result was later extended to include Nakayama algebras [HI21,

Theorem 4.16].

A path in a τ -cluster morphism category can be interpreted as a signed τ -exceptional sequence, a notion

defined in a parallel paper of Buan–Marsh [BM21b]. In the hereditary representation finite case, these

are signed exceptional sequences [IT17, Section 2], which in informal terms can be seen as exceptional

sequences where relative projective objects may be suspended in the derived category. A complete

exceptional sequence need not exist for a finite-dimensional algebra, whereas one may always find a

complete signed τ -exceptional sequence. One proves this fact using the correspondence between signed

τ -exceptional sequences and ordered support τ -rigid modules [BM21b, Corollary 5.5]. If a τ -exceptional

sequence consists only of modules (rather than suspended relative projectives) it can be obtained from

the stratifying system of a TF-admissible decomposition of a τ -rigid module [MHT20, Theorem 5.1].

0.1. Organisation. Section 1 sets up the notation and covers the necessary preliminaries. We review

how t-exact subcategories (see Definition 1.5) of a triangulated category with a bounded t-structure
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correspond with wide subcategories in the heart (Theorem 1.10), the interaction between two-term silting

and τ -tilting theory, and τ -tilting reduction. In particular, we recall in Proposition-Definition 1.17 that

a support τ -rigid pair (M,Q) in mod(A) gives rise to a wide subcategory J(M,Q)
def
= M⊥ ∩⊥(τM)∩Q⊥

of mod(A).

In Section 2, we work over a non-positive proper dg algebra A. Let Dfd(A) be the subcategory of the

derived category D(A) spanned by complexes of finite-dimensional total cohomology. In Corollary 2.9,

we show that the perpendicular category P⊥Z of a two-term presilting object P ∈ per(A) is a t-exact

subcategory of Dfd(A). By Proposition 2.10, the zeroth cohomology of P⊥Z is the wide subcategory

J(M,Q) of mod(A), where (M,Q) is the support τ -rigid pair corresponding to P .

Section 3 presents a proof that Iyama–Yang’s silting reduction is compatible with Buan–Marsh’ support

τ -tilting reduction, generalising Jasso’s compatibility result [Jas15, Theorem 4.12(b)].

Theorem 3.5. Let C be a triangulated category and S be a silting object. Certain mild technical condi-

tions are imposed. Consider a 2S-term presilting object P , let A = EndC(S), and let C = EndZP /[P ](T
+
P )

be the τ -tilting reduction of A with respect to the support τ -rigid pair corresponding to P . We have a

commutative diagram of bijections

2S-presiltP (C) sτ -rigid pairHS(P )(A)

2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ]) sτ -rigid pair(C)

HS

ϕP ψHS(P )

H
T

+
P

where ϕP is the Iyama–Yang bijection and ψHS(P ) is the Buan–Marsh bijection. The horizontal maps are

the correspondences between two-term presilting objects and support τ -rigid pairs (see Theorem 1.16).

Our main result appears in Section 4. Given a non-positive proper dg algebra A, we construct a

category WA, which we call the τ-cluster morphism category of A. Developing the theory purely in terms

of silting, as opposed to τ -tilting, has a major advantage; since silting reduction is induced by a functor,

it is easier to prove that the composition law in WA is associative, as we do in Theorem 4.3. When we

claim that the work of Buan–Marsh and Buan–Hanson has been generalised, it is in the following specific

sense.

Theorem 4.4. Let A be a non-positive proper dg algebra, and let WBM
H0A be τ -cluster morphism category

(as defined by Buan–Hanson [BH21]) of the zeroth cohomology of A. Then the cohomological functor

Dfd(A,−) : Dfd(modA) modH0A

induces an equivalence of categories

WA W
BM
H0A .

In particular, if A is a finite-dimensional algebra, then WA is equivalent to W
BM
A .

Finally, Section 5 explores how signed τ -exceptional sequences can be lifted to our framework. We de-

fine two-term presilting sequences in a recursive manner, similarly to Buan–Marsh [BM21b, Definition 1.3].

A correspondence between our notion and theirs is provided:
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Theorem 5.2. Let A be a non-positive proper dg algebra, and let t be a non-negative integer. If HA is

as defined in Theorem 1.16, then the map

(X1, . . . , Xt−1, Xt) (HAX1, . . . , HAXt−1, HAXt),

is a bijection from the first to the second of the following sets :

(1) signed two-term presilting sequences of length t in Dfd(A),

(2) signed τ -exceptional sequences of length t in mod(H0A).

Acknowledgements. I would like to express my gratitude to my PhD supervisor, Aslak B. Buan,

for introducing me to the topic, countless helpful discussions, and meticulous proofreading. I am also

grateful to Eric J. Hanson and Yann Palu for helpful comments on this manuscript, and to Gustavo Jasso

for useful conversations.

1. Notation and preliminaries

Throughout, all subcategories will be full and closed under isomorphism. We fix a field k, and declare

that all triangulated categories and their (not necessarily triangulated) subcategories will be k-linear.

Recall that a triangulated subcategory is thick if it is closed under direct summands. For a triangulated

category T , we write thickT (X ) for the smallest thick subcategory containing the subcategoryX , or simply

thick(X ) when there is no risk of confusion.

All modules are right modules, unless otherwise specified. For a k-algebra R, the category of finitely

generated right R-modules will be denoted by modR, and the subcategory of projective R-modules by

projR. The triangulated category Db(modR) is the bounded derived category of the former, whereas

Kb(projR) is the bounded homotopy category of the latter. They are both subcategories of the full

derived category D(R). More generally, if A is a differential graded (henceforth dg) k-algebra A, we

denote its full derived category by D(A), and define per(A) to the thick closure of A in D(A), and Dfd

to be the (thick) subcategory spanned by complexes of finite-dimensional total cohomology.

Let C be a k-linear category and let X ⊆ C be a subcategory. The additive closure of X is the full

subcategory of C containing all finite direct sums of direct summands of objects in X . We denote this

category by add(X ), or by add(X) if X contains a single object X .

Let P be an additive subcategory of C. A morphism Q
β
Y (resp. X

α
Q) is P-epic (resp. P-

monic) if the induced morphism C(P, β) (resp. C(α, P )) is surjective for all objects P ∈ P . It is a right

P-approximation of Y (resp. left P-approximation of X) if, in addition, we have that Q ∈ P . We say

that P is a contravariantly finite subcategory (resp. covariantly finite subcategory) of C if every object

in C has a right (resp. left) P-approximation. A functorially finite subcategory of C is one that is both

contravariantly and covariantly finite.

The perpendicular subcategories of P in C are the full subcategories

⊥P
def
= {X ∈ C | C(X,P) = 0},

P⊥ def
= {Y ∈ C | C(P , Y ) = 0}.
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If T is a triangulated category, we denote its suspension functor by Σ, unless otherwise specified. For

each subset I ⊆ Z, we define the perpendicular subcategories

⊥IP
def
= {X ∈ T | T (X,ΣiP) = 0 ∀i ∈ I},

P⊥I
def
= {Y ∈ T | T (P ,ΣiY ) = 0 ∀i ∈ I}.

Suppose that T is triangulated and let P1 and P2 be additive subcategories of T . The category of

extensions is the full subcategory P1 ∗ P2 of T containing the objects E that fit in a triangle

X1 E X2 ΣX1,

where X1 ∈ P1 and X2 ∈ P2. It can be shown using the octahedral axiom that ∗ is an associative

operation on subcategories [BBD82, Lemme 1.3.10]. A full subcategory P ⊆ T is closed under extensions

if P = P ∗ P .

An additive subcategory P ⊆ T is suspended (resp. co-suspended) if it is closed under extensions and

the suspension functor Σ (resp. the desuspension functor Σ−1).

The ideal [P ] in C contains precisely the morphisms that factor through an object in P . The ideal

quotient will be denoted by C
[P] . If P = add(P ) for some object P , we denote this quotient by C

[P ] .

We use Deligne’s convention, writing F = G when we mean that these functors are naturally isomor-

phic.

1.1. t-structures and wide subcategories of the heart. Truncation structures (t-structures for

short) were introduced by Beilinson–Bernstein–Deligne [BBD82] (and also Gabber [BBDG18]). We give

a quick survey of their elementary properties. A triangulated category D is fixed.

Definition 1.1. A pair of full additive subcategories (D≤0,D>0) of D constitutes a truncation structure

(henceforth t-structure) if the conditions (t.1) and (t.2) below are met.

(t.1) (D≤0,D>0) is a torsion pair in D, i.e.

(t.1.1) The Hom-spaces D(X,Y ) are trivial for all X ∈ D≤0 and Y ∈ D>0,

(t.1.2) every object in D is an extension of an object in D>0 with an object in D≤0. This is to say

that D≤0 ∗ D>0 = D.

(t.2) The subcategory D≤0 is suspended (equivalently, the subcategory D>0 is co-suspended).

We let D≤−1 def
= ΣD≤0. More generally, we set

D≤n def
= Σ−nD≤0,

D>m def
= Σ−mD>0,

and D[m,n] def
= D>m−1 ∩ D≤n.

for integers n and m. The t-structure is bounded if
⋃

m,n∈Z

D[m,n] = D. The subcategory D0 def
= D[0,0] of

D is called the heart of the t-structure.

Remark 1.2. The subcategories D≤0 and D>0 determine each other; we have that (D≤0)⊥0 = D>0 and

that ⊥0(D>0) = D≤0. As a result of this fact, the subcategories D≤0 and D>0 are closed under extensions

and direct summands.
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Let A be an abelian category. Then the bounded derived category Db(A) can be equipped with the

structure

D≤0(A) = {X ∈ Db(A) | Hi(X) = 0 for all i > 0},

D>0(A) = {X ∈ Db(A) | Hi(X) = 0 for all i ≤ 0}.

This is the standard t-structure on Db(A). The heart is equivalent to the abelian category A. In general,

we have that the heart of any t-structure is an abelian category [BBD82, Théorème 1.3.6].

For a suspended subcategory U ⊆ D, the pair (U ,U⊥) forms a t-structure on D if and only if U is

co-reflective [KV88, 1.1 Proposition], i.e. the inclusion admits a right adjoint. A subcategory of D is

called an aisle (resp. a co-aisle) if it is suspended (resp. co-suspended) and co-reflective (resp. reflective,

i.e. the inclusion admits a left adjoint). Since the pair (D≤0,D>0) is a t-structure on D precisely when

D≤0 is an aisle in D (or, equivalently D>0 is a co-aisle), we say that D≤0 is the aisle of the t-structure

(and that D>0 is the co-aisle).

We may hence define a truncation functor σ≤0 : D D≤0 (resp. σ>0 : D D>0) as the right adjoint

of the inclusion functor ι≤0 : D≤0 D (resp. as the left adjoint of the inclusion functor ι>0 : D>0 D).

Remark 1.3. It is conventional to denote the truncation functors by τ≤0 and τ>0. We have chosen to

use σ≤0 and σ>0 instead, so that they will not be confused with the Auslander–Reiten translation.

For all objects X ∈ D, there is a unique morphism σ>0X
∂X

Σσ≤0X such that we have a triangle

σ≤0X X σ>0X Σσ≤0X,
εX ηX ∂X

where εX (resp. ηX) is induced by the co-unit of the adjunction (ι≤0, σ≤0) (resp. by the unit of the

adjunction (σ>0, ι>0)). Such triangles will be referred to as truncation triangles.

For any integer i, we define the cohomology functor in degree i by Hi def
= σ≤iσ>i−1.

Theorem 1.4 ([BBD82, Théorème 1.3.6 and Remarque 3.1.17(ii)]). Let D be a triangulated category

with a t-structure (D≤0,D>0).

(1) The functor H0 = σ≤0σ>−1 : D D0 is cohomologial, i.e. it sends distinguished triangles to

long exact sequences.

(2) A complex

0 U V W 0i p

in D0 is an exact sequence if and only if there exists a morphism W
∂

ΣU in D such that

U V W ΣUi p ∂

is a distinguished triangle in D.

Applying Theorem 1.4(1) to the t-structure (D≤i,D>i) shows that the cohomology functors

Hi def
= σ≤iσ>i−1 : D Di

are cohomological.

T-exactness, which we define presently, is a term used for triangle functors that preserve t-structures.
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Definition 1.5 ([BBD82, Definition 1.3.16]). Let D be a triangulated category with a t-structure

(D≤0,D>0), and let U be a triangulated category with a t-structure (U≤0,U>0). A triangle functor

F : U D is

(1) left t-exact if F (U>0) ⊆ D>0,

(2) right t-exact if F (U≤0) ⊆ D≤0,

(3) t-exact if it is both left t-exact and right t-exact.

A t-exact subcategory of D with respect to the t-structure (D≤0,D>0), is a triangulated subcategory S

of D such that σ≤0X ∈ S for any X ∈ S.

Remark 1.6. We might as well have defined a t-exact subcategory to be a triangulated subcategory

which is closed under any truncation functor of the form σ≤i or σ>i, not just σ≤0. First of all, a t-exact

subcategory S ⊆ D is closed under truncation by σ≤m, for all m ∈ Z, since we have assumed that S is

closed under suspension and desuspension. It is also preserved by σ>0 (and thus σ>m, for all m ∈ Z),

which one proves by forming a truncation triangle

σ≤0X X σ>0X Σσ≤0X,
εX

where X ∈ S, and then pointing out that σ>0X is a mapping cone of εX , a morphism in S.

The t-exact subcategories ofD are precisely those on which we can induce a t-structure (D≤0∩ S,D>0∩ S)

such that the inclusion functor S D is t-exact [BBD82, p. 38]. The heart of the induced t-structure is

D0∩S, and the cohomological functor S S0 is naturally isomorphic to the restriction of H0 : D D0.

We include the following well-known result to emphasise that t-exactness induces exactness.

Proposition 1.7 ([BBD82, Proposition 1.3.17]). Let F : U D be a t-exact functor. Then the composite

functor

U0 U D D0F H0

is an exact functor between abelian categories. In particular, if S is a t-exact subcategory of D, then S0

is an exact abelian subcategory of D0.

Exact abelian subcategories are often called wide subcategories (or weak Serre subcategories). Equiv-

alently, it is a subcategory which is closed under kernels, cokernels and extensions. In particular, every

idempotent endomorphism admits a kernel, which is to say that the wide subcategory in question is

idempotent complete. It follows that it is closed under direct summands.

Lemma 1.8. Let D be a triangulated category equipped with a bounded t-structure (D≤0,D>0), and let

S be a t-exact subcategory of D. Then S is thick.

Proof. It is to be shown that S is closed under direct summands. Let X,Y ∈ D be such that X ⊕ Y ∈ S.

Since (D≤0,D>0) is bounded, only finitely many integers i are such that Hi(X ⊕ Y ) is non-zero. We

proceed by induction on the number d of such integers i.

The case d = 0 concerns only zero objects, and is therefore trivial to establish. If d = 1, we have that

X ⊕ Y ∈ Si for some i. As Si is equivalent to S0, we may assume without loss of generality that i = 0.

Since S0 is a wide subcategory of D0, it follows that the direct summand X of X ⊕Y is in S0, as desired.
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Assume that the statement is true whenever d < ℓ for some ℓ ≥ 2. If d = ℓ, we have a triangle

X1 X X2 ΣX1,

where X1 has non-zero cohomology in at most ℓ − 1 positions, and X2 has non-zero cohomology in at

most one position. In the same vein, one constructs a triangle

Y1 Y Y2 ΣY1,

where Y1 and Y2 have the same properties. Then X1 ⊕ Y1 and X2 ⊕ Y2 are objects in S with cohomology

in fewer than ℓ positions, whence X1, X2 ∈ S by the induction hypothesis. As S is a triangulated

subcategory of D, it follows that X ∈ S, since it is an extension of X2 with X1. �

Following Zhang–Cai [ZC17, Definition 2.3], we say that a thick subcategory S of D is H0-stable if

H0(X) ∈ S for all X ∈ S.

Lemma 1.9. Let D be a triangulated category with a t-structure (D≤0,D>0). A thick subcategory of

S ⊆ D is H0-stable if it is t-exact. If the t-structure is bounded, the converse also holds.

Proof. We explained in Remark 1.6 that a t-exact subcategory S is closed under truncation by σ≤0 and

σ>−1. Hence, it is closed under H0 = σ≤0σ>−1, which is to be H0-stable.

Conversely, suppose that the t-structure (D≤0,D>0) is bounded and let S be an H0-stable subcategory

of D. For any X ∈ S and any integer n we can form a truncation triangle

σ≤n−1X σ≤nX HnX Σσ≤n−1X.

The object HnX = H0(Σ−nX) lies in S, and hence σ≤n−1X belongs to S if and only if σ≤nX does.

By induction, it follows that σ≤0X ∈ S if and only if σ≤nX ∈ S, where n is an arbitrary integer. The

boundedness of the t-structure ensures that σ≤nX = X for sufficiently large n. We conclude that S is

t-exact, as we have shown that σ≤0X ∈ S for any X ∈ S, �

The set of t-exact subcategories of D is closed under arbitrary intersections. It thus has the structure

of a complete lattice. The join of a family {Si}i∈I is the smallest t-exact subcategory containing all Si,

whereas the meet is computed by intersection. We denote this lattice by t-exact(D), and we let wide(D0)

be the lattice of wide subcategories in D0. We conclude this subsection with a result providing an explicit

isomorphism of these lattices.

Theorem 1.10 ([ZC17, Theorem 2.5]). Let D be a triangulated category with a bounded t-structure

(D≤0,D>0). The cohomology functor H0 : D D0 induces an isomorphism of lattices

H0 : t-exact(D) wide(D0)

with inverse D(−) : wide(D0) t-exact(D) sending a wide subcategory W ⊆ D0 to the t-exact subcategory

DW := {X ∈ D | HnX ∈ W for all n ∈ Z} = thickD(W)

of D.

Note that DW clearly is H0-stable. By Lemma 1.9, it is indeed a t-exact subcategory of D. It is also

possible to express the map H0 : t-exact(D) wide(D0) by intersecting t-exact subcategories with D0.
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1.2. Silting and τ-tilting.

Definition 1.11. Let C be a triangulated category. An object X ∈ C is presilting if C(X,ΣnX) = 0 for

all positive integers n. A presilting object X is a silting object if, in addition, thick(X) = C.

We identify two presilting objects X and Y if add(X) = add(Y ). The sets of presilting and silting

objects in C are denoted by presilt(C) and silt(C), respectively. The subsets containing the objects having

a fixed presilting object P as a direct summand are denoted by presiltP (C) and siltP (C), respectively.

Definition 1.12. For a fixed silting object S ∈ C, we say that an object P ∈ C is 2S-term it is belongs

to add(S) ∗ Σadd(S), i.e if there exists a triangle

S1 S0 P ΣS1,

where S1, S0 ∈ add(S). The set of 2S-term presilting objects is denoted by 2S-presilt(C), and the subset

of 2S-term silting objects by 2S-silt(C). The subsets of those having P is a direct summand are denoted

by 2S-presiltP (C) and 2S-siltP (C), respectively.

If C = Kb(projA), the bounded homotopy category of a k-algebra A, then A is a silting object in

C. More generally, if A is a dg k-algebra which is non-positive (i.e. with trivial cohomology in positive

degrees), then A is silting in per(A). In these cases, we write 2-silt(A) for the set of 2A-term silting

objects (and so on), omitting the subscript beneath the symbol 2.

In fact, if C is a k-linear algebraic (i.e. triangle equivalent to the stable category of a Frobenius

category) Hom-finite Krull–Schmidt triangulated category (which is to say that all Hom-spaces of the

form T (X,X ′) are finite-dimensional for all X,X ′ ∈ C, and any object X ∈ C is isomorphic to a finite

direct sum
⊕n

i=1Xi, where the endomorphism ring of each Xi is a local finite-dimensional k-algebra)

with a silting object S, there exists a non-positive dg k-algebra A and a triangle equivalence C per(A),

sending S to A [KY14, Lemma 4.1(b)].

If C is a Krull–Schmidt triangulated k-linear category, an objectX ∈ C is basic if no fixed decomposition

of X has a pair of distinct indecomposable direct summands that are isomorphic.

The set silt(C) admits a partial order ≥, where P ≥ Q provided that C(P,ΣnQ) = 0 whenever n > 0

[AI12, Theorem 2.11 and Proposition 2.14]. Of particular interest is the subposet 2S-silt(C) ⊆ silt(C).

If C is Hom-finite and Krull–Schmidt, it turns out that any 2S-term presilting object P ∈ C can be

completed to a 2S-term silting object. One such silting object is the Bongartz completion T+
P

def
= P ⊕Q

of P , where Q is defined by the triangle

S Q P0

βΣS
ΣS, (1.A)

in which βΣS is a minimal right add(P )-approximation of ΣS [IJY14]. Consequently, a 2S-term presilting

object is precisely the same thing as a direct summand of a 2S-term silting object. If |P | denotes the

number of non-isomorphic indecomposable direct summands of a 2S-term presilting object P , we have

that |P | is silting if and only if |P | = |S| [IJY14, Lemma 4.3]. The Bongartz completion is the maximal

silting object (with respect to the partial order ≥ defined above) in which P is a direct summand.
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There is a close connection between the 2S-term silting theory of C and the support τ -tilting theory

of the finite-dimensional algebra EndC(S). We recall the basic definitions and results of τ -tilting theory

[AIR14].

Definition 1.13. For a finite-dimensional algebra A, a finitely generated right A-module M is τ-rigid if

HomA(M, τM) = 0, where τ is the Auslander–Reiten translation. A pair (M,Q) is support τ-rigid if M

is a τ -rigid module and Q is a finitely generated projective right A-module such that HomA(Q,M) = 0.

A support τ -rigid pair (M,Q) is support τ-tilting |M | + |Q| = |A|, where |X | is the number of non-

isomorphic indecomposable direct summands of X . An A-module M is support τ-tilting if there exists a

projective A-module P such that (M,Q) is a τ -tilting pair.

A support τ -rigid pair (N,R) is a direct summand of the support τ -rigid pair (M,Q) if N is a di-

rect summand of M and R is a direct summand of Q. We denote the set of support τ -rigid pairs

in modA by sτ -rigid pair(A), and those having a support τ -rigid pair (M,Q) as a direct summand by

sτ -rigid pair(M,Q)(A). The subsets of support τ -tilting pairs are denoted by sτ -tilt pair(A) and

sτ -tilt pair(M,Q)(A), respectively. We say that an algebra is τ-tilting finite if it has finitely many basic

τ -tilting modules up to isomorphism.

If (M,Q) and (M,R) are support τ -tilting pairs, then add(Q) = add(R) [AIR14, Proposition 2.3(b)].

In other words, we have a correspondence between basic support τ -tilting modules and basic support

τ -tilting pairs, which truncates a pair (M,Q) to M .

The set of support τ -tilting A-modules is inextricably linked with functorially finite torsion classes of

modA. Recall that a torsion class (resp. torsion-free class) of modA is a subcategory which is closed

under factor modules (resp. submodules) and extensions. If G is a torsion class, the right perpendicular

category G⊥ is a torsion-free class. Dually, the left perpendicular category of a torsion-free class is a

torsion class. A torsion pair is a pair of subcategories (G,F) where G⊥ = F and ⊥F = G. It is indeed

the case that G is a torsion class and that F is torsion-free.

In the next theorem, and throughout, let gen(M) be the full subcategory of modA containing the

A-modules X such that there exists an epimorphism M⊕n X for some n ≥ 1.

Theorem 1.14 ([AIR14, Theorem 2.7]). Let M be a support τ-tilting right A-module. Then gen(M) is

a functorially finite torsion class and we have a bijection

gen: sτ -tilt(A) f-tors(A)

from the set of support τ-tilting A-modules to the set of functorially finite torsion classes in modA.

Since the set of torsion classes is partially ordered under inclusion, this bijection gives a partial order

on sτ -tilt(A). More explicitly, we impose that M ≥ N if gen(M) ⊇ gen(N). If (M,Q) and (N,R) are

support τ -tilting pairs, we say that (M,Q) ≥ (N,R) if M ≥ N as support τ -tilting modules.

Theorem 1.15 ([Jas15, Proposition 4.5], [IY08, Proposition 6.2(3)]). Let C be Hom-finite Krull–Schmidt

triangulated category and S ∈ C be a silting object. Let add(S) ∗ Σadd(S) be the subcategory of 2S-term

objects in C. The functor

C(S,−) : C modEndC(S)
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induces an equivalence of categories

C(S,−) :
add(S) ∗ Σadd(S)

[ΣS]
modEndC(S),

where [ΣS] is the ideal of morphisms factoring though ΣS.

The close connection between silting and support τ -tilting is expressed by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.16 ([IJY14, Theorem 4.5]). Let C and S be as in Theorem 1.15 and let A = EndC(S). We

have a bijection

2S-presilt(C) sτ -rigid pair(A),

X (C(S,X), C(S,X1))

HS

∈ ∈

where ΣX1 is the maximal direct summand of X in add(ΣS). It restricts to bijections

2S-presiltP (C) sτ -rigid pairHS(P )(A),
HS

and

2S-siltP (C) sτ -tilt pairHS(P )(A),
HS (1.B)

for each P ∈ 2S-presilt(C). The last bijection is an isomorphism of partially ordered sets.

Recall that C(S,−) is naturally isomorphic to the cohomology functor H0 if C = Kb(proj(A)) (resp.

per(A)) and S = A for some k-algebra (resp. dg k-algebra) A.

The isomorphism (1.B) sends the Bongartz completion of P to a maximal object of sτ -tilt pairHS(P )(A).

We refer to this as the Bongartz completion of the support τ -rigid pair HS(P ). A module-theoretic

construction of the Bongartz completion of support τ -rigid pairs is available [AIR14, Theorem 2.10],

[DIR+17, Theorem 4.4]. We often denote the Bongartz completion of (M,Q) by (M+, Q), noting that

the second component Q remains unaltered.

Proposition-Definition 1.17 ([Jas15, Proposition 3.6], [DIR+17, Theorem 4.12(a)]). Let A be a finite-

dimensional algebra, and let (M,Q) be a support τ-rigid pair in modA. The pair (M,Q) determines a

wide subcategory

J(M,Q)
def
= M⊥ ∩ ⊥(τM) ∩Q⊥ ⊆ modA

called the τ-perpendicular category of (M,Q).

Definition 1.18. Let J(M,Q) be the τ -perpendicular category of a support τ -rigid pair (M,Q) with

Bongartz completion (M+, Q), and let C = EndA(M
+)/[M ], where [M ] is the ideal of morphisms

factoring through add(M). A support τ-rigid pair in J(M,Q) is a pair (U,R) in J(M,Q) such that

(Hom(M+, U),Hom(M+, R)) is a support τ -rigid pair in modC.

Theorem 1.19 ([DIR+17, Theorem 4.18], [Jas15, Theorem 3.8]). If A is τ-tilting finite, all wide subcat-

egories of modA are τ-perpendicular categories

Furthermore, τ -perpendicular subcategories are module categories, as the next result shows.
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Theorem 1.20 ([Jas15, Theorem 3.8],[DIR+17, Theorem 4.12(b)]). Let (M,Q) be a support τ-rigid pair

in modA, let (M+, Q) be the Bongartz completion of (M,Q), and let C = EndA(M
+)/[M ]. We then

have an exact equivalence

F(M,Q)
def
= HomA(M

+,−) : J(M,Q) modC.

Letting B = EndA(M
+), we may express a quasi-inverse as the restriction of the tensor functor

G(M,Q)
def
= −⊗B M

+ : modB modA

to modC.

We will refer to the algebra C in the last theorem as the τ-tilting reduction of A with respect to (M,Q).

2. Silting t-structures and reduction

Silting reduction is a well-developed reduction technique, particularly for Hom-finite Krull–Schmidt

triangulated categories [IY18]. The bijection in question restricts to two-term objects and is compatible

with τ -tilting reduction [Jas15, Theorem 4.12]. In this section, we interpret silting reduction in terms of

the t-structures they generate. Iyama–Yang prove the following theorem, though in greater generality.

Theorem 2.1 ([IY18, Theorems 3.1, 3.6, and 3.7],[Jas15, Proposition 4.11]). Let C be a Hom-finite

Krull–Schmidt triangulated category containing a silting object S. Let P be a presilting object.

(1) Let ZP = ⊥>0P ∩ P⊥>0 . Then the composite

ZP C C/ thick(P )loc

induces a triangle equivalence ZP /[P ] C/ thick(P ), where the triangulation on ZP /[P ] is de-

scribed by Iyama–Yoshino [IY08, Theorem 4.2].

(2) The ideal quotient ZP ZP /[P ] (and also the Verdier localisation C C/ thick(P )) induces a

bijection

ϕP : presiltP (C) presilt(ZP /[P ]) ∼= presilt(C/ thick(P )). (2.A)

If P is 2S-term with Bongartz completion T+
P , it restricts to a bijection

ϕP : 2S-presiltP (C) 2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ]) ∼= 2T+

P
-presilt(C/ thick(P )). (2.B)

(3) The bijection (2.A) restricts to an isomorphism of posets

ϕP : siltP (C) silt(ZP /[P ]) ∼= silt(C/ thick(P )),

which, if P is 2S-term with Bongartz completion T+
P , further restricts to an isomorphism

ϕP : 2S-siltS(C) 2T+
P
-silt(ZP /[P ]) ∼= 2T+

P
-silt(C/ thick(P )). (2.C)

Since the bijection (2.A) is induced by the ideal quotient ZP ZP /[P ], our next two lemmas are

immediate consequences.
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Lemma 2.2. Let C is as in Theorem 2.1, and let P be a 2S-term presilting object in C. We define

indP 2S-presiltP (C) to be the objects in 2S-presiltP (C) of the form P ⊕X, where X is an indecomposable

object which is not contained in add(P ). Then the bijection (2.A) restricts to a bijection

ϕP : indP 2S-presiltP (C) ind 2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ])

where the codomain is the set of indecomposable objects in 2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ]).

Lemma 2.3. Let Q be a 2S-term presilting object in C such that P ⊕Q also is 2S-term presilting. The

bijection

ϕP : 2S-presiltP (C) 2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ])

restricts to a bijection

ϕP : 2S-presiltP⊕Q(C) 2T+
P
-presiltϕP (Q)(ZP /[P ]).

Lemma 2.4. Let P ⊕Q be a 2S-term presilting object in C. Then the diagram

2S-presiltP⊕Q(C) 2T+
P
-presiltϕP (Q)(ZP /[P ])

2T+
Q
-presiltϕQ(P )(ZQ/[Q]) 2T+

P⊕Q
-presilt(ZP⊕Q/[P ⊕Q])

ϕQ

ϕP

ϕP⊕Q ϕϕP (Q)

ϕϕQ(P )

(2.D)

commutes.

Proof. By the Third Isomorphism Theorem, we have additive equivalences

ZP⊕Q/[P ]

[Q]
∼=

ZP⊕Q/[P ]

[P ⊕Q]/[P ]
∼=

ZP⊕Q

[P ⊕Q]
, (2.E)

and similarly
ZP⊕Q/[Q]

[P ]
∼=

ZP⊕Q

[P ⊕Q]
. (2.F)

To give an argument as to why ϕϕQ(P ) (and similarly ϕϕP (Q)) has the claimed codomain, it now suffices

to show that T+
P⊕Q is the Bongartz completion of ϕQ(P ) in ZQ/[Q]. This is a consequence of the formula

ϕQT
+
X

∼= T+
ϕQ(X), due to Jasso [Jas15, Proposition 4.10(b)]; set X = P ⊕Q, and recall that ϕQ is induced

by the ideal quotient Z Z/[P ], which leaves the object X unaltered.

Further, the isomorphisms (2.E) and (2.F) enable the construction of an essentially commutative

diagram of ideal quotient functors

ZP⊕Q ZP⊕Q/[Q]

ZP⊕Q/[P ] ZP⊕Q/[P ⊕Q]

Since these functors induce the bijections in (2.D), the proof is complete. �

If C is as in Theorem 2.1, and is also assumed to be algebraic, we recall (from the discussion follow-

ing Definition 1.12) that there exists a non-positive proper dg k-algebra A and a triangle equivalence

C per(A), sending S to A [KY14, Lemma 4.1(b)]. From this point and to the end of the article, this

is the most general case we will consider. We state our setup below for future reference. Recall that a dg
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k-algebra is non-positive if it has no cohomology in positive degrees, and proper if its total cohomology

is finite-dimensional.

Setup 2.5. Let A be a non-positive proper dg k-algebra, and let P be a two-term presilting object in

per(A), i.e. an object in 2-presilt(A).

Note that finite-dimensional algebras are included in this setup. It is also important to emphasise that

the regular module A is an object in Dfd(A) (since A is proper).

It would be possible to generalise from Setup 2.5 to the setting of ST-triples (C,D, S), where C ⊆ D.

We do not give the definition of ST-triples here [AMY19, §4], but we note that if C is algebraic, it is

equivalent to a triple of the form (per(A),Dfd(A), A), where A is as in Setup 2.5 [AMY19, Corollary 6.13].

The assumption of algebricity does not reduce the scope of applications at time of writing; ST-triples

seem not to have occurred outside an algebraic context.

In this section, we describe Iyama–Yang silting reduction and its interaction with silting t-structures.

Silting reduction with respect to P occurs in the Verdier quotient per(A)/ thick(P ), but we will show

that perpendicular category P⊥Z also plays a role; if per(A)/ thick(P ) is triangle equivalent to per(C) for

some dg algebra C, then P⊥Z is triangle equivalent to Dfd(C) (see Corollary 2.12). Note that P⊥Z is a

thick subcategory of Dfd(A). The t-structures defined by these silting objects will be restricted to P⊥Z ,

which is achievable since P⊥Z is t-exact (see Corollary 2.9).

We first specify what it means for a t-structure to be generated by a silting object.

Lemma 2.6 ([ATJLSS03, Lemma 5.3]). Let T be a silting object in per(A). Then the pair (T⊥>0 , T⊥≤0)

is a bounded t-structure on Dfd(A).

A t-structure of the form (T⊥>0 , T⊥≤0), where T is silting object, is said to be a silting t-structure and

it is generated by T . The silting object A in per(A), where A is a non-positive dg algebra, generates the

standard t-structure on Dfd(A).

Lemma 2.7 ([AMY19, Propostion 4.6(a)]). Let T be a silting object in per(A), and let H0
T be the

cohomology functor associated to the t-structure (T⊥>0 , T⊥≤0). Then H0
T sends T to a projective generator

of the heart T⊥ 6=0, and the Hom-functor Dfd(A)(T,−) restricts to an exact equivalence of abelian categories

Dfd(A)(T,−) : T⊥ 6=0 modEndDfd(A)(T ).

We include a useful lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let A and P be as in Setup 2.5 and let (U ,U⊥) be a t-structure on Dfd(A) such that P ∈ U

and U ⊆ P⊥>1 . Then the subcategory P⊥Z is t-exact with respect to (U ,U⊥). In particular, the pair

(U ∩ P⊥Z ,U⊥ ∩ P⊥Z) is a t-structure on P⊥Z.

Proof. Let σU and σU⊥ be the truncation functors for (U ,U⊥). Fixing an arbitrary object X ∈ P⊥Z , it

suffices to show that σUX ∈ P⊥Z . We have a truncation triangle

σUX X σU⊥X ΣσUX.
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Since σU⊥X ∈ U⊥ ⊆ P⊥≤0 (the last inclusion holding because P ∈ U and U being closed under suspen-

sion), the desuspension Σ−1σU⊥X is in P⊥≤1 . Using that P⊥≤1 is closed under extensions, we deduce that

σUX ∈ P⊥≤1 . As σUX also belongs to U , and thus to P⊥>1 , it follows that σUX ∈ P⊥≤1 ∩P⊥>1 = P⊥Z ,

as desired. �

Lemma 2.8 applies in two very important cases pertaining to our setup.

Corollary 2.9. Let A be as in Setup 2.5.

(1) Let T be a silting object in Dfd(A) of which Q is a direct summand. Then Q⊥Z is t-exact with

respect to the t-structure (T⊥>0 , T⊥≤0) on Dfd(A).

(2) Let P ∈ 2-presilt(A) (as in Setup 2.5). Then P⊥Z is t-exact with respect to the standard t-structure

(A⊥>0 , A⊥≤0) on Dfd(A).

Proof. We will prove that both assertions are consequences of Lemma 2.8.

We first address (1). It is indeed the case that

Q ∈ T⊥>0 ⊆ Q⊥>0 ⊆ Q⊥>1 .

The first and penultimate inclusions hold whenever Q is a direct summand of T .

To prove (2), we simply have to point out that P ∈ A⊥>0 and A⊥>0 ⊆ P⊥>1 both hold since P is

two-term. �

We claimed in the introduction that the perpendicular category P⊥Z plays that role of the τ -perpendicular

category. This assertion will now be made explicit.

Proposition 2.10. Let A and P be as in Setup 2.5. Then the isomorphism of lattices

Dfd(A)(A,−) = H0 : t-exact(Dfd(A)) wide(modH0A), (2.G)

provided by Theorem 1.10, sends P⊥Z to J(M,Q).

Proof. The bijection (2.G) can be expressed as −∩ A⊥ 6=0 , and its inverse by thickDfd(A)(−). Since these

are mutually inverse isomorphism of posets, it suffices to prove that

P⊥Z ∩ A⊥ 6=0 ⊆ J(M,Q) (2.H)

thickDfd(A)(J(M,Q)) ⊆ P⊥Z (2.I)

Write P as PM⊕ΣQ, where PM is a minimal projective presentation ofM . The perpendicular category

P⊥Z can then be expressed as the intersection P⊥Z

M ∩Q⊥Z .

The inclusion (2.H) will be addressed first. LetX ∈ P⊥Z∩A⊥ 6=0 . It is to be deduced thatX ∈M⊥0 ∩⊥0(τM) ∩Q⊥0 .

The assertion that X ∈ Q⊥0 is immediate, having assumed that X ∈ P⊥Z ⊆ Q⊥Z . Consider the following

truncation triangle in the standard t-structure

σ<0PM PM M Σσ<0PM . (2.J)
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As both σ<0PM and Σσ<0PM are inD<0
fd (A), there are no maps from these objects toX ∈ A⊥ 6=0 ⊆ D≥0

fd (A).

Having assumed that Dfd(A)(PM , X) = 0, it follows from a long exact sequence argument that X ∈M⊥0 .

Lastly, consider the triangle

X<1 X X≥1 ΣX<1 (2.K)

where X≥1 is the projective presentation of X , and X<1 is what remains of its projective resolution. Since

the Hom-spacesDfd(A)(PM ,ΣX) = 0 andDfd(A)(PM ,Σ
2X<1) = 0 vanish (the former by assumption, the

latter since PM is two-term), so does Dfd(A)(P,ΣX≥1) = 0. Now, since the vanishing of Dfd(A)(P,ΣX≥1)

is equivalent to the assertion that HomA(X, τM) = 0 [AIR14, Lemma 3.4], we are in a position to conclude

that the inclusion (2.H) holds.

To prove (2.I), it suffices to show that J(M,Q) ⊆ P⊥Z , since P⊥Z is thick. As J(M,Q) ⊆ A⊥ 6=0 and P

is two-term, we can immediately assert that J(M,Q) ⊆ P⊥ 6=0,1 . Fix an X in J(M,Q). We will proceed by

mostly reversing the arguments in the last paragraph. To prove that X ∈ P⊥0

M , apply the contravariant

Hom-functor Dfd(A)(−, X) to the triangle (2.J) and use a long exact sequence argument. To show that

J(M,Q) ⊆ P⊥1

M , apply the covariant Hom-functor Dfd(A)(Σ
−1PM ,−) to (2.K). Finally, we have assumed

that X ∈ Q⊥0 , and the assertion that X ∈ Q⊥ 6=0 follows from the fact that X has no cohomology in

non-zero degrees (see Lemma 2.7). We have shown that X ∈ P⊥Z , completing the proof. �

Section 4 is devoted to the construction of the τ -cluster morphism category in terms of two-term silting.

We conclude this section with results that will turn out useful for this purpose. To prove them, we will

apply some basic results from the localisation theory of compactly generated triangulated categories,

especially for the full derived category D(A), where the objects are possibly unbounded complexes of

possibly infinitely generated modules. Proposition 2.11 provides references to the localisation theory we

need, whereas the subsequent corollaries will be applied in later sections.

Proposition 2.11. Let A and P be as in Setup 2.5, let P⊥Z be the perpendicular category of P in the

full derived category D(A), and let Loc(P ) be the smallest thick subcategory of D(A) that is closed under

set-indexed coproducts.

(1) [Kra08, Theorem 5.6.1] There is a recollement of triangulated categories

P⊥Z D(A) Loc(P )ιP ρP

πP

κP

λP

µP

(2.L)

i.e. the diagram displays four adjoint pair of triangle functors, the composite πPλP is zero, all

functors into D(A) are fully faithful, and for all X ∈ D(A) we have triangles

λP ρPX X ιPπPX Σ(ρPλPX),

ιPκPX X µPρPX Σ(ιPκPX),

ε η

ε′ η′

where η and η′ (resp. ε and ε′) are units (resp. co-units) of the adjunctions.



TWO-TERM SILTING AND τ -CLUSTER MORPHISM CATEGORIES 17

(2) [Kel94, §4.3] We have a triangle equivalence P⊥Z ≃ D(CP ), where CP is the derived endomor-

phism algebra of πPA in P⊥Z .

(3) The functor πP restricts to a functor per(A) per(CP ), which is a Verdier localisation functor

with respect to thick(P ). In particular, we have a triangle equivalence

per(A)/ thick(P ) ≃ per(CP ).

(4) The functor D(CP ) ≃ P⊥Z D(A) preserves boundedness, i.e. it restricts to an embedding

Dfd(CP ) Dfd(A).

Proof. The assertions in (1) and (2) are taken directly from the cited references.

The assertion in (3) can be deduced from a result of Neeman [Nee92, Theorem 2.1], noting that P⊥Z

is idempotent complete.

Since πP restricts to a functor

πP : per(A) per(CP )

the claim in (4) follows from a result of Gao–Psaroudakis [GP18, Lemma 4.2]. �

Having temporarily used the notation P⊥Z to denote the perpendicular category of P inside D(A), we

now revert to the convention where P⊥Z is a subcategory of Dfd(A).

Corollary 2.12. Let A and P be as in Setup 2.5, and let (M,Q) = HA(P ) be the support τ-rigid A-

module corresponding to P . Let CP as in Proposition 2.11(2). Then the perpendicular category P⊥Z in

Dfd(A) is triangle equivalent to Dfd(CP ).

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 2.11(4). �

Corollary 2.13. Let A and P be as in Setup 2.5. The restriction of the functor πP (from Proposi-

tion 2.11(1)) to per(A) fits into a commutative diagram

per(A) P⊥Z ⊆ Dfd(A)

per(A)/ thick(P )

πP

q i (2.M)

where q is the Verdier localisation and i is fully faithful.

Proof. By Corollary 2.12, we have that P⊥Z ≃ Dfd(CP ) for some non-positive proper dg algebra CP such

that per(CP ) ≃ per(A)/ thick(P ). As CP is proper, the perfect derived category per(CP ) is contained in

Dfd(CP ). Hence, the restriction of πP to per(A) factors as follows:

per(A)
q

per(A)/ thick(P ) ≃ per(CP ) Dfd(CP ) ≃ P⊥Z ,

as desired. �

Corollary 2.14. Let A and P be as in Setup 2.5. For any X ∈ per(A), there is a triangle

XP X πPX ΣXP

where XP ∈ Loc(P ).
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Proof. By Proposition 2.11(1), we have a triangle

λP ρPX X ιPπPX Σ(λP ρPX),ε η

where η is the unit of the adjunction πP ⊣ ιP and ε is the co-unit of λP ⊣ ρP . Since λP and ιP are the

obvious inclusions, we can put XP = ρPX and conclude. �

3. Compatibility of the Iyama–Yang and Buan–Marsh bijections

Reduction techniques have been developed for both silting objects (known as siling reduction [IY18])

and support τ -tilting modules (τ-tilting reduction [Jas15]). They are compatible [Jas15, Theorem 4.12(b)].

In this section we generalise Jasso’s compatibility theorem, by showing that the support τ -tilting reduction

of Buan–Marsh [BM21a, Section 3] is compatible with silting reduction.

Buan–Marsh prove the following.

Theorem 3.1 ([BM21a, Theorem 3.6]). Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra, and let (M,Q) be a support

τ-rigid pair in modA. There is a bijection

E(M,Q) : sτ -rigid pair(M,Q)(A) sτ -rigid pair(J(M,Q)),

where J(M,Q) is the τ-perpendicular category of (M,Q).

We will now recall how the map E(M,Q) is constructed. Buan–Marsh first address the cases where

(M,Q) is either of the form (M, 0) or (0, Q). In each of the five cases below, they define a map of

indecomposable objects

E(M,Q) : ind sτ -rigid pair(M,Q)(A) ind sτ -rigid pair(J(M,Q)),

which is extended to the bijection in Theorem 3.1 in the obvious way.

For a τ -rigid A-module X , let PX denote its minimal projective presentation, considered as a two-term

presilting object in Kb(proj(A)). In abstract terms, one may set PX
def
= H−1

A (X, 0), where HA was defined

in Theorem 1.16.

Case I: Suppose that Q = 0.

Case I(a): If X is an indecomposable A-module such that M ⊕X is τ -rigid and X 6∈ gen(M), define

E(M,0)(X, 0)
def
= (fM (X), 0), where fM : modA M⊥ is the torsion-free functor for the torsion pair

(gen(M),M⊥), that is, the natural functor modA M⊥.

Case I(b): If X is an indecomposable module such that M ⊕X is τ -rigid and X ∈ gen(M), define

E(M,0)(X, 0)
def
= (0, fM (H0RX)), where

RX (PM )X PX ΣRX
βPX

is a distinguished triangle and βPX
is a minimal right add(PM )-approximation.

Case I(c): If R is an indecomposable projective such that HomA(R,M) = 0, define

E(M,0)(0, R)
def
= (0, fM (H0CΣR)),

where

CΣR (PM )ΣR ΣR ΣCΣR
βΣR
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is a distinguished triangle and βΣR is a minimal right add(PM )-approximation.

Case II: Suppose that M = 0.

Case II(a): If X is an indecomposable τ -rigid module such that HomA(Q,X) = 0, define

E(0,Q)(X, 0)
def
= (X, 0).

Case II(b): If R is an indecomposable projective module such that add(Q) ∩ add(R) = {0}, define

E(0,Q)(0, R)
def
= (0, fQ(R)).

In general: Let (M,Q) be a support τ -rigid pair in modA. Let (M+, 0) be the Bongartz completion

of (M, 0). By Theorem 1.20 we have an exact equivalence

F(M,0) = HomA(M
+,−) : J(M, 0) modC = modEndA(M

+)/[M ]

which induces a bijection

sτ -rigid pair(0,Q)(J(M, 0)) sτ -rigid pair(0,Q′)(C),

where Q′ is the projective C-module HomA(M
+, Q). We define a map ψ(M,0) as the composite of this

bijection with E(M,0) (as seen in the upper triangle of (3.A) below). Then ψ(M,0)(0, Q) = (0, Q′), which

is a support τ -rigid pair in modC. Case II above gives a bijection

EC(0,Q) : sτ -rigid pair(C) sτ -rigid pairJC(0, Q
′),

where JC(0, Q
′) is the τ -perpendicular category of (0, Q′) in modC. Theorem 1.20 now gives another

exact equivalence

JC(0, Q
′) (Q′)⊥ M⊥ ∩ ⊥(τM) ∩Q⊥ = J(M,Q).

modC

u F(M,0)
−1

⊆

We define E(M,Q)(X,R)
def
= u ◦ EC(0,Q′) ◦ ψ(M,0)(X,R).

sτ -rigid pair(M,Q)(A) sτ -rigid pair(0,Q) J(M, 0)

sτ -rigid pair(0,Q′)(C)

sτ -rigidJ(M,Q) sτ -rigid pairJC(0, Q
′)

E(M,0)

ψ(M,0)

E(M,Q)

F(M,0)

EC
(0,Q′)

u

(3.A)

Our aim is to link E(M,P ) to Iyama–Yang silting reduction. This is achievable in the following setup.

Setup 3.2. A Hom-finite Krull–Schmidt triangulated category C is fixed, as well as a silting object S ∈ C.

Let P be a 2S-term presilting object, and A the endomorphism algebra EndC(S).

In order to establish the compatibility of the two reduction techniques described above, we prove two

important lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Let C, S, P , and A be as in Setup 3.2. For all X ∈ add(S) ∗Σadd(S), we have a natural

isomorphism C
[P ] (S,X) ∼= fC(S,P )C(S,X), as right A-modules, where fC(S,P ) : modA C(S, P )⊥ is the

torsion-free functor for (genC(S, P ), C(S, P )⊥).
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Proof. We have an exact sequence

[P ](S,X) C(S,X) C
[P ] (S,X)i (3.B)

of A-modules, where [P ](S,X) is the ideal of morphisms factoring through add(P ). It suffices to show

that [P ](S,X) ∈ gen(C(S, P )) and that C
[P ](S,X) ∈ C(S, P )⊥.

Let P ′
βX

X be a right add(P )-approximation of X . Using the definition of right approximations,

one argues that the map

C(S, P ′) [P ](S,X)
βX◦−

surjects, whence [P ](S,X) ∈ gen(C(S, P )).

We now show that HomA(C(S, P ),
C
[P ] (S,X)) = 0. This k-vector space appears as the third term in

the following long exact sequence of k-vector spaces:

0 HomA(C(S, P ), [P ](S,X)) HomA(C(S, P ), C(S,X)) HomA(C(S, P ),
C
[P ](S,X))

Ext1A(C(S, P ), [P ](S,X)).

i◦−

Having already shown that [P ](S,X) ∈ gen(C(S, P )), a result of Auslander–Smalø [AS81, Proposition 5.8]

asserts that the τ -rigidity of C(S, P ) is equivalent to the vanishing of Ext1A(C(S, P ), [P ](S,X)). Thus it

suffices to show that i ◦ − surjects.

We will conclude the proof by showing that

HomA(C(S, P ), C(S,X)) = HomA(C(S, P ), [P ](S,X)),

which would make i ◦− an injective endomorphism of a finite-dimensional vector space (thus also surjec-

tive). It follows from Theorem 1.15 that every A-homomorphisms from C(S, P ) to C(S,X) is determined

by an equivalence class of morphisms P X . Consequently, all homomorphisms in HomA(C(S, P ), C(S,X))

have image in [P ](S,X), and i ◦ − surjects. �

Lemma 3.4. If C, S, and P are as in Setup 3.2, we have a bijection

2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ]) sτ -rigid pairJ(HS(P ))

Y
(

C
[P ] (S, Y ), C

[P ](S, Y1)
)

(

fC(S,P )C(S, Y ), fC(S,P )C(S, Y1))
)

H′
S

∈ ∈

3.3
∼=

where Y1〈1〉 is the largest direct summand of Y in add(T+
P )〈1〉. Here, the functor 〈1〉 is the suspension

functor on the triangulation given to ZP /[P ] (one can compute it as the mapping cone of a left add(P )-

approximation of X). Moreover, if FHS(P ) is as in Theorem 1.20 and HT+
P

as in Theorem 1.16, then

FHS(P ) ◦H
′
S = HT+

P
as maps from 2T+

P
-presilt(ZP /[P ]) to sτ -rigid pair(C).

Proof. All maps are induced by functors. We can thus claim that FHS(P ) ◦H
′
S = HT+

P
, since Jasso shows

that the functors inducing them obey the same relation [Jas15, Proposition 4.15]. We just have to show

that H ′
S has the claimed codomain, and that it is a bijection. Indeed, since we defined the support τ -rigid

pairs of J(HS(P )) to be those that FHS(P ) sends to support τ -rigid pairs of C, it follows that H ′
S maps

to the support τ -rigid pairs of J(HS(P )). Since FHS(P ) and HT+
P

are bijections, so is H ′
S . �
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Let (M,Q) = HS(P ) (where HS is as defined in Theorem 1.16). Theorem 1.20 gives a k-algebra

C = EndA(M
+)/[M+], where (M+, Q) is the Bongartz completion of the support τ -rigid pair (M,Q).

We have an isomorphism C ∼= EndZP /[P ](T
+
P ), where T+

P is the Bongartz completion of P [Jas15, The-

orem 4.12(a)]. Henceforth, we abuse notation by letting C denote the endomorphism algebra of T+
P in

ZP /[P ].

We now have all ingredients to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.5. Let C, S, P , and A be as in Setup 3.2 let C = EndZP /[P ](T
+
P ). We have a commutative

diagram of bijections

2S-presiltP (C) sτ -rigid pairHS(P )(A)

2T+
P
-presilt(ZP /[P ]) sτ -rigid pair(C)

sτ -rigid pairJ(HS(P ))

HS

ϕP ψHS(P )

EHS(P )

H
T

+
P

H′
S

FHS(P )

where ψHS(P )
def
= FHS(P ) ◦ EHS(P ).

Proof. The commutativity of the lower triangle was shown in Lemma 3.4, and the right triangle (with

ψHS(P ) along the diagonal) commutes by definition. What remains is proving that

H ′
S ◦ ϕP (X) = EHS(P ) ◦HS(X), (3.C)

which should hold for all X ∈ 2S-presiltP (C). All maps in question are constructed to distribute over

direct sums, whence it suffices to consider the case where X is indecomposable. We treat five cases,

corresponding to the definition of EHS(P ) we reviewed in the discussion following Theorem 3.1.

Throughout, the object RX ∈ ZP is defined by the triangle

RX PX X ΣRX
βX

where βX is a minimal right add(P )-approximation. Note that RX〈1〉 and X are isomorphic in ZP /[P ].

When addressing the cases I(b), I(c), and II(b), we will use the fact that H ′
S ◦ ϕP (X) = (0, C

[P ] (S,RX))

provided that C
[P ] (S,X) = 0.

Case I: Suppose that P has no direct summand in Σ add(S).

Case I(a), where X ∈ 2S-presiltP (C) has no direct summand in Σ add(S) and C(S,X) 6∈ gen(C(S, P )),

has already been treated by Jasso [Jas15, Theorem 4.12(b)].

Case I(b): Suppose that X ∈ 2S-presiltP (C) has no direct summand in Σ add(S), but

C(S,X) ∈ gen(C(S, P )). We then have that EHS(P )HS(X) = (0, fC(S,P )C(S,RX)). Since

C(S,X) ∈ gen(C(S, P )), it follows from Lemma 3.3 that C
[P ] (S,X) = 0, whenceH ′

S◦ϕP (X) = (0, C
[P ] (X,RX)),

so (3.C) holds.

Case I(c): Suppose that X = ΣQ, where Q ∈ ind add(S). Then

EHS(P )HS(X) = (0, fC(S,P )C(S,RX)). Since C(S,X) = 0, we have that C
[P ] (S,X) = 0, whence (3.C)

holds, for the same reason as in Case I(b).

Case II: Suppose that P ∈ Σadd(S).
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Case II(a): If X does not have direct summands in Σ add(S), we have that

EHS(P )HS(X) = (C(S,X), 0). On the other hand C
[P ](S,X) = C(S,X), which is sufficient for (3.C) to

hold.

Case II(b): If X = ΣQ, where Q ∈ ind add(S), then EHS(P )HS(X) = (0, fC(S,Q)(C(S,RX))). Then

C
[P ](S,X) = 0 since C(S,X) = 0 and C

[P ] (S,RX) = fC(S,Q)(S,RX). Thus (3.C) holds, for the same reason

as in Case I(b) and Case I(c). �

We have accomplished the task of linking the Buan–Marsh bijection to that of Iyama–Yang.

4. τ-cluster morphism categories

We are now ready to give a generalisation of τ -cluster morphism categories. We keep Setup 2.5, which

is repeated here for the convenience of the reader.

Setup 2.5. Let A be a non-positive proper dg k-algebra, and let P be a two-term presilting object in

per(A), i.e. an object in 2-presilt(A).

Given a two-term presilting object U ∈ per(A), we proved in Lemma 2.8 that the perpendicular

category U⊥Z is t-exact in Dfd(A). The τ -cluster morphism category should keep track of this information.

More specifically, we want there to be a morphism

(Dfd(A), A) (U⊥Z , πUA),
U

where πU : per(A) U⊥Z ⊆ Dfd(A) is the functor constructed in Corollary 2.13. If CU is the derived

endomorphism algebra of πUA in U⊥Z , the functor πU induces the silting reduction map

πU,P : 2-presiltU (CU ) 2-presilt(CP ),

a bijection previously denoted by ϕP (we often omit the U in the subscript when it is clear what it should

be). Moreover, there is a triangle equivalence U⊥Z ≃ Dfd(CU ) sending πUA to CU (this follows from

Corollary 2.12 and Theorem 1.20). For a 2CU
-term silting object P in per(CU ), the τ -cluster morphism

category will be constructed in such a way that it contains a morphism

(U⊥Z , πUA) (U⊥Z ∩ P⊥Z , πU,PA),
P

It can be shown (as shall be done in Lemma 4.2) that the perpendicular category π−1
U (P )⊥Z coincides with

U⊥Z ∩ P⊥Z , and that πU,PA is coincides with the composite πP ◦ πU . The τ -cluster morphism category

will contain a commutative diagram of the form

(Dfd(A), A) (U⊥Z , πPA)

(U⊥Z ∩ P⊥Z , πU,PA)

U

π−1
U (P )

P

Definition 4.1. Let A be as in Setup 2.5. The objects of WA are pairs (S, X), where

• S is a (thick, by Lemma 1.8) t-exact subcategory of Dfd(A) such that S = U⊥Z for some two-term

presilting object U in per(A),

• X = πU (A), where πU : per(A) U⊥Z ⊆ Dfd(A) is the functor constructed in Corollary 2.13.
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Let (S1, X) such a pair. For each 2X-term presilting object P in S1, we add a morphism

P : (S1, X) (S2, Y )

provided that S2 = S1 ∩ P
⊥Z and Y = πP (X). Given two consecutive morphisms

(S1, X) (S2, Y ) (S3, Z)
P Q

(4.A)

we define their composition to be π−1
P (Q).

Lemma 4.2. The composition rule proposed in Definition 4.1 is well-defined. That is, if P and Q are

as in (4.A), then the perpendicular category π−1
P (Q)⊥Z coincides with P⊥Z ∩Q⊥Z ,

Proof. Let π−1
P (Q) = P ⊕Q′. Then we clearly have that π−1

P (Q)⊥Z = P⊥Z ∩ (Q′)⊥Z . Corollary 2.14 gives

a triangle

(Q′)P Q′ πPQ
′ Σ(Q′)P

where (Q′)P ∈ Loc(P ) ⊆ D(A). It follows from a long exact sequence argument that P⊥Z∩(Q′)⊥Z = P⊥Z∩Q⊥Z ,

completing the proof. �

Having defined its objects, morphisms, and composition rule, we now check that WA is a category. It

is clear that the 2X -term presilting object P = 0 in 2X -presilt(S) gives rise to the identity morphism on

(S, X). However, it is not obvious that the composition rule is associative. Buan–Marsh show that their

τ -cluster morphism category has an associative composition rule [BM21a, Corollary 1.8] by considering

several cases. Igusa–Todorov’s treatment of the representation finite hereditary case makes use of the

corresponding root systems [IT17, Section 1]. Our proof takes advantage of the functoriality of silting

reduction.

Theorem 4.3. The composition rule for WA is associative. Thus WA is a category.

Proof. Given three composable morphisms

(S1, X) (S2, Y ) (S3, Z) (S4,W )P Q R

we verify the identity

R ◦ (Q ◦ P ) = (R ◦Q) ◦ P.

As the bijection

πP : 2X-presiltP (S1) 2Y -presilt(S2)

is induced by the functor πP (and similarly for πQ), we may apply Lemma 2.4 when expanding the right

hand side.

(R ◦Q) ◦ P = (π−1
Q (R)) ◦ P

= π−1
P (π−1

Q (R))

= π−1

π−1
P

(Q)
(R)

= π−1
Q◦P (R)

= R ◦ (Q ◦ P ).
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The proof is complete. �

Our main aim of this section is to show that the category defined above generalises the τ -cluster

morphism category of Buan–Marsh (and Buan–Hanson), which we denote by W
BM
B , where B is a finite-

dimensional algebra. For a τ -tilting finite algebra B, recall that the objects of W
BM
B are the wide

subcategories of modB. For general finite-dimensional algebras, its objects are the τ -perpendicular wide

subcategories, namely those that are of the form J(M,Q) for some support τ -tilting pair (M,Q) in

modA [BH21]. There is a morphism W1 W2
(M,Q)

if (M,Q) is a support τ -rigid pair in W1 such that

JW1(M,Q) = W2, where JW1(M,Q) is the τ -perpendicular category of (M,Q) in W1. The composite

of (M,Q) with (M ′, Q′) is defined by E−1
(M,Q)(M

′, Q′), where E−1
(M,Q) is the inverse of the bijection in

Theorem 3.1.

Note that our approach is independent of that of Buan–Marsh and Buan–Hanson. Hence, it gives an

alternative approach to defining τ -cluster morphism categories for all finite-dimensional algebras, and

also for non-positive proper dg k-algebras.

Theorem 4.4. Let A be as in Setup 2.5. Then the cohomological functor

Dfd(A,−) : Dfd(modA) modH0A

induces an equivalence of categories

WA W
BM
H0A . (4.B)

Explicitly, this equivalence sends the object (S, X) to S0 and the map (S1, X)
P

(S2, Y ) to HX(P ) (see

Theorem 1.16).

In particular, if A is a finite-dimensional algebra, then WA is equivalent to W
BM
A .

Proof. Let (U⊥Z , πUA) be an object in WA. By Proposition 2.10, it is indeed sent to J(HA(U)) by

Dfd(A,−), which is a τ -perpendicular wide subcategory of modH0A. This provides a suitable map

of objects. Since Theorem 1.10 gives a correspondence between t-exact subcategories of Dfd(A) and

wide subcategories of modH0A, this map of objects is surjective. Differently put, if we can show that

Dfd(A)(A,−) induces a functor, it will be essentially surjective.

The Hom-set WA((S1, X), (S2, Y )) is a subset of 2X -presilt(S1), and W
BM
A (W1,W2) is a subset of

sτ -rigid(W1), whereWi is the wide subcategory Dfd(A)(A,Si) of modH0A, for i ∈ {1, 2}. It follows from

Proposition 2.10 that the the map HA induces

Dfd(A)(A,−) : WA((S1, X), (S2, Y )) W
BM
H0A(W1,W2). (4.C)

Indeed, given morphism P ∈ WA((S1, X), (S2, Y )), we have that the τ -perpendicular category ofDfd(A)(A,P )

in W1 is W2. A map of Hom-sets has thus been constructed.

It is easy to check that identity maps are sent to identity maps; they are parameterised by trivial

presilting objects and support τ -rigid pairs. It should also be shown that composition is respected. Let

P and Q be a pair of composable morphisms, as shown in (4.A). Their composition is then given by
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π−1
P (Q). Theorem 3.5 produces a commutative diagram of maps

2X -presiltP (S1) sτ -rigid pairHX (P )(EndDfd(A)(X))

2Y -presilt(S2) sτ -rigid pair(J(HX(P ))

πP

HX

EHX (P )

HY

(4.D)

The morphisms inW
BM
H0A corresponding to P andQ, namelyHX(P ) andHY (Q), compose to E−1

HX (P )(HY (Q)).

The commutativity of (4.D) now shows that composition is respected.

Since the functor (4.B) is a bijection as a map of objects, it is essentially surjective. The maps (4.C)

are the restrictions of the map shown on top in the diagram presented in Theorem 3.5. The assertion

that (4.C) bijects is equivalent to the following: for two 2X -term partial silting objects P1 and P2 in S1,

we have that P⊥Z

1 = P⊥Z

2 if and only if Dfd(A)(A,P
⊥Z

1 ) = Dfd(A)(A,P
⊥Z

2 ). This is a simple consequence

of Theorem 1.10 and Lemma 2.7. This shows that the functor (4.B) is fully faithful. Having already dealt

with essential surjectivity in the first paragraph of this proof, the proof is complete. �

5. Two-term (pre)silting sequences

The notion of signed τ -exceptional sequences has recently been defined by Buan–Marsh [BM21b] as

a generalisation of the signed exceptional sequences for representation finite hereditary algebras [IT17].

They correspond to paths in the τ -cluster morphism category [BM21a, Theorem 11.8] and ordered support

τ -rigid objects [BM21b, Theorem 5.4]. We devote this section to an interpretation in terms of two-term

silting.

Definition 5.1. Let A be as in Setup 2.5, and let t be a non-negative integer. A two-term presilting

sequence for A is a sequence of objects

(X1, . . . , Xt−1, Xt)

in Dfd(A) subject to the following (recursive) conditions:

(1) The object Xt is an indecomposable two-term presilting object in per(A),

(2) the truncated sequence (X1, . . . , Xt−1) is a 2πXtA
-term presilting sequence in X⊥Z

t .

We will regard the empty sequence as a two-term presilting sequence, so that the above definition

makes sense when t = 0. A two-term presilting sequence of length 1 is simply an indecomposable two-

term presilting object in per(A).

Although it is not directly stated in the definition, all the objects in a two-term presilting sequence

(X1, . . . , Xt−1, Xt) are in per(A). The definition does require that Xt lies in per(A). One shows that Xt−1

is in per(A) by appealing to the fact that it is two-term with respect to πXt
(A), which by Corollary 2.13

is in per(A). One then continues recursively to show that all Xi are in per(A).

Buan–Marsh define a τ -exceptional sequence for A as a sequence of objects in the category

C(A)
def
= modA ⊔ ΣmodA ⊆ Db(modA),

such that
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(1) the last term Xt is an indecomposable τ -rigid pair,

(2) the removal of Xt yields a τ -exceptional sequence for the τ -tilting reduction J(Xt).

It is not true that Definition 5.1 specialises to Buan–Marsh’ definition in this case; the last object Xt is

two-term, whereas it is a module or a suspended projective in the original definition. We do, however,

have a suitable bijection.

Theorem 5.2. Let A be as in Setup 2.5, and let t be a non-negative integer. Consider the map

Dfd(A) C(H0A)

X Dfd(A)(A,X) ⊕ ΣDfd(A)(A,Σ
−1X1),

HA
∈ ∈

where X1 is the largest direct summand of X with no cohomology in degree 0 or greater. It induces a

bijection

(X1, . . . , Xt−1, Xt) (HAX1, . . . , HAXt−1, HAXt), (5.A)

from the first to the second of the following sets:

(1) two-term presilting sequences of length t in Dfd(A),

(2) signed τ-exceptional sequences of length t in C(H0A).

Proof. We proceed by induction on t. The statement is vacuously true for t = 0, and the case t = 1 is

proved by Theorem 1.16, treating a support τ -rigid pair (M,P ) as the object M ⊕ ΣP ∈ C(H0A).

Suppose that the statement holds for t = ℓ− 1, for some ℓ ≥ 1. To prove that the statement holds for

t = ℓ, it suffices to fix a two-term presilting object Xℓ and prove that the map HA provides a bijection

between the sets

(1) two-term presilting sequences of length ℓ in Dfd(A) ending in Xℓ,

(2) signed τ -exceptional sequences of length ℓ in C(H0A) ending in HAXℓ.

Indeed, since HA is a bijection, a two-term presilting sequence in Dfd(A) ends in Xℓ precisely when the

corresponding sequence in C(H0A) ends in HAXℓ.

Let (X1, . . . , Xℓ−1, Xℓ) be such a 2S-term presilting sequence of length ℓ. Then the truncated sequence

(X1, . . . , Xℓ−1) is a signed 2πPA-term presilting sequence in X⊥Z

ℓ . The induction hypothesis gives that

the cohomology functor HπPA provides a bijection between the sets

(1) 2πPA-term presilting sequences of length ℓ− 1 in X⊥Z

ℓ ,

(2) signed τ -exceptional sequences of length ℓ− 1 in
(

X⊥Z

ℓ

)0 ∼= J(HA(Xℓ)) (see Proposition 2.10).

The mapsHA andHπPA are determined by the cohomological functorsDfd(A)(A,−) andDfd(A)(πPA,−).

These coincide when restricted to X⊥Z

ℓ . Indeed, an object Y ∈ X⊥Z

ℓ is expressed as πXℓ
A, and by Corol-

lary 2.14 there is a triangle

AXℓ
A Y ΣAXℓ

with AXℓ
∈ Loc(Xℓ) ⊆ D(A), whence the claim follows from a long exact sequence argument.

It follows that the map (5.A) is a bijection. This completes the inductive step, and the proof. �
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Buan–Marsh define a complete signed τ-exceptional sequence to be one of length |A|, the rank of the

algebra. These sequences correspond to ordered support τ -tilting objects [BM21b, Theorem 5.4]. If we

define a two-term presilting sequence to be a two-term silting sequence provided that its length is the

same as the number of indecomposable direct summands of A, the bijection in Theorem 5.2 restricts to

a bijection between two-term silting sequences and complete signed τ -exceptional sequences.
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[BBD82] A. A. Bĕılinson, J. Bernstein, and P. Deligne, “Faisceaux pervers,” in Analysis and topology on singular spaces,
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