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Abstract. In this paper we study recollements of the derived categories of graded quadratic
monomial algebras induced by idempotents. In particular, we show that in such recollements, all
three terms are given by graded quadratic monomial algebras which we explicitly determine. We
then apply these results to graded gentle algebras and their associated surface model, in which
case, all three terms are derived categories of graded gentle algebras. We show that these recollements correspond to cutting the corresponding surfaces along simple curves connecting boundary
components. For homologically smooth and proper graded gentle algebras, these recollements
restrict to the bounded derived categories and induce recollements of the corresponding partially
wrapped Fukaya categories.
We then apply our results to show that silting reductions and reductions of simple-minded
collections of graded gentle algebras correspond to cutting the associated surfaces. Furthermore,
we determine for which homologically smooth and proper graded gentle algebras the perfect
derived category admits full exceptional sequences. We also show that almost all homologically
smooth and proper graded gentle algebras admit silting objects or, equivalently, simple-minded
collections. We further conjecture that our classification of graded gentle algebras admitting
silting objects is complete and that, in particular, there is an explicitly determined infinite
family of graded gentle algebras which do not admit silting objects.
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Introduction
Gentle algebras were introduced in the 1980s [AH, AS] as generalisations of iterated tilted
algebras of type A. Since their introduction they have been well-studied and much of their representation theory is now well-understood making these algebras an ideal class of not necessarily
hereditary algebras to test new ideas and conjectures. Remarkably, gentle algebras naturally appear
in many other areas of mathematics, for example, in the context of homological mirror symmetry,
it is shown in [HKK, LP] that the partially wrapped Fukaya category of a graded marked surface
is triangle equivalent to the derived category of a proper and homologically smooth differential
graded gentle algebra with zero differential. From the perspective of representation theory, the paper [OPS] also establishes a geometric model of the derived category of a (classical) gentle algebra.
This geometric interpretation led to the construction of a complete derived invariant [APS, Op] of
a gentle algebra, building on a geometric interpretation of a derived invariant by Avella-Alaminos
and Geiss in [OPS, LP].
The notion of recollements of triangulated categories was first introduced by A. A. Beilinson,
J. Bernstein and P. Deligne in [BBD] (see Definition 1.5 for the precise definition). Now recollements play an important role in algebraic geometry and representation theory, in particular when
comparing derived categories and their invariants.
In this paper, we construct a class of recollements of derived categories of graded gentle algebras
(with zero differential) and we give a geometric interpretation of these recollements. More precisely,
we show that such recollements arise from cutting the graded marked surfaces associated to the
graded gentle algebras for both the left and the right side of the recollement.
In fact, we start with a more generally setting, that is we first consider recollements arising
from graded quadratic monomial algebras. For this, for a graded quadratic monomial algebra
A = kQ/I, we introduce the notion of partial cofibrant dg algebra resolution AJ with respect to
a subset J of I by ‘resolving’ only the relations in J (see Definition 2.1 for the details). Then we
show the following
Theorem A (Theorem 2.5). Let A = kQ/I be a graded quadratic monomial algebra and let J ⊂ I.
Let AJ be the partial cofibrant dg algebra resolution of A. Then there is a natural quasi-isomorphism
AJ ≃ A of dg k-algebras.
Moreover, if J is the set of relations at some vertices corresponding to an idempotent e ∈ A,
the above quasi-isomorphism induces the following recollement.
Theorem B (Theorem 2.10). Let A = kQ/hIi be a graded quadratic monomial algebra and let
e = e1 + · · · + em ∈ A be an idempotent given by vertices {1, . . . , m}. Then there is a recollement
?⊗L
k eA

i∗

z
D(Ae )
d

i∗ =i!

z
/ D(A)
d

i!

?⊗L
A Ae

/ D(eAe) ,

RHomk (Ae,?)

where Ae := kQe /hIe i is also a graded quadratic monomial algebra which is constructed as follows
(1) The set of vertices of Qe is Q0 \{1, 2, . . . , m}.
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(2) The arrows of Qe are of the form [α1 · · · αr ] : s(α1 ) → t(αr ) with s(α1 ), t(αr ) 6∈ {1, 2, · · · , m},
t(αi ) ∈ {1, 2, · · · , m} and αi αi+1 ∈ I for
Psany 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1.
(3) The grading is given by |[α1 · · · αs ]| := i |αi | − s + 1.
(4) The relation is Ie := {[α1 · · · αs ][β1 · · · βt ] | αs β1 ∈ I}.
We remark that there are serval different ways to construct dg algebras B such that D(B) fits
the left side of the recollement in Theorem B, see for example [D, KaY2, NS]. Here we give a new
and concrete construction for any graded quadratic monomial algebra, which plays an important
role in our study of graded gentle algebras. In fact, if A is a graded gentle algebra, then Ae and
eAe are also graded gentle algebras. We show that both Ae and eAe arise from cutting the surface
associated to A. For this we note that graded surface dissections of compact oriented marked
surfaces up to homeomorphism are in bijection with graded gentle algebras up to isomorphism.
With this in mind, we show that Ae arises from a surface dissection on a cut surface obtained
from cutting the original surface along ‘green’ arcs, while eAe arises from a surface dissection on
a cut surface obtained from cutting the original surface along ‘red’ arcs. More precisely, we show
the following. Given a graded surface dissection ∆ of a graded marked surface (S, M ), we denote
by A(∆) the associated graded gentle algebra and we denote by ∆∗ the graded dual dissection
associated to ∆ (see Definition 1.20).
Theorem C (Theorem 3.1). Let (S, M, ∆) be a graded marked surface with associated graded
gentle algebra A(∆). Let L be a subset of ∆. Then we have the following recollement
x
D(A(∆L ))
f

x
/ D(A(∆))
f

/ D(A(L)),

(0.1)

where ∆L is the induced graded surface dissection obtained by cutting (S, M, ∆) along L and where
L is realized as the graded surface dissection of the surface (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗ \L∗ ) which is obtained by
cutting (S, M, ∆∗ ) along ∆∗ \ L∗ and dualising the induced surface dissection L∗ .
We note that in [A, Section 1.3] a similar recollement to the one in (0.1) has been suggested by
considering a cofibrant dg algebra resolution of A(∆) which is also related to surface cuts.
We denote by per(A) the perfect derived category of A, that is, the thick subcategory of D(A)
generated by A; and we denote by Db (A) the bounded derived category of A, that is, the full
subcategory
of D(A) consisting of the objects M whose total cohomology is finite-dimensional (i.e.
L
dimk n Hn (M ) < ∞). We call a dg-algebra A proper, if A belongs to Db (A), and we call A
homologically smooth if A belongs to per(A ⊗k Aop ). We then show the following.
Theorem D (Proposition 4.2). Let A be a graded gentle algebra and let e be an idempotent in A.
If two of the three algebras A, eAe and Ae are homologically smooth and proper, so is the third
one. Moreover, in this case, we have an induced recollement
?⊗L
eAe eA

i∗

y
Db (Ae )
e

i∗ =i!

i!

x
/ Db (A)
e

?⊗L
A Ae

/ Db (eAe).

(0.2)

RHomeAe (Ae,?)

More generally, we show (0.2) can be extended to an unbounded ladder (see Proposition 4.11),
which are introduced as collections of ‘adjacent’ recollements in [AKLY]. It follows from the
proof of Theorem C that given a graded surface dissection (S, M, ∆) with associated graded gentle
algebra A, the graded quadratic dual A! is the graded gentle algebra associated to the graded
dual surface dissection (S, M, ∆∗ ). We point out that if A is homologically smooth and proper,
we have Db (A) ≃ Db (A! ) (see Proposition 4.4). Thus the right side of (0.2) in Theorem D is
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equivalent to Db (A!1−e ) (see Proposition 2.15), which is obtained by cutting the surface along the
arcs corresponding to 1 − e in the dual dissection.
As an application of Theorems B and C, we obtain the following result for partially wrapped
Fukaya categories of graded surfaces with stops. Namely, given a graded surface (S, M, η(∆)) with
line field η(∆) corresponding to a graded surface dissection ∆, cutting (S, M ) along a subset of
simple non-closed curves corresponds to a recollement of the associated partially wrapped Fukaya
categories.
Theorem E (Theorem 4.1). Let W(S, M, η(∆)) be the partially wrapped Fukaya category associated to a graded surface dissection (S, M, ∆) where (S, M ) has neither •- or ◦ marked points in
the interior. Let L ⊂ ∆ be such that none of the arcs in L is a loop. Then there is a recollement
of partially wrapped Fukaya categories
v
W(SL , ML , η(∆L ))
h

v
/ W(S, M, η(∆))
h

/ W(S(L), M (L), η(L))

where the left side corresponds to the graded cut marked surface along L and the right side corresponds to the graded marked surface generated by the graded subgraph L of ∆.
In derived categories, there are two important classes of objects: projective objects and simple
objects. Projective objects, or more generally, silting objects, play a central role in silting theory,
which is one of the standard tools for studying triangulated categories. On the other hand, simple
objects, or more generally, simple-minded collections which are in bijection with silting objects
[Ri, KoY], are also well-studied in derived categories. They generate the derived category and are
important in Koszul duality [BGS, K1, KN].
A useful tool to study derived categories is reduction. In a derived category, there are two
reduction processes, namely reduction with respective to a silting object [AI, IY] and reduction
with respective to a simple-minded collection [J]. Both give rise to new triangulated categories
which are certain sub (or subfactor) category of the derived category. As an application of the
above results, we show that the reductions of silting objects and simple-minded collections of a
graded gentle algebra are given by cutting the surface. Note that in [CS1], the relation between
silting reduction and surface cuts has been studied in terms of orbit categories.
Theorem F (Theorem 5.1). LetPA be a graded gentle algebra corresponding to a graded surface
m
dissection (S, M, ∆) and let e := i=1 ei . Let P = eA be the corresponding projective dg A-module
and let T = top(eA) be the corresponding semi-simple dg A-module.

(1) Assume A is proper and P is pre-silting, then the silting reduction per(A)/ thick(P ) is equivalent
to per(Ae ) . Moreover, it is obtained by cutting (S, M ) along the arcs corresponding to e, and
there is a bijection
1:1

{silting objects in per(Ae )} ←→ {silting objects in per(A) containing P }.
(2) Assume A and (1 − e)A(1 − e) are homologically smooth and proper, and T is a pre-simple
minded collection of Db (A), then the simple minded collection reduction Db (A)/ thick(T ) is
equivalent to Db ((1 − e)A(1 − e)) ≃ Db (A!e ). Moreover, it is obtained by cutting (S, M ) along
the arcs corresponding to e in the dual dissection and there is a bijection
1:1

{simple-minded collections in Db (A!e )} ←→ {simple-minded collections in Db (A) containing T }.
We then study for which graded gentle algebras, the bounded derived category admits full exceptional sequences, silting objects and simple-minded collections. Exceptional sequences originate
in algebraic geometry [GR, Ru]. In particular, exceptional sequences give rise to semi-orthogonal
decompositions. Semi-orthogonal decompositions of gentle algebras are studied in [Sto] in terms
of surface cuts and recollements.
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A full exceptional sequence decomposes the derived category into derived categories of vector
spaces. This decomposition in terms of the associated surface can be seen as repeatedly cutting
off discs where the surface dissection is given by a single arc without self-intersection.
In order to state our results, we need to exhibit a particular class of gentle algebras associated
to surfaces of genus at least one with exactly one boundary component with exactly one marked
point on that boundary component. The particular class of algebras associated to such a surface
that we want to consider is the following.
Let Q(n) be the following quiver
α1

1o

γ1

α2

/

β1

2
/

δ1

/3o

γ2

αn

/

β2

4

δ2

/ ···

/

δn−1

/ (2n − 1) o βn

/

γn

2n
/

and let I (n) be the ideal generated by the set {αi βi , βi γi , γj δj , δj αj+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1}.
Let
A(n) := kQ(n) /I (n)
(n)

be the graded gentle algebra, whose grading is induced by a map | · |A(n) : Q1 → Z (we will use
| · | for simplicity). Write ai := |αi | + |βi | and bi := |βi | + |γi | for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
In general, it is difficult to determine whether a triangulated category has full exceptional
sequences or not. However, in the case of a homologically smooth and proper graded gentle algebra
A, we can fully characterize the existence of full exceptional sequences in Db (A), thus generalizing
[CS2, Theorem A].
Theorem G (Theorem 5.6). Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is proper and homologically
smooth. Then Db (A) has a full exceptional sequence if and only if A is not derived equivalent to
A(n) for any grading of the arrows.
Now we turn to the existence of silting objects and simple-minded collections. In the case of a
zero-graded algebra Λ, the algebra itself is a silting object in per Λ and the direct sum of simple
Λ-modules is a simple-minded collection in Db (Λ). But, in general, if A is a dg algebra, per A may
not have a silting object and Db (A) may not have a simple-minded collection. This is the case,
for example, for A = A(1) with a1 = 1 = b1 . However, we show in the following that the bounded
derived category of a homologically smooth, proper graded gentle algebra A almost always has
both silting objects and simple-minded collections.
Theorem H (Theorem 5.9). Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is proper and homologically
smooth. Then Db (A) has a silting object if and only if it has a simple-minded collection and this
is the case if
(1) A is not derived equivalent to A(n) , or
(2) A is derived equivalent to A(n) such that ai 6= 1 or bi 6= 1 holds for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
In fact we conjecture that the converse of Theorem H also holds.
Conjecture. Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is proper and homologically smooth. If A is
derived equivalent to A(n) such that ai = bi = 1 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then Db (A) has no silting
object and no simple-minded collection.
We note that in case that n = 1, we have checked the conjecture by hand and we can show that
A(1) with the grading a1 = b1 = 1 does not admit a silting object.
Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Dong Yang for helpful comments regarding
recollements and cofibrant dg algebra resolutions.
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Conventions
In this paper, all algebras will be assumed to be over a base field k. Arrows in a quiver are
composed from left to right as follows: for arrows a and b we write ab for the path from the source
of a to the target of b. We adopt the convention that maps are composed from right to left, that is
if f : X → Y and g : Y → Z then gf : X → Z. In general, we consider right modules. We denote
by Z the set of integer numbers, and by Z∗ the set of non-zero integer numbers. We use notation
|M | to represent the number of elements in a finite set M .
1. Preliminaries
1.1. DG algebras. Let A be a differential graded (dg) k-algebra, that is, a graded algebra endowed
with a compatible structure of a k-complex. A (right) dg A-module is a graded A-module endowed
with a compatible structure of a k-complex. Let D(A) be the derived category of right dg Amodules (see [K1, K2]). It is a triangulated category obtained from the category of dg A-modules
by formally inverting all quasi-isomorphisms. The shift functor is given by the shift of complexes.
We denote by per(A) the perfect category of A, which is the smallest triangulated subcategory
of D(A) generated by A and which is closed under direct summands. We denote by Db (A) the
full subcategory
Lof D(A) consisting of the objects M whose total cohomology is finite-dimensional
(that is, dimk n Hn (M ) < ∞). If per(A) ⊂ Db (A), that is, the cohomology algebra H∗ (A) is
finite dimensional, we say A is proper. If A ∈ per(A ⊗k Aop ), we say A is homologically smooth.
The following observations are well-known.
Lemma 1.1. Let A be a homologically smooth dg k-algebra. Then Db (A) ⊂ per(A). If A is also
proper, then Db (A) = per(A).
Lemma 1.2. Let A be a dg k-algebra and let X be a dg A-module. Then the following are
equivalent.
(1) X ∈ Db (A).
(2) For any P ∈ per(A), RH omA (P, X) has finite dimensional total cohomology.
Lemma 1.3. [K1] Let A, B be two dg k-algebras. Let F : D(A) → D(B) be a triangle functor,
which commutes with infinite direct sums and restricts to a functor F |per : per(A) → per(B). Then
F is a triangle equivalence if and only if F |per is a triangle equivalence. Moreover, in this case, F
≃
also restricts to an equivalence F : Db (A) −
→ Db (B).
Lemma 1.4. [AKLY, Lemma 2.7] Let A, B be two dg k-algebras. Let F : D(A) → D(B) be a
triangle functor with a right adjoint G : D(B) → D(A). If F (per(A)) ⊂ per(B), then G(Db (B)) ⊂
Db (A).
Proof. Let Y ∈ Db (B). By Lemma 1.2, it suffices to show that, for any P ∈ per(A), RH omA (P, G(Y ))
has finite dimensional total cohomology. Since (F, G) is an adjoint pair, we have
Hn RH omA (P, G(Y )) = HomD(A) (P, G(Y )[n]) = HomD(B) (F (P ), Y [n]) = Hn RH omB (F (P ), Y ).
Since F (P ) ∈ per(B) and Y ∈ Db (B), we have RH omB (F (P ), Y ) has finite dimensional total
cohomology by Lemma 1.2, and so does RH omP (P, G(Y )).

1.2. Recollements. In this section we recall some results on recollement. Recollements, introduced by Beilinson, Bernstein and Deligne in the 1980s, provide a powerful tool for studying
problems in triangulated categories and algebraic geometry. Roughly speaking, a recollement consists of three triangulated categories linked by two triangulated functors both of which have left
and right adjoint functors. The notion of recollement is an analogue of an exact sequence for triangulated categories, which generalizes derived equivalences and is closely related to homological
ring epimorphisms.
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′′

Definition 1.5 ([BBD]). Let T , T and T be triangulated categories. A recollement of T in
′
′′
terms of T and T is the following diagram:
j!

i∗
′

T f

x

i∗

/T f

j∗

x

/ T ′′

(1.1)

j∗

i!

satisfying
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(i∗ , i∗ , i! ) and (j! , j ∗ , j∗ ) are adjoint triples;
i∗ , j∗ , j! are fully faithful;
j ∗ ◦ i∗ = 0;
for any object X in T , there are two triangles:
i∗ i! X

/X

/ j∗ j ∗ X

/ i∗ i! X[1]

j! j ∗ X

/X

/ i∗ i∗ X

/ j! j ∗ X[1]

where the morphisms are induced by the units and conuits of the adjunctions.
We give a well-known example of recollement, which follows from [CPS].
Example 1.6. Let A be a ring and let e ∈ A be an idempotent. Assume the ideal AeA of A is
stratifying (i.e. Ae ⊗L
eAe eA → eAe is an isomorphism). Then the associated ring epimorphism
A → AeA induces a recollement of derived module categories of the form
i∗ =?⊗L
A A/AeA

y
D(A/AeA)
e

i∗ =inc.

j! =?⊗L
eAe eA

z
/ D(A)
d

i! =RHomA (A/AeA,?)

j ∗ =?⊗L
A Ae

/ D(eAe) .

j∗ =RHomeAe (Ae,?)

Most examples of recollements in the literature are known to be of this form, up to derived
equivalence. We give a general version of Example 1.6 in the general dg setting in the next section.
Let X , Y and Z be three full subcategories of a triangulated category T . We call the triple
(X , Y, Z) a TTF triple of T , if we have two t-structures T = X ⊥ Y and T = Y ⊥ Z. It immediately follows that if (X , Y, Z) is a TTF triple, then X , Y and Z are all triangulated subcategories
of T . Note that given a recollement (1.1), we have an induced TTF triple (j! (T ′′ ), i∗ (T ′ )), j∗ (T ′′ )).
We say two recollements are equivalent if the TTF triples associated to them coincide. The following observation is useful (see for example [BBD, Section 1.4.4] or [N3, Section 9.2]).
Proposition 1.7. Let T be a k-linear triangulated category. There is a one-to-one correspondence
between equivalence classes of recollements of T and TTF triples of T .
We need the following lemma for later use.
Lemma 1.8. Let (1.1) be a recollement. Then
(1) i∗ admits a left adjoint F if and only if j! admits a left adjoint. Moreover, in this case, F is
fully faithful, and (F (T ′ ), j! (T ′′ ), i∗ (T ′ )) is a TTF triple.
(2) i! admits a right adjoint G if and only if j∗ admits a right adjoint. Moreover, in this case, G
is fully faithful and (i∗ (T ′ ), j∗ (T ′′ ), G(T ′ )) is a TTF triple.
Proof. See for example [N3, Proposition 9.1.18] and [M, Theorem 2.5], and their duals.
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1.3. Homological epimorphisms of dg algebras. Homological epimorphisms were introduced
by Geigle and Lenzing in [GL] to characterize when a homomorphism of rings φ : R → S induces a
full embedding of bounded derived categories Db (mod S) → Db (mod R). The dg generalization of
this notion was studied by [P] and [NS]. In this section, we recall some basic facts on homological
epimorphisms of dg algebras.
Let A and B be two dg k-algebras and let f : A → B be a homomorphism of dg algebras. We
may regard B as a dg A-bimodule and any dg B-module M has a natural dg A-module structure
induced by f . We call f a homological epimorphism if the induced functor f∗ : D(B) → D(A)
f

is fully faithful. Let X → A −
→ B → X[1] be the triangle in D(A ⊗k Aop ) induced by f . The
following result characterizes when a dg homomorphism is a homological epimorphism.
Lemma 1.9. [NS, Lemma 4] Let f : A → B be a homomorphism of dg algebra. The following are
equivalent
(1) f is a homological epimorphism;
∼
(2) B ⊗L
A B = B in D(B);
(3) There is a recollement
i∗ =?⊗L
AB

z
D(B)
d

f∗

j! =inc.
j ∗ =?⊗L
AX

z
/ D(A)
d

/ Loc(X) ,

i! =RHomA (B,?)

where Loc(X) is the smallest triangulated subcategory of D(A) containing X and closed under
infinite direct sums.
The following example generalizes Example 1.6.
Example 1.10. [KaY1, Proposition 2.10] Let A be a non-positive dg algebra and e ∈ A be an
idempotent. Then there is a dg k-algebra B and a morphism of dg algebras f : A → B, such that
there is a recollement
?⊗L
AB

z
D(B)
d

f∗

RHomA (B,?)

?⊗L
eAe eA

z
/ D(A)
d

?⊗L
A Ae

/ D(eAe) .

RHomeAe (Ae,?)

Moreover, B is also non-positive with H0 (B) = A/AeA.
1.4. Compactly generated triangulated categories. Let T be a triangulated category with
infinite direct sums. An object X ∈ T is called compact, if the functor HomT (X, ?) commutes
with infinite direct sums. We denote by T c the subcategory of T consisting of compact objects. It
is easy to see T c is a thick subcategory, that is, it is a triangulated subcategory of T closed under
direct summands.
We say that T is compactly generated if T admits a set of small generators C, that is, if there is
a subset C of compact objects, such that T coincides with the localising subcategory Loc(C) (which
is the smallest sub triangulated category of T containing C and closed under infinite sums).
In a compactly generated triangulated category, all compact objects can be obtained from a set
of compact generators, that is, we have the following.
Theorem 1.11. [N1, Section 2.2][K1, Theorem 5.3] Let T be a compactly generated triangulated
category and let C be a set of compact generators. Then T c = thick(C).
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Example 1.12. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra over a field k. Then the unbounded derived
category D(A) is compactly generated by the free module A. So D(A)c = per(A) coincides with
Kb (proj A).
We need the following lemma later.
Lemma 1.13. [N2, Theorems 4.1 and 5.1] Let F : C → D be a triangle functor between two
compactly generated triangulated categories. Assume F admits a right adjoint G : D → C. Then
the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) G admits a right adjoint.
(2) F sends compact objects to compact objects.
(3) G preserves coproducts.
The following result is important for our purpose.
Theorem 1.14. [N1, Theorem 2.1] Let T be a compactly generated triangulated category and let
R be a set of compact objects. Let T ′′ := Loc(R). Then there is a recollement
i∗
′

T f

j!

i∗

x

/T f

j∗

x

/ T ′′

j∗

i!

where T ′ is also compactly generated. Moreover, i∗ and j! induce a short exact sequence
i∗

j!

0 ← T ′c ←− T c ←
− T ′′c ← 0,
that is, j! is fully faithful, i∗ ◦ j! = 0 and i∗ induces a triangle equivalence T c /T ′′c → T ′c up to
direct summands.
We give the following useful observation.
Proposition 1.15. Let A, B, C be three homologically smooth and proper dg k-algebras. Assume
there is a recollement
i∗

D(B) i

u

i∗

j!

/ D(A)

j∗

u
i

/ D(C).

j∗

i!

Then there is an induced recollement
i∗

Db (B)

t

i∗

j
i!

j!

/ Db (A)

t

j∗

j

/ Db (C).

j∗

Proof. Note that by Theorem 1.14, the top functors i∗ and j! restrict to the perfect categories,
hence to the bounded derived categories (since they coincide by our assumption and Lemma 1.1).
Also note that by Lemma 1.4, the middle functors i∗ and j ∗ restrict to Db , hence to per. Then
again by Lemma 1.4, we know that the bottom functors i! and j∗ also restrict to Db . So the
assertion is true.

1.5. Graded marked surfaces and graded gentle algebras. In this subsection we briefly
recall some results on marked surfaces. We refer to [HKK, OPS, APS, LP] for more details and
examples.
Definition 1.16. A pair (S, M ) is called a marked surface if
(1) S is an oriented surface with boundary with connected components ∂S = ⊔bi=1 ∂i S;
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(2) M = M ◦ ∪ M • ∪ P ◦ ∪ P • is a finite set of marked points on S. The elements of M ◦ and M •
are marked points on ∂S, which will be respectively represented by symbols ◦ and •. Each
connected component ∂i S is required to contain at least one marked point of each colour,
where in general the points ◦ and • are alternating on ∂i S. The elements in P = P ◦ ∪ P •
are marked points in the interior of S. We refer to these points as punctures, and we will also
represent them by the symbols ◦ and • respectively.
Note that a marked surface is allowed to have empty boundary. If this happens, then we need
both P ◦ and P • to be non-empty. We adopt the convention that the following two special marked
surfaces, the one corresponding to a disk without punctures which has only one ◦-point and one
•-point on the boundary, and the second corresponding to a sphere with only one ◦-puncture and
one •-puncture are ‘zero’ and if we cut the surface and obtain such a component, then we can
disregard it.
Definition 1.17. Let (S, M ) be a marked surface. An ◦-arc is a non-contractible curve, with
endpoints in M ◦ ∪ P ◦ , while an •-arc is a non-contractible curve, with endpoints in M • ∪ P • .
On the surface, all curves are considered up to homotopy, and all intersections of curves are
required to be transversal.
Definition 1.18. Let (S, M ) be a marked surface.
(1) An admissible ◦-dissection ∆ of (S, M ) is a collection of pairwise non-intersecting (in the
interior of S) and pairwise distinct ◦-arcs on the surface such that the arcs in ∆ cut the
surface into polygons each of which contains exactly one •-point.
(2) Let q be a common endpoint of two arcs ℓi and ℓj in an admissible ◦-dissection ∆, an oriented
intersection from ℓi to ℓj at q is an anticlockwise angle locally from ℓi to ℓj based at q such
that the angle is in the interior of the surface. We call an oriented intersection a minimal
oriented intersection if it is not a composition of two oriented intersections of arcs from ∆.
(3) A graded admissible ◦-dissection is a pair (∆, G), where ∆ is an admissible ◦-dissection and G
is a set of gradings, that is, for any minimal oriented intersection α, a grading is the data of
an integer g(α) ∈ Z.
(4) We call (S, M, ∆, G) a graded marked surface.
We similarly define admissible •-dissections and graded admissible •-dissections.
Remark 1.19. If there is no ◦-puncture in (S, M ), then for any graded admissible dissection
(∆, G), there exists a unique foliation (up to homotopy) on S (with a smooth structure) which
induces the grading G, see [LP].
We introduce the following proposition-definition, whose proof is straightforward.
Proposition-Definition 1.20. Let (S, M, ∆, G) be a graded marked surface.
(1) There is a unique (up to homotopy) admissible •-dissection ∆∗ on (S, M ) such that each arc
ℓ∗ in ∆∗ intersects exactly one arc ℓ of ∆, which we will call the dual •-dissection of ∆.
(2) For any minimal oriented intersection α of ∆ from ℓi to ℓj , there is a unique minimal oriented intersection αop of ∆∗ from ℓ∗j to ℓ∗i , see Figure 2. Conversely, any minimal oriented
intersection of ∆∗ arises from this way. We call αop the dual minimal oriented intersection of
α.
(3) The dual graded •-dissection (∆∗ , G∗ ) of (∆, G) is the dual •-dissection ∆∗ of ∆ with dual of
grading G∗ defined by setting g(αop ) = 1 − g(α), for any minimal oriented intersection α and
its dual αop .
We similarly define the dual graded ◦-dissection of an admissible graded •-dissection.
Note that the dual graded dissection is unique (up to homotopy) and it is an involution, that
is (∆∗∗ , G∗∗ ) = (∆, G). Moreover, the definition of the dual grading is motivated by the algebraic
dual of a graded gentle algebra considered in subsection 2.2.
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•
ℓ3
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•

ℓ2

ℓ5

◦

ℓ6

◦

◦

ℓ1

•
Figure 1. An example of an admissible ◦-dissection ∆ of a marked surface and
its dual ∆∗ , where the arcs in ∆ are colored by green and the arcs in ∆∗ are
colored by red.

q∗
αop
ℓ∗
j

ℓ∗
i

ℓj

ℓi
α
q

Figure 2. Dual of minimal oriented intersections α and αop . We set g(αop ) =
1 − g(α) for the gradings.

Example 1.21. See Figure 1 for an example of an admissible ◦-dissection of a marked surface
and its dual dissection and Figure 2 for the dual of minimal oriented intersections.
For ease of notation, we will often omit the grading G of (∆, G) and simply write ∆ for a graded
surface dissection.
We now recall how to construct a graded gentle algebra from an admissible graded dissection of
a marked surface. We begin by recalling the definition of a graded gentle algebra.
Definition 1.22. A graded gentle algebra A is an algebra of the form A = KQ/I where Q =
(Q0 , Q1 ) is a finite quiver and I an ideal of KQ satisfying the following conditions:
(1) Each vertex in Q0 is the source of at most two arrows and the target of at most two arrows.
(2) For each arrow α in Q1 , there is at most one arrow β such that 0 6= αβ ∈ I; at most one arrow
γ such that 0 6= γα ∈ I; at most one arrow β ′ such that αβ ′ ∈
/ I; at most one arrow γ ′ such
′
that γ α ∈
/ I.
(3) I is generated by paths of length two.
(4) The grading of A is induced by associating to each arrow α an integer |α|.
Note that A might be infinite dimensional. Sometimes such an algebra is also referred to as a
graded locally gentle algebra.
We now recall how to associate a graded gentle algebra to a graded admissible dissection. For
that, let (∆, G) be a graded admissible ◦-dissection on a marked surface (S, M ). Define the graded
algebra A(∆) = kQ(∆)/I(∆) by setting:
(1) The vertices of Q(∆) are given by the arcs in ∆.
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4
5

3
2

1

6
Figure 3. The gentle algebra associated to the admissible dissection in Figure 1,
where the relations are depicted by dotted lines.

(2) Each minimal oriented intersection α from ℓi to ℓj gives rise to an arrow from ℓi to ℓj , which
is still denoted by α. Furthermore, |α| = g(α).
(3) The ideal I(∆) is generated by the following relations: whenever ℓi and ℓj intersect at a marked
point which gives rise to an arrow α : ℓi → ℓj , and the other end of ℓj intersects ℓk at a marked
point which gives rise to an arrow β : ℓj → ℓk , then the composition αβ is a relation.
Then A(∆) is a graded gentle algebra. In particular this establishes a bijection between the set
of homeomorphism classes of marked surfaces with graded admissible ◦-dissections and the set of
isomorphism classes of graded gentle algebras [OPS, PPP]. Similarly, we construct a graded gentle
algebra A(∆∗ ) = kQ(∆∗ )/I(∆∗ ) from a graded admissible •-dissection ∆∗ .
Definition 1.23. An ◦-arc is called an exceptional ◦-arc if γ has no self-intersections, that is, γ
does not have any self-intersections neither in the interior of S nor at its endpoints. A ◦-dissection
∆ is called an ◦-exceptional dissection if there is no oriented cycles in the quiver Q(∆) associated
to ∆. In particular, there is no loop in Q(∆) and each arc in ∆ is an exceptional ◦-arc.
Example 1.24. See Figure 3 for the gentle algebra A(∆) associated to the admissible ◦-dissection
∆ depicted in Figure 1. Note that here ∆ is not an exceptional dissection since Q(∆) has an
oriented cycle.
2. Recollements arising from graded quadratic monomial algebras
2.1. Graded quadratic monomial algebras. Let Q be a graded quiver, that is, to every arrow
in Q there is an associated integer |α|. Furthermore we assume that Q0 a finite set. Let I be a
set of quadratic monomial relations and let A = kQ/hIi. Then A is a graded k-algebra and we
may regard A as a dg k-algebra with zero differential. Let J be a subset of I. In this subsection,
we construct a new graded quadratic monomial algebra AJ = KQ′ /hI ′ i such that AJ is quasiisomorphic to A by ‘killing’ the relations in J. Note that if J = I, then I ′ = 0 and AJ is the dg
quiver algebra associated to A sometimes referred to as the cofibrant dg algebra resolution of A.
Define the following sets of paths in Q.
J1 := Q1 , J2 := J, J3 := {α1 α2 α3 | α1 α2 ∈ J, α2 α3 ∈ J},
and, in general, we define
Jn := {α1 · · · αn | αi αi+1 ∈ J, ∀i = 1, 2, . . . , n − 1}.
Note that Jn can be an empty set.
Definition 2.1. We define the partial cofibrant dg algebra resolution AJ = kQ′ /hI ′ i as follows.
(1) Q′0 = Q0 .
(2) The arrows of Q′ are given by
Q′1 = {[α1 . . . αn ] : s(α1 ) → t(αn ) | α1 . . . αn ∈ Jn , n ≥ 1},
Pn
where |[α1 . . . αn ]| := i=1 |αi | − n + 1.
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(3) The quadratic relations are given by
I ′ := {[α1 . . . αn ][β1 . . . βm ] | αn β1 ∈ I\J, n, m ≥ 1}.
(4) The differential d′ is defined as d′ ([α]) = 0 for any α ∈ Q1 and
d′ ([α1 . . . αn ]) :=

n−1
X

(−1)|[α1 ...αi ]| [α1 . . . αi ][αi+1 . . . αn ],

i=1

for any [α1 . . . αn ] ∈ Jn and n ≥ 2.

One can check that d′2 = 0, so AJ is a well-defined dg k-algebra.
Remark 2.2. (1) If J = I, then I ′ = ∅ and in this case, AJ = (kQ′ , d′ ) is a dg quiver algebra,
which can be regarded as a cofibrant dg algebra resolution of A. Moreover, any algebra admits
a dg algebra resolution (see for example [Opm]) and for a monomial algebra, there is an explicit
minimal choice given in [T], which coincides with our construction above for the case J = I.
(2) If J = ∅, then Jn = ∅ for any n ≥ 2 and moreover, AJ = A.
We illustrate the construction above in an example.
α

β

δ

ǫ

Example 2.3. Let Q : 1 −
→2−
→3−
→4−
→ 5 be the graded quiver with zero grading and where
I = {αβ, βδ, δǫ}. Let J = {αβ, βδ}. Then Q′ is
[αβ]

1

[α]

/2

[β]

!
/3

[δ]

[βδ]

/4
=B

[ǫ]

/5

[αβδ]

where the grading is given by |[αβ]| = −1 = |[βδ]|, |[αβδ]| = −2 and the differential is given by
d′ ([αβ]) = [α][β], d′ ([βδ]) = [β][δ] and d′ ([αβδ]) = [α][βδ]−[αβ][δ] and where I ′ = {[δ][ǫ], [βδ][ǫ], [αβδ][ǫ]}.
Note that in some cases AJ might be a quiver with infinitely many arrows. We give an example
of such a case.
Example 2.4. Let Q be the graded quiver with zero grading 1 d
J = I, then Q′ is

α

and let I = {α2 }. Let

[αn ]
...

$


1
D d

[α]

[α2 ]

where |[αn ]| = 1 − n and d′ (|αn |) =

Pn−1
i=1

(−1)1−i [αi ][αn−i ].

Our main result in this subsection is the following.
Theorem 2.5. There is a natural quasi-isomorphism φ : AJ → A of dg k-algebras.
Proof. We first define a map φ : Q′0 ∪ Q′1 → kQ by φ(ej ) := ej , φ([α]) := α for any α ∈ Q1 ,
φ([α1 · · · αn ]) := 0 for n ≥ 2. Then φ can be extended to an epimorphism φ : kQ′ → kQ of graded
k-algebras. Note that we have φ(I ′ ) ⊂ I and φ(d′ ([α1 · · · αn ])) ∈ I, for any n ≥ 1. Thus φ also
induces an epimorphism φ : AJ → A of dg algebras.
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Next we show that φ is a quasi-isomorphism of k-complexes. Let P := ker φ. It is enough to
show P is acyclic. Define a map N : Q1 × Q1 → {0, 1} by
(
1 if αβ ∈ J;
N (α, β) :=
0 if αβ 6∈ J.
We construct a morphism ψ : P → P [−1] of graded k-modules by
ψ([α1 · · · αt1 ][αt1 +1 · · · αt2 ] · · · [αts +1 · · · αn ])
s

Pi
1 X
(−1) j=1 |[αtj−1 +1 ···αtj ]| [α1 · · · αt1 ][αt1 +1 · · · αt2 ] · · · [αti−1 +1 · · · αti αti +1 · · · αti+1 ] · · · [αts +1 · · · αn ],
m i=1
P
where m = n − s − 1 + si=1 N (αti , αti +1 ) and where we set t0 = 0. If αti αti +1 6∈ J, we set above
term to be zero.
We claim that d′ ψ + ψd′ = Id. Then P is contractible, and hence acyclic. First note that any
element l1 +· · ·+lt of kQ′ is in P if and only each li is in P . So we only need to check dψ +ψd′ = Id
for paths in P .
ψd′ (l)
Given l = [α
P1 s· · · αt1 ][αt1 +1 · · · αt2 ] · · · [αts +1 · ′· · αn ] ∈ P , l appears (n − s′− 1)/m times in
′
and appears ( i=1 N (αti , αti +1 ))/m times in d ψ(l). For any other term l appears in ψd (l), one
can check directly that the term −l′ appears in d′ ψ(l). So d′ ψ(l) + ψd′ (l) = l.


:=

Remark 2.6. Note that in the proof of Theorem 2.5 we need the assumption that the characteristic
of k is zero.
Next we study the graded quadratic dual of A. Let I ⊥ := {β op αop | αβ ∈ I}. Let A! = kQop /I ⊥
!
such that |αop | := 1 − |α| for any arrow αop ∈ Qop
1 . It is obvious that A is also a gaded quadratic
! !
monomial algebra andL(A ) = A. Let Si be the simple dg A-module corresponds to the vertex
i ∈ Q0 and let S := i∈Q0 Si . The following observation is known and we add a proof for the
convenience of the reader.
L
Proposition 2.7. A! is isomorphic to the graded algebra t∈Z HomDb (A) (S, S[t]).
Proof.
To calculate HomDb (A) (S, S[t]), we first give a projective resolution of S. Let M0 :=
L
Aei ⊗ ei A and
i∈Q0

Mm :=

M

Aes(α1 ) ⊗ et(αm ) A(|α1 | + · · · + |αm |),

α1 ···αm ∈Fm

where Fm := {α1 · · · αm paths of kQ such that αi αi+1 ∈ I} and we denote by (|α1 | + · · · + |αm |)
the degree shift of Aes(α1 ) ⊗et(αm ) A as graded A-A-bimodule. There is an exact sequence of graded
A-A-bimodules
d0
d1
d2
A→0
(2.1)
M0 −→
M1 −→
· · · → M2 −→
which gives a minimal A-A-bimodule resolution of A (see for example [B, Theorem 4.1]), where
dm (a ⊗ b) := aα1 ⊗ b + (−1)m a ⊗ αn b and d0 (a ⊗ b) := ab. Since (2.1) is contractible, applying
Si ⊗A ? to (2.1), we have a minimal resolution of Si as graded A-module
M
M
∂1
∂2
ei A → 0,
(2.2)
(et(α) A(|α|)) −→
(et(α2 ) A(|α1 | + |α2 |)) −→
P : ··· →
α1 α2 ∈F2
s(α1 )=i

α∈Q1
s(α)=i

whose total complex Tot(P ) gives a projective resolution of Si as dg A-module, where ∂m (x) =
(−1)m xαm . Then any non-zero morphism from Si to Sj [l] in Db (A) is induced by some non-zero
map from top(P m ) to Sj [l]. Moreover, we see that HomDb (A) (Si , Sj [l]) has a k-basis
{α1 · · · αp ∈ Fp such that s(α1 ) = i, t(αp ) = j and p = l + |α1 | + · · · + |αp |}.
In particular, any arrow α ∈ Q1 gives a non-zero morphism fα : Ss(α) → St(α) [1 − |α|]. By the
construction of P , we have (fβ [1 − |α|]) ◦ fα 6= 0 if and only if 0 6= αβ ∈ I. Thus the map
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L
φ : A! → t∈Z HomDb (A) (S, S[t]) sending ei to the identity morphism in EndDb (A) (Si ) and αop to
fα gives an isomorphism of dg algebras.

2.2. Recollements induced by idempotents of graded quadratic monomial algebras. Let
A = kQ/I be a graded quadratic monomial algebra. Let e be the sum of m vertex idempotents.
Without loss of generality, we may write e = e1 + · · · + em . Let Je be the subset of I consisting of
all the relations go through vertices 1, . . . , m.
Definition 2.8. We define a new algebra Ae := kQe /hIe i as follows
(1) The set of vertices of Qe is Q0 \{1, 2, . . . , m}.
(2) The arrows of Qe are of the form [α1 · · · αs ] : s(α1 ) → t(αs ) with α1 · · · αs ∈ Js and s(α1 ), t(αs ) 6∈
{1, 2, · · · , m}. P
s
(3) |[α1 · · · αs ]| := i |αi | − s + 1.
(4) Ie := {[α1 · · · αs ][β1 · · · βt ] | αs β1 ∈ I}.
(5) The differential is 0.
Example 2.9. In case A is a graded gentle algebra, the algebra Ae = kQe /Ie in Definition 2.8 is
again a graded gentle algebra. In case e = eℓ is an idempotent corresponding to a single vertex ℓ,
we obtain the following explicit description.
(1) The vertex set of Qe is given by Q0 \ {ℓ};
(2) The arrow set of Qe is the union
α

α

α

2
1
ℓj | α1 α2 ∈ I and ℓi 6= ℓ and ℓj 6= ℓ}
ℓ −→
→ ℓj | ℓi 6= ℓ and ℓj 6= ℓ} ⊔ {[α1 α2 ] = ℓi −→
{[α] = ℓi −

α

α

α

3
2
1
ℓj | α1 α2 , α2 α3 ∈ I};
ℓ −→
ℓ −→
⊔ {[α1 α2 α3 ] = ℓi −→

(3) |[α]| = |α|, |[α1 α2 ]| = |α1 | + |α2 | − 1 and |[α1 α2 α3 ]| = |α1 | + |α2 | + |α3 | − 2;
(4) The ideal Iℓ is generated by
{[α1 ][α2 ] | α1 α2 ∈ I} ⊔ {[α0 ][α1 α2 ] | α0 α1 ∈ I} ⊔ {[α1 α2 ][α3 ] | α2 α3 ∈ I}
⊔ {[α0 ][α1 α2 α3 ] | α0 α1 ∈ I} ⊔ {[α1 α2 α3 ][α4 ] | α3 α4 ∈ I} ⊔ {[α0 α1 ][α2 α3 ] | α1 α2 ∈ I}.
We show
Theorem 2.10. There is a recollement
j! =?⊗L
k eA

i∗

z
D(Ae )
d

i∗ =i!

i!

z
/ D(A)
d

j ∗ =?⊗L
A Ae

/ D(eAe) ,

(2.3)

j∗ =RHomk (Ae,?)

such that i∗ sends ej A to ej Ae and i∗ sends top(ej Ae ) to top(ej A) for any j 6= 1, 2, . . . , m.
Remark 2.11. Note that if Je = I, then (2.3) is given by [KaY2, Theorem 7.1]. One may also
use Drinfeld’s construction of dg quotient [D] to give a dg algebra B such that D(B) fits the left
side of (2.3). We point out that B is quasi-isomorphic to Ae , but it is not gentle anymore and the
structure of B may be complicated.
Recall we construct a dg algebra AJe from Je (see Definition 2.1). To simplify the notation, we
write B = AJe . The following observation is important for us.
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Lemma 2.12. We have Ae = B/BeB and the natural morphism B → Ae is a homological
epimorphism of dg k-algebras. Moreover, there is a recollement
je! =?⊗L
eBe e eBe

ie∗ =?⊗L
B Ae

z
D(Ae )
d

ie∗ =inc.

y
/ D(B)
e

ie! =RHomB (Ae ,?)

je∗ =?⊗L
Be Be e

/ D(eBe) .

je∗ =RHomeBe (Be,?)

∼
Proof. It suffices to show Ae ⊗L
B Ae = Ae in D(Ae ) by Lemma 1.9 (2). Notice that we have the
following canonical triangle in D(B ⊗k B op )
p

BeB → B −
→ Ae → BeB[1].
Applying ? ⊗L
B Ae to this triangle, we get a triangle in D(Ae )
L
L
BeB ⊗L
B Ae → Ae → Ae ⊗B Ae → BeB ⊗B Ae [1].
L
∼
We claim that BeB ⊗L
B Ae = 0, then Ae = Ae ⊗B Ae in D(Ae ) holds. Note that BeB =
L
s∈Q0 es BeB as right dg B-module. Let Ls be the set of paths from s to i, which are not
∼
in I. By our construction of Q′ , there is no
L at i, so we have lei B = ei B as right
Lrelation
dg B-module for any l ∈ Ls . So BeB =
l∈Ls lei B is a projective module. Then
s∈Q0
BeB ⊗L
A
=
BeB
⊗
B/BeB
=
0.
Then
the
claims
follows.
So the assertion is true.

e
B
B

Now we show Theorem 2.10.
Proof of Theorem 2.10. By Theorem 2.5, there is a quasi-isomorphism φ : B → A, it indues
φ∗

a quasi-isomorphism eBe → eAe. Then we have triangle equivalences D(A) −→ D(B) and
≃

φ∗

D(ei Aei ) −→ D(ei Bei ). Consider the recollement constructed in Lemma 2.12. Let i∗ := ie∗ φ∗ ,
≃

i∗ := (φ∗ )−1 ie∗ and i! := ie! φ∗ . Then we get the recollement (2.3). Since φ induces a quasiisomorphism ej B → ej A and ie∗ (top(ej Ae )) = top(ej B), we have
and

i∗ (ej A) = ie∗ φ∗ (ej A) ∼
= ie∗ (ej B) = ej B ⊗L
B Ae = ej Ae

i∗ (top(ej Ae )) = (φ∗ )−1 ie∗ (top(ej Ae )) = (φ∗ )−1 (top(ej B)) = top(ej A),

for any j 6= 1, 2, . . . , m. So the assertion is true.



β

 γ
α /
/ 3 . Let I := {αβ, β 2 , βγ} and
2
Example 2.13. Let Q be the graded quiver 1
A = kQ/hIi. Let e = e2 . Then Je = I and we Ae is given by the following ‘infinite Kronecker
quiver’
···
/
[αβ 3 γ]
/
1
[αβ 2 γ]
/3
[αβγ]

where |[αβ n γ]| := |α| + n|β| + |γ| − n − 1.
We give a useful observation.
Proposition 2.14. Let e = e′ + e′′ . Then we have isomorphisms (Ae′ )e′′ ∼
= (Ae′′ )e′ of dg
= Ae ∼
algebras.

RECOLLEMENTS OF DERIVED CATEGORIES OF GRADED GENTLE ALGEBRAS

17

∼ Ae dg k-algebras. We may assume
Proof. We only show there is an isomorphism (Ae′ )e′′ =
e′ = e1 + · · · + el and e′′ = el+1 + · · · + em for 1 ≤ l < m. Fist note that the induced quivers
Qe and (Qe′ )e′′ are isomorphic. In fact, they have same sets of vertices given by Q0 \{1, 2, . . . , m}.
Moreover, any arrow in Ae has the form [α1 · · · αm ] such that αi αi+1 ∈ Je for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1.
Set p0 = 0, since Je = Je′ ⊔ Je′′ , we may write
[α1 · · · αm ] = [(αp0 +1 · · · αp1 )(αp1 +1 · · · αp2 ) · · · (αpl +1 · · · αm )],

(2.4)

where αpj +q(j) αpj +q(j)+1 ∈ Je′ and αpj+1 αpj+1 +1 ∈ Je′′ for any 0 ≤ j ≤ l − 1 and 1 ≤ q(j) ≤
pj+1 − 1. It is clear that (2.4) gives rise to a bijection between the set of arrows in Qe and that
in (Qe′ )e′′ . So Qe and (Qe′ )e′′ are isomorphic. Also it is easy to check that Ie and (Ie′ )e′′ are also

isomorphic by Definition 2.8(4). Thus Ae is isomorphic to (Ae′ )e′′ .
We can describe Ae by using A! . We have the following useful observations.
Proposition 2.15. There are isomorphisms of dg k-algebras.
(1) Ae ∼
= ((1 − e)A! (1 − e))! .
(2) eAe ∼
= ((A! )1−e )! .
Proof. We only show (1), since (2) is directly from (1) and (A! )! = A.
First note that both algebras have the same vertices. Assume Q0 = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then 1 − e =
op
em+1 + · · · + en . Any arrow lop in (1 − e)A! (1 − e) is given by a path lop = αop
t · · · α1 with degree
Pt
op
op op
⊥
(t − i=1 |αi |, 1) such that s(αop
t ), t(α1 ) ∈ {m + 1, . . . , n} and αj αj−1 6∈ Je for any 2 ≤ j ≤ t.
Pt
!
!
Then l = α1 · · · αt gives rise to an arrow of ((1 − e)A (1 − e)) with deg l = ( i=1 |αi | − t + 1, 1).
Moreover, s(α1 ), t(αt ) 6∈ {1, . . . , m} and αj αj+1 ∈ Je for any 1 ≤ j ≤ t − 1. Then l also gives rise
to an arrow of Ae .
Let l′ = β1 · · · βs be another arrow. Then ll′ = 0 in ((1 − e)A! (1 − e))! if and only if l′op lop 6= 0
in (1 − e)A! (1 − e), if and only if αt β1 ∈ I\Je , if and only if ll′ = 0 in Ae .
So the two algebras have same arrows (with same grading) and same relations. Then they are
isomorphic.

3. Recollements arising from cutting surfaces
In this section, we apply Theorem 2.10 to the class of graded gentle algebras. In particular, we
show that both the left and right side of the recollement in Theorem 2.10 correspond to cutting
the surface associated to the graded gentle algebra along arcs of the corresponding graded surface
dissection and its dual, respectively.
More precisely, let A(∆) be a graded gentle algebra associated to the graded marked surface
(S, M, ∆) and let L be a subset of the arcs in the surface dissection ∆. Recall that for ease of
notation, we often omit the grading in a graded surface dissection. In the following we define the
graded cut marked surface (SL , ML , ∆L ) obtained from (S, M, ∆) by cutting along the arcs in L.
We can also consider the graded marked surface obtained by cutting along arcs in ∆∗ , for the dual
graded surface dissection ∆∗ of (S, M, ∆).
We begin by stating the main result of this section as well as some consequences before introducing the necessary definitions and proving the stated results.
Theorem 3.1. Let (S, M, ∆) be a graded marked surface with associated graded gentle algebra
A(∆). Let L be a subset of ∆. Then we have the following recollement
x
D(A(∆L ))
f

x
/ D(A(∆))
f

/ D(A(L)),

(3.1)
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where ∆L is the induced graded surface dissection obtained by cutting (S, M, ∆) along L and where
L is realized as the graded surface dissection of the surface (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗ \L∗ ) which is obtained by
cutting (S, M, ∆∗ ) along ∆∗ \ L∗ and dualising the induced surface dissection L∗ .
We give an example of Theorem 3.1.
α

β

γ

δ

Example 3.2. Consider the algebra 1 −
→2−
→3−
→4−
→ 5 with αβ, γδ ∈ I corresponding to the
surface dissection ∆ = {ℓ1 , ℓ2 , ℓ3 , ℓ4 , ℓ5 } in Figure 4 and with L = {ℓ2 , ℓ4 }. Suppose further that
|α| = a, |β| = b, |γ| = c and |δ| = d. Then the surfaces corresponding the left and the right side of
the recollement in Theorem 3.1 are given in Figure 4. We note that the arrows [αβ] : ℓ1 → ℓ3 and
[γδ] : ℓ3 → ℓ5 in A(∆L ) have degrees |[αβ]| = a + b − 1 and |[γδ]| = c + d − 1, respectively. The
induced arrow βγ : ℓ2 → ℓ4 in A(L) has degree b + c.
◦

•
◦
•

ℓ4

α

ℓ3

δ
ℓ∗
4

ℓ∗
2
ℓ∗
1

ℓ∗
5

◦

◦
ℓ5

ℓ∗
3

•

◦

•

γ

β

ℓ1

◦

ℓ2

[αβ] [γδ]

•

◦

•

ℓ1

ℓ3

◦

◦
•

•

(A) (S, M, ∆) corresponding to A(∆)
◦

•

ℓ5

•

◦

(B) (SL , ML , ∆L ) corresponding to A(∆L )
◦
βγ

•

•
◦

ℓ∗
2

(βγ)op

ℓ∗
4

◦

•

ℓ2

•

ℓ4

◦

◦

•

•

(C) (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗\L∗ , L∗ )
corresponding to (A(L))!

(D) (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗ \L∗ , L)
corresponding to A(L)

Figure 4. Cut surfaces induced by L = {ℓ2 , ℓ4 } in Example 3.2. The surface in
(B) is obtained by cutting the surface in (A) along L and the surface in (C) is
obtained by cutting the surface in (A) along {ℓ∗1 , ℓ∗3 , ℓ∗5 }.
.
Remark 3.3. (1) Given a subset L of arcs of ∆, we can consider L as what is called a ribbon
graph which is graded with a grading induced by the grading of ∆. From L we can construct
a graded marked surface dissection (S(L), M (L), L), see for example [HKK, LP].
(2) It is straightforward to see that the graded algebra A(L) associated to the graded sub-ribbon
graph L of ∆ is isomorphic to eAe, where e ∈ A is the idempotent corresponding to L. Hence
by Proposition 2.15 and Theorem 3.1, A(L) is isomorphic to (A(∆∗∆∗ \L∗ ))! .
(3) It is easy to see that L gives rise to an admissible dissection of (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗ \L∗ ) and the
algebra associated to the surface dissection L is exactly the algebra A(L) associated to the
graded ribbon graph L in (2).

RECOLLEMENTS OF DERIVED CATEGORIES OF GRADED GENTLE ALGEBRAS

19

Remark 3.3 implies the following.
Corollary 3.4. The marked surface (S(L), M (L)) obtained from the subribbon graph L of ∆ is
homeomorphic to the marked surface (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗ \L∗ ).
We now give the precise definitions of the terms above and then devote the rest of the Section
to proving the stated results. We begin by defining the surface obtained from cutting arcs on a
marked surface with a graded admissible dissection.
Definition 3.5. [APS, CS1] Let ℓ be an ◦-arc without self-intersection in the interior of a marked
surface (S, M ). Let p and q be the endpoints of ℓ which may coincide. We define the cut surface
(Sℓ , Mℓ ) to be the marked surface obtained from (S, M ) by cutting and contracting along ℓ. In
particular, we set Mℓ• = M • , Pℓ• = P • , and Mℓ◦ ∪ Pℓ◦ = ((M ◦ ∪ P ◦ ) \ {p, q}) ∪ {p, q}, where p and
q are new ◦-marked points (on the boundary or in the interior) of Sℓ obtained from cutting and
contracting ℓ.
We similarly define the cut surface (Sℓ∗ , Mℓ∗ ) of (S, M ) by cutting along an •-arc ℓ∗ which has
no self-intersection in the interior of the surface.
Let ℓ′ be an ◦-arc on (S, M ), denote by ℓ′ the induced arc of ℓ′ on (Sℓ , Mℓ ), see Figure 5 for an
example. Note that if ℓ′ intersects with ℓ, then ℓ′ is empty.
Example 3.6. Figure 5 gives an example of a cut surface and induced arcs. Namely, we cut an
annulus along an arc ℓ connecting the two boundary components and then contract along the cut.
From this we see that the cut surface is a disk.
◦

◦
•

•

•
•

ℓ′

•

◦

◦
q

•
p

p

◦

(S, M )

•

•

•
p

ℓ′′

•

q

ℓ

•

•
◦

ℓ′

◦

◦
q

◦

◦

•

ℓ′′

◦

•

p

◦

◦

q

•
(Sγ , Mγ )

Figure 5. An example of a cut surface, where the labels p and q are allowed to
be exchanged. The arcs ℓ′ and ℓ′′ are respectively the induced arcs of ℓ′ and ℓ′′ .

Note that the cut surface may not be connected, even if the original surface is. Recall that
by our convention if the cut surface has a component corresponding to a sphere with a unique
◦-puncture and a unique •-puncture or an unpunctured disk with only one ◦-marked point and
one •-marked point on the boundary, then this corresponds to the zero gentle algebra and we can
ignore this component.
Proposition 3.7. Let (S, M, ∆, G) be a graded marked surface with associated graded gentle algebra
A(∆). Let ℓ be an arc in ∆ and denote the associated idempotent in A also by ℓ. Denote by
∆ℓ = {ℓi , ℓi ∈ ∆} the set of arcs on the cut surface (Sℓ , Mℓ ) induced from the arcs in ∆.
(1) Then ∆ℓ is an admissible dissection on (Sℓ , Mℓ ).
(2) The algebra A(∆ℓ ) associated to ∆ℓ is isomorphic to A(∆)ℓ as ungraded algebras, where A(∆)ℓ
is the (graded) algebra introduced in Definition 2.8.
With the notation of the above proposition we make the following definitions.
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Definition 3.8. We call ∆ℓ the induced admissible ◦-dissection of ∆ on (Sℓ , Mℓ ) and we call
(Sℓ , Mℓ , ∆ℓ , Gℓ ) the graded cut surface of (S, M, ∆, G) at ℓ, where Gℓ is the grading on ∆ℓ such
that A(∆ℓ ) ∼
= A(∆)ℓ as graded algebras.
Proof of Proposition 3.7. (1) Follows from [APS].
(2) Let (Q, I) be such that A(∆) = kQ/I and let A(∆ℓ ) = kQ′ /I ′ . Since A(∆) is a gentle
algebra, A(∆)ℓ = kQℓ /Iℓ is as defined in Example 2.9.
We now show that kQℓ /Iℓ ∼
= kQ′ /I ′ . It follows from (1) that there is a canonical bijection from
the vertex set of Qℓ to the vertex set of Q′ , which sends an arc ℓi ∈ ∆\{ℓ} to an arc ℓi ∈ ∆ℓ .
Under this bijection, we will further show that the set of arrows of Qℓ coincides with the set of
arrows of Q′ . For this, let α : ℓi → ℓj be an arrow of Q′ corresponding to an oriented intersection
at a common endpoint ̺ of ℓi and ℓj . We claim that α must correspond to an arrow of the form
as described in Example 2.9 (2).
/ {p, q} where if ℓ has endpoints p and q, p and q are the induced marked points in
Suppose ̺ ∈
(Sℓ , Mℓ ). Then ̺ can be lifted to a marked point on S, which we denoted by ̺. Note that since
the local configuration of ̺ does not change when cutting the surface, α can be lifted to a minimal
oriented intersection in (S, M, ∆) from ℓi to ℓj at ̺, which gives rise to an arrow α : ℓi → ℓj in Q.
Thus in this case, α corresponds to an arrow [α] in Qℓ , which belongs to the first subset as stated
in Example 2.9 (2).
If ̺ ∈ {p, q}, then both ℓi and ℓj share an endpoint with ℓ, and up to permutating the endpoints
p and q of ℓ, we have the following three possibilities of lifting ℓi and ℓj to arcs ℓi and ℓj on (S, M ).
(a) Both ℓi and ℓj share the same endpoint (for example p) with ℓ such that ℓ is not between ℓi
and ℓj , see the following leftmost and middle pictures. In this case, note that the minimal oriented
intersection α is induced from a minimal oriented intersection α on (S, M, ∆), which gives rise to
an arrow of Qℓ . Thus in this case, α also corresponds to an arrow [α] of Qℓ in the first subset as
stated in Example 2.9 (2).
ℓj
ℓ

α

ℓi
ℓj

ℓi

◦
p

ℓj

ℓ

α
◦
p

α
◦
̺

ℓi

(b) Both ℓi and ℓj share the same endpoint p with ℓ such that ℓ is between ℓi and ℓj . Note that
in this case, since α arises from the intersection ̺, the other endpoint q of ℓ must be a ◦-puncture
with ℓ the unique arc in ∆ adjacent to it. That is, the local configuration must be as in the left
picture of the following figure, with arrows α1 : ℓi → ℓ, α3 : ℓ → ℓj and α2 : ℓ → ℓ in Q arising from
minimal oriented intersections at p and q respectively. Then α corresponds to an arrow [α1 α2 α3 ]
of Qℓ as in the third subset of Example 2.9 (2).
α2
q ◦
ℓ
ℓj

α3 α1
◦
p

ℓi

ℓj

[α1 α2 α3 ]

ℓi

◦
̺

(c) The arcs ℓi and ℓj share different endpoints with ℓ, see the left picture below, where α1 :
ℓi → ℓ and α2 : ℓ → ℓj are arrows in Q arising from minimal oriented intersections of q and p
respectively. In this case we have [α1 α2 ] as in the right picture, which belongs to the second subset
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in Example 2.9 (2).
ℓj

α2

◦
p

α1
ℓ

ℓi
◦
q

ℓj

[α1 α2 ]
◦
̺

ℓi

We have thus established a bijection between the arrow set of Qℓ and the arrow set of Q′ , which
induces an isomorphism of the quivers Qℓ and Q′ . Furthermore one can check using the definition
of a gentle algebra that the ideal I ′ of the algebra arising from the admissible dissection ∆ℓ is

generated exactly by the relations in Iℓ described in Example 2.9 (4).
Lemma 3.9. Let (S, M, ∆, G) be a graded marked surface. Let ℓ and ℓ′ be two arcs in ∆. Then
there is a homeomorphism between ((Sℓ )ℓ′ , (Mℓ )ℓ′ ) and ((Sℓ′ )ℓ , (Mℓ′ )ℓ ), such that ((∆ℓ )ℓ′ , (Gℓ )ℓ′ )
and ((∆ℓ′ )ℓ , (Gℓ′ )ℓ ) coincide under this homeomorphism.
Proof. By Proposition 2.14 and Proposition 3.10, we have an isomorphism of graded gentle algebras associated to graded admissible ◦-dissections ((∆ℓ )ℓ′ , (Gℓ )ℓ′ ) and ((∆ℓ′ )ℓ , (Gℓ′ )ℓ ). Then the
statement follows from the bijection between marked surfaces with graded admissible dissections
up to homeomorphism and isomorphism classes of graded gentle algebras.

We now define the graded cut surface (SL , ML , ∆L , GL ) of a graded marked surface (S, M, ∆, G)
at a subset L ⊂ ∆ to be the graded marked surface obtained by successively cutting (S, M, ∆, G)
along the arcs in L. Note that by Lemma 3.9, the graded cut surface is independent up to
homeomorphism of the order in which we cut the arcs in L. Thus it is well-defined. Similarly, one
can cut along arcs D∗ ⊂ ∆∗ to obtain a graded •-surface dissection ∆∗D∗ of the graded cut surface
(SD∗ , MD∗ ).
The following observation naturally generalizes Proposition 3.7.
Proposition 3.10. Let (∆, G) be a graded ◦-admissible dissection on (S, M ) with associated graded
gentle algebra A. Let L be a subset of ∆ corresponding to an idempotent L ∈ A. Then we have
isomorphism of graded gentle algebras A(∆L ) ∼
= A(∆)L .
We now prove Theorem 3.1
Proof of Theorem 3.1. The left hand side of the theorem follows from Theorem 2.10 and Proposition 3.10. For the right hand side, let (S, M ) be a marked surface with a graded admissible
◦-dissection ∆. Denote by A = A(∆) the graded gentle algebra associated to ∆. Then it follows
from Proposition 2.15 that eAe ≃ ((A! )1−e )! where e is the idempotent in A corresponding to the
arcs in L. By our construction (A! )1−e ≃ A(L∗ ) ≃ (A(L))! and thus A(L) ≃ ((A! )1−e )! . Hence

A(L) ≃ eAe. Thus by Theorem 2.10 the right hand side of the recollement is A(L).
4. Application to partially wrapped Fukaya categories
In this section we apply our results to the partially wrapped Fukaya category of a graded surface
with stops as defined in [HKK]. More precisely, if a graded gentle algebra A with associated graded
marked surface (S, M, ∆) is homologically smooth and proper then Db (A) is triangle equivalent
to the partially wrapped Fukaya category W(S, M, η(∆)), see [HKK, Proposition 3.4] and [LP,
Lemma 3.3], where η(∆) is the line field corresponding to the grading of ∆. In this case we have
the following recollement of partially wrapped Fukaya categories as a consequence of Theorem 3.1.
For the statement of the next result we use Remark 3.3.
Theorem 4.1. Let W(S, M, η(∆)) be the partially wrapped Fukaya category associated to a graded
surface dissection (S, M, ∆) where (S, M ) has neither •- or ◦- marked points in the interior. Let
L ⊂ ∆ be such that none of the arcs in L is a loop. Then there is a recollement of partially wrapped
Fukaya categories
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v
W(SL , ML , η(∆L ))
h

v
/ W(S, M, η(∆))
h

/ W(S(L), M (L), η(L))

(4.1)

where the left side corresponds to the graded cut marked surface along L and the right side corresponds to the graded marked surface generated by the graded subgraph L of ∆.
Before proving Theorem 4.1, we show the following which is a consequence of Theorem 2.10.
Proposition 4.2. Let A = kQ/I be a graded gentle algebra and let e be an idempotent in A. If
two of the three algebras A, eAe and Ae are homologically smooth and proper then so is the third
one. Moreover, we have an induced recollement
?⊗L
eAe eA

i∗

y
Db (Ae )
e

x
/ Db (A)
e

i∗ =i!

i!

?⊗L
A Ae

/ Db (eAe) ,

(4.2)

RHomeAe (Ae,?)

such that i∗ sends ej A to ej Ae and i∗ sends top(ej Ae ) to top(ej A) for any j 6= 1, 2, . . . , m. In this
case, Db (eAe) is triangle equivalent to Db ((A! )(1−e) ).
We point out that if we only assume one of A, Ae and eAe is homologically smooth and proper,
Proposition 4.2 is not true in general. We give an example.
α

Example 4.3. Let Q = 1 o

/

2 and I = hαβi. Let A = KQ/I be the zero graded gentle

β

algebra and let e = e2 . Then eAe = K[X]/(X 2 ) with degree |X| = 0 and Ae = K[Y ] with
|Y | = −1. The functor ? ⊗L
eAe eA sends the simple eAe-module k to the complex
βα

βα

βα

· · · −−→ e2 A −−→ e2 A −−→ e2 A → 0 → · · ·
b
which has infinite dimensional total cohomology. So ? ⊗L
eAe eA does not restricts to D .

For a homologically smooth and proper graded gentle algebra A, we show that the bounded
derived categories of A and its quadratic dual are equivalent.
Proposition 4.4. Let A = kQ/I be a graded gentle algebra which is homologically smooth and
proper. Then there is a triangle equivalence Db (A) ≃ Db (A! ).
L
Proof. Let (S, M, ∆, G) be the graded surface associated to A. Let T :=
i∈Q0 Si where Si is
the simple dg A-modules corresponding to i ∈ Q0 . By [HKK], Si corresponds to some curve γi
on S. It is well-known that in the ungraded case, the set ∆′ := {γi | i ∈ Q0 } is exactly the dual
dissection ∆∗ of ∆ up to rotation, where Si can be realized as a complex of projective modules
given by the curve γi , which is exactly (2.2) for the zero graded case. In general, when we take
the grading into consideration, the arc Si does not change, and the total complex Tot(P ) of (2.2)
is exactly the twisted object corresponding to γi constructed in [HKK]. So ∆′ , which is ∆∗ up to
rotation, is also an admissible dissection of S.
Now we consider the graded surface dissection ∆′ of (S, M ) whose grading is induced by η(∆).
Let B be the graded gentle algebra corresponding to (S, M, ∆′ ). Since by definition η(∆) is equal
to η(∆′ ), the partially wrapped Fukaya categories W(S, M, η(∆)) and W(S, M, η(∆′ )) are equal.
Then by [HKK] the following are equivalent
Db (A) ≃ W(S, M, η(∆)) = W(S, M, η(∆′ )) ≃ Db (B),
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b
b
where
LSi ∈ D (A) is sent to γi ∈ W(S, M, η(∆)), and in turn it is send to ei B ∈ D (B). Now let
γ = i∈Q0 γi in W(S, M, η(∆)). Then we obtain isomorphisms of graded algebras:
M
M
M
B=
HomDb (B) (B, B[j]) ∼
HomW(S,M,η(∆))(γ, γ[j]) ∼
HomDb (A) (T, T [j]) ∼
=
=
= A! ,
j∈Z

j∈Z

j∈Z

where the last isomorphism is due to Proposition 2.7. Thus we have triangle equivalences Db (A) ≃
Db (B) ≃ Db (A! ).

Remark 4.5. The proof of proposition 4.4 shows that the surface (S, M ) together with the graded
surface dissection ∆∗ is the geometric model for Db (A! ).

We now characterize when the algebras A, Ae and eAe are homologically smooth or proper,
leading to the proof of Proposition 4.2.
Recall, for example from [HKK, Proposition 3.5], that A is homologically smooth if and only if
there are no cyclic paths α1 · · · αn with αi αi+1 ∈ I for any i ∈ Z/nZ and A is proper if and only if
there are no cyclic paths α1 · · · αn with αi αi+1 6∈ I for any i ∈ Z/nZ. The following immediately
follows.
Lemma 4.6. A is homologically smooth (resp. proper) if and only if A! is proper (resp. homologically smooth).
And we have the following observation.
Lemma 4.7. (1) If A is proper, then eAe is also proper.
(2) If A is homologically smooth, then Ae is also homologically smooth.
Proof. Since eAe is a subalgebra of A, so it is clear that eAe is proper showing (1) and (2) directly

follows using Lemma 4.6.
Notice that A is homologically smooth does not necessarily imply eAe homologically smooth,
see for example Example 4.3. The same example shows that A proper does not imply Ae proper.
Lemma 4.8. Let A be homologically smooth and proper. Then the following are equivalent.
(1) eAe is homologically smooth.
(2) Ae is proper.
Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) If Ae is not proper, then there is a cyclic path α1 · · · αp with αi αi+1 6∈ I for all
i ∈ Z/pZ. We may assume without loss of generality that αl = [βl1 · · · βlr(l) ] for any 1 ≤ l ≤ q
and αl = [αl ] for any q < l ≤ p. Then β11 · · · β1r(1) · · · βqr(q) is a cyclic path in eAe with any
composition of successive paths is in I and eAe is not homologically smooth.
(2) ⇒ (1) Note that Ae ∼
= ((A! )1−e )! by Proposition 2.15, and the
= ((1 − e)A! (1 − e))! and eAe ∼
result follows from the first part of the proof.

Note that for (1) ⇒ (2), it is enough to assume that A is proper and dually, for (2) ⇒ (1) it is
enough to assume A is homologically smooth.
Proposition 4.9. (1) Assume Ae and eAe both are proper, then A is also proper.
(2) Assume Ae and eAe both are homologically smooth, then A is also homologically smooth.
Proof. (1) If A is not proper, then there is a cyclic path α1 · · · αp with αi αi+1 6∈ I for any i ∈ Z/pZ.
Recall that e = e1 + · · · em . If {s(α1 ), . . . , s(αp )} ∩ {1, . . . , m} 6= ∅, then eAe contains a cycle
without relations, which contradicts the assumption that eAe is proper. So {s(α1 ), . . . , s(αp )} ∩
{1, . . . , m} = ∅, and in this case, the cyclic path α1 · · · αp is contained in Ae , which implies Ae is
non-proper, a contradiction. Thus A is proper.
(2) Since Ae ∼
= ((1 − e)A! (1 − e))! and eAe ∼
= ((A! )1−e )! by Proposition 2.15, we have that (2)
directly follows from (1) and Lemma 4.6.
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Now we prove Proposition 4.2.
Proof of Proposition 4.2. By Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.9, we know that if any two of A, Ae
and eAe are homologically smooth and proper then the third one is also homologically smooth and
proper. In this case, the recollement (2.3) restricts to bounded derived categories by Proposition
1.15. In this case, since eAe ∼
= ((A! )1−e )! by Proposition 2.15, and since eAe is homologically
smooth and proper, by Proposition 4.4, we have a triangle equivalence Db (eAe) ≃ Db ((A! )(1−e) ).

We have the following geometric version of Corollary 4.2, recall that if A is a graded gentle
algebra associated to a graded marked surface (S, M, ∆, G) then A is homologically smooth if and
only if there are no •-punctures in M and A is proper if and only if there are no ◦-punctures in
M.
Corollary 4.10. Let (S, M ) be the marked surface with a graded admissible dissection (∆, G). Let
L be a subset of ∆. If two out of the three surfaces (S, M ), (SL , ML ) and (S∆∗ \L∗ , M∆∗\L∗ ) have
no punctures, then neither has the third.
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Recall that if a graded gentle algebra A with associated graded marked
surface (S, M, ∆) is homologically smooth and proper then Db (A) is triangle equivalent to the
partially wrapped Fukaya category W(S, M, η∆ ), see [HKK, Proposition 3.4] and [LP, Lemma
3.3]. Then the result directly follows from Proposition 4.2 and the above.

We end this section by showing the following result.
Proposition 4.11. The recollement (4.2) can be extended to an unbounded ladder.
Recall that an unbounded ladder introduced in [AKLY, Section 3] is an infinite diagram of
triangulated categories and triangle functors
..
..
.
.
i−2✲
j−2✲
✛j−1
✛ i−1
j0 ✲
i0 ✲
′
C
C ′′
C
✛ j1
✛ i1
j2 ✲
i2 ✲
..
..
.
.
such that any three consecutive rows form a recollement of C relative to C ′ and C ′′ . To show
Proposition 4.11, we need the following two observations.
Lemma 4.12. Assume A is a dg k-algebra which is homologically smooth and proper, then Db (A)
admits a Serre functor which is given by the Nakayama functor νA :=? ⊗L
A DA.
Proof. Since A is homologically smooth and proper, we have per(A) = Db (A). In particular,
per(A) is Hom-finite and νA induces a triangle equivalence from per(A) to thick(DA) (see [K1,
Section 10]). Since we also have per(Aop ) = Db (Aop ), by using the k-duality D, we obtain that
thick(DA) = Db (A). So νA gives an auto-equivalence of Db (A). Moreover, for any X ∈ D(A) and
Y ∈ per(A), we have
HomD(A) (X, νA (Y )) ∼
= D HomD(A) (Y, X).
Thus νA is a Serre functor of Db (A).



Lemma 4.13. [ZZZZ, Lemma 2.8] Let C and D be two Hom-finite triangulated categories with
Serre functors νC and νD respectively. Assume F : C → D is a triangle functor with a right adjoint
G : D → C. Then F admits a left adjoint νC−1 GνD and G admits a right adjoint νD F νC−1 .
Now Proposition 4.11 is immediately from above lemmas.
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Proof of Proposition 4.11. Since A, eAe and Ae are all homologically smooth and proper, so their
bounded derived categories admit Serre functors νA , νeAe and νAe respectively by Lemma 4.12.
Since we already have a recollement (4.2), by Lemma 4.13, we can inductively extend it to obtain
infinitely many adjoints both upwards and downwards, which gives rise to a ladder by Proposition
1.7 and Lemma 1.8.

5. Exceptional sequences, silting and simple-minded collections for graded
gentle algebras
5.1. Silting reductions and simple-minded collection reductions. In this section we use
Theorems 3.1 and 4.1 to study silting and simple-minded collection (SMC) reductions. Recall that
an object P of a k-linear triangulated category T is called pre-silting
Lmif HomT (P, P [> 0]) = 0.
We call P silting if it is pre-silting and T = thickT (P ). Let T =
i=1 Ti be a direct sum of
indecomposable objects in T . We say T is a pre-simple-minded-collection (or pre-SMC for short),
if dim HomT (Ti , Ti ) = k for any i and HomT (Ti , Tj [l]) = 0 for any i 6= j or l 6= 0. We call
T a simple-minded collection (or SMC ) if it is a pre-SMC and T = thickT (T ). Let X ∈ T .
We denote by Filt(X) the smallest extension-closed subcategory of T containing X. Note that
if X is pre-silting, then Filt(X) coincides with add X, the smallest subcategory of T containing
X and closed under direct summands. We write ⊥T X = {Y ∈ T | HomT (Y, X) = 0} and
X ⊥T = {Y ∈ T | HomT (X, Y ) = 0} (or just write ⊥ X and X ⊥ for simple).
Let A = kQ/I be a graded gentle algebra. Let P be a pre-silting object of per(A). Silting
reduction, introduced by [IY], is defined as the Verdier quotient U = per(A)/ thick(P ). Under the
conditions,
(P1) add P is covariantly finite in ⊥per(A) P [>0] and contravariantly finite in P [<0]⊥per(A) ,
(P2) For any X ∈ per(A), we have Homper(A) (X, P [l]) = 0 = Homper(A) (P, X[l]) for l ≫ 0,
Z
⊥
⊥
we can realize U as a certain subfactor category [add
P ] of per(A), where Z := ( P [>0]) ∩ (P [<0] )
(see [IY, Theorem 3.1]), and moreover, there is a bijection between silting objects in U and those
in per(A) containing P ([IY, Theorem 3.7]).
Let T be a pre-SMC of Db (A), the SMC reduction of Db (A) with respect to T is defined as
V = Db (A)/ thick(T ) (see [J]). Similarly to silting reduction, under the conditions,

(R1) Filt(T ) is covariantly finite in T [>0]⊥Db (A) and contravariantly finite in ⊥Db (A) T [<0],
(R2) For any X ∈ Db (A), we have HomDb (A) (X, T [l]) = 0 = HomDb (A) (T, X[l]) for l ≪ 0,
we can realize V as a certain subcategory S := (⊥ T [< 0]) ∩ (T [> 0]⊥ ) of Db (A) and there is a
bijection between SMCs in V and SMCs in Db (A) containing T ([J, Theorem 3.1]).
It is known that reductions can be realized as the perfect derived categories of dg categories
up to direct summands ([K2, Theorem 3.8]). But in general, it is not easy to describe these dg
categories clearly. However, in the case of graded gentle algebras we have the following result which
directly follows from Theorem 3.1.
Theorem 5.1. Let A P
be a graded gentle algebra corresponding to a graded surface dissection
m
(S, M, ∆) and let e := i=1 ei . Let P = eA be the corresponding projective dg A-module and let
T = top(eA) be the corresponding semi-simple dg A-module.

(1) Assume A is proper and P is pre-silting, then the silting reduction per(A)/ thick(P ) is equivalent
to per(Ae ) . Moreover, it is obtained by cutting (S, M ) along the arcs corresponding to e, and
there is a bijection
1:1

{silting objects in per(Ae )} ←→ {silting objects in per(A) containing P }.
(2) Assume A and (1 − e)A(1 − e) are homologically smooth and proper, and T is a pre-simple
minded collection of Db (A), then the simple minded collection reduction Db (A)/ thick(T ) is
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equivalent to Db ((1 − e)A(1 − e)) ≃ Db (A!e ). Moreover, it is obtained by cutting (S, M ) along
the arcs corresponding to e in the dual dissection and there is a bijection
1:1

{SMCs in Db (A!e )} ←→ {SMCs in Db (A) containing T }.
Remark 5.2. Let A be a homologically smooth and proper graded gentle algebra corresponding
to a graded surface dissection (S, M, ∆). Let Γ be a collection of pairwise non-intersecting ◦arcs in (S, M ) corresponding to an object X ∈ Db (A) = per A. If X is pre-silting, then the
silting reduction is also given by cutting the surface along Γ. In this case, X does not necessarily
corresponds to a projective dg A-module.
The following two lemmas guarantee conditions (P1), (P2) and (R1), (R2) mentioned above
hold, which are necessary for us.
Lemma 5.3. Let A be a proper dg k-algebra. For any X, Y ∈ per(A), we have Homper(A) (X, Y [l]) =
0 = Homper(A) (Y, X[l]) for l ≫ 0 and for l ≪ 0.
Proof. Note we have Homper(A) (A, A[i]) = Hi (A). Since A is proper, the assertion holds for X =
Y = A. So it also holds for any X, Y ∈ thick(A) = per(A).

Lemma
P 5.4. Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is homologically smooth and proper and let
e := m
i=1 ei . Let T = top(eA) be the corresponding semi-simple dg A-module. Assume T is a
pre-SMC in Db (A) and (1 − e)A(1 − e) is homologically smooth. Then Filt(T ) is functorially finite
in Db (A).
Proof. Let e = e1 + · · · + em and let e′ = 1 − e. Since e′ Ae′ is proper and by our assumption, it is
homologically smooth, we have that Ae′ is also homologically smooth and proper by Proposition
4.2. Then we have a recollement by Proposition 4.2
i∗

x

Db (Ae′ )
e

i∗ =i!

i!

j!

x
/ Db (A)
e

j =j !
∗

/ Db (e′ Ae′ ) .

(5.1)

j∗

Moreover, i∗ sends Si′ := top(ei Ae′ ) to Si for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. So we have an equivalence i∗ : Db (Ae′ ) →
thick(T ). By (5.1), there are two t-structures
Db (A) = j! (Db (e′ Ae′ )) ⊥ i∗ (Db (Ae′ )) = i∗ (Db (Ae′ )) ⊥ j∗ (Db (e′ Ae′ )),
which implies that thick(T ) = i∗ (Db (Ae′ )) is functorially finite in Db (A).
Next we show that Filt(T ) is functorially finite in thick(T ), then it is functorially finite in Db (A)
and we are done. Since T is a pre-SMC in Db (A), it is a SMC in thick(T
) and moreover, T ′ :=
L
L
m
!
′
′
′
b
∼
t∈Z HomD b (Ae′ ) (T , T [t])
i=1 Si is a SMC in D (Ae′ ). Then by Proposition 2.7, we have (Ae′ ) =
is a non-negative dg algebra with H0 ((Ae′ )! ) semisimple. So Ae′ is a non-positive graded gentle
algebra. Thus Filt(T ′ ) is functorially finite in Db (Ae′ ) by [J, Proposition 3.11] and morevoer,
Filt(T ) = i∗ (Filt(T ′ )) is functorially finite in thick(T ). So the assertion holds.

Now we show Theorem 5.1.
Proof of Theorem 5.1. (1) Let e = e1 + · · · + em . Assume P = eA is a pre-silting object in
per(A). Then by Theorems 1.14 and 2.10, the functor i∗ in (2.3) induces a triangle equivalence
i∗ : per(A)/j! (per(eAe)) = per(A)/ thick(P ) ≃ per(Ae ) up to direct summands. Since A is proper,
per(A) is Hom-finite and moreover, add P is functorially finite in per(A). So (P1) holds. Note that
(P2) follows from Lemma 5.3. So we only need to show per(A)/ thick(P ) is idempotent complete,
then i∗ is an equivalence and the bijection is given by [IY, Theorem 3.7].
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Z
We know that per(A)/ thick(P ) is equivalent to the subfactor category [add
P ] of per(A), where
⊥
⊥
Z := ( P [>0]) ∩ (P [<0] ) ([IY, Theorem 3.1]). Since per(A) is idempotent complete and HomZ
finite, so is Z. Since it is well-known that any idempotent morphism in [add
P ] can be lifted to an
Z
idempotent morphism in Z, which means [add P ] is idempotent complete, we have per(A)/ thick(P )
is idempotent complete. So the assertion is true.
L
b
(2) Let e′ = 1 − e1 − · · · − em . Assume T = m
i=1 Si is a pre-SMC in D (A). By Propositions
4.4 and 2.15, and the recollement (5.1), we have the following equivalences
≃

≃

→ Db (e′ Ae′ ) −
→ Db ((A! )e ).
Db (A)/ thick(T ) = Db (A)/i∗ (Db (Ae′ )) −

Since by Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4, (R1) and (R2) hold, the assertion follows from [J, Theorem 3.1]. 
5.2. Existence of full exceptional sequences. In this section, we study the existence of full
exceptional sequences in Db (A) for a graded gentle algebra A, which is homologically smooth and
proper and we introduce the new notion of exceptional reduction along an exceptional object. We
begin by recalling the definitions of exceptional sequences. An object X in Db (A) is exceptional if
HomDb (A) (X, X[6= 0]) = 0 and HomDb (A) (X, X) = k. We call a sequences (X1 , . . . , Xn ) exceptional
if each Xi is an exceptional object in Db (A) and if HomDb (A) (Xj , Xi [Z]) = 0 for all i < j. An
L
exceptional sequence is full if thickDb (A) ( Xi ) = Db (A).

We now define a special family of graded gentle algebras. Namely, let Q(n) be the following
quiver
α2
αn
α1
/
/
/
δn−1
β1
β2
βn
δ1
δ2
/
o
o
o
/
/
2
3
4
···
2n − 1
2n
(5.2)
1
γ1
γ2
γn
/
/
/
and let I (n) be the ideal generated by the set {αi βi , βi γi , γj δj , δj αj+1 | 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1}.
Let A(n) := kQ(n) /I (n) be the graded gentle algebra, whose grading is induced by a map | · |A(n) :
(n)
Q1 → Z (we will use | · | for simplicity). Write ai := |αi | + |βi | and bi := |βi | + |γi | for any
1 ≤ i ≤ n. The marked surface associate to A(n) is a surface of genus n with exactly one boundary
component with one marked point. So all curves in this surface correspond to a loop or a closed
curve.
Note that in this section, whenever we say that two graded algebras A and B are derived
equivalent, we mean that Db (A) and Db (B) are equivalent. We need the following observation.
Lemma 5.5. Let A = kQ/I be a graded gentle algebra which is homologically smooth and proper.
Let (S, M, ∆) be the graded marked surface associated with A. Let ℓi ∈ ∆ be the arc corresponding
to vertex i ∈ Q0 . Then the following are equivalent.
(1) ei Aei 6= k for any i ∈ Q0 ,
(2) ℓi is a loop for any i ∈ Q0 ,
(3) (S, M ) has only one boundary and one marked ◦-point.
Moreover, if one of the three holds then A is derived equivalent to a graded gentle algebra of the
form A(n) , for some n ≥ 1.
Proof. The equivalence of (1)-(3) directly follows from the definitions. Now we assume that (1)-(3)
hold. Note (S, M ) has a grading as a surface where the grading is induced by the graded gentle
algebra A, see [LP]. Since A is homologically smooth and proper, Db (A) is derived equivalent to
the partially wrapped Fukaya category associated to the graded marked surface (S, M ), [HKK, LP].
Then since the surface associated to an algebra of the form A(n) is as in (3), by [HKK] there exists
a grading on A(n) such that Db (A(n) ) and Db (A) are equivalent since both are equivalent to the
same partially wrapped Fukaya category associated to the graded marked surface (S, M ).

The following result is a graded version of [CS2, Theorem A], which follows from the description
of exceptional dissections in a marked surface in [CS2, Proposition 3.5] and Proposition 4.2.
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Theorem 5.6. Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is proper and homologically smooth, then
Db (A) has a full exceptional sequence if and only if it is not derived equivalent to A(n) for some
n ≥ 1.
Proof. We first show the ‘if’ part. Let (S, M, ∆) be the graded marked surface associated to
A = kQ/I. Since A is not derived equivalent to A(n) for any grading of the arrows, then by
Lemma 5.5 there are at least two marked points on S and thus by [CS2, Proposition 3.5], there
exists an exceptional dissection ∆′ of S. We may assume ∆ = ∆′ for simplicity.
Let Q0 = {1, 2, · · · , n}. Since Q is a quiver without oriented cycles (see Definition 1.23), we
have e1 Ae1 = k and by Proposition 4.2, there is a recollement
?⊗L
e1 Ae1 e1 A

Fλ

x
Db (Ae1 )
e

F
Fσ

y
/ Db (A)
e

?⊗L
A Ae1

/ Db (k),

where Ae1 = kQe1 /hIe i with (Qe1 )0 = {2, 3, . . . , n} and kQe1 has no oriented cycles (see Definition
2.8). Let A0 := A and A1 := Ae1 . We inductively construct a series of recollements
x
Db (Ai )
f

x
/ Db (Ai−1 )
e

/ Db (k).

where Ai := (Ai−1 )ei for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Note that An−1 = k by our construction. So we get a full
exceptional sequence by [K, Lemma 2.15].
For the ‘only if’ part, assume A is derived equivalent to A(n) and Db (A) has a full exceptional
sequence. Then Db (A(n) ) also has a full exceptional sequence. In particular, there exists an indecomposable object X such that HomDb (A(n) ) (X, X[i]) = 0 for i 6= 0 and HomDb (A(n) ) (X, X) = k.
Since the surface of A(n) only has one boundary and one marked point, by [HKK] the admissible
L curve corresponding to X is a loop or a closed curve. It follows from [HKK] that
dim i∈Z HomDb (A) (X, X[i]) ≥ 2. It is a contradiction. So A is not derived equivalent to A(n) . 

Example 5.7. An example of a decomposition of Db (A) as in the proof of Theorem 5.6. Let
α

β

γ

Q : 1 −
→ 2 −
→ 3 −
→ 4 and let I = hαβ, βγi. Let A = kQ/I be a graded gentle algebra. Then
(P4 , P3 , P2 , P1 ) is a full exceptional sequence of Db (A). And we have the following decomposition
of Db (A):
t
D (2 −
→3−
→ 4)
i
b

β

u
β
γ
α
/ Db (1 −
→2−
→3−
→ 4)
h

γ

u

v
D (3 −
→ 4)
g
b

γ

Db (k)
f

/ Db (k).

b

β

γ

x

/ D (2 −
→3−
→ 4)
g

w
γ
/ Db (3 −
→ 4)
f

/ Db (k).

/ Db (k).

where the relations are given by αβ and βγ and the grading of one arrow is the same as its grading
in Q.
We note that any permutation of the projective indecomposables will give a decomposition of
Db (A) into Db (k) induced by a full exceptional sequences in Db (A). Note that the full exceptional
sequences in this case, does not have only projective indecomposables as their terms.
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Remark 5.8. (1) Let A be a homologically smooth and proper dg algebra (not necessarily gentle). Let X be an exceptional object in Db (A). We may regard the Verdier quotient V =
Db (A)/ thick(X) as the exceptional reduction of Db (A) at X. Then there are bijections between the full exceptional sequences in V and full exceptional sequences in Db (A) ending at
X, and those in Db (A) starting at X.
(2) If A is a graded gentle algebra which is homologically smooth and proper, then the exceptional
reduction of Db (A) at X is obtained by cutting the surface associated to A along the arc
corresponding to X.
5.3. Existence of silting objects and simple-minded collections. Recall the graded gentle
algebra A(n) constructed from the quiver in (5.2) in the previous section. Our main result in this
section is as follows.
Theorem 5.9. Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is homologically smooth and proper. Then
Db (A) has a silting object if and only if it has a SMC and this is the case if
(1) A is not derived equivalent to A(n) , or
(2) A is derived equivalent to A(n) and ai 6= 1 or bi 6= 1 holds for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
The following shows the first part of Theorem 5.9.
Proposition 5.10. Let A be a homologically smooth and proper dg k-algebra. Then Db (A) has
silting objects if and only if it has SMCs.
Proof. If Db (A) has a silting object P , then we have a triangle equivalence RH omA (P, ?) :
≃
Db (A) −
→ per(End(P )) (see for example, [K2, Theorem 3.8]), where End(P ) is the endomorphism
dg k-algebra which is non-positive because P is silting. Since A is homologically smooth and
proper, then per(A) = Db (A) by Lemma 1.1, so P is perfect and RH omA (P, ?) commutes with infinite direct sum. Moreover, RH omA (P, ?) gives an equivalence D(A) ≃ D(End(P )) which restrict
to an equivalence Db (A) ≃ Db (End(P )) by Lemma 1.3. Thus we have per(End(P )) = Db (End(P )).
Since Db (End(P )) has a SMC given by simple dg modules, Db (A) also has a SMC.
On the other hand, assume Db (A) has a SMC X. Let PX → X be a H-projective resolution
of X and let B := End(PX ) be the Koszul dual dg algebra ([K1, Section 10]). Then we have a
triangle equivalence RH omA (PX , ?) : Db (A) ≃ per(B), which sends X to the free dg B-module
B. Since Db (A) = per(A), we have that PX ∈ per(A) and RH omA (RX , ?) can be extended to an
equivalence D(A) ≃ D(B) by Lemma 1.1, which restricts to Db (A) ≃ Db (B) by Lemma 1.3. So
we have per(B) = Db (B). Note that H<0 (B) = 0 and H0 (B) is semi-simple, so H0 (B) is a silting
object in Db (B) by [KN, Corollary 4.1] and it gives a silting object in Db (A). Thus the assertion
holds.

Before proving Theorem 5.9, we need the following results.
Lemma 5.11. Let A and A′ be two algebras of the form A(1) with different gradings. If |α|A +
|β|A = |α|A′ +|β|A′ and |β|A +|γ|A | = |β|A′ +|γ|A′ , then per(A) and per(A′ ) are triangle equivalent.
Proof. Let P1 , P2 be the indecomposable projective dg A-modules corresponding to the vertices 1
e which
and 2, respectively. For any i ∈ Z, the dg algebra EndA (P1 ⊕ P2 [i]) is quasi-isomorphic to A
(1)
e
as ungraded algebra is of the form A . Moreover, the grading of A is given by |α|Ae = |α| − i,
e = A′ . So we have
|β|Ae = |β| + i and |γ|Ae = |γ| − i. Now let i = |α|A − |α|A′ , then we have A
triangle equivalences per(A) ≃ per(EndA (P1 ⊕ P2 [i])) ≃ per(A′ ).

Lemma 5.12. Let A = A(1) . If a1 6= 1 or b1 6= 1, then Db (A) has a silting object.
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Proof. If a1 ≤ 0 or b1 ≤ 0 holds, we may assume a1 ≤ 0. Then by Theorem 2.10, we have a
recollement
?⊗L
k e2 A

i∗

z
D(Ae2 )
d

i∗

i!

y
/ D(A)
e

?⊗L
A Ae2

/ D(e2 Ae2 ) ,

RHomk (Ae2 ,?)

2

where e2 Ae2 = k[X]/(X ) with deg X = a1 ≤ 0 and Ae2 = k[Y ] with deg Y = [α1 β1 ] = a1 − 1 < 0.
Since e2 Ae2 is a silting object in per(e2 Ae2 ), then e2 A = (e2 Ae2 ) ⊗L
k e2 A is pre-silting in per(A) =
Db (A). Since Ae2 is silting in per(Ae2 ), then by Theorem 5.1, we know Db (A) has a silting object.
op
If a1 > 0 and b1 > 0, we consider A! . Then at least one of a′1 := |αop
1 | + |β1 | = 2 − a1 and
op
op
′
b
!
b1 = |β1 | + |γ1 | = 2 − b1 is non-positive since a1 ≥ 2 or b1 ≥ 2 holds. So D (A ) admits a silting
object by above argument. Since Db (A) ≃ Db (A! ) by Proposition 4.4, we have that Db (A) has a
silting object.

Proof of Theorem 5.9. Thanks to Proposition 5.10, we only need to show the existence of silting
objects. Assume A is derived equivalent to A(n) and ai 6= 1 or bi 6= 1 holds for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We
apply induction on n. The assertion is true for n = 1 by Lemma 5.12. Let e = e1 + e2 . Assume
n > 1 and the assertion is true for 1, 2, . . . , n − 1. Note that we have a recollement by Proposition
4.2
?⊗L
eAe eA

w
Db (A(n−1) )
f

x
/ Db (A(n) )
f

?⊗L
A Ae

/ Db (A(1) ) ,

where A(1) = eA(n) e and A(n−1) = (A(n) )e are given by sub graded quiver of Q(n) . Thus Db (A(n) )
has silting objects by our assumption and Theorem 5.1.
If A is not derived equivalent to A(n) , then Db (A) has a full exceptional sequence by Proposition
5.6. This exceptional sequence give rises to a silting object in Db (A) by [AI, Proposition 3.5]. So
the assertion is true.

In fact we conjecture that the converse of Theorem 5.9 also holds.
Conjecture. Let A be a graded gentle algebra which is proper and homologically smooth. If A is
derived equivalent to A(n) such that ai = bi = 1 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then Db (A) has no silting
objects and no SMCs.
In fact, for A = A(1) with a1 = 1 = b1 , one can check, in a case by case analysis, that for every
indecomposable object X in Db (A) we have that Hom(X, X[n]) is non-zero, for some positive n.
This shows that Conjecture 3 holds for n = 1.
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