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Abstract: In this article, we generalize the concept of torsion pairs and study its
structure. As a trial of obtaining all torsion pairs, we decompose torsion pairs by
projective modules and injective modules. Then we calculate torsion pairs on the
algebra K A,, and tub categories. At last we try to find all torsion pairs on the

module categories of finite dimensional hereditary algebras.
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1 Introduction

The concept of torsion pair on abelian category was introduced by Dickson in 1966
[D]. From that time on, torsion pair has been always a useful tool for studying the
structure of module categories. However, it seems there is no useful way to find all
torsion pairs of a given algebra, although indeed there are some ways to construct
torsion pairs among which the most well known is the tilting theory. As a trial, we
try to give a way to obtain all torsion pairs of hereditary algebras in this article.
This topic is also discussed by Assem and Kerner in [AK] where their most interest
is to classify and characterize the torsion pairs by partial tilting modules.

In section 2, we study the general theory where we introduce n-torsion pair
and n-torsion pair series as the generalization of classic torsion pair and study its
structure. We can see that these two generalizations are essentially the same. In
the rest of the paper we would know it is necessary and natural to put forward
this conception for studying the structure of torsion pairs. The main skill in this

section is from [R] and [TB] where they study HN-filtration for some categories.
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There are really a lot of examples to illustrate the necessity to study this finer
structure of module categories. For example perpendicular category is obtained by
a 2-torsion pair series, and the structure of partial tilting modules can be considered
in this way. And HN-filtration can be seen as a generalized n — torsion pair.

In [AK], Assem and Kerner show a relation between some particular partial
tilting moules and torsion pairs. In section 3, we adopt their ways by restricting
to projective modules and injective modules to try to decompose all torsion pairs.
And this is also an application of theories developed in section 2. We give a method
for how to decompose a classic torsion pair to n-torsion pairs, and we give a one to
one correspondence between all the torsion pairs and some sepcial n-torsion pair on
the module category of any artin algebra.

In section 4, we apply the theory in section 3 to path algebras. As a application,
we give all the torsion pairs on path algebra K A,, and tube categories. Some of the
results also have been shown in [BBM] and [BK]. But we think our results will be
much more clear in some aspects.

The section 5 is devoted to obtain all torsion pairs of hereditary algebras which
is our purpose. We define an operation called the translation of torsion pairs. Com-
bining this with the operation developed in section 3 and 4, the issue of obtaining
all torsion pairs comes down to find all torsion pairs on regular component. For
tame hereditary algebras, this problem is equivalent to calculate all torsion pairs on
the tube categories in section 4.

We should admit that our way of obtaining all torsion pairs is not very satis-
factory since it is mixed with DTr-translation and the extension between different
parts of n-torsion pairs.

If there is no special instruction, all modules are left finitely generated modules.
For an artin algebra A, we denote by A-mod the category of all left finitely generated

A-modules. Subcategories are always assumed to be closed under isomorphism.

2 n — torsion pair and n — torsion pair series

In this section, we assume that A is an artin algebra and C is an extension-closed
full subcategory of A-mod. If Cy,Cs,- - ,C, are full subcategories of A-mod, then
we denote the minimal full extension-closed subcategory containing Cy,Cs, - ,C,
by (Cy,Co,- - ,Cy,). If D is a subcategory of A-mod, then we denote the set {M |
Hom(M, N) = 0,VN € D} by D, the set{N | Hom(M, N) = 0,YM € D} by D*+.



The following definition is well known but different from that in [ASS].

Definition 2.1. A pair (T,F) of full subcategories of C is called a torsion pair on
C if the following conditions are satisfied:
(1) Hom(X,Y) =0 forall X € T,Y € F.

(2) VX € C, there exists an exact sequence on A-mod:
00— Xy — X —Xr—0

such that X7 € T and Xz € F.

Remark 2.2. Let (T, F) be a torsion pair on C. Then T =*FNC; F =T+NC;
T and F are closed under extensions.

Now we give the following definition which is a generalization of the above.

Definition 2.3. an n-tuple (C1,Cs, -+ ,Cni1) of full extension-closed subcategories
of C is called an n — torsion pair if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) G=CN{,--- ,Ci—1>lﬂL<Ci+17"' ,Cogr) fori=1,2,--+ ,n+1.

(2) ({(Cq,-++,Ci), (Civay- -+ ,Cpny)) 18 a torsion pair on C fori=1,2,--- n+1.
Moreover, if the first condition does not satisfy, we call (C1,Co, -+ ,Cpny1) a defect
n — torsion pair on C.

The following lemma is obvious.

Lemma 2.4. Let Cy,Co,Cs be 3 full subcategories of A-mod. Then
(1) (C1,Ca,C3) = ((C1,C2), C3) = (C1, (C2, C3)).

(2) H(C1,C) = LCi N1 C, (1LY =i NG

(3) T(Cr) ="C(C)T =at

Proposition 2.5. Let (Cy,Co, - -+ ,Cpy1) be an n—torsion pair onC. If ((,;1, Cy, - - - ,ék+1)
be a k—torsion pair onC; for somei. Then (Cy,--- ,Ci_1, Ci,- - ,C~k+1, Cit1,-+ ,Cps1)

is a (n+ k) — torsion pair on C.

Proof: Step 1. If C; € {C1,Co,- -+ ,C;_1},then

CN{(Ci,--- ,Cs—1>L N L(Cs+1, ++,Ci1,Cry+ ,Cry1, Cig,y ++  Crg)
=CN{(Cr. ,Cot) N {Cosry -+, Cim1,Ci, Cir,y -+, Cr)
= C,.

similarly, if Cs € {Ci11,- -+ ,Cpy1},then



CNCi,++,Cio1,Cry v+, Chp, Cint,y++,Csmt) N (Cos++ , Cotr)
= C,.

IfC, € {él,ég, e ,ék+1}, then

CNCi, ,Cir,Cry - ,(?S_l)lﬂL(6~3+1,-~- Crrts o Cints oo Cos)
— NGy, G NG Co) N Coprs - Coit) N (Cists -+ 5 Cotr)
— CNCr,+,Cot) N (Cosry -, Crpa)
= C,.
Thus, the checking of the first condition of definition 2.3 is finished.

Step 2. Without losing of generality, we may assume 1 < s < k, and we want to
check ((Cy, -+ ,Cy), (Cor1,- -+ ,Cny1)) is a torsion pair on C.

Given X € C, because ({(Cy, -+ ,Ci_1),{Ci,- -+ ,Cpns1)) is a torsion pair on C, there

is an exact sequence

0 X, 2o X "o X, — 0

such that X; € <C1, s ,Ci_1> and X5 € <CZ, s ,Cn+1>.

By torsion pair ({(Cy,- -+ ,C;), (Ciz1,- -+ ,Cns1)), there is an exact sequence

0 y Xy —25 Xy —25 X; — 0

such that X3 € (Cy,---,C;) and Xy € (Cit1,- -+ ,Cpy1)-
Because X3 € (Cy,--- ,Ci_1>l since Xy € (Cy,--- ,Ci_l)l, so X3 € C
(C1,+,Cim) N {Ci1s++ ,Cagr) = Ci.

By torsion pair({(Cy,- - - ,Cs), (Cot1,- - ,Crs1)) on C;, there is an exact sequence

0 Xy —2 s Xy 2y Xy —— 0

such that X5 € <él, e ,(,73) and Xg € (C~s+1, e ,ék+1).



By pushout of i3 and 73, we have the following commutative diagram

0 0

0 X3 2, X2 dE X4 0
4
0 XG > X]: Xy, — 0
0 0

/
By snake lemma, X5 = X, so we have an exact sequence

0 b Xy —4 sy Xy, My Xy —— 0

such that Xz € (Co1,- -+, Chi1sCi1y o+ Cog1)-
By pullback of 74 and 71, we have the following commutative diagram:

0 0
0 > X4 XT > 5 —— 0
|
0 \Xl X > 2—>0

i1 T

0 0

By snake lemma, X'F = X7, so we have the following exact sequence:

0 X y X y Xp —— 0

such that X € (Cy,--- ,és> and Xz € (Csy1, - ,Cns1)-



Now we give the following definition which is very important to learn the struc-

ture of n — torsion pair.

Definition 2.6. Series {(71,F1), (T2, Fa),- -+, (Tns Fn)} of torsion pairs on C is
called an n—torsion pair series if Ti € Ty C -+ C T,(equivalently, F1 O Fo O
- D Fn)-

The following definition is an operation.

Definition 2.7. Let (T,F) be a torsion pair on C, and D be a subcategory of
C. We call (Diy 5(D), D¢ 5(D)) is a decomposition of D along (T, F), where
D(lfmT (D) = {X | There exists an ezact sequence 0 — X — M — Y — 0 such
that X € T,Y € F,M € D}, D(TF)(D) = {Y | There exists an exact sequence
0—>X—>M—=>Y — 0 such that X € T, Y € F,M € D}.

Lemma 2.8. If {(T1, F1), (T2, F2)} is a 2 — torsion pair series on C. Then

Fi( )Tz = D, 7)(T2) = D, 5y (F0).

Proof: 71 (\T; C D{y, 5,(72) is clear.
Suppose X € Ty, by torsion pair (77, Fi),there is an exact sequence

0 — X5, — X — Xz, —0

such that X, € 71 and X7 € Fi.

However, Xz € l]-"2 since X € *F,. Thus, Xz € "/ NC =T, and Xz €
T2 Fi. So Fi(N T2 = 7—1;1 (T2).

The other half is similar.

n—torsion pair series will give a filtration for every module which is demonstrated
below.

Proposition 2.9. If {(T1, F1), (T2, F2), -, (Tn, Fu)} is an n — torsion pair seires
on C. Then for every module X in C, there is a filtration:

0=—=X, X1 Xpp1=—X
Sl Sn+1
such that 0 — X; — X;11 — S;11 — 0 is an exact sequence fori=1,2,...,n+ 1,

and51Eﬂ,Siefi_lﬂﬁfor1<i<n+1, Sn+1€./_"n andeEEforj<n+1.
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Proof. Using induction on n.

n = 1, by the second condition of definition 2.1, there is a filtration

O:X0—>X1—>X2—X
S Sy

such that 0 = X; — X, — Sy — 0 is an exact sequence and X; € 71, Sy € Fi.

Suppose that the proposition is true for n = k, let us consider n = k + 1. By

torsion pair (741, Fry1) on Cthere is an exact sequence
0 — Xpy1 — X — Spi0 — 0

such that Xy, € Try1 and Sgyo € Fri1.
Because {(T1,F1), (T2, F2), -+, (Tr, Fr)} is a k — torsion pair series on C, by
induction, there is a filtration:

0=—=Xo X Xk KXir1=—— Xi11
Sk

N

Sk
such that 0 — X; — X, 1 — S;y1 — 0 is an exact sequence for i = 1,2,..., k+ 1,
and S; € T1,S; € Fi1(\Ti for 1 <i < k+1, Spyq € Fi, X; € T; for all i. However
Sk41 € Tre1 since Xpi1 € Ter1. S0 Skt € Fi () Ter1- The filtration is given.

Proposition 2.10. If {(7i, F1), (T2, F2), - -, (Tn, Fu)} is an n— torsion pair series
on C. Then Fi(\Tivk = (Fi( Tivt; Fisn N Tizzs -+ s Fivrm1 () Tire) -

Proof.” O 7 is obviously.
7 C 7 :For X € F;()Tisx, by the above lemma, there is a filtration of X:

0=—X, - X Xtk Xpp1 =—— X
Sit1 Sivk Snt1
such that 0 — X; — X;41 — S;x1 — 0 is an exact sequence for i = 1,2,...,n+ 1,

and51Eﬂ,Sie]:i_lﬂﬁfor1<i<n+1, Sn+1€fn,XiE7Zfori<n+1.
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First, we claim that Xg =X, =---=X; =0.

In fact, Hom(X;, X;41) = 0 since X; € T; and X, is submodule of X belongs to
F;. By the exact sequence 0 — X; — X;,1 — S;31 — 0, one gains X; = 0. Hence
Xo=X;1=---=X,1=0.

Second, we claim that X; 11 = Xjypo == X511 = X.

In fact, Hom(X, 41, Spv1) = 0 since X,,11 = X € F;(\Tizx and S,1 € F,,. By
exact sequence 0 — X,, = X,,.1 — Sp11 — 0, one gains S,,1 =0and X,, = X,,,1 =
X. Similarly, we have X; 111 = Xjypio == X,,_.1 = X.

Now, we have the following filtration:

O=——=Xy—— Xi+1 T Xi+k Xi+k+1

T

Sit1 Sitk ikt

Thus X € (F; () Tiv1, Firr () Tiv2, -+ s Fike1 () Tike) -

— X

The following is the relation between n — torsion pair and n — torsion pair series.

Theorem 2.11. There is a one to one correspondence between the set of n —

torsion pair series on C and the set of n — torsion pair on C:

{ (T, Fu)y - (Tos )} - } a { (Ci,Coy - ,Cosa) : }

n — torsion pair series on C 8 n — torsion pair on C

such that o({(T1, F1), (Tas F2), - (Tn, Fu)}) = (T, Fi (T2 -+ Fuet () T, F) and
6((6176% e >Cn+l)) = {(<Cla e 7Ci>a <Cz T acn-i-l)) | 1= 1>2a e 7n}'

Proof: First, we check that (71, F1 (T2, s Fn-1[)Tn, Fn) is an n — torsion pair
on C .

W FaNT = CNTia NCOYF = CN T NF = C(TL, ANTz -
FioNTic) "N HF N Tis1s -+ Fn) by the above proposition.

(2) Obviously, ((T1, Fi (N Tas - -+ s Fict N Ta)s (Fi N Tiers -+ s Fu)) = (Ti, Fi)-

Second, we check that {((Cy,---,C;), (Ci,- -+ ,Cpt1)) }iz1,2,.. o IS a0 n—torsion pair
series on C. But this is clear.

Third, we check that fa = 1.

Bal{(Th, F1), (T2, F2), -+ (Tns F)}) = BT, - Ty -+ s Fae1 (N Ty F)
={(T, F1), (T2, F2), -+, (Tn, Fn)} by the above proposition.

Last, we check that a8 = 1.



aB((Cr,Co, -+, Cny1)) = a({({Cy, - -+, Ci), (Cigay -+ s Cga))} [P = 1,2,-++ )
={Ci, - ,Co1) (NCr,- -+ ,Ci) | i=1,2,--- ;n+1}
—{CN(C, ) N (Ciry - Cosa) | i =1,2,-+ ,n+ 1}
=(C1,Ca, -+, Cot1).

Proposition 2.12. (C1,Ca, -+ ,Cpy1) is an n — torsion pair on C if and only if
(1) Hom(X,Y) =0 forall X € C;, Y € C;,i < j.
(2) For every X € C, there is a filtration:

0=—=X Xy ce Xpp1=—=
Sl Sn-‘rl

such that 0 — X; — X;11 — S;11 — 0 is an exact sequence and S; € C; for all 1.

Proof: 7 — 7: Let T; = (Cy,---,C;), Fi = (Ciy-++ ,Cpy1),i = 1,2,-++ 'n. Then
{(T1, F1), (T2, F2), -+, (Tn, Fn)} is an n — torsion pair series by proposition 2.12.
By the proof of the above proposition, we know C; = F;_1 (7.

Hence, for every module X in C, there is a filtration:

O:XQ Xl Xn+1

e e

Sy Sn+1
such that 0 - X; — X1 — S;11 — 01is an exact sequence and S; € F;_1()7T; = C;.
7 <= 7: First, we show that C; = C()(Cy," - ,Ci_1>Lﬂl<Ci+1, v+, Cpy) for
1=1,2,--- ,n+ 1.
7 C 7 is clear;
D7 VX e CN(Ch, - Cim)) (N (Cist, - -+ Cosa), there is a filtration:

—X

0=—=X, X1 e Xi1 Xi Xin e Xpp1=—=X
Si Si—1 Si Sit1 Sn+1
such that 0 — X; — X, ;1 — S;y1 — 0 is an exact sequence and S; € C;.
Just like the proof of proposition 2.10, we have Xy = X; =--- = X;_1 = 0 and
XZ'ZXH_:[:"': n+1:X- SOXZ:SZECZ



Second, we show that ((Cy,---,C;),(Ciz1,--+,Cns1)) is a torsion pair on C by
definition 2.1:

(1) Clear!

(2) VX € C, there is a filtration:

0 e X() Xl e Xi—l
Si—1 Si
such that 0 — X; — X;,1 — S;y1 — 0 is an exact sequence and 5; € C;.

It is clear that X; € (Cy,---,C;), we claim that X/X; € (Ciz1,- -+, Cpi1)-

In fact, by snake lemma we have the following commutative diagram:

S e

X; Xit e Xpp1=——=
SZ'+1 Sn+1

Si

0 0
0 Xi Xig1r —— Siy1 —— 0
|
0 X; Xizo — Xio/X; —— 0
Site == Sit2
0 0

Hence XZ'+2/XZ' S <Ci+1, Ci+2>.
Use snake lemma again,we have the following commutative diagram:

0 0
0 X; Xizo — X/ Xy —— 0
H
0 X; Xizsg — X3/ Xy —— 0
Sitzg === Siy3
0 0
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Hence X;;3/X; € (Ciy1,Civ2,Ciys).
Similarly, we can obtain X, 11/X; € (Ciy1, -+ ,Cpny1)-
Now, 0 = X; = X411 — X,41/X; — 0 is the desired exact sequence.

The following lemma is well known[D].

Lemma 2.13. If B is a subcategory of A—mod, then H(*B)*) =+ B and ({B*+))*+ =
Bt and (1B, (*B)1) and (B, 1(B1Y)) are both torsion pairs.

The following means that the condition (2) in Definition 2.3 will be superfluous

in some conditions.

Corollary 2.14. Let Cy,Cs,- -+ ,C, be full subcategories of A-mod, if C; = (Cy, -+,
Cii)t ﬂl<C,~+1, cor Cpyr) fori=1,2,--- n+1. Then (C1,Cs,---,Cy,) is an n —
torsion pair on A-mod.

Proof: It is enough to show the second condition of the above proposition since the
first condition is clear.

By the above lemma, there is a fact: (*C,41,Cny1) is a torsion pair since C,,1 =
(Cp, - G

Now, we use induction on n to show.

If n =1, clear.

Suppose that the proposition is true for n = k > 1, we consider the case of
n==Fk+1.

Step 1, claim:(Cyy1,Cri2) = (Cy, - - - ,Ck>L.

In fact, ” C 7 is clear.

PO VX € (G- ,Ck)L, by torsion pair (*Cyi2,Cri2), 3 an exact sequence
0 = Xpi1 — X — Tpio — 0 such that X1 € Cpyo and Thio € Crio. Xip1 €
(Cpy- -+ ,Cwl since X € (Cy,--- ,Ck>L. Thus Xy 41 € Cryq and X € (Cyi1, Cria)-

Step 2. By induction, (Cy,- -+ ,Cg, (Cri1,Cri2)) is a k — torsion pair on A-mod.
So VX € A-mod, there is a filtration:

OZXO/Xl in/Xk X1 —X
Sk_1 Sk S

such that S; € C; and S € (Cyy1,Crio)-

Si
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By torsion pair (*Cyi2,Cry2), there is an exact sequence 0 — Sy, — S —
Sj+2 — 0 such that Sy 1 € *Cris and Siio € Cryo.

Because S € (Cry1,Crya), then S € (Cy, -+ ,Cr)t, 50 Spy1 € (Cy, -+, Ci)t, hence
Ski1 € Cry1 since Sgy1 € “Cria.

By pullback of (X — S, Sky1 — 5), we have the following commutative diagram:

0 0

0 — Xy — X1 —— Spgp1 —— 0

Oo— X, — X — § — 0
Skt =——= Sk42
0 0
Now, we find a filtration:
0—=X X3 Xy Xk1 Xppo=—=X
Si Sk+1 Skt2

such that 0 — X; — X;,1 — S;y1 — 0 is an exact sequence and S; € C;.

Proposition 2.15. Let (Cy,Co,- -+ ,C,) is an n — torsion pair on C. Then

(1) {Cirr oo+, Cit) = CN(Cr i) N {Coirr, Coma)

(2) (Ci, Civ1, -+ ,Ciyk) is a k — torsion pair on (Ci,Civ1, -+, Civk)

(3) (Cy,-++ ,Ci1,(Ci, Civry -+, Civk), Civkrt, ++ ,Cnr1) is an (n — k) — torsion pair.

Proof.(1) 7 C”: clear!
PO VX e CN{(Cy, - ,Ci)L N L(CiJrkH, -+ ,Cpy1), there is a filtration:

0=——=Xp--- Xit e Xitk e X1

e 7 e

Sit1 Sitk Snt1

— X
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such that Xo=X; = =X, 1 =0and X; 411 = Xjippo == X1 = X.

(2) Checking by Definition 2.3, the first condition holds by (1), and the second
condition holds by similar techniques in proof of proposition 2.10 and (1).

(3) Checking by Definition 2.3, the first condition obviously holds, VX € C, there

is a filtration:

— X

0=—Xp > Xpp —— = Xy > Xy

e 7 e

Sit1 Sitk Snt1

use the similar techniques in the last part of proof of proposition 2.12, we have the

following exact sequence:

0 > Xz Xi+k —_— XH—k/Xz — 0

Let S = Xiyx/X;, then we have the desired filtration:

O0=—=Xo--- Xit1 Xitk e Xpy1 ==

o

Sn-i—l

Corollary 2.16. Suppose {(Ti, F1), (T2, F2), -+, (Tn, Fn)} is an n—torsion pair se-
riesonC. Let Fo = Too1 = C, Fri1 = To=0. Then {(Tix1 N\ Fis Fix1 () Tivrs1)s -+
(Tixe N Fi, Fiore () Tivrr1) } is a k—torsion pair seriies on Tiypr1 (\Fi fori=0,1,--- |
n—1andk > 0.

Proof. Let C, = T1,C, = Fi-1 N Ti(2 <1< n),Cpy1 = Frny1. S0 (C1,Co, -+ ,Cpy1) is
an n—torsion pair on C, and (C;, Ciy1, -+ ,Civx) is a k—torsion pair on (C;, Ciyq, -« -,
Cirr) - Thus {({Cs, -+ ,Civt), (Civiz1, -+, Civrrr)) | L =1,2,--+ [k} isak—torsion pair
series on (C;, Civ1,- -+ ,Civp). But (Ci, -+, Civy) = Fi(\Tivt, (Civinr, -+, Citprt) =
Fit1() Titk+1- The corollary is proved.

Corollary 2.17. If (D1, D, -+ ,Dy11) is a defect n— torsion pair on C. Then there

is an unique n — torsion pair (C1,Ca, -+ ,Cpy1) on C such that D; C C;.

Proof. Let 7: = <D17 o 7Di>7fi = <,Di+17' te 7Dn>7 Then {(717?1)7 (757?2)7' T
(Tn, Fn)} is an n — torsion pair series on C.
Let C; = Fi1(Ti, then (C1,Ca, -+ ,Cpy1) is an n — torsion pair on C such that
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Suppose (C;,Cy, -+ ,C,) is an other n — torsion pair on C such that D; C C;,
then 7, = (Dy,---,D;) C (C;,---,C;) = T, Similarly, F C F. Therefore,

Ci=FiaNTi=F.NT =C.

!

The following proposition is very useful.

Proposition 2.18. Suppose {(T1,F1), (T2, F2)} is a 2 — torsion pair series on C.
Then we have the following 1 to 1 correspondence :

F
{(T",F'): 1 — torsion pair on F1(Ts } === {(T3,F3): 1 — torsion pair on C
G

such that T1 € T3 C To} where F((T',F)) = (T, T),(F', F2)), G((T3, F3)) =
(T:NFi, Fs N Tz).

Proof: By Proposition 2.5, Theorem 2.11 and Proposition 2.15, it is clear.

Remark 2.19. The above lemma has a lot of generalized forms since we have so
many results. And those forms can give a finer characterization for torsion pairs

and module categories. For example, Theorem 2.1 in [AK].
The following is an example of n — torsion pair.

Example 2.20. Let T be a tilting module, Ty, T5, ..., T, be all non-isomorphic in-

decomposable summands of T'. Then
(Gen(Ty), T} (\Gen(Ty @ Ta), ..., (Ty & - - @ Ta) () Gen(T))
is an (n — 1) — torsion pair on Gen(T).

Proof. LetX; =T, ®---® T, then (GenX;, X;*) is a torsion pair on A-mod. And

{(GenX;, Xi*) | i =,1,2,--+ ,n} is an n — torsion pair series on A-mod. Therefore,
(Gen(Ty), T (\Gen(Ty @ Ta), ..., (Th & -+ & T_y) (| Gen(T,), TY)

is an n — torsion pair on A-mod byTheorem 2.11. So (Gen(T), T (" Gen(Ty @
1), ....,(Th & - ®T,_1) (Gen(T)) is an (n — 1) — torsion pair on Gen(T) by
Proposition 2.15.

3 Decomposition by projective and injective

modules

In this section, we always suppose A is an artin algebra. For given artin algebra
I', we denote: P(I') is the category of all projective modules in I'-mod, Z(I') is

14



the category of all injective modules in I-mod; E(I') = {(7,F) is torsion pair on
F-mod | TOPIT) = FNZ(') = ¢}. For a set ¥ we denote the number of the
elements of W by #W. For a subcategory D of A-mod, let IndD be the set of
pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable modules in D. For a module M, let Ind M
= Ind(add M)

Definition 3.1. Suppose C is a full subcategory of A-mod. A A-module M is called
Ext-projective in C if Exty(M,C) = 0. Dually, it is called Ext-injective in C if
Ext) (C, M) = 0.

The following lemma is from [AK].

Lemma 3.2. (1) (Ae)t = “(D(eA)) = A/AeA-mod
(2) (Gen(Ae), A/AeA-mod) and (A/AeA-mod, Cogen(D(el))) are both torsion pairs
on A-mod.

Proof: It is clear that A/AeA-mod = {M € A-mod | eM = 0}.

We claim: (Ae)t = {M € A-mod | eM = 0} = “(D(eA)).

In fact, for any M € (Ae)*, Hom(Ae, M) = eM = 0; For any M € ~(D(eA)), Hom
(M, D(eA)) = Hom(M,Hom(eA, J)) = Hom(eA ® M, J) = D(eM) =0 <= eM =

By (1), (2) is clear.

Lemma 3.3. Let (C1,C,C3) be a 2 — torsion pair on A-mod:

(1)If X € Cy is Ext-projective in (Cy,Cs), Px — X 1is the projective cover of X.
Then, there exists an exact sequence 0 — Ky — Px — X — 0 such that Kx € C;.
FEspecially, Px € (C1,Cs) and Px & C;.

(2) If Y € Cy is Ext-injective in (C1,Ca), Y — Iy is the injective envelope of Y.
Then, there exists an exact sequence 0 — Y — Iy — Cy — 0 such that Cy € Cj.
FEspecially, Iy € (Cy,C3) and Iy ¢ Cs.

Proof: We only proof (1); The proof of (2) is similar.

By (C1, (C3,C3)), there is a exact sequence 0 — Ky — Px — L — 0 such that
Kx € C; and L € (Cy,C3), obviously, there is an epimorphism 7 : L — X if we apply
Hom(—, X)) to the exact sequence. Since Kern € (Cq,Cs) and X is Ext-projective
in (Cy,Cs), n is split. Thus L = X @& Kern, by the minimality of projective cover,
L=X.
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Lemma 3.4. Let (C1,Cy,C3) be a 2 — torsion pair on A-mod, and X € A-mod has a
filtration

(1) If X is projective and S3 = 0, then Sy is Ext-projective in (Cy,Cs) or Sy =0
(2)If X is injective and S; = 0, then Sy is Ext-injective in (C1,Cs) or So =0

Proof: We only proof (1); The proof of (2) is similar.

Since S3 =0, X = X3 = X3. Then 0 — X; — X — S5 — 0 is an exact sequence
such that X; € Cy,S2 € (C2,C3). By Proposition 1.11 in Chapter 6 of [ASS], Ss is
Ext-projective in (Ca,Cs).

Proposition 3.5. Let (C1,Ca, -+ ,Cpy1) be an n — torsion pair on A-mod. Then
there exists bijections:

(1) F:Ind P(A) = {X € Ind C; | X is Ext-projective in (C;,Cit1,- -+ ,Cpni+1)};

(2) G:Ind Z(A) - {Y € Ind C; | Y is Ext-injective in (C1,Co,--- ,C;)}.

Proof: We only proof (1); The proof of (2) is similar.

Step 1. For any indecomposable projective A-module P, there is a filtration

0:X0 / z—i—l Xn+1—P
2+1 S”+1
such that 0 — X; — X;,1 — S;y1 — 0 is an exact sequence and S; € C;.
Assume that S; € {S1, 52, ,Sps1} is the last non-zero module, then S;;; =

e = n+120andXi:Xi+1:"‘: n+1:P.

Now, we consider the following filtration

0—— XO Xz/ 1 H—l

///

By lemma 3.4, S; is Ext-projective in (C;,Cit1,- -+ ,Cny1). We denote F'(P) = S;.
Step2. Suppose X € IndC; such that X is Ext-projective in (C;,Cit1, -+ ,Cpyi1)-
Then we denote the projective cover of X By Py and denote F~}(X) = Px.

P
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Step 3. It is clear that F~'F(P) = P for any indecomposable projective module P.
On the other hand, since ((Cy,---,Ci—1),Ci, (Ciz1, -+ ,Cns1)) is a 3 —torsion pair on
A-mod, by Lemma 3.3, FF~}(X) = X for any X € IndC; which is Ext-projective
in (Ci,Cit1, -+ ,Cny1)-

Corollary 3.6. Let (T,F) be a torsion pair on A-mod. Then

(1) there is an idempotent e such that T (\P(A) = add Ae, and T ((Ae)* has no
Ext-projective modules in (Ae)*;

(2) there is an idempotent e such that F (VZ(A) = add D(eA), and “D(eA) (N F has

no Ext-injective modules in ~D(eA).

Proof: We only proof (1); The proof of (2) is similar.

The first statement is clear, only the second one needs a proof:

(Gen(Ae), (Ae)t) is a torsion pair since Ae is a projective module. So we have
a 2 — torsion pair series {(Gen(Ae), (Ae)t), (T, F)}, and we have a 2 — torsion pair
(Gen(Ae), (Ae)* N T, F).

Suppose that X € T [(Ae)! is Ext-projective in (Ae)*. Then obviously, X ¢
Gen(Ae). Let f: Py — X is the projective cover of X. Then by proposition 3.4,
Px € T, and X € Gen(Ae), this is a contradiction!

Lemma 3.7. Let (C1,C,C3) be a 2 — torsion pair on A-mod:

(1) If (C1,Cq) is closed under kernel, X € C; is Ext-projective in (Cy,Ca), and
f: Px — X is the projective cover of X, then Py = X or Px & ~Cs;

(2) If (Ca,Cs) is closed under cokernel, X € Cs is Ext-injective in (Cs,Cs), and
g: X < Ix is the injective envelope of X, then Ix = X or Ix & Ci™.

Proof: We only proof (1); The proof of (2) is similar.
Suppose Py € ~Cs = (Cy,C,), then exact sequence

0 — Kerf —— Py —L = X y 0

is split in (Cy,Cs) since X € C; is Ext-projective in (C;,Cs) and Kerf € (C1,Cs).

Corollary 3.8. Let (T,F) be a torsion pair on A-mod.

(1) If there are idempotents €°, e such that add Ae®(NaddAe' = 0, FNZ(A) =

add D(e°A), T(P(A/Ae®A) = add(A/Ae’A)el. Then T (P(A) = ¢ if and only if

for any P € add Ae', P & A/Ae®A-mod;

(2) If there are orthogonal idempotents €°, €' such that T (\P(A) = add Ae®, F(Z(A/APA) =
add D(e'(A/A°A)). Then F(Z(A) = ¢ if and only if for any I € add D(e'A),

I & AJAe®A-mod.
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Proof: We only proof (1); The proof of (2) is similar.

” =7 Since (A/Ae’ A-mod, Cogen(D(eA))) is a torsion pair by lemma 3.2, (7, F () A/Ae’A-mod,
Cogen(D(e°A)) is a 2 — torsion pair on A-mod. Suppose 0 # P € add Ae'. Then

P/e"P € add(A/Ae’A)e! and P/e®P # 0. So by the above lemma, P = P/e®P € T

or P & A/Ae’A-mod. Since T(\P(A) = ¢, P & A/Ae® A-mod.

7 <7 Suppose T (Y P(A) # ¢. Then there exists 0 # P € T (\P(A). Then P is

also projective in A/Ae’A-mod. So P € add Ae'. This is a contradiction.

Now we start to show the structure of torsion pairs by decomposing them by
projective modules and injective modules. First we give some notations .

We always assume that A = {ej, e, -+ ,e,} is a fixed complete set of primitive
orthogonal idempotents of A. Given S = {Ag, A1, Ag, -+, Ay, | A; € A} such that
Ay, Ay, Ay # ¢ and A A, = ¢ for @ # j, we have the following notations :
€ = en, 6 =0 ok AY = A AL = ﬁ = A AT =
%rsn/ﬁ Pi(Ag) = @eEAiAgQ IZ(A?S‘) = @eeAiD(eAg)'

Definition 3.9. Suoppose S is as the above. It is called a 2-type part partition if:
(1) V0 < 2i <m and e € Ag;, €2 AT e #0; (2) V1 < 2i+1<m, and e € Aoy,
eAZed #0.

Dually, S is called a 2-type part partition if: (1) Y0 < 2t < m and e € Ay,
eAT el £0; (2) VI <2i+1<m, and e € Ag;yq, eXA%e £ 0.

Lemma 3.10. Let I be an ideal of A, and e, e’ be two idempotents. Then Homy /1 ((A/T)-
e,D(e-N/I)=0if and only if ¢ - A/I-e=0.

Proof: Notice that Homy,;((A/I)-e,D(e'-A/I) = D(e' - A/I-e).

We give the following notations for describing our theorem easily.

M= {(T,F)|(T,F) is a torsion pair on A-mod};

N = {(S = {A},AAL, - ALY (T, F') | S is a 1-type part partition,
(T, F) € B(AZTH}.

N = {(S = {A}, A}, AL - ALY (T, F') | S is a 2-type part partition,
(T, F") € E(AZTH}.

Now we are in a position to give a demonstration of how to decompose a
torsion pair into n — torsion pair by projective modules and injective modules.
Let(7, F) be an torsion pair on A-mod:
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a.Let TV =T, F% = F, A = A, there exists some Ag C A such that 7°(P(A°) =
add Been,A’e = addPo(A°). Let T' = TON(Po(A%))*:, F! = FO, A = A/Ae’A
where ¢ =~ _, e. Then (7", F') is a torsion pair on A'-mod and 7' (P(A') =
{0} by corollary 3.6. Hence we have a 2 — torsion pair (GenPy(A°), 7', F!) on
A-mod;

b.There exists some A; C A — Ag such that F'(Z(A!) = add @een, D(eAl) =
addL;(A"). Let T2 =T, F? = FT (M (A"), A? = A/Ae'Awheree' = 37 (1 ja, €
Then (72, F?) is a torsion pair on A%-mod and F?(Z(A?) = {0} by corollary 3.6.
Hence we have a 3 — torsion pair (GenPy(A%), T2, F2, Cogenl;(A')) on A-mod;

The above operation goes on alternatively, then it will eventually stop since #A
is finite.

Finally, we obtain:

(1) {Ao, A1, Ag, - -+ LAy | Ay € A} such that Ay, Ay, -+ [ A, # gand A (A
¢ for i # j;

(2) (T FmHl) is a torsion pair on A™ T —mod and (T Frtl) € E(A™TL);

(3) (GenPy(AY), GenPo(A?),- -+, Tm L Frtl ... [ Cogenlz(A?), CogenIi(AY)) is

a (m + 2) — torsion pair on A-mod;

(4) A=A — At — ... — A™! is a series of quotient algebras.

Theorem 3.11. There is a one to one correspondence between M and N:

F
Me==N

G
Proof: Step 1. Suppose (T,F) € M. we use the above operation. Then we get
S ={A¢, A1, Ag, -+ A, | Ay € A} and (T, FH) € E(A™), so we need to
prove S is a 2-type part partition, but it follows from corollary 3.6 and lemma 3.8.
Let F((T,F)) = (S, (T, Fmtl)).
Step 2. Suppose (S = {Ag, A1, Ao, -+ AL} (T, F)) € M. By induction on m. It
is easy to see that (GenPy(A2), GenPy(A%), - , T, F,- -+, Cogenlz(A%), Cogenl;(AL))
is a (m+2)—torsion pair on A—mod. Let G((S, (T",F"))) = (T, F) = ((GenPy(AY),
GenPy(A2), -+ T, (F' -+, Cogenlz(A}), Cogenl;(Ag))).

Claim:7 NP(A) = add Py(A?).

Otherwise, there exists some e € A — Aq such that Ae € 7. By proposition
3.5 and the above (m + 2) — torsion pair, there exists 0 # X € GenPqy;(A%)(or T7)
for some i # 0, such that X is Ext-projective in AZ(or A%*!), and the projec-
tive cover of X is Ae since 7' N P(AGT!) = ¢ and X € Py (A%). However, since
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S is a 2-type part partition, e% 'A% 'e # 0. So HomAzl (X, D(eZ AT Y) =
Hom2:- 1(AZ7 e, D(e2AZTY)) #£ 0. Hence X ¢ *F. So Ae ¢ *F. A contradic-
tion!

Step by step, we know F(T,F) = (S,(T",F")).

Step 3. Given (T, F) € M, it is clear that GF (T, F) = (T, F).

Dually, if we start to decompose a torsion pair from the right hand (torsion-free

class), Then we have the following theorem :

Theorem 3.12. There is a one to one correspondence between M and N :

/
m —_— m/
G/
It’s natural to ask that what is the relation between the above two kinds of de-
composition. The following theorem indicates that the decomposition of a torsion pair

from left hand and right hand are the same.

Theorem 3.13. SUppOS@ (T7 ‘F) S m; F((T7 f)) = (S, = {A67 AllvA,% e 7A/u}7 (Tlvf/>)

and F'((T, F)) = (8" = {84, AL A, -+ ALY, (T", F")). Then (T, F') = (T", F").

Proof: It is clear that 77 = T N A% -mod, 7/ = F N A4 '-mod. And (7", F”) has
the similar property. So we only need to prove AJUA U- - -UA! = AJUATU- - -UA”.

For convenience, we give the following notations for any given 7 > 0:

Lk, = (GenPy;(AZ) | 0 < 25 < max{u,i});

R, = (Cogenly; 1 (AZT) |0 < 25 + 1 < max{u,i});

Liy = (GenPo 1 (AZ) 10 < 25 + 1 < max{v,i});

Ri, = (Cogenly;(AZ,) | 0 < 25 < max{v,i}).

We just prove AfUATU---UA! CAFUATU---UA”. For this, we just need
to prove: Vi > 0, L?f’l C L?fl; R% C R%,.

Fori =0, R, = {0} C Cogenly(A%,) = R%., LY, = GenPo(A%) C GenPy(AL,) =
L.

Now we assume the theorem holds for i < k— 1. Then A%} is a quotient algebra
of A%~ since AJUAU---UAL » CAJUATU---UAY, . So A%-mod is a full
subcategory of A% 1—mod.

Suppose 0 # X € addly 1(A%7'). So X is Ext-injective in AZ-mod. By
torsion pair (F N A%;-mod, R?f,_z) on JF, there exists an exact sequence 0 — X; —
X — X5 — 0 such that X; € Fn As" mod and X, € R?qlf,_z. For every Y €

20



A% -mod, applying Hom, (Y, —) to this exact sequence, we get an exact sequence:
Homy (Y, X5) — Exti (Y, X1) — BExti(Y,X). Since Ext}(Y,X) = 0 and Y €
H(RE?), Exti(Y,X1) = 0. So X, is Ext-injective in AZj-mod. Thus X, €

add Ip;(A%). So X € R%,. Therefore, R% C R%;, and similarly, we have Liffﬂ C

2k+1
L2

4 Examples

In this section, we will use the results developed in the previous two sections to
characterize torsion pairs on some particular module categories. Those results will
be related to [BBM], [BM], [HIR], [N], [HJ], [BK]. We always assume K is a filed.
If Q is a quiver and A € Qg where Q) is the set of vertices of Q, then we denote the
full sub-quiver of Q containing A by Q(A). We give the following definition.

Definition 4.1. Let Q be a quiver , {Ag, Aq,..., Ay} a tuple such that A; C
Qo, AiNAj = ¢ Vi # j,Ng # ¢. If Vi > 0 and v € Ny there is a path from
some vertex in Ao; to v in the sub-quiver Q(Qo — Ag — Ay — -+ — Ag; 1), and
Vi >0 and v € Ay; there is a path from v to some vertex in Ag;_qin the sub-quiver
Q((Qo — Ay — Ay — -+ — Ag; o). Then we call {Ag, Ay, ..., A} is a 2-type part
partition of Q). The following diagram shows the relation:

N

Dually, we we call {Ag, Ay,..., Ay} is a 2-type part partition of Q if Vi >
0 and v € Ag;yq there is a path from v to some vertex in Ag; in the sub-quiver
Q(Qo—Ag— Ay — -+ — Ay 1), and Vi > 0 and v € Ay; there is a path from some
vertex in Ag;_1 to v in the sub-quiver Q(Qo— Ao — Ay — -+ — Ag; o). The following

diagram shows the relation:

DNV

FEspecially, if Vi > 0, Ag;_1 contains all sink points in Q(Qop — Ao — Ay — -+ -+ —
Agi_2), Ag; contains all source points in Q(Qo—Ag— Ay —--+—Ag;_1), then we call

Ag

Ag
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{Ag, A1, ..., A} is a strong 1-type part partition of Q. If Vi > 0,Ag;_1 contains
all source points in Q(Qo — Ao — Ay — -+ — Ag;_9), Ag; contains all sink points in
Q(Qo — Ag — Ay — -+ — Ag; 1), then we call {Ag, Aq,...,An} is a strong 2-type
part partition of Q.

IFAGUALU - -UA = Qo we call {Ag, Ay, ..., Ay} is a complete partition of
Q.

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let @ be a acyclic quiver and {Ag, A1, ..., A} is a strong 1-type part
partition of Q. Then {Ag, Ay, ..., An} is a 1-type part partition of Q.

If{Ag, Ay, ..., A} is a strong 2-type part partition of Q. Then {Ao, Ay, ..., An}
is a 2-type part partition of Q.

For a quiver @, we denote E(KQ) by E(Q). Now we have the following theorem
which is the path algebra’s version of Theorem 3.11.

Theorem 4.3. Let () be a acyclic quiver. Then we have a bijection between the set
(T, F) which is a torsion pair on KQ-mod and the set of the pair ({Ag, A1, ..., An};
(T, F"), where {Ag, Ay, ..., An} is a I-type part partition of Q and (T',F') €
E(KQ(Qo— Ao — Ay —--- = Ap)).

The dual form of the theorem is similar, so we don’t demonstrate here. Now let
A, be the following quiver: 1 — 2 — 3 — ... — n. Applying the above theorem to

the quiver A,, , we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. There exists a bijection between torsion pairs on K A,-mod and com-

plete strong 1-type part partition sets of A,.

Proof: It is easy to see E(KA,,) = ¢ for every m. And a complete partition of Q
is a 2-type part partition if and only if it is strong 1-type part partition. The rest

is clear by the above theorem.

If we observe the bijection above, then we obtain some simple corollaries.

Corollary 4.5. Given a torsion pair (T, F) on K A,-mod, then there exists a unique
pair (T, F) such that T, F are basic partial tilting modules, # Ind(T @ F) = n, and
T = Gen(T),F = Cogen(F).
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Corollary 4.6. If {Ag, Ay, ..., Ay} is a complete strong 1-type part partition of
A, then the corresponding torsion pair is induced by tilting modules if and only if
vy € Ag.

If {Ao, Aq, ..., A} is a complete strong 2-type part partition of A,, then the

corresponding torsion pair is induced by cotilting modules if and only if v, € Ag.

Proposition 4.7. The number of torsion pairs on KA, is the (n+ 1) —th Catalan
L(n+2)

number Cyyq = 5 Cn ) -

Proof: Adding one vertex to A,, then we have the quiver A,,,; : 1 - 2 — 3 —

.—n —n+ 1. We have a torsion pair on KA, ,-mod: (KA,-mod, P(KA,;1)).
So we have a bijection between torsion pairs on KA,-mod and torsion pairs in-
duced by cotilting modules on K A, ;-mod by proposition 2.18. The number of
torsion pairs induced by cotilting modules on K A, 1-mod is well known which is
the (n + 1) — th Catalan number(Lemma A.1 in [BK]).

Definition 4.8. Suppose A is an artin algebra, C is a full subcategory of A-mod.
If there exists a set of full subcategories {C,,Z € I} of C such that VM € C, there
uniquely exists a set of modules M;, € Cl, , €Cyy..., M; €C, whereiy,is,..., 0,
are mutually different such that M = M, @ @B M, then we call C is the
direct sum of {C;,i € I}, and we denote C = @ZGI

We have the following correspondence.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose A is an artin algebra, C is a full subcategory of A-mod,
there exists a set of full subcategories {C;,i € I} of C such that C = @,.,C; and
Hom(X,Y) = 0 for every X € C;,Y € C; and i # j. Then there exists a bijection
between torsion pairs on C and the tuple {(T;, F;) }ier where (T;, F;) is a torsion pair

on C;

Proof:Given (7, F) a torsion pair on C, then (7 (C;, F()C;),c; is the correspond-
ing tuple. Given the tuple (7;, F;),.; where (7;, F;), then (B,.; Ti, @,c; Fi) is the

corresponding torsion pair.

Let A, be the following quiver with vertices (fln)o ={v,v9,... 0.}
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SN,
N

4——=5

Let J be the ideal of KA, generated by all arrows. We call a finite-dimensional
K A, module M is an ordinary module if there exists N such that J¥M = 0. In this
condition M is a KA, /JN module. So if M is indecomposable, then it is uniserial and
determined by its socle and length. Let &, be the category of all ordinary modules.
Then &, is closed under submodules, quotients and extensions. We denote the simple
module corresponding to the vertex v; by S;. We will give all torsion pairs on &,.
For this we give the following definition which is introduced in [BBM].

Definition 4.10. Suppose A € (A,)o. let Ray(A) be the category of all modules
with socle in add @, . Si- let Coray(A) be the category of all modules with top in
add @, ca Si-

For a subcategory D of £,. We denote Lp be the set of all vertices v; such that
there are infinite indecomposable modules in D with S; as the top, Rp be the set of
all vertices vj such that there are infinite indecomposable modules in D with S; as
the socle .

By Definition 4.10 we have the following obvious lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose ¢ # A C (A,)o. Then (Coray(A), A, ((A,)o—A)-mod)), (Q((An)o—
A)-mod, Ray(A)) are two torsion pairs on &,.

Now we give the following proposition.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose ¢ # A C (A,)o. Then there is a bijection:
(1) {(T", F') : torsion pair on A,((A,)o—A)-mod which is induced by cotilting modules}

F
—={(T,F) : torsion pair on &, such that L+ = A}. In this condition F((T', F')) =

((Coray(A), T, F'), F'((T, .7-"))~ = (~7'ﬂ A, ((An)o — A)-mod, F)
2) {(T", F') : torsion pair on A,((An)o—A)-mod which is induced by tilting modules}

G

—={(T,F): torsion pair on C such that Ry = A}. In this condition G((T',F')) =
G’ o

(T",(F', Ray(A))), G'((T, F)) = (T, F N An((An)o — A)-mod).
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Proof: We only proof (1) and (2) is similar.

(1). {(Coray(A), A,((A)o—A)-mod), (E,,{0})} is a 2-torsion pair seires on &,.
Then by Proposition 2.18, we have a bijection between torsion pair (7,F) on &,
such that Coray(A) C T and torsion pairs on A, ((A,)o — A)-mod. It is obvious in
this condition A = Ly if and only if in the corresponding torsion pair (77, F’) on
A, ((An)o — A)-mod F' contains all projective modules which means it is induced
by a cotilting module.

The following lemma is from Corollary 4.5 in [BBM].

Lemma 4.13. Suppose (T,F) is a torsion pair on &,. Then Ly, Rx are not both
empty.

Now we have the following theorem which gives all torsion pairs on &,.

Theorem 4.14. The following are all mutually different torsion pairs on &, which
are classified as two kinds.

(1) (Coray(A)@ T, F') for some ¢ # A C (A,)o and (T, F') is a torsion pair on
A, ((An)o — A)-mod which is induced by cotilting modules.

(2) (T, F' @ Ray(A)) for some ¢ # A C (A,)o and (T',F') is a torsion pair on
A ((A)o — A

)-mod which is induced by tilting modules.

Proof: Suppose (7, F) is a torsion pair on &, and Ly # ¢. Then we know that
Coray(Ly) C T since T is closed under quotients. And for the first kind it is obvi-
ous that (Coray(A),T"y = Coray(A) @ T'. The other is similar.

Since ¢ # A, we know A, ((A,)—A)-mod is a direct sum of module categories of
A,-type algebras. so by Lemma 4.9 the torsion pair is easily obtained. By the above
theorem and the characterization of torsion pairs induced by tilting or cotilting

modules on A,-type algebras, we have the following bijection.

Theorem 4.15. (1) There is a bijection between the set of the torsion pairs (T, F)
on &, such that Ly # ¢ and the set of the complete sets of A, {A,Aq,... Ay}
which is a strong 1-type part partition and A is not empty.

(2) There is a bijection between the set of the torsion pairs (T,F) on &, such that
Rr # ¢ and the set of the complete sest of A, {A, Ay, ..., Ay} which is a strong
2-type part partition and A is not empty.
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Proof: If {A/Ay,...,A,} is a strong 1-type part partition, then {Ay,... A}
is strong l-type part partition in A,((A,)o — A). Then we get a torsion pair
(T, F') on A,((An)o — A)-mod which is induced by a cotilting module. Thus
(Coray(A)@T', F') is the corresponding torsion pair on &,

If {A,Aq,..., A} is a strong 2-type part partition, then we get a torsion pair
(T", F' @ Ray(A)) where (T, F') is a torsion pair on A, ((A,)o — A)-mod which is
induced by a tilting module.

The rest is clear.

5 'Torsion pairs on hereditary algebras

In this section we always assume K is an algebraic closed field and @) is a acyclic
quiver. We try to find a way to obtain all torsion pairs on K()-mod. This aim is
also the motivation of the article. If @) is not wild, we really get a way. If it is wild,
the issue comes down to the torsion pairs on regular components of wild hereditary
algebras. For this we denote the Auslander-Reiten translation by 7, its quasi-inverse
by 77, the finite-dimensional projective K@-module category by P(Q), the finite-
dimensional injective K@Q-module category by Z(Q). The following two lemmas are

well known.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose 0 - A — B — C' — 0 is an exact sequence on kQ)-mod. Then
(1) Ifadd ANP(Q) = {0}, then 0 - 7A — 7B — 7C — 0 is an exact sequence.
(2) IfaddC (N Z(Q) = {0}, then0 — 7~ A — 7B — 7~ C — 0 is an exact sequence.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose X,Y € kQ-mod.
(1) If add X P(Q) = {0}, then Hom(X,Y) = Hom(7X, 1Y)
(2) If addY N Z(Q) = {0}, then Hom(X,Y) = Hom(7~ X, 77Y)

We denote the set of torsion pairs on K@Q-mod (7, F) such that Z(Q) C T by
F1(Q) and the set of torsion pairs on K@Q-mod (7,F) such that P(Q) C F by
F2(Q). And let F(Q) = F1(Q) |JF2(Q). Tt is obvious that E(Q) = F1(Q) (N F2(Q).

As a consequence of the above two lemmas, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose there is no projective-injective KQ-module. Then there

1s a one to one correspondence:
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Fi(Q) F2(Q)

such thatV(T', F') € F1(Q), o (T, F') = (T, 7 F @ PQ));V(T", F") € F3(Q),
o(T", F") = (Z(Q)PrT",7F").

Proof. We just prove that V(7',F') € Fy, (7~ T, 7~ F @ P(Q)) is a torsion pair
on K(Q-mod.

By Lemma 5.2 (2), we know VX € 7)Y € F', Hom(7~ X, 77Y) = Hom(X,Y) =
{0}. So the condition 1 in the Definition 2.1 is satisfied. By Lemma 5.1 (2), we
know except projective modules, every indecomposable module has a suitable de-
composition in (7-7", 7~ F' @ P(Q)). But for projective modules, the suitable de-

composition is obvious. So the condition 2 in the Definition 2.1 is satisfied.

Just like the Auslander-Reiten translation, 0~ and o also gives a translation on
F(Q). Forevery (T,F) € F(Q),if Z(Q) C T, thenlet o (T, F) = (T, 7 FPPQ));
if P(Q) C F, then let o(T,F) = (7T @Z(Q), 7F). The above proposition tells us
that this translation defines o-obits for elements in F(Q). We use [T, F| to denote
the o-obit of (T, F).

Definition 5.4. Suppose (T,F) € F(Q). We call the elements in [T, F][(F2(Q)—
F1(Q)) source points of [T, F|, the elements in [T, F|((F1(Q)—F2(Q)) sink points
of [T, F], the elements in [T, F|(F1(Q) N F2(Q) middle points of [T, F].

The following corollary is obvious.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose (T,F) € F(Q). Then [T,F] has at most one source point
and at most one sink point. And [T, F|(F1(Q)NF2Q) = [T,FINE(Q).

We denote the preprojective component of K(Q)-mod by P, (@), the preinjective
component of K@Q-mod by Z.(Q), the regular component of KQ-mod by R(Q).

Theorem 5.6. Suppose (T,F) € F(Q). Then

(1) [T, F] has a source point but no sink point <= for every (T',F') € [T, F],
To(Q)NF' # ¢ and Po(Q) C F'.

(2) [T, F] has a sink point but no source point <= for every (T',F') € [T, F],
Pu(Q)NT # ¢ and Zoo(Q) € T

(3) [T, F] has a sink point and a source point <= for every (T',F') € [T,F],
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(4) [T, F] has no sink point and no source point <= for every (T',F') € [T, F],
Zo(Q) C T, and P (Q) C F'.

We denote the set of torsion pairs (7, F)on K@Q-mod such that Z.(Q) C T, and
Poo(Q) € F by H(Q). So it is obvious that H(Q) C E(Q). We denote the set of
torsion pairs on R(Q) by R(Q). We have the following obvious lemma.

Lemma 5.7. There is a one to one correspondence:

F

-
such that V(T,F) € H(Q),F((T,F)) = (TORQ), FNR(Q)); Y(T", F) € R(Q),
F=((T",F") = (T" D Ix(Q), F' D P (Q))-

Remark 5.8. Suppose (T,F) € F(Q) and [T, F| has at least one sink point or one
source point. We define the following operation ®:

Case 1. If [T, F] has a sink point, then we denote the sink point by ®((T,F)).

Case 2. If [T, F] has a source point but no sink point, then we denote the source
point by ©((T,F)).

For any torsion pair on KQ-mod we apply the operation in Theorem 3.11 and
the operation ® to it alternatively. At last we get a new torsion pair on KQ'-mod
for some subquiver Q" of Q such that the new torsion pair belongs to H(Q'). This
process is invertible by Theorem 3.11 and Proposition 5.53. So by the above lemma
if we know all torsion pairs on reqular components for all subquivers, then we can

construct all torsion pairs of KQ-mod.

From now on we suppose () is a acyclic quiver with a Euclid ground graph. We
start to find all the torsion pairs on R(Q). The following definition and two lemmas
are from [WBJ.

Definition 5.9. Suppose X € KQ-mod . Then Q is reqular uniserial if there are
reqular submodules 0 = Xg C X7 C --- C X, = X and these are the only regular
submodules of X.

Lemma 5.10. If 0 : X — Y with XY regular KQ-modules, then Im(0), Ker(0)

and Coker () are regular.

Lemma 5.11. Every indecomposable reqular KQ)-module is reqular universal.
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As an consequence we have

Corollary 5.12. If KQ is an Euclid-type algebra, X is a reqular module, then the

quotient modules of X forms a chain: X = X" — -+ — X! — X0,

Corollary 5.13. Let KQ be an Fuclid-type algebra, f : X — Y is an injective
morphism such that X is a maximal reqular submodule of the indecomposable reqular

module of Y. Then f is an irreducible morphism.

Proof. X isindecomposable by Lemma 5.11. Suppose dg : X — Z, h: Z — Z such
that f = hg. Then by Lemma 5.11, there is an indecomposable direct summand Z’
such that 3¢’ : X — Z’.h : Z/ — Y such that h'¢’ is an injective morphism. 2’
is a regular module. So by Lemma 5.11, 2" is an injective morphism. Since X is a

maximal regular submodule, A’ is anisomorphism or ¢’ is an isomorphism.

Now Let R(Q) = @,.; Ri(Q) where {R;(Q), 4 € I} is the set of minimal additive
categories containing a connected component in AR-quiver of K(). We denote the
set of torsion pairs on R;(Q) by R;(Q). By Lemma 4.9, we have the following

lemma.

Corollary 5.14. There exists a bijection between R(Q) and the set of tuples {(T;, Fi) }icr
with (Ti, i) € Ri(Q).

Proof: Let X € R;(Q). Then all regular submodules and all regular quotient
modules of X are in R;(Q) by the above corollary. So we know if i # j, then
Hom(X,Y) =0,VX € R;(Q) and Y € R;(Q). The rest is clear by Lemma 4.9.

Now we start to demonstrate R;(Q) . Suppose R;(Q)) has n regular simple
modules[WBJ: Sy, 5,...,S5,-1 where S;;; = 75;. Let Let A, be the quiver in
Section 4 and S}, S5, ..., S! are the correspondent simple modules to the vertices.
Then we construct a map: F(S!) = S;. Then F induces a one to one correspondence:
En — Ri(Q) such that if X € &, and is indecomposable with the length m and top
S, then F(X) is the indecomposable regular module with the regular length m and

top S;. we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.15. (1) VXY € &,,Hom(X,Y) =0 <= Hom(F(X),F(Y)) =0.
(2) Suppose Y € &, and X is a submodule of Y. Then F(Y/X)=F(Y)/F(X).
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Proof: Clear by Lemma 5.11 and Corollary 5.12.

Theorem 5.16. F induces a one to one correspondent between the set of torsion pairs
on &, and R;(Q).

Proof: Clear by the above lemma.
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