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ABSTRACT. We introduce the new concept of silting modules. These iesdgeneralise tilting modules over an
arbitrary ring, as well as supporttilting modules over a finite dimensional algebra receirilyoduced by Adachi,
lyama and Reiten. We show that silting modules generatetoctasses that provide left approximations, and thatyever
partial silting module admits an analogue of the Bongartmglement. Furthermore, we prove that silting modules are in
bijection with 2-term silting complexes and with certaisttuctures and co-t-structures in the derived module oayeg
We also see how some of these bijections hold for silting dergs of arbitrary finite length.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of tilting is fundamental in representatiomtiiéo compare categories of modules or their derived
categories. Tilting modules first appeared in the study dfiefidimensional representations of quivers, and they
have been generalised in many different ways. Our aim isitigbrtogether some of these approaches.

Large tilting modules over arbitrary rings were introdud¢edl18]. They play an important role in approxi-
mation theory, since they correspond bijectively to theitor classes that provide special preenvelopesi(see [9]).
They also shed a new light on the Homological Conjectures f@eexamplel[10,15]). Moreover, these modules
are intimately related to localisation, both on the leveafdule categories and derived categories. Indeed, over
some rings there is an explicit description of all tilting dutes using techniques from localisation theory (see for
example([7| 8, B]).

Silting complexes were first introduced by Keller and Voski€[26]) to study t-structures in the bounded
derived category of representations of Dynkin quivers. yTgeneralise tilting complexes - and, thus, finitely
generated tilting modules - in the sense that the assodistedctures yield hearts that are not necessarily derived
equivalent to the initial algebra. The topic resurface@ndly, in particular through the work of Aihara and lyama
([2]), Keller and Nicolas ([25]), Koenig and Yand ([27]), déMendoza, Sdenz, Santiago and Souto Saldrio ([31]).
In [2], it was shown that silting complexes over a finite dirsiemal algebra form a class of objects where mutation
can always be performed - contrary to the classical setuftin§tmodules. In fact, mutation requires the existence
of exactly two complements for any almost complete tiltingdale - a condition which is not always fulfilled, but
which can be provided by passing to the class of silting cexgs. Furthermore, in[25, £7,/131], correspondences
relating silting complexes, t-structures and co-t-suites were established, extending previous work of Hoshino,
Kato and Miyachi on 2-term silting complexes and their aigged t-structures and torsion pairis ([20]).

Supportt-tilting modules are the module-theoretic counterpart @ér2n silting complexes. They were in-
troduced over finite dimensional algebras by Adachi, lyama Reiten ([1]), who showed that these modules
admit mutation and that there is a mutation-preservinghge with 2-term silting complexes. 10.[22], the notion
of supportt-tilting was generalised to certain categories of finitalggented functors and correspondences with
2-term silting complexes, t-structures and co-t-strueduwere established. The goal of this paper is to set up a
theory for arbitrary rings and modules that provides a garfeamework for bijections of this type.

Silting modules over an arbitrary ring are intended to galiss tilting modules in a similar fashion as 2-term
silting complexes generalise 2-term tilting complexes als in the way suppont-tilting modules generalise
finitely generated tilting modules over a finite dimensioakljebra. This new class of modules shares some
important features with tilting theory. In particular, ttersion class associated to a silting module provides left
approximations, and partial silting modules admit an amadoof the Bongartz complement.

It turns out that silting modules are related to the classuatsitilting modules studied by Colpi, D’Este and
Tonolo in [14][16]. As a main feature, these modules indutietithe equivalences occurring in Brenner-Butler’s
classical Tilting Theorem. This forces them to be finitelyngeated ([39]). In our work we drop this finiteness
condition, and we show that large quasitilting modules eauaded to classify some torsion classes (including those
generated by silting modules) which provide left approxiores. Notice that over a finite dimensional algebra,
finitely generated silting and finitely generated quasitijitmodules coincide with suppartilting modules. Some
related results are obtained in parallel work by Wei{([47]) 42
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Finally, the proposed concept of silting modules allowsdoeralise the correspondencesin [2] and [22]. More
precisely, we show that for an arbitrary ring there is a biggtbetween (not necessarily finitely generated) silting
modules and (not necessarily compact) 2-term silting cemgs. Moreover, every silting module gives rise to a
t-structure which coincides both with the construction tluélappel, Reiten and Smalg in [21] and with the t-
structure studied by Hoshino, Kato and Miyachilinl[20]. Témables us to prove correspondences between silting
modules and certain t-structures and co-t-structuresdrutibounded derived category. In fact, these bijections
hold for silting complexes of any finite length, thus extarglthe correspondences established in[[25] 2[7, 31] to
the non-compact setting.

As mentioned above, to every partial silting module one c@moeaiate a silting module obtained by adding a
suitable complement, as well as a bireflective subcategdhyaxcorresponding ring epimorphism. In the setting
of supportr-tilting modules, this was already observedinl[23]. Sdttheory thus provides an appropriate context
for studying ring epimorphisms and localisations. Thisrapgh will be explored in a forthcoming paper.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we fiatioh, and we recall some important definitions
and motivating results for the later sections. Section Zims the theory of silting modules. We discuss the
existence of silting approximations by passing to the meregal notion of a quasitilting module. This allows to
classify the torsion classes providing left approximagioiith Ext-projective cokernel (Corollaky 3.8). We present
some relevant examples in Sectfonl3.3. Section 4 is devotsilting complexes. In particular, we show how
2-term silting complexes relate with silting modules,nastures and co-t-structures, generalising known results
established for compact silting complexes (Theorienis 4d&ahl).
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Dong Yang. The authors are also grateful to Qunhua Liu andS#amicek for further discussion on the topic.
The first named author is partially supported by Fondazicar@@ro, Progetto di Eccellenza ASATA. The second
named author is supported by a grant within the DFG-prigmiggram SPP-1489. The third named author is sup-
ported by a Marie Curie Intra-European Fellowship withia #h European Community Framework Programme
(PIEF-GA-2012-327376).

2. PRELIMINARIES

ThroughoutA will be a (unitary) ring,Mod(A) the category of righA-modules, andProj(A) (respectively,
proj(A)) its subcategory of (finitely generated) projective modulodules will always be righA-modules. In
some contexts, we will be considering algebfasver an algebraically closed field.

Morphisms inPro j(A) will be interpreted, without change of notation, both ag@¥t complexes concentrated
in degrees -1 and 0 in the homotopy categé(iProj(A)), and as projective presentations of their cokernels.

The unbounded derived (respectively, homotopy) categbMad(A) will be denoted byD(A) (respectively,
K(A)). If we restrict ourselves to bounded or right bounded caxgs, we use the usual superscripend —,
respectively. The terraubcategoryvill always refer to a strictly full subcategory.

For a subcategory of D(A) we denote byx'>0 the subcategory consisting of the obje¥tin D(A) such
thatHomp ) (X,Y([i]) = 0 for alli > 0 and allX € X. Similarly, one definesc+<0 and.x+o. If the subcategory
consists of a single objedt, we write justX>0, X1<0, andX 0. The notation for left orthogonal subcategories
is defined analogously.

For a givenA-moduleM, we denote byM° the subcategory dflod(A) consisting of the objectd such that
Homa(M,N) = 0, and byM~1 the subcategory dflod(A) consisting of the objectd such thaExti(M,N) = 0.
Further, Add(M) denotes the additive closure lIf consisting of all modules isomorphic to a direct summand of
an (arbitrary) direct sum of copies M, while GenM) is the subcategory dfl-generated modules (that is, all
epimorphic images of modules &dd(M)), andPregM) is the subcategory dfl-presented modules (that is, all
modules that admit aAdd(M)-presentation).

2.1. Tilting modules. Let us begin by recalling some basic facts about (not nedgsBaitely generated) tilting
modules.

Definition 2.1. An A-moduleT is said to bdilting if GenT) = T-1, or equivalently, ifT satisfies the following
conditions:

(T1) the projective dimension df is less or equal than 1;

(T2) Extx(T,T") =0 for any set;

(T3) there is an exact sequence

0 AT, T 0

whereTp andTy lie in Add(T) (and sopis a leftGen(T )-approximation).
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The subcategorenT) is then called dilting class. It is a torsion class containing all the injective modules.
The notion of partial tilting module is a weakening of thisiddtion. There are different definitions in the literature;
here we adopt the definition proposed(in|[18].

Definition 2.2. We say that am\-moduleT is partial tilting if

(PT1) Tt is atorsion class;
(PT2) T liesinT1,

Condition (PT1) implies (T1), and it is stronger than (T1)assT is finitely presented. Furthermore, once
(PT1) is satisfied, (PT2) is equivalent®en(T) lying in T+1. In fact, alsoGen(T) is then a torsion class, as we
are going to see next (cf._[lL4, Proposition 4.4]).

Lemma 2.3. If an A-module T satisfies GERh) C T*1, then(Gen(T), T®) is a torsion pair in ModA).

Proof. We verify thatGenT) = °(T?). Cleary, we hav&enT) C °(T°). ForM in °(T°), consider the sequence
0O—17T(M) =M —->M/11(M) =0

given by the tracat (M) of T in M. Applying the functorHoma (T, —) to the sequence and using the fact that
Ext}(T,tr(M)) = 0, we see tha¥l /11 (M) lies inT°. Thus, we havé/l = 1+ (M), as wanted. O

Recall that a modul in a torsion clas¢ is Ext-projective in 7 if Exti(M,7) = 0. The condition in the
lemma above can then be rephrased by sayingitheExt-projective inGen(T).

2.2. 1-tilting modules. Let A be a finite dimensionaK-algebra. We will denote by the Auslander-Reiten
translation in the categomod(A) of finitely generated\-modules. We recall the following definitions from [1].

Definition 2.4. A finitely generated\-moduleT is said to be
e T-rigid if Homp(T,TT) =0;
e T-tilting if it is T-rigid and the number of non-isomorphic indecomposableafisummands of equals
the number of isomorphism classes of simfsfenodules;
e support t-tilting if there is an idempotent elemembf A such thafl is at-tilting A/AeA-module.

In order to generalise these notions to arbitrary riagsd arbitran/A-modules, we will need a description that
does not use the Auslander-Reiten translation.

Theorem 2.5. Let T be a finitely generatetd-module andb be its minimal projective presentation.

(1) [1, Proposition 2.4A A-module M satisfies HogtM,tT) = 0 if and only if the morphism of abelian
groups Hom (o, M) is surjective.

(2) [11, Proposition 5.8T ist-rigid if and only if Ger{T) C T+1.

(3) [1, Corollary 2.13]T is supportr-tilting if and only if Ger{T) consists of the\-modules M such that
Hom (0, M) is surjective, wher@ is the projective presentation of T obtained as the dirent sfic with
the complexXe/\ — 0) for a suitable idempotent element e/of

Proof. Statements (1) and (2) follow by similar arguments to thesarsed in the given references, using a more
general version of the Auslander-Reiten formula (see, fangle, [28]). By [[1, Corollary 2.13]T is support
T-tilting if and only if genT) := Gen(T) NmodA) consists precisely of the finitely generatdemodulesM
such thatHomy (6, M) is surjective. Consider the torsion pagenT), T° nmod(A)) in modA). Note that the
subcategory oMod(A) formed by theA-modulesM such thaHom, (G, M) is surjective forms a torsion class in
Mod(A), whose associated torsion-free class contaihs modA). Moreover, by (2) and Lemnia2.3, we also
have that{Gen(T),T°) is a torsion pair iftMod(A). Our claim now follows from the fact that there is a unique
torsion pair(‘Z, F) in Mod(A) with gen(T) C 7 and T° Nmod(A) C ¥, given by the direct limit closure of
(genT), T°NnmodA)) in Mod(A) (compare[[30]). O
2.3. Silting complexes, t-structures and co-t-structures.Supportt-tilting modules turn out to be in bijection
with certain (2-term) complexes, called silting, and theg elosely related with certain t-structures and co-t-
structures. Let us recall some definitions. First of all, @nmbjectX in D(A), we say tha{ X[i] : i € Z} generates
D(A), if whenever a compleX in D(A) satisfiesH oy ) (X[i],Y) = 0 for alli € Z, thenY = 0.
Definition 2.6. A bounded complex of finitely generated projectAeenoduleso is said to besilting if

(1) Hompa) (0, 0li]) = O for alli > 0;

(2) the set{ali] :i € Z} generate®(A).
A silting complexo is said to be2-silting if o is a 2-term complex of projectivé-modules.
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Remark2.7. The notion of silting complex has appeared in differentmerfiees with differengeneratiorrequire-
ments. In order to remove any ambiguity we remark that alefgeneration properties are equivalent.

Given a ringA and an objecX in D(A), the se{X[i] : i € Z} generate®(A) if and only if D(A) is the smallest
triangulated subcategory Bf(A) which containsX and is closed under coproducts. In fact, the if-part is ¢leaad
the converse implication follows from|[3, Proposition 4abid [33, Lemma 2.2(1)].

If X is compact inD(A), then the two equivalent conditions above are furthermorévalent to say that
KP(proj(A)) is the smallest triangulated subcategoryDgf\) containingX and closed under direct summands
(i.e., the smalleghick subcategory containing). Indeed, under this assumpti¢X|i] : i € Z} is a generating set
for D(A). The converse holds as arguediih [2, Proposition 4.2], usiggments of [36] and [32].

Definition 2.8. [12,[13,35] LetD be a triangulated category. tAstructure (respectively, @o-t-structure) in D
is a pair of subcategori¢g/=C, /=0) (respectively( Uso, U<o)) such that

(1) Homp (=0, ¥20/—1]) = 0 (respectivelyHompy ) (U, U<o[1]) = O);

(2) V=O[1] C V=0 (respectivelyliso[—1] C Uso);

(3) ForeveryXin D, there is a triangle

Y X W Y[1]

such thaty lies in /<0 andW lies in /=9[—1] (respectivelyY lies in Uso andW lies in U<o[1]).
We use the notation®’=" := 7/<0[—n|, =" := 9/20[—n|, Usp := Uso[—n] and U<y, := V-o[—n]. A t-structure
(respectively, co-t-structure) is furthermore said tdbendedif

U v="=D=J V" (respectively, | ] Usn=D = Ucn).
nezZ nez nez nezZ
For a t-structurg¢?’<%, 17=0), the intersectior’=°N 9= is called theneart and%’=C is called theaisle. Note
that the aisle completely determines the t-structure siéé = (9=%)0[1]. Furthermore, for a t-structure, the
triangles in axiom (3) are functorial, giving risetrmincation functors (see [12]).

Example 2.9. (1) The pair(D=°,D=%) in D(A), whereD=° (respectivelyD>?) is the subcategory of complexes
with cohomologies lying in non-positive (respectivelypapegative) degrees, is a t-structure, calledstia@dard
t-structure. We denote its associated truncation functors 8yandt=", for all n € Z.

(2) [13,[35] Consider the triangulated subcateg®gyA) of K(A) of homotopically projective complexes. The
canonical functor froniK (A) to D(A) is known to induce a triangle equivalence betwigA) andD(A) (see, for
example,[[24]). We use this fact throughout without furtheemtion. The paifKso,K<o) in Kp(A), whereK=0
(respectivelyK<o) is the subcategory of complexes whose negative (respdgtpositive) components are zero, is
a co-t-structure, called thetandard co-t-structure. The triangles in axiom (3) can be obtained (non-functtyjal
using the so-calledtupid truncations, where zero replaces the components of the complex whiohuasale the
required bound.

(3) [21, Theorem 2.1] A torsion paifZ, ¥ ) in Mod(A) induces a t-structur(le?[O, D?O) in D(A) given by
D3°:= {X € D(A) : H%(X) € T,H'(X) = 0,¥i > 0}
D7°:={XeD(A) :H }(X) € #,H'(X) =0,vi < —1}.

(4) [4, Proposition 3.2] For every objextin D(A) there is a t-structur@isle(X), X <0), calledthe t-structure
generated byX, whereaisle(X) is the smallest coproduct-closed suspended subcateg@rggfcontainingX.
Recall that an additive subcategory®fA) is calledsuspendedif it is closed under extensions and positive shifts.

The following theorems, which we will generalise to a largentext, relate some of the concepts introduced
above. For details on the notion of a silting t-structure wferto [2, Definition 4.9] and Definition_4.4. For
related results, see also [22] 31].

Theorem 2.10.[27, Theorem 6.1][25] et A be a finite dimensiond-algebra. There are bijections between
(1) isomorphism classes of basic silting complexesitgfoj(A));
(2) bounded t-structures inWmod(A)) whose heart is equivalent to m@d) for someK-algebrarl;
(3) bounded co-t-structures in%proj(A)).
Theorem 2.11.[1, Theorem 3.2]2, Theorem 4.10Let A be a finite dimension&-algebra. There are bijections
between
(1) isomorphism classes of basic suppotilting A-modules;

(2) isomorphism classes of basic 2-silting complexesipkoj(A));
(3) 2-silting t-structureg U=C, 1=%) in D(A).



3. SLTING MODULES

We want to introduce a class of modules that generalis@ggtithodules over arbitrary rings, and at the same
time, coincides with supportttilting modules when restricting to finitely generated rates over a finite dimen-
sional algebra. One of the main common features of tilting supportt-tilting modules is their connection to
torsion classes that provide left (and right) approximatioNVe therefore start by discussing the existence of such
approximations. Afterwards, we define silting modules andgfurther properties.

3.1. Approximations and quasitilting modules. A crucial feature of tilting theory is that tilting classemopide
special preenvelopes. Recall that, given a subcategaryMod(A), aspecial T -preenvelopeof an A-moduleM
is a short exact sequence

0—>M-%5B—C—0
such thaB lies in 7 andExt}(C,7) = 0 (and sapis a left T-approximation oM).

Theorem 3.1.[9, Theorem 2.1 torsion classZ in Mod(A) is a tilting torsion class if and only if every A-module
admits a speciall -preenvelope.

Also supportr-tilting modules induce approximation sequences, but thp qris not injective in general. So,
we now turn to torsion classes providing left approximagiovith Ext-projective cokernel. The classification of
such torsion classes will lead us to the notion of a quasijilmodule, and it will allow to recover a result from
[1] relating support-tilting modules with functorially finite torsion classeseg Remark 3.17).

First, we recall the notion of a-module ([14]). Such modules arise in the literature aswapg half of the
categorical equivalences of the Brenner-Butler theoretiiting theory. In factx-modules are precisely those
A-modulesT such that the functoHoma(T,—) induces an equivalence betwe@&enTa) andCoger{D(T)g),
whereB = Enda(T) andD(T) is the dual ofT with respect to an injective cogeneratorbd(A). This forces
them to be finitely generated ([39]). For our purpose we hawrop this finiteness condition and work with the
following “large version” of the notion of a-module.

Definition 3.2. An A-moduleT is ax-module if GenT) = PreqT), andHoma(T, —) is exact for short exact
sequences ienT).

Quasitilting modules were introduced in_[16] as the (selfall) x-modulesT for which GenT) is a torsion
class. Infact, there are many equivalentways of defining susdules, cf/[16, Proposition 2.1]. For a subcategory
C of Mod(A), we denote by the subcategory formed by the submodules of all modulgs in

Lemma and Definition 3.3. The following statements are equivalent for an A-module T.

(1) T is ax-module and Ge(T) is a torsion class;
(2) PreqT) =GenT) and T is Ext-projective in G&l );
(3) GenT)=GenT)NT" 1.
We say that T igjuasitilting if it satisfies any of the equivalent conditions above.

Proof. (1)=(2): We only have to show th&xti(T,GenT)) = 0. Consider a short exact sequenc#liod(A)

0 M N—2>T 0

with M in Gen(T). SinceGen(T) is a torsion class\ lies in Gen(T) and, by assumption, the sequence remains
exact when applying the functetoma (T, —). But then it is split exact asrlfactors througty.

(2)=(1): Itis clear that ifT is Ext-projective inGenT) thenHoma (T, —) is exact for short exact sequences in
Gen(T). By Lemmd2.BGenT) is a torsion class and, thus, we have (1).

(2)=(3): Itis clear thatGen(T) C GenT)NT1. For the reverse inclusion, I8t lie in GenT)N T+t and let
M be an object irGenT) such that there is a monomorphismN — M. Clearly,C := Cokex(f) lies inGen(T)
and, thus, irPreqT). So there is a surjectiap: T' — C with T' in Add(T) such thaK := Ker(g) lies inGen(T).
SinceExtx(T’,N) = 0 by assumption, we obtain the following commutative diagaf short exact sequences:

g

0 K T c 0
Pl
0 N— =M C 0.

Now, the snake lemma shows tf@bkera) = Coker(b) and, thusCokera) lies in GenT). SinceGen(T) is
extension-closed by LemriaP.3, we conclude Mhéies in Gen(T).
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(3)=-(2) We only need to show th&en(T) C PreqT). LetM lie in Gen(T) and consider the universal map
u:T® — M, wherel = Homa(T,M). Clearlyu is surjective, and sincExti(T,T)) = 0, it is easy to see that
Ker(u) lies in T+1. By assumptiorKer(u) then lies inGen(T), soM lies inPreqT). O

We will require our modules to bignendo, i.e. finitely generated over their endomorphism ring, &s¢har-
acterises the modulds for which GenT) provides left approximations ([9, Proposition 1.2]). Nttat this is
further equivalent ta@en(T) being closed for direct products ([17, Lemma on p.408]). &abat a module is
calledfaithful , if its annihilator is zero. The following lemma extends auk relating«-modules to tilting.

Lemma 3.4. (cf. [19, Corollary 2] [15, Corollary 6) An A-module T is a finendemodule if and only if it is a
tilting A/Ann(T)-module.

Proof. SetA = A/AnnT). SinceAnn(T) = Ann(Gen(T)), it follows thatGen(Ta) = Gen(T). Therefore, it is
easy to see that is a finendox-module overA if and only if T is a finendok-module ovelA. So, without loss of
generality, it is enough to show thétis a faithful finendox-module overA if and only if T is a tilting A-module.

The if-part is clear. For the only-if-part, consider a faitifinendox-moduleT. As in [15, Theorem 3], we see
that all injectiveA-modules are contained ®enT), andGenT) C T+1. We repeat the arguments for the reader’s
convenience. SincE is faithful there is a monomorphisg: A — T for some setr, whereT? lies in Gen(T)
asT is finendo. Now every surjectioAl’) — E to an injective modul& extends to a surjectiof®)(") — E,
showing the first claim. Further, givévi in GenT), the functorHomu (T, —) is exact on the short exact sequence
in Gen(T) induced by an injective envelopé — E(M) and, sinceExt(T,E(M)) = 0, we getExt}(T,M) = 0.

Now, by Lemmd 213, we have th&en(T) is a torsion class. Thus, by Lemma and Definifiod I'3s a
quasitilting module an@GenT) = GenT)NT*1. But GenT) = Mod(A) since every injective module lies in
GenT), andGenT) = T*1 as wanted. O

Let us turn to the existence of approximations.

Proposition 3.5. The following are equivalent for an A-module T.

(1) T is afinendo quasitilting module.
(2) T is Ext-projective in GefT) and there is an exact sequence

AT, T 0,

with To and T in Add(T) and@a left Ger{T)-approximation.

Proof. (1)=(2): T is by definition Ext-projective irGenT) and, moreoverT is a tilting A-module by Lemma
[B.4. Then there is a short exact sequence

¢

0 A To T 0
with To andTy in Add(T) and@ a left Gen(Tz)-approximation inMod(A). The composition with the canonical
projectiontt: A— Athen yields the desired le@en(T)-approximatiorp= @rt: A — To in Mod(A).

(2)=(1): We have to show thatis anA-tilting module. First, we see th&en(T ) is contained(er(Ext/%(T, -)).
Indeed, every short exact sequenceM — N — T — 0 in Mod(A), with M in Gen(T), splits inMod(A) asT
is Ext-projective, and thus it splits iMod(A). Now, we show thaAnn(T) = Ker(¢). In fact, Ann(T) C Ker(¢)
asTy lies in Gen(T). For the reverse inclusion note thatn(T) is the intersection of the kernels of all maps in
Homa(A, T). Since every map : A— T factors throughp, we inferKer(¢) C Ker(f).

Therefore(p factors asp= @rthrough the canonical projectian: A — A. From the short exact sequence

)

0 A To T 0
we deduce that every modutein Ker(Ext%(T, —)), being generated b and satisfyingExt%(Tl,X) =0, is also
generated bifp, and thus byl . HenceGenT) = Ker(Ext/%(T, —)), and the proof is complete. O

We can now classify the torsion classes that yield left agpiprations with Ext-projective cokernel.

Theorem 3.6. The following are equivalent for a torsion clagsin Mod(A).
(1) For every A-module M there is a sequence

¢

M B C 0

such thatpis a left7-approximation and C is Ext-projective in.
(2) There is a finendo quasitilting A-module T such tiiat GenT).
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Proof. (1)=(2): ChooseM = A with an approximation sequence

A—2-B C 0

and seflf = B@C. Clearly, we hav&enT) C 7. Conversely, iiX is a module inT, any surjectiorf : Al) — X

factors through the-approximationg!") via a surjectiorB(') — X, showing thatX lies in GenT). Thus, we
have thatGenT) = 7. By Propositiori 35, it remains to show thhtis Ext-projective inGenT). In fact, by
assumption, we have to verify this only fBr As in the proof of Proposition 3.5 we obtain a short exactsege

0 A—%.B C 0

overA=A/Ann(T), and we see th&enT) is contained(er(Ext/}T(C, —)). Using the projectivity oAz, we infer
thatGen(T) is also containetKer(Ext%(B, —)). Consider now a short exact sequence® — N — B — 0 in
Mod(A) with M in Gen(T). SinceGen(T) is a torsion class, al9d belongs tdGenT) and the sequence actually
lies inMod(A). Then it splits inMod(A), and thus it also splits iMod(A). SoB is Ext-projective inGen(T).
(2)=(1): Asin [9, Proposition 1.2], we use the approximationusstge forA in Propositio 3.b to construct
approximation sequences for &imodulesM, where the cokernels turn out to lie A&dd(T) and thus are Ext-
projective modules ifY". O

The following lemma tells how to recover a quasitilting méaifrom its associated torsion class.
Lemma 3.7. If T is a quasitilting module, then Add) is the class of Ext-projective modules in GEn

Proof. If T is Ext-projective inGen(T), then so is every module iddd(T). Conversely, given an Ext-projective
moduleM in Gen(T) = PreqT), there is a surjectiof : T" — M, for someT’ in Add(T), with Ker(f) in GenT).
The Ext-projectivity oM implies that the short exact sequence inducedl bylits and, thus lies inAdd(T). O

Consequently, two quasitilting modules have the same imdditosure if and only if they generate the same
torsion class. We will thus say that two quasitilting module and T, areequivalentif Add(T;) = Add(Ty).
Theoreni 3.6 can now be rephrased as follows.

Corollary 3.8. There is a bijection between equivalence classes of finendsitijting A-modules and torsion
classesI in Mod(A) such that every A-module has a Igftapproximation with Ext-projective cokernel.

3.2. Silting modules. In this subsection we study (partial) silting modules, tremobjects under consideration
in this work. These modules will be defined in a way suggesyetiteoreniZ.b. For a morphismin Proj(A),
we consider the class #émodules

P :={X € Mod(A)|Hom (0, X) is surjective.
We collect some useful properties @f;.

Lemma 3.9. Leto be a map in Pro(A) with cokernel T.
(1) % is closed under epimorphic images, extensions, and direduygts.
(2) The clasZ; is contained in T,
(3) An A-module X belongs t@, if and only if for some (respectively, all) projective pration(s)w of X
the condition Horpa) (0, w[1]) = O is satisfied.
Proof. The proof of statement (1) is left to the reader.
(2) Seto : P_1 — Py and writec = it with 1t: P_1 — Im(c) andi : Im(c) — Py. By applying the functor
Homa(—,N), with N in %, to the short exact sequence induced by the monomorphiem(a) — Py we get the
exact sequence

Homa(Po,N) —> Homa(Im(c),N) — Extk(T,N) — 0.

We show that. is surjective. Consider a test mépim(o) — N. SinceN belongs t&Zg, thereisamapg: Py — N
such thatf t= girt Consequently, sinceis an epimorphism, we gdt= gi, as wanted.
(3) This is an easy observation, based(on [1, Lemma 3.4]. O

Definition 3.10. We say that al\-moduleT is
e partial silting if there is a projective presentationof T such that
(S1) 95 is a torsion class.
(S2) T liesin %g.
e silting if there is a projective presentationof T such thaGenT) = %;.
We will then say thaT is (partial) siltingwith respect to c.
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Remark3.11 (1) If T is partial silting, therGenT) C %s C T+1 by Lemmd3.B(2), andGenT), T°) is a torsion
pair by Lemma213. The same arguments show that every sittiodule is partial silting.

(2) Since%s is always closed for epimorphic images and extensions,itondS1) is equivalent to require that
94 is closed for coproducts. This is always true wioeis a map inproj(A) and, thus, a compact objectiyA).

So, in this caseT is partial silting if and only ifHomy ) (0,0[1]) = 0. The latter property hints on the choice of
the namesilting for our modules, which will indeed be justified by the relatigith (2-term) silting complexes (to
be explored in sectidn 4).

Notice, however, that in generéd; can containT, and even all direct sums of copies Bf without being

a torsion class. For example, the generic modilever the Kronecker algebra (the path algebra of the quiver
e —= o ) satisfies conditions (T1) and (T2) in Definitibn R.1. Takimghnonomorphic presentatianof G, we
obtain a clas¥/; = Gt containingGenG). But % is not a torsion class (ar@ is not partial tilting according

to Definition[2.2), because it is not closed under direct sumdeed, every adic modul® ., belongs toG'1,
while S_,, (@) does not. This follows froni[34, Proposition 1 and Remark d6p] stating that a torsion-free
regular module belongs B if and only if it is pure-injective. For details on infiniterdensional modules over
hereditary algebras we refer {0 [38, 37].

(3) Note that the definitions in_3.1L0 depend on the choice:afiot all projective presentations of a silting or
partial silting module will fulfill conditions (S1) and (S2further,T can be partial silting with respect to different
projective presentations giving rise to different assecldorsion classes. However, there is a unique torsios,clas
Gen(T), which can turn a modul€ into a silting module.

There is an evident parallel between (S1) and (S2) and therex{PT1) and (PT2) defining partial tilting
modules and, thus, also with (T1) and (T2) in the definitioa ¢ifting module. We will later obtain an analogue
of (T3) in Theoren{-3.14. Moreover, the definition of siltingearly resembles the conditioBenT) = T+1
defining tilting. Let us make this comparison more precisecd that anA-moduleT is said to besincereif
Homa (P, T) # 0 for all non-zero projectivA-modulesP.

Proposition 3.12. (1) An A-module T is (partial) tilting if and only if T is a (partlsilting module with
respect to a monomorphic projective presentation.
(2) A module T of projective dimension at most one is tilting dl anly if it is a sincere silting module.

Proof. (1) If T is a partial tilting module, there is a monomorphic projeefresentatios of T, andZs = T1.
SinceExti(T,T) =0, T lies in %, so thafT is partial silting with respect to. If, furthermore T is tilting, then
Gen(T) = T*1 = 9, thus showing thaT is silting. The converse implication is shown similarly.

(2) If T is tilting, then it is a faithful module and, therefore, séne. Conversely, assume thats a sincere
silting module with respect to a projective presentatiorP-; — Po. SinceT has projective dimension at most
one,Im(0) is a projectiveA-module ander(ag) is a direct summand d?_;. But then, ad lies in %5 and every
morphismP_; — T factors througlw, we haveHoma(Ker(o), T) = 0. SinceKer(o) is projective and is sincere,
it follows thatKer(o) = 0 andT is tilting by (1). O

Notice that even if a module has projective dimension onggfit happen that monomorphic presentations are
not the ones to consider for verifying the silting conditid®o not all silting modules of projective dimension 1
are tilting, as illustrated in Subsectibn13.3. The next psifon relates silting modules to quasitilting modules.

Proposition 3.13. (1) All silting modules are finendo quasitilting.
(2) A module is tilting if and only if it is faithful silting (and &nd only if it is faithful finendo quasitilting).

Proof. (1) LetT be silting with respect to a projective presentatmnP_; — Py. Then we know from Lemma
[3.9(1) thatGenT) = % is closed under direct products, which means fhas finendo. FurtherT is Ext-
projective inGen(T) by RemarkK3T/1(1). It remains to show ttaenT) C PreqT). LetM lie in Gen(T), let
| be Homa(T,M), and consider the universal map T() — M (which is then surjective). We will show that
K :=Ker(u) lies in 95 = Gen(T), thus finishing the proof.

Pick f : P_1 — K. SinceT() lies in Z5, we have the following commutative diagram

P,—2 opp—1-T 0
lf \Lg lh
0 K—Xo 70 Y 0.

By the universality ofu, there ish: T — T such thath = h. It then follows by a routine diagram chase that
there is a mag "Py — K such thagd = f, as wanted.
Statement (2) is an immediate consequence of Lemnha 3.4. O
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In particular, it follows that we can recover the additivestire of a silting module from its associated torsion
class (see Lemnia3.7). We will say that two silting moddlendT’ areequivalentif Add(T) = Add(T’).

The next result measures the difference between siltinggaiagitilting modules, and it characterises silting
modules in terms of a condition (S3) which is the silting ceupart of condition (T3) in Definitioh 2] 1.

Proposition 3.14. The following are equivalent for an A-module T and a projextiresentatiow of T.
(1) T is a silting module with respect m
(2) T is a partial silting module with respect mand
(S3) there is an exact sequence

A1, T 0,

with To and T in Add(T) and@a left Zs-approximation.
Proof. (1)=-(2): This follows from Proposition 3.13(1) and Propositi@8 using thatZs; = Gen(T).
(2)=-(1): SinceT is partial silting with respect to, it is clear thatGen(T) C Zs. If M lies in Z;, any surjection
f : Al) — M factors through th&/s-approximatiory'!) via a surjectiory: To(I> — M. ThusM liesinGen(T). O

A well-known result of Bongartz - later proved in full genktyain [18] - states that every partial tilting module
can be completed to a tilting module. The following theoreswmgeneralises it to our setting.

Theorem 3.15. Every partial silting A-module T with respect to a projeetpresentatiomw is a direct summand
of a silting A-moduld” = T & M with the same associated torsion class, that is, Gér= Z;.

Proof. Let T be a partial siltingd-module and let : P_1 — Py be a projective presentation®f In order to find a
complement foil, we begin by constructing an approximation sequencéfar?,. Consider the universal map
w:P_1 1 — Awith | = Homa(P_1,A). We get the following pushout diagram

o)

p,M = TM 0 (3.1)
llb lwl H
A—2 Mo TO 0.

If M lies in &5 then it easily follows from the universal property of the past thatpis a left Z5-approximation.
We will, therefore, show that any map P_; — M factors througto. SinceT ") lies in Z;, the compositiory
must factor througls via some mag; : Po — T(!), yielding the following commutative diagram

P_1 -2 . Py

lg lgl
M—LsT0

Moreover, sincd is projective, there is a map : Po — M such thay; = migp. It follows from a routine diagram
chase thatj,o — g factors throughp. Now, by the construction af and the commutativity of diagradn (3.1), there
are component mapp’ : P_1 — X andy : Po — M fulfilling g.0 — g = fy’ = Yjo. Consequently, the magp
factors througlw, proving thatM lies in 7.

We will now prove thafl := T @& M is a siltingA-module. Since the left square of diagrdm{3.1) is a pushout
diagram, it yields a projective presentation\df

()

aPy ) —%M—=0.

SNORCAARN

This gives us a projective presentatiorifoby considering the direct sugt= o ® (g o). Then%, = 75 as a
consequence of the following two easily verifiable statetmémat we leave to the reader:
(1) Let(6))ici be a family of maps ifProj(A) and® = @, 8. ThenZg = Nic| Ze;-

(2) Let8:Q 1 — QoandB: Q1 — Q) be mapsirProj(A), and(8,B) : Q_1 — Qo® Q) p— (8(p),B(P)).
Now Zg C ‘@(9’3)'

SoT is a partial silting module as it lies iy = 5, and it is even a silting module by Proposition 3.14. O
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3.3. Examples. We have seen in Propositién 3112 that (partial) tilting medware examples of (partial) silting
modules. In this subsection we discuss non-tilting exampfesilting modules. An important class of examples
of (partial) silting modules is given byrigid and support-tilting modules over a finite dimension&lalgebra.

Proposition 3.16. Let A be a finite dimensiond-algebra and let T be in mdd\). Then the following hold.
(1) T is partial silting if and only if it ist-rigid.
(2) T is silting if and only if it is support-tilting.
(3) [41]T is (finendo) quasitilting if and only if it is suppardtilting.

Proof. (1): This follows from Theorem 215(1) and (2) and Renfark 81} &nd (2).

(2) If T is silting, then by (1) it ist-rigid, and it satisfies condition (S3) in Theorém3.14, vehtreGen(T)-
approximation sequencA To T1 0 can be taken imodA). Now the claim follows by[[2B,
Proposition 2.14]. The converse implication follows fromebrent 2.5(3).

(3) First, recall that finitely generatédmodules are always finendo. By (2) the statement can beasptiby
saying thafl is quasitilting if and only if it is silting. Now the if-parsijust Proposition 3.13(1). We show that for
T in mod(A) also the converse holds true.Tifis quasitilting, then by Propositidn 3.5, it satisfies caioi (S3)
in Theoren 3.4, and it is Ext-projective ®en(T). By Theoreni25(2) the latter means tAats t-rigid. We
conclude from (1) that is a partial silting module satisfying (S3), or equivalgnd silting module. O

Remark3.17. (1) Corollary[3.8 can now be viewed as an analog of [1, Thed2efstating that over a finite
dimensional algebra, there is a bijection between isomorphism classes of bagipa@tt-tilting modules and

functorially finite torsion classe% in modA). Indeed, leftT-approximations irmod(A) can be chosen to be
minimal, and then the cokernel is always Ext-projective liye#i-known lemma due to Wakamatsu.

(2) A further consequence of Proposition 3.16 is that foraupportr-tilting moduleT over a finite dimensional
K-algebraA, the functorHomn (T,—) induces an equivalence betwe&enTa) and Coger{D(T)g), cf. [23,
Proposition 3.5] and [20, Theorem 4.4]. For more detailsumhsquivalences see |16].

The following is an example (taken frorn [16, Example 5.3])edfinitely generated silting module which is
neither tilting nor finitely presented.

Example 3.18.Let Q be a quiver with two vertices, 1 and 2, and countably manysifoom 1 to 2. LeR be the
indecomposable projectii€Q-moduleg KQ for i = 1,2. We show thaT := P,/sodP,) is a silting module (of
projective dimension one) which is not tilting. Indeed, aserved in[[15], the clagsenT) consists precisely of
the semisimple injectiv&Q-modules and, thus, we ha@enT) = (P1)° C T*1. In particular,T is not a tilting
module. Of course€T is not finitely presented. It admits the following proje&tipresentation

N) o

0 p! P, T 0,

with 25 = T11. Lety be the projective presentation 6fobtained as the direct sum ofwith the trivial map
P — 0. Then we have that

Py=THNP° =P °=GenT),
thus proving thaT is a silting module.

4. SLTING COMPLEXES

In this section we discuss (large) silting complexes and they relate to t-structures, co-t-structures and silting
modules. We first investigate the bijections between giliomplexes and certain t-structures and co-t-structures
([27]). Then we show that mapping a 2-silting complex to dhk@mology defines a bijection between (equivalence
classes of) 2-silting complexes and (equivalence clafyadtong modules. In particular, this justifies our choice
of name for the class of modules under study.

4.1. Silting complexes, t-structures and co-t-structures.We begin by extending the notion of silting and pre-
silting complexes in order to include complexes of larggqutive modules. We adopt a definition due to VWei [40,
Definition 3.1], who called such complexes semi-tilting.
Definition 4.1. A bounded complex of projectivd-moduleso is said to bepresilting if

(1) Homp(a)(a,6[i]) = 0, for all sets andi > 0.
It is furthermoresilting if it also satisfies

(2) the smallest triangulated subcategoryDoR) containingAdd(o) is KP(Proj(A)).
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We call o n-presilting, respectivelyn-silting, if it is an n-term complex of projectivé\-modules. Hereby, and
throughout this section, anterm complex of projective modules means a complex concenttatrdeen degrees
—n+1andO.

For a presilting complewm, we investigate the subcategaigle(o) from Exampldé 2.0(4), and the subcategory
o1>0. They play an important role in determining whetheis silting or not, cf. [20, Theorem 1.3] andl[2,
Corollary 4.7].

Proposition 4.2. The following statements are equivalent for an n-term cemplof projective A-modules.
(1) The complex is (n-)silting.
(2) ais presilting,a>0 N D=C is closed for coproducts in @), and the se{ali] : i € Z} generates DA).
(3) aisle(o) = o0,
(4) ois presilting ando>° lies in D=0,

Proof. (1)=-(2): It follows from [40, Proposition 4.2] thai*>° is closed for coproducts iB(A). By definition,
the smallest triangulated subcategoryDfA) containingAdd(o) containsA. Then the smallest triangulated
subcategory oD(A) closed under coproducts and containimgs D(A). It then follows from Remark2]7 that
D(A) is generated byali],i € Z}.

(2)=(3): The arguments are similar to those in the proofof [2,dllary 4.7]. The subcategory'>0ND=Cis
suspended and, by assumption, closed for coprodu@$M. It follows from Exampld20(4) thas>0 N D=0
containsaisle(o). For anyX in o>, there is a triangle associated with the t-structaisle(c), o+ <0)

Y—>X—=>Z-=Y[]],

with Y in aisle(g) andZ in g<0. SinceY then also lies iro->°, andX lies in o> by assumption, we conclude
thatZ lies ing>0. But thenZ lies ino<0 N g0, and saZ = 0 by (2). It follows thato>0 = aisle(a).

(3)=(4): Sinceo lies inD=Y, then so doeaisle(a) = o-->0.

(4)=-(1): This follows from [40, Proposition 3.12]. O

Remark4.3. Definitiond 2.6 anf4]1 agree on compleres KP(proj(A)). Indeed, for condition (1) one uses that
o0 is a compact object. This also implies tlut>0 is closed for coproducts. The claim now follows from<4(2)
in Proposition 4.

We will now study the (co-)t-structures arising from sifinpomplexes in some more detail.

Definition 4.4. (1) At-structurg V=0, 9=0) (respectively, a co-t-structu(€l-o, U<o)) in D(A) is said to be
intermediate if there area,b € Z, a < b, such thaD=2 C /<0 C D=P (respectivelyD=2 C Uy C D=P).
(2) At-structure( V=0, 7/29) is said to besilting if it is intermediate and there is a silting complein D(A)
such that’<0n+o(1=0[1]) = Add(0). It is furthermore said to be-silting if D<~"*1 C 9/<0 ¢ D=0,

Lemma 4.5. A t-structure( /<0, 1/29) is n-silting with9’<°n+0(1/=0[1]) = Add(0) if and only ifa is an n-silting
complex and/=<0 = g>0,

Proof. Suppose that?’<%, 7/29) is ann-silting t-structure with?/’<0n+o(7/<0[1]) = Add(c). It is clear thato

is a silting complex (since it has the same additive clossra silting complex). From Proposition 4.2 we have
thato>0 = aisle(o) and, henceg>0 is contained in’<% as so iwo. It remains to see tha’=0 C g>0. By the
orthogonality relations of t-structures, it is enough toya thato <0 is contained in’=°. Let X lie in o-<0 and
consider the canonical triangle associated with the &aire(7/=<C, 1/20)

Y—>X—=Z-=Y[1],

whereY lies in /=~1 andZ lies in /2°. By assumption, we have thetomy ) (0, X([i]) = 0 for alli < 0 and,
sinceo lies in /<0, we also have that 0mp(a) (0, Z[i]) = 0 for alli < 0. Thus, we have thddonpa) (0, Y([i]) =0
foralli < 0. On the other hand, sineelies in0(4<0[1]) = Lo(9=~1) we see thaHomp ) (0, Y[i]) = O for all
i > 0. Recalling from Propositidn 4.2 th&o[i] : i € Z} is a set of generators f@(A), we conclude that = 0.
ThusX = Z andX lies in /=0 as wanted.

It remains to show that is ann-term complex. Le be a complex of projectivd-modules of the form
(R, di)icz with P = 0 for alli > 0. Since the t-structure issilting, D=~"** lies in /<0 andg lies in +o(7=°[1)),
SoHomp4)(0,D="") = 0. Consider now the canonical co-t-struct(ike.o, K<o) in Kp(A) from Examplé ZB(2),
and take a triangle given by stupid truncations, that is,

u

Y o z Y[,
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with Y in K> _ny1NK<g andZ in K<_y,. SinceZ lies inD="", the mapu is zero and, thusgy lies inK> 1 NK<g
because it is a summandf(in fact, it is easy to check that we even hae o).

Conversely, let be ann-silting complex. Then it is easy to see tit "1 C g->0, and from Proposition 4.2
we have that>0 C D=0, Moreover, clearly we havAadd(c) C o->0n+0o(g1>0[1]). We now show the reverse
inclusion. LetX lie in o*>0n+0(g+>0[1]) and letl be the seHomp ) (0,X). The canonical universal map
u: o) — X gives rise to a triangle

u

K ol X

KId].

Applying the functoHomy ) (0, —) to the triangle, sincéionp ) (0, o) =o0 andHonp ) (0, u) is surjec-
tive, we deduce that omy ) (0,K[1]) = 0. Fori > 0, since

Homy s (0,0"[i +1]) = 0 = Hompa) (0, X[i])

we also conclude thdtiomp ) (0,K[i +1]) = 0. ThuskK lies in o>0, SinceX lies in +o(g>0[1]), we infer

thatv € Homypa) (X, K[1]) is zero. Thereforey splits andX lies in Add(o) as wanted. Thugo*>0,0+<0) is an
n-silting t-structure. O

It follows from the lemma that two silting complexesandy in D(A) satisfyAdd(o) = Add(y) if and only if
ol>0 = y->0, Therefore we can define, unambiguously, a notion of eqem of silting complexes: two silting
complexes andy are said to bequivalentif Add(o) = Add(y).

The following theorem generalises the correspondencearfpact) silting complexes with t-structures and

A

co-t-structures in ]2, 27]. It has been partly treated ini [Ai®eorem 5.3] and ir [31, Corollary 5.9].

Theorem 4.6. There are bijections between
(1) equivalence classes of silting complexes (AR
(2) silting t-structures in DA);
(3) intermediate co-t-structurg€i>o, U<o) in D(A) with U< closed for coproducts in B\);
(4) [31, Corollary 5.9pounded co-t-structures inProj(A)).

Proof. Consider the following assignments.

Bijection Assignment

(1) —(2) W: g (ol>0,gt<0)

(2) = (1) O: (V<0729 — o with Add(c) = V=0Nto(1/=0[1])
(1)— 3 ®: 0 (fo(oh>0[1]),00>0)

(1) — (4) Q: 0 (fo(at>0[1])NKPE(Proj(A)),a'>0NKP(Proj(A)))

We have seen above that the assignmiht® andQ do not depend on the representative of the equivalence
class of the silting comple®. Note also that these assignments commute with the shiftdufil], which is an
auto-equivalence of the derived category. To show'#hab and© are bijections, we will assume without loss of
generality that silting complexes are concentrated ineegjless or equal than 0 or tlet>0 is contained irD=C.

It follows immediately from Lemm@a4l5 that the assignmeéHtand® are inverse to each other.

We prove that® is a bijection in two steps. The first step will provide a bijen between (1) and certain
co-t-structures iD~ (A), and the second step will relate them to the co-t-structioré).

Step 1:n [40, Theorem 5.3] it is shown that assigning to a siltingyptexo the subcategorg>° yields a bi-
jection between equivalence classes of silting complemdsabcategorie®l of D~ (A) satisfying four properties.
We leave to the reader to check that two of those propertaagispecially covariantly finite and coresolving, as
defined in [40]) correspond exactly to the statement thet?[1]), ) is a co-t-structure iD~ (A). Notice that
here the left orthogonal is computedD (A). A third property states thatl is closed for coproducts.

We turn to the fourth property. It asserts that every objeat D~ (A) admits a finite coresolution by, i.e.
there are a positive integar, a collection of object§U; )o<i<m in U, and a finite sequence of triangles as follows

X —=Ug— Co— X[1]
Co— U1 —C1— Co[l]

Cno2— Umfl'; Un— Cm[l]

We now prove that this property can be rephrased by sayirtgttiaco-t-structuréo(2/[1]), ) in D~ (A) is

intermediate. In fact, the classés occurring in [40, Theorem 5.3] satisfy this condition by [4@mma 4.1].

Conversely, given a co-t-structu(@lo, U<o) in D~ (A) such thatD="" C .o C D=° for somen, we take a
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complexX in D~ (A), say withH'(X) = 0 for alli > k, and construct a sequence of triangles as above. Let us first
reduce this analysis to the case wh¥rkes in D=C. Indeed, by the axioms of co-t-structure we have a triangle

X = Ug — Co — X[1]

such thatJg lies in U<o andCy lies in U=p. Using thatli<o C D=0, we see thaHi(Co) =O0foralli>k—1. So
we can find a finite sequence of triangles yielding an obct in D=0, Therefore, without loss of generality,
we may assume that we start wihin D=<C. We now build a sequence of triangles

X —Ug — Co — X[1]
Co — U1 — C1 — Cp[1]

Gn 1+ Un = Co— Co1[1]

whereU; lies in U<o andC; lies in Usq for all 0 < i < n. Heren is the natural number above wibhs " C Uo.
We claim thatHonmpa) (Cn,Cn—1[1]) = 0. This will show that the last triangle splits, €a_1 will belong to U<o
as wished. To prove this claim, we apply the fundtamnya)(Cn, —) to all the triangles. From the orthogonality
properties of the co-t-structure we infer that, for a1 <n,

HOmD(A) (Cn,Cna[1]) = Honb(A)(Can*i [i]).
From the first triangle we get an isomorphism
Hompa) (Cn,Co[n]) = Homp ) (Cnh, X[n+1]).

But C, lies in Uso = 10(U<o[1]), and X[n+ 1] lies in D=~"~1 = D=""[1] C U<o[1]. So we conclude that
Hompa) (Ca, X[n+1]) = 0, which proves our claim.

Step 2.We have shown thab defines a bijection between equivalence classes of siltmgptexes inD(A)
and intermediate co-t-structuré&>o, U<o) in D~ (A) such thatti<q is closed for coproducts iD(A). It remains
to prove that such co-t-structuresn (A) and the corresponding co-t-structureshifA) are in bijection. To
this end, we prove that for such a co-t-struct(ft&.o, U<o) in D~ (A), the pair(*0(U<o[1]), U<o) in D(A) (now
with the orthogonal computed ID(A)) is an intermediate co-t-structure{A). Then we immediately obtain an
injective assignment with an obvious inverse given by thiersection withD~(A), completing our proof.

We only have to verify axiom (3) in the definition (2.8) of a tetructure for the pait0(U<o[1]), U<o) in
D(A). We use the equivalence betweB(A) andK,(A) and consider the standard co-t-struct(go, K<) in
Kp(A) from Exampld 2.9(2). For any in Ky(A), using stupid truncation, there is a triangle

Y x4z Y[

whereY in K>1 andZ in K<o. Now, Z lies inD~ (A) and, thus, there is a triangle

C[-1] z—2%u C

with U in U<p andC in Uso C +9(U<o[1]). Using the octahedral axiom, one can check that there iaagie
Y[1l] —— Con€fy) ——C ——Y|2].

SinceY[1] lies in K>o and homotopically projective resolutions of complexe&im[1] lie in K<_1, we have that
Y[1] lies in+o(U<g[1]). SinceC also lies ino(U<g[1]), so doeongBy), thus yielding a co-t-structure triangle

Coneow)[—1] x 2.y Cond6y)

with Cong®u) in +0(U<[1]) andU in U<o, as wanted.

It remains to see th& is a bijection. From[31, Corollary 5.9] there is a bijectioetween equivalence classes
of silting complexes inD(A) and bounded co-t-structures KP(Proj(A)). It associates to a silting complex
o the pair(*o(Us[1]), Us) in KP(Proj(A)), where U is the smallest suspended subcategoriKProj(A))
containingAdd(o). Its inverse is given by considering an additive generafdhe intersection of the pair of
subcategories. We only need to check thigt= 0>0 NK®(Proj(A)). First we observe that the intermediate co-t-
structurg(+o(a+>0[1]),a>0) in D(A) = Kp(A) restricts tok°(Proj(A)). Indeed, for a compleX in KP(Proj(A)),
consider a co-t-structure triangleky(A) with respect to0(a1>0[1]),0>0), say

C[-1] - X—=U —=C,
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with U in >0 andC in to(a>0[1]). ThenU is a right bounded complex iKp(A) and one can easily check
thatC is left bounded irK,(A). Therefore, they are all complexeski®(Proj(A)). Clearly, this restricted co-
t-structure corresponds to the compl@xunder the bijection defined in_[81, Corollary 5.9] and, tha@g; and
o0 NKP(Proj(A)) must coincide. O

Remark4.7. (1) We clarify in some more detail how the result above gdisas Theoreni 2.10 for compact
silting complexes over a finite dimensiori@algebraA. In [27], it is shown that ifo is compact, therio->0 N
DP(mod(A)),o-<0NDP(modA))) is a t-structure iflD?(mod(A)). Adopting the notation in the proof of Theorem
4.8, this corresponds to the restriction of the t-structddfe) in D(A) to DP(A). Indeed, it can be checked that
such arestriction must be bounded (becadge) is intermediate) and that the heart is a module categoryéite
cohomology ofo with respect to the t-structure is a projective generatdhefheart and it is small becausés
compact). Moreover, the co-t-structure associatesltiader Theoreri 2.10 can be checked (using the description
provided in [31]) to coincide with the restriction 6f(c) to K®(proj(A)). Itis, therefore, also the restriction of
(o) to KP(proj(A)). Again, this restriction will be bounded because the ctdesure is intermediate.

(2) Notice that¥(0) is a t-structure which is always right adjacent to the ctriedured (o), seel[13, Definition
4.4.1]. Compare with [27].

4.2. 2-silting complexes and silting modules.The following lemma establishes a useful connection batwee
o>0 and the torsion clasg introduced in Subectidn 3.2, for any 2-term comptein K°(Proj(A)).

Lemma 4.8. The following hold for a 2-term complexin K°(Proj(A)) with T = H%(a).
(1) An object X in ¥ belongs tas >0 if and only if H(X) lies in Z5. Moreover,Zs = o> N Mod(A).
(2) An object X in B° belongs tas<0 if and only if H(X) lies in T°. Moreover, T = g-<0 N Mod(A).
(3) The module T is partial silting with respectdif and only if the comple® is presilting ando->0 N D=C
is closed for coproducts in ().

Proof. We seto : P_1 — Po.

(1) Let X = (Xj,d;)jez be a complex irD=0% (assume without loss of generality thét = 0 for all j > 0).
Suppose thaX lies in >0, Any map fromh: P_; — HO(X) lifts to a mapf : P_; — Xg via the projection map
T: Xo — HO(X) sinceP_1 is projective. Now,f induces a map iflomy ) (0, X[1]) which we assume to be zero.
Thus, there are mass : P — Xp ands_1 : P_1 — X_1 such thatf = 550+ d_1S_1. Sinceh = 1if, we easily see
thath = (T59)0 and, thusHO(X) lies in Z.

Conversely, suppose that%(X) lies in Z5. Then, for a morphism itdomy a) (0, X[1]) defined by a map
f:P_1— Xg, thereish: Py — HO(X) such thatrtf = ha. SinceP, is projective, there isp : Py — Xo such that
T = h. It is then easy to observe that theresig : P_; — X_3 such thatf — syo = d_15_1, showing thatf is
null-homotopic.

(2) LetX be an object in<0 N D=0, SinceX lies inD=%, we have a (standard) t-structure triangle of the form

(1X)[~1] = HO(X) — X — 21X,

SinceHonmya) (0, (121X)[—1]) = 0= Honpa) (0, X), we get thaHompa) (0,H2(X)) = 0 and, thusH(X) lies
in T°. Similarly one proves the converse.

(3) First we claim thab>0 N D= is closed for coproducts if and only ¥ is closed for coproducts, i.e.
condition (S1) in the definition of partial silting moduleltis for T. Indeed, consider the canonical triangle

= 1Px — PX — HAPX) — (= Px)[1,
i€l iel iel iel
for any family of objectgX;)ic| in 0> N D=, SinceD="! is contained iro->0N D=0 andH® commutes with
coproducts, our claim follows from (1). Condition (S2) issaglent too lying in 6->0 by Lemmd3.B(3). O

The following theorem is a non-compact version[of| [20, Tleao2.10], in the sense that it extends the state-
ments from compact silting complexes to silting complexesi(Proj(A)).

Theorem 4.9. Leto be 2-term complex in Proj(A)) and T=HO). The following statements are equivalent.
(1) ois a 2-silting complex;
(2) ois a presilting complex, anfio[i] : i € Z} is a set of generators in \);
(3) T is a silting module with respect tm
(4) (Z5,T°) is atorsion pair in ModA).
Moreover, if the conditions above are satisfied, we have
020 = DY = {X € D(A) : HY(X) € Z5, H'(X) = 0Vi > 0}.
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Proof. (1)=-(2): This follows from Proposition 412.
(2)=(1): By Propositioi 42, we have to show theit>0 is contained irD=C. Let X be an object iro>0 and
consider its triangle decomposition with respect to theooéal t-structure iD(A)

50X — X — 121X — (T=0X)[1].

It is clear thaﬂﬁonb(A)(c[i],rle) =0 fori > 0. Moreover, applyindgdompa)(ali],—), with i < 0 to the tri-
angle we get by assumption thidomp ) (0, X[—i]) = 0, and also thaHonp 4 (0, (t=0X)[~i +1]) = 0 since
(1=0X)[—i + 1] lies in D="2 for all i < 0. Therefore, we have thatomya)(afi],11X) =0 for alli € Z, and
121X = 0 as{a[i] : i € Z} is a set of generators f@(A).

(1)=-(3): Combining Proposition4l.2 with Lemrma#.8, we see thas partial silting, and s&enT) C .
Let nowM be a module inZ; and take the universal map o(') — M, wherel = Hompa) (0, M). We will show
thatHO(u) : T) — M is a surjection. For this purpose, we consider the triangle

o) A M —C— ol
and prove thati®(C) = 0. We use the generating property of the{ssi] : i € Z}, see (2) above. Note that the long
exact sequence of cohomologies for the triangle above stimtshere is a surjectioll — H%(C). Hence, the
moduleH®(C) lies in the torsion clas¥/s, and by LemmB4]8, it lies also >0, that is,Honp ) (0, H?(C)[1]) =

0. Sinceo is a two -term complex, it remains to see thidmy a) (0, HO(C)) = 0. AsC lies inD=°, we have the
following canonical triangle given by the standard t-stawe inD(A)

= c»Cc—HYC) - ="1cp).

Now, on the one hand, sinaeis presilting, it follows from the definition o€ that Honpa)(0,C) = 0. On
the other hand, since is a 2-term complex we also get thiebrmy ) (0,1<7'C[1]) = 0. Therefore, we have
Honpa)(0,HO(C)) =0, as wanted.

(3)=-(4): This follows immediately from Remafk3111(1) &% = Gen(T).

(4)=(1): Suppose thatZ,,T°) is a torsion pair. Then clearly is partial silting with respect t@, which
implies by Lemma& 418 that is presilting ando>0 ND=C is closed for coproducts iB(A). By Propositiod 4.2,
it remains to show thafoli] : i € Z} generate®(A). Let X be an object oD(A) such thaHony ) (0, X[i]) =0
for alli € Z. Sincea is concentrated in degreesl and 0, this is equivalent tdomp ) (0, 7<0(X[i])) = 0 for all
i € Z. ThenHonpp)(0,H'(X)) = 0, and thudH'(X) lies inT* for all i € Z. Consider the triangle

HOX[i —1))[—1] —» =7 Y(X[i — 1)) = T=0(X[i — 1]) = HO(X[i — 1))
and apply to it the functadonpa) (0, —). Since

Hompa) (0, T=(X[i — 1])) = 0 = Hompa (0, HO(X[i — 1])[-1]),
we conclude that
0= Hompa) (0,75 (X[i — 1])) = Hompa) (0, T=°(X[i])[1]),

thus showing that=0(X i]) belongs tag->0 for all i € Z. By LemmdZ.B, it follows thaitl' (X) = HO(T=CXi]) lies
in 9 for alli € Z. Since the paif 25, T°) is a torsion pair, we conclude thit(X) = 0 for alli € Z, as wanted.

Let us now assume that the equivalent conditions (1)-(4).Halparticular( %5, T°) is a torsion pair irMod(A)
and so ExamplE2.9(3) gives us a t-struct(mfézg, D%?). We want to prove that+>0 = Dy, . Propositior 4
shows thatisle(o) = 0>0 C D= and, thus, by Example 2.9(4) and Lemimd 4.8(1),

o0 = aisle(0) C {X € D(A) : H(X) € Zg,H'(X) =0, Vi > 0} = D30.

We will show thataisle(g)*o C D%l, thus proving that the inclusion above is in fact an equalitgt X be an

object inaisle(g)-0 = g*=<. Itis clear thaHonpx) (0, (t="1X)[i]) = O for alli > 0. Consider now the triangle
(=OX)[i — 1] — (="IX)[i] = X[i] = (=Z°X)]i].

Sinceo lies in D=0, we have thatomp ) (0, (12°X)]i — 1]) = 0 for alli < 0 and also, by the assumption Xn
Honpa) (0, X[i]) = 0 for alli < 0. This shows thatiomp ) (0, (1=1X)[i]) = 0 for alli < 0. Since{ali] : i € Z}
is a set of generators f@(A), we conclude that=—*X = 0. By Lemmd4.B(2), we get that’(X) liesinT°. O

Remark4.10 (1) Theoren{ 419 shows that the t-structure generated bytiagstomplexc equals both the t-
structure(o+>9, 0+<0) studied by Hoshino-Kato-Miyachi i [20] and the t-struet@ssociated to the torsion pair
(%5, T°) in the sense of Happel-Reiten-Smalgl[21].
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(2) We know from Theoreif1 4.9 that the cohomoldg$(o) is a silting module for any 2-silting complex
Further,o andy are equivalent 2-silting complexes if and only if the siftimodulesT = H%(g) andT’ = HO(y)
are equivalent. Indeed, recall that the silting moddlesnd T’ are equivalent ifAdd(T) = Add(T’), which in
turn means thaBenT) = Gen(T’). So the only-if-part follows from the fact th&t® commutes with coproducts.
Conversely, ifT andT’ are equivalent, then they generate the same torsion pairthemefore the associated
Happel-Reiten-Smalg t-structures coincide, which melaaist->0 = y->0 by Theoreni 419.

We finish by specialising Theordm #.6 to 2-term complexes.tf® bijection between (1) and (2) see also a
related result in [42].

Theorem 4.11. There are bijections between

(1) equivalence classes of 2-silting complexes;

(2) equivalence classes of silting A-modules;

(3) 2-silting t-structures in DA);

(4) co-t-structures Uso, Us<op) in D(A) with D=~ C U< C D=0 and U< closed for coproducts in B\).

Proof. Consider the following assignments.

Bijection Assignment

(1) — (2 HY: 0 — H%0o)

(1) —(3) W: g (01>0,01<0)

(1) —(4) ®: g (fo(o-0[1]),00>0)

RemarK4.10(2) above shows thaf is well-defined and injective. The surjectivity follows froTheoreni 49,
where it is shown that il is a silting module with respect to a projective presentatiotheno is a 2-silting
complex. Moreover, it follows from Lemnia 4.5 that the m#grom Theoreni 46 induces a bijection between
equivalence classes of 2-silting complexes and 2-siltstgutctures. Finally the co-t-structufe?(o+>0[1]),+>0)

in D(A) associated to a 2-silting complexclearly satisfie®="! C g'>0 C D=0, The map® from Theoreni 416
therefore restricts to the stated bijection. |
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