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ON 7-TILTING FINITE BOREL-SCHUR ALGEBRAS

QI WANG

On the occasion of Professor Susumu Ariki’s retirement

ABSTRACT. We completely determine the 7-tilting finiteness of Borel-Schur algebras.
To achieve this, we use two recently introduced techniques in silting theory: sign decom-
position as introduced by Aoki, Higashitani, Iyama, Kase and Mizuno [AHIKM], and
symmetry of silting quivers as investigated by Aihara and the author [AiW]. Besides,
we explore some new properties for both Borel-Schur algebra and sign decomposition.

1. INTRODUCTION

Representation type plays a fundamental role in the representation theory of finite-
dimensional algebras. One can classify finite-dimensional algebras into three classes based
on the indecomposable modules the algebra admits. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra
over an algebraically closed field K. Then A is said to be representation-finite if it admits
only finitely many indecomposable modules up to isomorphism; otherwise, A is said to
be representation-infinite. We say that a representation-infinite algebra A is tame if all
but finitely many d-dimensional indecomposable A-modules can be organized in a one-
parameter family, for each dimension d. A representation-infinite algebra A is called
wild if there exists a faithful exact K-linear functor from the module category of the
free associative algebra K (z,y) to the module category of A. The famous Finite-Tame-
Wild Trichotomy, established by Drozd [D], asserts that the representation type of any
finite-dimensional algebra over K is exactly one of representation-finite, tame and wild.

Similar to the concept of representation-finiteness, Demonet, Iyama and Jasso [DL]] in-
troduced a modern notion called 7-tilting finiteness, which is inspired by the 7-tilting
theory initially proposed by Adachi, Iyama and Reiten [AIR]. Here, 7 denotes the
Auslander-Reiten translation. Over the past decade, 7-tilting theory has arisen not only
as a generalization of classical tilting theory but also as a field closely connected to various
other objects in representation theory. These include torsion classes, wide subcategories,
semibricks, two-term silting complexes, stability conditions, maximal green sequences,
wall-and-chamber structures, cluster-tilted objects, fans and polytopes, and so on. We
refer readers to some in-depth papers such as [AHIKM], [As|, [BST], [DIRRT], [IR], [KTJ,
[T], for more details. The study of 7-tilting finiteness and new results in 7-tilting theory
may provide a deeper understanding of some classical problems, and then enhance the
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connection to the aforementioned objects. The methodologies developed during the pro-
cess may lead to other applications that fall within their own research directions. These
are the underlying motivations for studying this modern notion.

A finite-dimensional algebra over K is said to be 7-tilting finite if it has only a finite
number of 7-tilting modules. It is easy to observe that a representation-finite algebra must
be 7-tilting finite. Certain tame or wild algebras could also exhibit 7-tilting finiteness,
e.g., Brauer graph algebras [AAC| and preprojective algebras of Dynkin type [Mi]. In
fact, 7-tilting finiteness captures a brick-finiteness, as discussed in [DLJ], in both tame
and wild algebras. Besides, 7-tilting finiteness has been determined for various classes of
algebras, including radical square zero algebras [Ad], cycle finite algebras [MS], locally
hereditary algebras [AHMW], (special) biserial algebras [STV] Mo], gentle algebras [P],
some subclasses of two-point algebras [Wall [Wa4], Hecke algebras of type A [ALS], Schur
algebras [Wa3, [AoW], simply connected algebras [Wa2] and their tensor product algebras
IMW], cluster-tilted algebras [Z], and more.

In this paper, we pay particular attention to the bijection (as demonstrated in Theorem
2.6) between 7-tilting theory and silting theory. We are aiming to study additional prop-
erties of sign decomposition within the framework of silting theory. Sign decomposition
was initially introduced by Aoki in [Ao] as a means to classify torsion classes in radical
square zero algebras. Subsequently, this concept was extended and generalized by Aoki,
Higashitani, Iyama, Kase and Mizuno in their work [AHIKM], where it was applied to
the study of fans and polytopes in 7-tilting theory. We are also aiming to investigate
the behavior of sign decomposition on some subclasses of triangular algebras, i.e., algebra
without oriented cycles in its quiver. Indeed, the application of sign decomposition to
certain Borel-Schur algebra yields interesting insights, see for example, Proposition B.8

Borel-Schur algebra S™(n,r) is a certain subalgebra of the Schur algebra S(n,r) over
an algebraically closed field K of any characteristic p > 0, see Subsection for the
definitions. Since the module category of S(n,r) is equivalent to the category of r-th
homogeneous polynomial representations over the general linear group GL, (K) of degree
n, the module category of ST (n,r) encodes the representation theory of r-th homogeneous
polynomial representations over the group of upper triangular matrices in GL,, (K). Borel-
Schur algebras also play an important role in the study of projective resolutions for Weyl
modules associated with S(n,r) or GL,(K), see [SY], Woll, Wo2].

Recently, Aoki and the author [Wa3, [AoW] have completely determined the 7-tilting
finiteness of S(n,r). Although taking quotient and idempotent truncation preserves 7-
tilting finiteness of algebras (see [DIRRT, [D1J]), taking subalgebra usually does not keep
T-tilting finiteness. Hence, one cannot expect to know the 7-tilting finiteness of S™(n,r)
according to the results in [Wa3l [AoW], by the fact that ST (n,r) is the upper part of
the triangular decomposition of S(n,r). In fact, S(3,2) is known to be 7-tilting finite
(over any p > 0) but S7(3,2) is 7-tilting infinite showing in this paper. Besides, the
aforementioned fact enables S™(n,r) more nice properties compared with S(n,r), e.g.,
S*(n,r) is a triangular algebra (Proposition 2.11]), such that the S™(n, r)’s we need to deal
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with may have a large radical layer length. Since the support-rank reduction developed
in [Wa3l, [AoW] is only applicable to algebras with a small radical layer length, we cannot
use the same strategy as we did for S(n,r). We have to introduce a new technique for
ST (n,r), and this gives the reason why we consider sign decomposition in silting theory.

Based on the motivations for both sign decomposition and Borel-Schur algebras as
mentioned above, we present in this paper a complete classification of Borel-Schur algebras
in terms of 7-tilting finiteness. Erdmann, Santana and Yudin [ESYT),[ESY2] have provided
a complete classification for the representation type of Borel-Schur algebras. We first
review their results as follows.

Theorem 1 ([ESY1l ESY2]). The Borel-Schur algebra S*(n,r) is

e representation-finite if one of the following holds:
—n=2andp=0,0orp=2r<3orp=3,r<4dorp>5r<p,
—n>3andr =1.

o tame ifn=2,p=3,r=5o0rn=3,r=2.

Otherwise, S*(n,r) is wild.

Representation-finite cases are naturally 7-tilting finite, but the converse is not valid
in the class of Borel-Schur algebras. Our main result below implies that a tame case
(S*(2,5) over p = 3) and two wild cases (ST(2,4) over p =2, S7(2,6) over p = 5) occur
as 7-tilting finite algebras. These are the only cases that are representation-infinite but
T-tilting finite.

Theorem 2 (Theorem and Theorem ). Let S*(n,r) be the Borel-Schur algebra.
Then, it is T-tilting finite if and only if one of the following holds:

en=2andp=0,orp=2r<4dorp=3,r<S5o0rp=51r<6o0rp>71r<p;
en>3andr=1.

In order to prove the above result, we first reduce the problem on S*(n,r) to cases
involving small n and r via idempotent truncation, and then check the 7-tilting finiteness
of these few cases via quotient methods and the sign decomposition in silting theory. The
T-tilting finiteness of all but three cases: ST(2,4) over p = 2, ST(2,5) over p = 3, ST(2,6)
over p = 5, can be obtained theoretically using reduction techniques in Section 2, while
the exceptional three cases are handled by sign decomposition mentioned in Section
We then divide the proof into Section dl and Section Bl In particular, the symmetry of
silting quivers, tame concealed algebras and simply connected algebras, all of which play
a crucial role in our proof.

An immediate observation is that a 7-tilting finite Borel-Schur algebra is representation-
finite if p = 0 or n = 2,p > 7 or n > 3. This observation potentially introduces new
examples of algebras for which 7-tilting finiteness is equivalent to representation-finiteness.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Any finite-dimensional algebra A over an algebraically closed field K can be presented
as a bound quiver algebra K@Q/I with a finite (connected) quiver () and an admissible
ideal I. Here, admissible stands for the condition Ry CIC Ré with some integer m > 2,
where R is the arrow ideal of KQ).

In this paper, however, we do not always deal with admissible ideals. We will meet
a quotient KQ/J of KQ, in which J satisfies Ry C J for some m > 2 and contains a
relation o — Zle A\w; for some arrow o € @), paths w; € K@, coefficients \; € K such
that o does not occur in any of w;’s. It is obvious that J is not admissible. If this is the
case, the quotient K@Q/J is isomorphic to a bound quiver algebra KQ'/J’, where @’ is
obtained by removing « from ) and J’ is obtained by removing the relation o — Zle AiWw;
from J as well as replacing all references to a by Zle A\w;. For example,

O % (@] H (@] (@] H O ——0O
0—%0—=0 0O—>0—3%0

Here, a dotted line stands for a commutativity relation in an obvious way. Throughout,
we will use such a graph to indicate the bound quiver algebra presented by the quiver
with commutativity relations.

We consider right A-modules in this paper. Let (—)* := Homa(—, A). We denote by
rad A the Jacobson radical of A and by A° the opposite algebra of A. The category of
finitely generated right A-modules is denoted by mod A and the full subcategory of mod A
consisting of projective A-modules is denoted by proj A.

2.1. 7-tilting theory and silting theory. We first review the fundamental definitions
in 7-tilting theory. Then, we explain some details of silting theory as well as its connection
with 7-tilting theory.

Definition 2.1 ([AIR] Definition 0.1]). Let M € mod A and |M| be the number of
isomorphism classes of indecomposable direct summands of M.
(1) M is called 7-rigid if Hom4 (M, 7M) = 0.
(2) M is called 7-tilting if it is 7-rigid and |M| = |A]|.
(3) M is called support 7-tilting if M is a 7-tilting (A/AeA)-module for an idempotent
e of A. In this case, (M, P) with P := eA is called a support 7-tilting pair.

We denote by 7-tilt A (resp., s7-tilt A) the set of isomorphism classes of basic (resp.,
support 7-tilting) 7-tilting A-modules. Obviously, 7-tilt A C s7-tilt A. It is worth noting
that support 7-tilting modules are also 7-rigid.

Definition 2.2 (|[DL], Definition 1.1]). An algebra A is called 7-tilting finite if 7-tilt A is
a finite set. Otherwise, A is said to be 7-tilting infinite.

It is shown by [AIR, Theorem 0.2] that any 7-rigid A-module is a direct summand of
some 7-tilting A-module. Then, A is 7-tilting finite if and only if s7-tilt A is finite, if and
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only if A has only finitely many pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable 7-rigid modules.
The last condition yields the finiteness of bricks in mod A, see [DL], Theorem 4.2].

Let K4 := KP(proj A) be the homotopy category of bounded complexes of finitely gen-
erated projective A-modules. For any T € K4, we denote by thick T the smallest thick
subcategory of K4 containing T". Let add(T") be the full subcategory of K4 whose objects
are direct summands of finite direct sums of copies of 7.

Definition 2.3 (JAIL Definition 2.1]). Let T' € K4. Then,
(1) T is presilting (resp., pretilting) if Homy, (7', T'[i]) = 0 for any ¢ > 0 (resp., i # 0).
(2) T is silting (resp., tilting) if 7" is presilting (resp., pretilting) and thick 7' = K 4.

We recall the construction of silting mutations, following from [AIL Definition 2.30]. Let
T=X®Y € K4 be a basic silting complex with a direct summand X (not necessarily
indecomposable). Take a minimal left add(Y')-approximation 7 of X and a triangle

X 57— X — X[1],

where X’ is the mapping cone of 7. It is shown in [AIL Theorem 2.31] that uy(7") := X'@Y
is again a basic silting complex in 4. We call py(7') the left (silting) mutation of 7" with
respect to X. Dually, we can define the right (silting) mutation u% (7)) of T with respect
to X. If moreover, X is indecomposable, then px (7T is said to be irreducible.

Let silt A be the set of isomorphism classes of basic silting complexes in 4. For any
T,S € silt A, we define T > S if Homy, (T, S[i]) = 0 for all ¢ > 0. This actually gives
a partial order on the set silt A. It is known from [AI, Theorem 2.35] that S is a left
mutation of 7" if and only if T" is a right mutation of S, if and only if, 7" > S.

We now restrict our attention to two-term silting complexes. A complex in K4 is said
to be two-term if it is homotopy equivalent to a complex T, which is concentrated in
degrees 0 and —1, that is,

LAY

T=1"'5T1= —0—1"

Let 2-silt A be the set of two-term complexes in silt A. Obviously, 2-silt A is again a poset
under the partial order > on silt A. We then denote by H(2-silt A) the Hasse quiver of
2-silt A, which is compatible with the left /right mutation of two-term silting complexes.

Proposition 2.4 ([Al, Lemma 2.25, Theorem 2.27]). Let T = (T-' — T") € 2-silt A.
Then, we have add A = add(T° & T~') and add(T°) Nadd(T~') = 0.

Let {Py, Py, ..., P,} be a complete set of pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable pro-
jective A-modules. We denote by P, P, ..., P, the isomorphism classes of indecompos-
able complexes concentrated in degree 0. Then, the classes Py, I%,..., P, in K4 induce

a standard basis of the Grothendieck group Ky(K4). If a two-term complex T' € K4 is
written as
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then the class T can be identified by an integer vector
g(T) = (a1 —bl,ag — b2,...,an — bn) - Zn’

which is called the g-vector of T'. The above Proposition 2.4 says that a two-term silting
complex T' € 2-silt A must be of the form

(21) (@ PiEBai s @F)jé}aj>

iel jed
with INJ =0 and TUJ = {1,2,...,n}. Then, each entry of ¢(T) for T € 2-silt A is
either positive or negative, and can not be zero. Without confusion, we sometimes display
g-vectors of two-term silting complexes as the so-called g-matrices, in which the rows are
given by g-vectors of indecomposable two-term presilting complexes.

The following is a critical statement.

Proposition 2.5 ([AIR] Theorem 5.5]). Let T' be a two-term silting complex in 2-silt A.
Then, the map T +— g(T') is an injection.

We can explain the connection between 7-tilting theory and silting theory as follows.
This will give the reason why we focus on two-term silting complexes.

Theorem 2.6 ([AIR, Theorem 3.2]). There exists a poset isomorphism between sT-tilt A
and 2-silt A. More precisely, the bijection is given by
(%)
(M,P)——= (PL® P —> F) ,
where (M, P) is the support T-tilting pair corresponding to M and Py AN Ph— M —0
s the minimal projective presentation of M.

We give an example to illustrate the above settings.

Example 2.7. Let A be the algebra presented by

«
—_—

_ 2
e
1

—_—
v

1
8
3
The indecomposable projective A-module P; at vertex ¢ can be displayed as
P~2 3 P~2 P3~3 P~4
A complete list of support 7-tilting A-modules is given in [Wa2, Example A.3|, and there

are 46 support 7-tilting A-modules. We choose, e.g., 2i3 G 3Dy D N, € sr-tilt A, the

aforementioned correspondences can be illustrated as
0— P
@

1 0 0 0
PPy o _
@%@é@%@ﬁﬁ)% : A [ TR S
4 PP 1 0 1 0
® 10 0 -1

PPy
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We know from [AIR] that checking the 7-tilting finiteness of A is identical to finding
either a finite connected component of H(2-silt A) ~ H(s7-tilt A) or an infinite left mu-
tation chain in #H(2-silt A) ~ H(s7-tilt A). This is the reason why we are able to solve
certain small cases via direct calculation.

Proposition 2.8 ([AIR] Corollary 2.38]). If the Hasse quiver H(2-silt A) contains a finite
connected component C, then H(2-silt A) = C.

In order to identify a finite connected component of H(2-silt A), we usually calculate
the left mutations starting from A because A is the maximal element in 2-silt A. Although
such a left mutation is always silting, it may not always be two-term. Hence, it becomes
crucial to determine when such a left mutation is out of 2-silt A. This leads us to the
following essential statement.

Proposition 2.9 ([AIR] Corollary 3.8]). If S € K4 is a two-term presilting complex with
|S| = |A| =1, then S is a direct summand of exactly two basic two-term silting complezes.

2.2. Borel-Schur algebras. Let n,r be two positive integers and K an algebraically
closed field of characteristic p > 0. We take an n-dimensional vector space V over K with
a basis {v1,va, ..., v,} and denote by V®" the r-fold tensor product V @y V @k - Qx V.
Then, the tensor product V®" admits a K-basis given by

{vi, ®v;, @---@v;, |1 <i;<nforalll <j<r}.
Since the general linear group GL, over K has a natural action on V, it acts on V" by
(Viy @ Vi @ - Q)+ g = gui; @ gug, @ +++ ® g,
for any g € GL,. This is naturally extended to the group algebra KGL, of GL,. We
then obtain a homomorphism of algebras:
p: KGL, — Endg (V).
The image of p, i.e., p(KGL,), is called the Schur algebra.

Definition 2.10. Let B be the Borel subgroup of GL,, consisting of all upper triangular
matrices. We call the subalgebra p(B™) of p(KGL,,) the Borel-Schur algebra and denote
it by Si(n,r), or simply by S™(n,r).

Borel-Schur algebra S*(n,r) admits many nice properties, for example, it is a basic
algebra (|9]) and it has finite global dimension ([G]). We explore two more new properties
of ST(n,r) in the following.

Let A(n,r) be the set consisting of all compositionsEI of r into n parts, that is,

Aln,r) ={( A, A2, s ) [ M+ X+ -+ A, =7\ > 0,1 <i<n}.

IThis usually appears in the literature as weak compositions, and the composition of r into at most n
parts in the literature is obtained by restricting A; > 0 in the definition of A(n,r).
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We may write a composition (A1, Az, ..., A,) as Ay -+ A, for short. We define A < p €
A(n,r) in lexicographic order if A\; = p; for j < i and \; < p; for some 1 <4 < n. This
gives a total order on A(n,r), for instance,

003 < 012 < 021 < 030 < 102 < 111 < 120 < 201 < 210 < 300 € A(3,3).

We define an involution ¢ on A(n,7) by t(AAg-+-Ny) == Ay -+ AoAg.

The primitive orthogonal idempotents of S*(n,r) are labeled by elements of A(n,r).
The quiver @ of ST(n,r) has been determined in [S, Theorem 5.4] (see also [Ll, Chapter
4]). Since S*(n,r) is basic, we may identify the vertex set of @ by A(n,r). If p = 0,
there is an arrow from A to p in @ if and only if u — A = ~;, for some 1 < i < n, where
v =(0,...,0,1,—=1,0,...,0) with 1 being the i-th entry. If p > 0, we have A\ — p in @
if and only if i — A = p?y;, for some d > 0,1 <i < n.

We show that there is no oriented cycle in the quiver of S*(n,r).

Proposition 2.11. The Borel-Schur algebra ST (n,r) is a triangular algebra.

Proof. If there is an arrow A — 4 in the quiver of S*(n,r), we obtain \; = p; for j <1,
and \; = p; — 1if p=0, \; = p; — p? if p > 0, for some d > 0, 1 < i < n. This gives us
A < p in lexicographic order.

Suppose that there is an oriented cycle in S*(n,r), say, \> = Al — ... — X\F — X0 for
some k > 0. We then obtain both \° < A\* and \* < A%, a contradiction. O

Next, we show that the quiver @ of ST(n,r) admits an isomorphism ¢ : @ — @
sending A, i, A — p to C(A), C(u), ((n) — ¢(N) respectively, for any A\, u € A(n,r). It
is possible that ((A) = p; in this case, A\ — p is stable under the isomorphism ¢. Such
an isomorphism of () could give rise to an algebra anti-isomorphism of K@).

Proposition 2.12. Let Q be the quiver of ST (n,r). There is an isomorphism ( : Q — Q
mapping A to t(\), for X € A(n,r), and ¢ induces an algebra anti-isomorphism of KQ.

Proof. The opposite quiver Q° of @) consists of the same vertex set A(n,r) and reversed
arrows z* for arrows x of @), i.e., * is obtained by swapping the source and target of x.
To keep symbol consistency, we write A € A(n,r) as A* if it indicates a vertex in Q°?. We
then conclude that A — p in @ if and only if g* — A\* in Q°P, for any A\, u € A(n, ).

On the other hand, the condition # — A = ~; in the above definition is equivalent to
t() — t(X) = 7;, where 7; is obtained by rearranging the entries of 7; in reverse order,
and —73; = ; for some j. Since ¢(A), () € A(n,r), each arrow A\ — p in @) gives an
arrow ¢(p) — ¢(A) in Q. We obtain an isomorphism o : Q°° — @ of quivers by sending
NS s = A to o(A),e(p), e(p) — o(N), respectively. This gives rise to an algebra
isomorphism between KQ°P and K (), which is also denoted as o.

Hence, the composition ¢ := o o (—)* gives the desired quiver isomorphism of @) and
algebra anti-isomorphism of K Q). O

There exists an explicit formula ([G]) for the multiplication in S*(n, ), which can be
used to find the quiver presentation KQ/I of ST (n,r). For our purpose, however, we do
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not need to explain more details of S*(n,r), but only constructions of S*(2,r). Since
a composition (A, Ag) of r into 2 parts is uniquely determined by A; — Ay and A(2,7)
contains r + 1 elements, we replace the indexed set A(2,r) of @ by {0,1,2,...,r}.

Proposition 2.13 ([ESYT) Proposition 2.6 (a)]). Let p = 0. Then S*(2,r) is isomorphic
to the path algebra of the linear quiver 0 1 2 r.

There are several different approaches to describe the quiver and relations of S*(2,r)
over p > 0, see [], [Y], [ESY1], etc. We follow the constructions in [Li Chapter 2] as
follows. Given a positive integer s, it admits a unique p-adic decomposition s =Y., ;p’
with 0 < s; < p—1. Set [s], := > ,555i. We define a quiver A, whose vertex set is
labelled by {0,1,2,...,7}, and arrows are given by asp s > tif 0 <t < s <rand
[s —t], = 1. Then, we define a two-sided ideal I of K'A, generated by

{O‘S+pk“,S+(:n—l)p’co‘8+(p—1)p’“7s+(p—2)pk C gk | 8,k >0,0< s +pF < 7”}

and

k 4
{a5+pk+pl78+pka5+pk7s - Oé8+pk+pl78+pla5+pl7s | S, k # E Z 0, O S S _l_p _l_p S T} .

The following proposition is fully used in Section [l
Proposition 2.14 (|L| Theorem 2.3.1]). Let p > 0. Then, ST(2,r) ~ KA, /I.

We find two new properties of ST(2,7) as follows. Recall that an algebra A is said to
be Schurian ([9]) if dimg eAe’ <1 for any primitive orthogonal idempotents e, e’ of A.

Proposition 2.15. The Borel-Schur algebra S*(2,r) is a Schurian algebra.

Proof. Let {e; | 0 < i < r} be the complete set of primitive orthogonal idempotents of
ST(2,r). Since ST(2,r) is triangular, we have dimg €;S(n,r)e; = 1, for any 0 < i < r.
By the construction of the quiver of S*(2,r), there is no path from i to j for any 0 < i <
J <, such that dimg e;S*(n,r)e; = 0.

Suppose 0 < j < ¢ <randp > 0. If i = j + 1, there exists a unique path «a;y;
from i to j such that dimg e;S*(n,r)e; = 1. If i = j + p* for some k > 1, there are
two paths ayipr j, Qjgpk jr(p—1)pr—1 "+ Qjppr—1; from ¢ to j, but the latter one is zero by
Proposition 214, hence, dimg e;ST(n,r)e; = 1. If i = j + p* + p* for some k # ¢ > 0,
there are two non-zero paths oy ke sk Qi o) Qgiphipt sipt Qs e s from ¢ to 7, but they
are equal by Proposition 2.14] hence, dimg e;S(n,r)e; = 1. Otherwise, we may rewrite
i as the form j +p* + -+ pfm ¢t with 0 < ¢t < p—1;set j/ := j +p" + -+ + phm,
and dimg e;ST(n,r)e; = 1 follows from the previous cases; we obtain i = j' + ¢ with
0 <t <p—1, there is a unique path e; if t =0, o jiyi—1 - jr1y if t # 0, from i to j’,
and hence dimg e;S™(n,r)e; = 1. O

We denote by {S; | 0 < i < r} the set of all simple modules of S*(2,r). Then, the
quiver isomorphism of S*(2,r) gives an anti-isomorphism of S*(2,r).

Proposition 2.16. There exists an algebra anti-isomorphism ¢ : ST(2,7) — ST(2,r) by
mapping S; to S,_;, for any 0 <1 < r.
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Proof. After replacing the indexed set A(2,r) by {0,1,---,r}, the involution ¢ on A(2,7)
is changed to the involution ¢/ : ¢ — r—i on {0,1,--- ,r}. Suppose ST(2,r) ~ KQ/I. By
Proposition 2.12] we have obtained an algebra isomorphism ¢ : KQ°° — K@ mapping
(Si)* to S,._;. Moreover, reversing arrows produces the admissible ideal I°P of K Q" such
that o(I°?) = I. We have (KQ/I)® ~ KQ /I°® = KQ/I, then ( := ¢ o (—)* gives the
desired anti-isomorphism of S*(2,7). O

2.3. Reduction on 7-tilting finiteness. We need several methods to check the 7-tilting
finiteness of algebras.

Proposition 2.17 ([DIRRT) Theorem 5.12], [DLJ, Theorem 4.2]). If A is T-tilting finite,
(1) the quotient algebra A/I is T-tilting finite for any two-sided ideal I of A,
(2) the idempotent truncation eAe is T-tilting finite for any idempotent e of A.

Lemma 2.18. Let m < n and s <r. If ST(m,s) is T-tilting infinite, then so is ST(n,r).

Proof. 1t is shown in [ESY2, Proposition 3.2] that there exists an idempotent e of S*(n,r)
satisfying S (m, s) = eST(n,r)e. Then, the statement follows from Proposition 217 O

Let A := KA be the path algebra of an acyclic quiver A. Recall from |[HR] that an
A-module T is said to be classical tilting if |T| = |A|, Ext}(T,T) = 0 and the projective
dimension of T" is at most one. If T is a tilting A-module, we call the endomorphism algebra
B := Ends T a tilted algebra of type A. If moreover, T is contained in a preprojective
component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of A, we call B a concealed algebm of type A.
Tame concealed algebras are precisely the concealed algebras of type An, D, (n>4), E6,
E7 and Eg. The following result is well-known, for example, see [Mo, Remark 2.9].

Lemma 2.19. A tame concealed algebra is T-tilting infinite.

It is worth mentioning that tame concealed algebras have been classified completely by
quiver and relations in [HV] (see also [B]). We also mention (see [Wa2, Theorem 1.1})
that a simply connected algebra is 7-tilting finite if and only if it is representation—ﬁnite
if and only if it does not contain a concealed algebra of type D n(n > 4), Eﬁ, IE7 or Eg as
an idempotent truncation.

An algebra A is called sincere if there is an indecomposable A-module M such that all
simple A-modules appear in M as composition factors. A complete list of representation-
finite sincere simply connected algebras is given in [RT], in terms of quiver and relations.

3. SIGN DECOMPOSITION

This technical tool is first introduced in [Ao] to classify torsion classes for radical
square zero algebras, and then generalized in [AHIKM] to study fans and polytopes in
T-tilting theory. Let A = K@/ be a bound quiver algebra whose vertex set is labeled by
[n] :={1,2,...,n}. We define

sp = {e=(e1,€9,...,6,): [n] = {£1}}
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to be the set of all maps from [n] to {£1}. In particular, s,, admits an involution mapping
€ to —e such that (—¢); = —e;. We sometimes write ¢; = + or — instead of ¢, = +1 or —1
without causing confusion.

Let Z? be the area determined by the same sign with ¢; of € € s,,, i.e.,

Z? = {(1’1,1'2,...,1'”) ez | €;T; >O, Vie [n]}

By comparing the signs of entries in each g-vector of two-term silting complexes, we may
assign to each map € € s, a subset of 2-silt A, that is,

2silt, A = {T € 2silt A | g(T) € Z"}.
It is obvious from the definition of Z" that 2-silt. A N 2-silt s A = () if € # ¢/. We have
(3.1) 2-silt A = | | 2-silt, A.

€ESy
Let P; be the indecomposable projective A-module at vertex 7. In the definition of
p, (A), we take a minimal left add(A/P;)-approximation 7 of P; from the triangle

P, Z — X' — Bj[1],
and it sends the degree 0 item of P; to the degree —1 part of X’. This means that the
i-th entry of g(up (A)) is negative. In particular, 2-silte A = {A} (resp., {A[1]}) if and
only if e = (+,...,4) (resp., (—,...,—)).
Fix e € s,. Suppose [n]=1UJ with I ={i € [n] | =—}and J={j € [n] | ¢ = +}.
We define
Pr:=®icrP; and Pj:= ®je P

Proposition 3.1. Suppose € is neither (+,...,+) nor (—,...,—). We have
2-silte A = {T" € 2silt A | pup (A) > T > ,u;SJm(A[l])}.

Proof. As mentioned in (2.II), each entry in the g-vector g(T') of T € 2-silt A is either
positive or negative, and cannot be zero. For any T" # A in 2-silt A, it is obtained by
taking left mutations starting from A, hence, pup, (A) > T for some i € [n]. We conclude
that pp (A) > T if and only if the i-th entry of g(7T') is negative, since the i-th entry
of g(up (A)) is negative as mentioned above. By the definition of 2-silt. A, we find that
¢; = — if and only if up(A) > T. Then, the upper bound follows from the fact that
¢, = — for all + € I. We may obtain the lower bound dually. 0J

Note that 2-silt, A could be a finite set even if 2-silt A is infinite. One also finds that
2-silt. A is again a poset, and H(2-silt. A) is a subquiver of H(2-silt A). Moreover, we have
the following analog of Proposition 2.8

Proposition 3.2. Fiz e €s,. If 2-silt. A is finite, then H(2-silt. A) is connected.

Proof. 1t is shown in [AIL Proposition 2.36] that there exists an irreducible left mutation
U of T satistying T' > U > S, for any T' > S in silt A. Dually, one may obtain a statement
for irreducible right mutation. If both T" and S are contained in 2-silt, A, then U also
belongs to 2-silt. A by Proposition 3.1l It suffices to say that H(2-silt. A) is connected. [
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Proposition 3.3. Fiz ¢ € s,. If H(2-siltc A) contains a finite connected component C,
then C exhausts all elements of 2-silt. A.

Proof. Set A = pp (A) and ' = g, 1 (A[1]) in Proposition Il For any 7' € 2-silt. A,
we have A > T'. Applying [AL, Proposition 2.36], we obtain an irreducible left mutation
sequence A = Uy > U; > --->U; > --->V; >--- >V, >Vy =T in C such that
Ui >T >V, for some i, j. Since C is finite, we must have T" € C. O

Since we need to do direct calculations in some small cases and the calculation of left
mutations in silting theory is very complicated, it is better to reformulate the above
using the language of -tilting theory. We denote by F : 2-silt A — s7-tilt A the poset
isomorphism as mentioned in Theorem 2.6l and then, set

st-tilt A = {F(T) | T € 2-silt. A} N s7-tilt A.
We may define 7-tilt A similarly. Note that both 7-tilt A and s7-tilt . A are again posets.

Proposition 3.4. Let € € s,,. If the Hasse quiver H(st-tilt A) (or H(r-tilt A)) contains
a finite connected component C, then C exhausts all elements of st-tilt LA (or T-tilt A).

Proof. The statement for s7-tilt A is nothing but exactly a translation of Proposition 3.3l
Since H(7-tilt A) is a connected subquiver of H(s7-tilt A) as well-known, we have the fact
that a finite connected component of H(7-tilt A) exhausts all elements of 7-tilt A according
to Proposition 2.8l Then, the statement for 7-tilt A is obtained by combining this fact

and Proposition 3.3l O
Example 3.5. Let A be the path algebra of the bipartite quiver: 1 ——s 2 <=3 22
We take I = {2,4} and J = {1,3},i.e, e = (+,—,+,—). Then,
Py ) P& P Po P on.03) Ps
® ®
pp(A)=| p . p and - pp (Al = | p, 2 _p
® ®
0 P& P P,® Py 0

The Hasse quiver H(s7-tilt.A) has the following connected component:

3

(6)——(38)

5]

14

O]

11

in which @ and B indicate the elements in 7-tilt A and s7-tilt A, respectively. (Note
that H(s7-tilt . A) contains both the maximal and minimal elements, but H(7-tilt . A) may
only contain the maximal element.) The information on each vertex is given below.
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1) pp(A) = 301202 @3- ((1,0,0,0),(1,-1,1,0),(0,0,1,0), (0,0, 1,-1)),
2) il 3@13@ = ((1,0,0,0),(1,-1,1,0),(1,-1,1,-1), (0,0, 1, -1)),

3) @l ,®3—((0,-1,1,0),(1,-1,1,0),(0,0,1,0), (0,0, 1,-1)),

4) 1! 3@1369%—)((1,0,0 0),(1,-1,1,0),(1,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,0,0)),

5 Gell@®3, 49— ((1,0,0,0),(1,-1,1,-1),(0,0,1,-1),(0,0,0,-1)),

6) iol3, @133~ ((0,-1,1,0),(1,-1,1,0),(1,-1,1,-1),(0,0,1,-1)),

7 ieselled— ((0,-1,1,0),(0,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,1,-1),(0,0, 1,-1)),

8) il @ll®1— ((0,-1,1,0),(1,-1,1,0), (1,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,0,0)),

9) ell®3, 14— ((0,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,1,-1),(0,0,1,-1),(0,0,0,-1)),

10) @s@lle1—~ ((0,-1,1,0),(0,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,1,-1 ), (1,-1,0,0)),

1) Gel3®1,4)— ((1,0,0,0),(1,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,0,0), (0,0,0,-1)),

12) 3ol3@1, 4)— ((0,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,0,0), (0, 0,0,-1)),

13) G@sd1, 2) = ((0,-1,1,0), (0,-1,1,-1), (1,-1,0,0), (0,-1,0,0)),

14) ph Pyl ( 1]) — (31, 2p4) — ((0,-1,1,-1),(1,-1,0,0),(0,-1,0,0), (0,0,0,-1)).

We next are aiming to characterize the elements in 2-silt. A via a simpler algebra A..
Let e; be the primitive idempotent of A associated with the vertex ¢. For each € € s,, set
Cer = >, € and e._:= > e

i€[n],e;=+ i€[n],es=—
Then, let J., be the two-sided ideal of e, yAe., generated by all z € rad(e.;Ae. )
satisfying xy = 0 for any y € e.;Ae._. Similarly, let J._ be the two-sided ideal of
e._Ae._ generated by all x € rad(e._Ae. ) satisfying yz = 0 for any y € e. y Ae, _.

Definition 3.6 ([AoW, Definition 2.17]). We define an upper triangular matrix algebra:

€E’+A€€7+/JE’+ €€7+A€€7_
A, =
0 ec_Aec_/Jc_

It is better to give an example to illustrate the structure of A..

a1 a2 a3z

Example 3.7. Let A be the path algebra of the linear quiver@: 1 2 3 4.
o Ife=(+,+,+,+), thene. ;Ade._ =0and o; € J. . Thus, A = KSKPKPK.

o If e =(+,—,+,4), then e, yAe. — = {on}, cqa, qanas, as € Jo 4, and asg, azas
are removed. Thus, A, = K(1—->2)a K& K.

o If e = (+,—,+,—), then e+ Ae - = {aq, a3, ajasas}, e Aec = {e1,e3, 100},
e._Ae._ ={es, eq, 003}, J. 4 = J._ =0 and ay is removed. Thus, A, is exactly

the algebra given in Example 2.7

It turns out that A, shares the same vertex set {1,2,...,n} with A. Furthermore,

2Since we consider right modules in this paper, the paths here are read from left to right.
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Proposition 3.8. Let € = (e1,€,...,€,) €s, and i a verter in the quiver of A.

(1) If i is a source and €; = —, then i is an isolated vertex in the quiver of A..
(2) If i is a sink and €; = +, then i is an isolated vertex in the quiver of A..

Proof. This is obvious from the definition of A.. O

The above Proposition [3.8 is useful when one deals with one-point extension algebras.
Recall that the one-point extension A[M] of A by an A-module M is defined as
A 0]

AM] = [M K

The quiver of A[M] then contains the quiver of A as a full subquiver with exactly one
additional extension vertex which is always a source. Hence, (A[M]). = (K & A). if the
sign of the extension vertex is —.

It is shown in [ESY2|] that S*(2,7) is an one-point extension of ST(2,r — 1). More
precisely, let P, be the indecomposable projective module of S*(2,r) at vertex r, then
rad P, is an indecomposable module of S*(2,r — 1) and

SH2,7r—1) 0
S+(2’7’):{ f"adPr ) K}'

One finds that the vertex corresponding to rad P, in the quiver of S*(2,r) is a source.
Recall that we use {0,1,2,---,r} to label the vertices in the quiver of S*(2,r). Then, 0 is
a sink and r is a source. We have the following reduction result for Borel-Schur algebras.

Proposition 3.9. Let € = (g, €1,...,€.). If €, = —, then ST(2,7r). = (ST(2,r—1)® K)..
One of the most important properties of sign decomposition is stated as follows.

Proposition 3.10 (JAHIKM| Theorem 4.23 and Proposition 4.25]). For any € € s,,, there
s an isomorphism

2-silt, A — 2-silt, A,

which preserves g-vectors of two-term silting complexes.

As a corollary of Proposition together with (B.1]), it follows that A is 7-tilting
finite if 2-silt, A, is a finite set for all € € s,,. Although A has a complicated structure,
the finiteness of 2-silt, A, can be easily verified for most maps in s,, with only a few cases
remaining. Moreover, these remaining cases may be resolved by the tilting mutation
process as mentioned below. (This approach has been applied to the block algebras of
Schur algebras, see [AoW].)

Let ®:={c€s,|e=—}and —P:={—€| e € ®}. We define

Dsilt A = |_| 2-silt, A.

ecd
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Proposition 3.11 ([AoW], Proposition 2.20]). Let B := End up, (A) be the endomorphism
algebra of the left mutation up (A) of A with respect to the indecomposable projective
module P;. If i (A) is tilting, then there is a poset isomorphism

(32) 2-Si|t<1>A ;) 2-Si|t_q>B.

Remark 3.12. The poset isomorphism between 2-silts A and 2-silt _¢ B first appeared
in [AMN|, Lemma 4.6], in which the authors deal with Brauer tree algebras. Then, a
similar proof for arbitrary algebras is given in [AoW| Proposition 2.20]. See also [AHIKM]
Theorem 4.28] for a proof in terms of g-fans.

It is worth mentioning that the poset isomorphism in Proposition 3.11] does not imply
an involution on the sign of g-vectors, i.e., 2-silt, A 2 2-silt _ B for ¢ € ®. However, we
may describe the relation precisely as follows. For any T' € silt A, we define G(T) to be
the g-matrix of T.

Proposition 3.13. Suppose jup (A) is a tilting complex. For any T € 2-siltg A, the poset
isomorphism in ([3.2)) is induced by g(T) = g(T) - G(up,(A)).

Proof. Tt is known from Rickard [Ric] that there is a triangle equivalence from D®(mod A)
to DP(mod B) given by pp, (A) — B. Here, D"(mod A) is the derived category of mod A.
In this way, the indecomposable direct summand S; of 11, (A) is mapped to the indecom-
posable projective module ); of B. The triangle equivalence naturally induces an isomor-
phism Ky (K4) = Ko(Kp) of Grothendieck groups by [S;] +— [Q;], which sends a g-vector
g(T) to a g-vector g(T) - G(up,(A)). By Proposition 3] each two-term silting complex
T in 2-silt A is uniquely determined by its g-vector g(T'), and hence, g(T') - G(up (A))
uniquely gives a two-term silting complex in 2-silt B. ([

We will provide an example in Section [ to explain how to apply Proposition B.13l

At the end of this section, we reformulate the anti-isomorphism between 2-silt A and
2-silt A°? and the anti-automorphism of 2-silt A as follows. Let (—)* := Homu4(—, A). For
a given T' € 2-silt A, we have

T = <0—>@Pﬁai L Pr —>0>

icl jed

with INJ =0and [ UJ = [n] (see (Z1))). Then,

T = (0 — 0 — P L @(3*)@%) .

jedJ i€l
If there exists an algebra isomorphism ¢ : A°® — A, then ¢ induces a permutation on
{1,2,--- ,n} by o(ef) = e;. Here, P/ = efA. We then obtain

o(T*) = (0 — 0 — P (Pory)) ™ ER D U(j))@m,m) ’

jeJ iel

which is again a silting complex in K4. Set S, :=[1] oo o (—)*.
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Proposition 3.14 ([AIR| Theorem 2.14]). For any € € s,, the duality (—)* induces a
bijection 2-silt, A LL ol _ AP,

Proposition 3.15 ([AiW, Theorem 1.2]). Let € = (€1,€2,...,€,) € s, and 0 : AP — A
an algebra isomorphism. Then, the functor S, gives a bijection 2-silt, A Lol —o(0) A,
where 0(€) = (€x(1); €x(2), - - -+ €a(n))-

Corollary 3.16. Let € = (e1,€9,...,€,) € s,. If there is an algebra isomorphism o :
A® — A, then we have Ac ~ (A_q())°P.

4. T-TILTING INFINITE BOREL-SCHUR ALGEBRAS

In this section, we show that most representation-infinite Borel-Schur algebras are 7-
tilting infinite. We will frequently use Proposition 217, Lemma 2.I8 and Lemma 219
without repeated citations.

Proposition 4.1. Let p > 0 and n > 3. Then ST (n,r) is T-tilting infinite for any r > 2.

Proof. By Lemma [2.I8| it suffices to consider S*(3,2). By [ESY2, Section 5], S*(3,2)
contains a tame concealed algebra of type Ags, i.e., the path algebra of the quiver:

O ——>0

R

O ——20

as an idempotent truncation. Based on Proposition 217 and Lemma 219, we conclude
that ST(3,2) is 7-tilting infinite. O

Proposition 4.2. Let p = 2. Then S*(2,r) is T-tilting infinite for any r > 5.

Proof. We show that ST(2,5) is 7-tilting infinite. By Proposition 214, S*(2,5) over p = 2
is isomorphic to KQ/I with

B2 Bo
Q: 5 sl ™ 3@1 20
B3 B1

Yo

and
- Q03 Qi3ia, a0l Q1 0, B3 51, B2Po, V10w — aYo
' ayfBy — Pag, azfi — Bocu, iy — Brag ’

It is obvious that ST(2,5) over p = 2 contains a tame concealed algebra of type :A&r,, ie.,
the path algebra of the bipartite quiver:

0=—2—1

| K

4—3<—5

as a quotient algebra. Then, it is 7-tilting infinite. O
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Proposition 4.3. Let p = 3. Then S*(2,r) is T-tilting infinite for any r > 6.

Proof. By Proposition 214, S*(2,6) over p = 3 is isomorphic to KQ/I with

B3 B1
B2 Bo

and

I (s, agoson, asoar, et oy, asfPs — Bsan, auf — Baar, asfy — Froy) -

It turns out that S*(2,6) over p = 3 contains a tame concealed algebra of type fDG, ie.,
4 6
P NN
BN 2O P
0 2
as a quotient algebra, and it is 7-tilting infinite. 0
Proposition 4.4. Let p=5. Then S*(2,r) is T-tilting infinite for any r > 7.

Proof. By Proposition 214, S (2,7) over p =5 is isomorphic to K@Q/I with

b1
“ 7% :
B2 Bo

and
I: (0460450440430427 Q54300 , Q30201 (g, O 31 — Bacrr, ais g — 51%) .
It turns out that S*(2,7) over p = 5 contains a tame concealed algebra of type E;, i.e.,

7 6 > 4

32120

as a quotient algebra, and it is 7-tilting infinite. O

Proposition 4.5. Let p > 7. Then ST(2,r) is T-tilting infinite for any r > p+ 1.
Proof. 1t is shown in [ESY1l Theorem 6.6] that S*(2, p+1) over p > 7 contains a concealed
algebra of type E7, i.e.,

ptl—p—p—1—p-2

L ,

3 2 1 20

as an idempotent truncation, and it is 7-tilting infinite. O
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In summary, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.6. Let p > 0. Then, ST(n,r) is T-tilting infinite if

en>3andr >2; or
en=2andp=2,r>5o0rp=3r>6o0orp=5,r>Torp>T7r>p+1.

5. T-TILTING FINITE BOREL-SCHUR ALGEBRAS

Representation-finite Borel-Schur algebras are naturally 7-tilting finite. By combining
this fact with the 7-tilting infinite cases established in the previous section, we are left
with the remaining cases: S*(2,4) over p = 2, ST(2,5) over p = 3 and S*(2,6) over
p = 5. In this section, we show that all these cases are 7-tilting finite.

We introduce some technical methods for later use.

e Let w be a maximal path of A = KQ/I, i.e., a path w such that w ¢ I but
aw,wa € I for all arrows a € Q. If w = a9 -+ - oy, € e+ Ae. _ and q; is removed
in A, for some i, then we should replace the minimal subpath containing «; by a
new arrow  in A.. If w € e, 4 Ae. 4 (or e._Ae._), then w € J. ; (or J._) by the

definition.
e Let A be the path algebra of 1 —2—3-—4 and B the algebra presented by
1—3
Vo b
2—4

Then, A — 4y~ B4 — 4+, as explained in Example B.7. If the quiver of A or B
appears as a subquiver in the quiver of S*(n,r), then we may exchange Ay _ | _)
and B(; _ 1 ) (in an appropriate way) to reduce the complexity.

e Let o : A — A be an algebra isomorphism. We use € ~, ¢ to indicate € = —o(e),
and then, A, ~ (A+)°P by Corollary B.16.

e We use the String Applet to check the representation type of gentle algebras and
special biserial algebras.

Proposition 5.1. Let p=2. Then S*(2,4) is T-tilting finite.

Proof. By Proposition 214, ST(2,4) over p = 2 is isomorphic to A := KQ/I with

B2 Bo
4@2@0 and ]:< 30, o, a0y, P23, >

@ \/ azf — Pacry, aaffy — Prag
w
Yo
We check the 7-tilting finiteness of A, for € = (&g, €1, ..., €1) € s5 case by case.
If ¢ =+ or ¢4 = —, we have A, ~ (K & S7(2,3)). by Proposition B.§ and Proposition

B9 Then, A, is 7-tilting finite since ST(2,3) over p = 2 is representation-finite.
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Suppose ¢g = — and €4 = +. Since there is an algebra isomorphism o : A® — A
sending e} to e4_;, it suffices to consider the following 4 cases by Corollary [3.16

(_a +a +a +a +) ~o (_7 Ty Ty T +)a (_7 +7 +7 0 +) ~o (_a +a Ty T +)a

(_7_'_7 _7+7+> ~o (_7 _7_'_7 _7+)7 (_7 B _7+7+> ~o (_7 _7_'_7_'_7_'_)'

Let P; be the indecomposable projective A-module at vertex i. Then, Homy (P, P;) is
given in the following table.

Hom| 0O 1 2 3 4

eco a Bo @By Y

0 e o [ asf
By
0 0 O e3 Qs

AW N = O
e}
e}
@
[\
Q
[\

Some A.’s can be easily found as follows:

3—2 1<—2 2 2

b Pt } ]

l1—-0~—4 3~—4—-0 1—-0<~—4—-3 3<—4—-0-<1
Ay A1) Ay A v

i.e., the first two are representation-finite sincere simply connected algebras and the last
two are path algebras of type D5. The reader may use these to verify Corollary [3.16l We
give the details as follows.

o Set € = (—,+,+,+,+). Then, oy, a3, B2, a3f; € J.+ and all others are survived.

o Set € = (—,+,+,—,+). Then, oy, B, a361 € Jey, a2fy € Je—, g, B are removed
and all others are survived.

o Set € = (—,+,—,+,+). Then, as,a3f € J. 4, oy is removed and all others are

survived. We obtain that
2
;\ / (aaBy — Bravo, B2) -

~—4

3
A =K 51l
1

O=—10N

We define

e
B=K ) e,
B!

i.e., we replace a commutativity square subquiver in A, with a linear subquiver
without relation in B. It is easy to check that A. ~ B,.. Since B is a representation-
finite gentle algebra, we deduce that 2-silt, A, ~ 2-silt, B, is a finite set.

e Set e = (—,—, —,+,+). This case is slightly more complicated because of A, ~ A.
We apply Proposition B.1] and Proposition [3.4] to this case. Set Py = Py @ P, @ P,
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Y
@
. P, (a2B0,70) P& P, |
wp, (A) = @ € 2-silt. A.
P, (a2,62) PP,
@
0 P; & Py
Then we have g(up (A)) = (=1,—1,-1,4,3) and
3 4\ /3\ 4\
\ 3 4
Flup(A)=§ @201 /s 2@\ /N @ ® .
(i, (4)) = 2\\ T/Q 1273 2\0/1 ’ T/Q

All elements in 7-tilt (A can be obtained by left mutations starting from F(up, (A))
if H(7-tilt A) admits a finite connected component. By direct calculation, we find
that #7-tilt.A = 34. A complete list of g-matrices of 7-tilting modules in 7-tilt A
is given below.

1) ((0,-1,0,1,0), (0 -1,1,1),(-1,0,0,1 1),(0,0,0,1,0),(0,0,0,0,1)),

2) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,0,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,1,1),(0,0,0,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2, 1)),

3) ((0,-1,0,1,0), (0 -1,1,1),(-1,0,0,1 1),(0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,0,0,1)),

4) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,0,-1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,0,0,1)),

5) ((0,-1,0,1,0), (0 -1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1),(0,-1 -1,1,1),(-1,0,-1,1, 1)),
6) ((0,-1,0,1,0), (0 -1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,-1,2,1),(-1,0,-1,1,1)),
7 ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,0,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (-1,0,0,1,1)),
8) ((0,-1,0,1,0), (0 -1,1,1),(o,o,-l,1,0),(-1,0,-1,2,1),(0,0,0,1,0)),

9) (( 0, 1010),(00 -1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (-1,0, -1, 1, 1)),
10) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,0,-1,1,1), (0,0,-1,1,0), (0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,-1,1, 1)),
11) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,0,0,1), (0,0,0,0,1)),

12) ((0,-1,0, 1 ),(0-1 1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1),(0,-1,0,0,1), (-1,-1,0,0, 1)),
13) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (-1,-1,-1, 1, 1)),
14) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,-1,0,0,1), (-1,-1,-1, 1, 1)),
15) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (-1,-1,-1, 1, 1)),
16) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (0,-1,-1,1,0), (-1,-1,-1, 1, 1)),
17) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(-1,0,0,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (0,0,-1,1,0), (0,0,0,1,0)),

18) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(-1,0,0,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (-1,0,0,1,1),(0,0,0,1,0)),

19) ((0,-1,0,1,0),(-1,0,0,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (-1,0,0,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1)),
20) (( 0, 1010),( -1,0,0,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (-1, 0,0, 0, 1)),
21) ((0,-1,0,1,0), (-1,0,0,1,0), (-1,0,-1,2,1), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (0,0,-1,1,0)),
22) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (0,0,-1,1,1), (0,0,0,0, 1)),

23) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (0,0,-1,1,1), (-1,0,-1,1, 1)),
24) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,0,0,1),(0,0,0,0,1)),

25) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,0,0,1), (-1,-1,0,0,1)),
26) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (-1,-1,-1, 1, 1)),
27) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (-1, -1, -1, 1, 1)),
28) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (0,0,-1,1, 1)),
29) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(0,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (0,-1,-1,1,0), (-1, -1, -1, 1, 1)),
30) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(-1,-1,-1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,-1,1,1), (-1,0,-1,0, 1)),
31) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(-1,-1,-1,1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,-1,0,1), (-1,-1,0,0, 1)),
32) ((0,0,-1,0,1), (-1,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,-1,1,1), (-1,-1, 0,0, 1)),
33) ((0,0,-1,0,1), (-1,-1,-1,1,1), (0,0,-1,1,0), (-1, 0,-1,0,1), (0, -1,-1,1,0)),
34) ((0,0,-1,0,1),(-1,-1,-1,1,1),(0,0,-1,1,0), (-1, 0,-1,0, 1), (-1, 0,-1, 1, 1)).
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To verify the list, a useful fact from Proposition is that an irreducible left
mutation of a two-term silting complex T' changes exactly one row of the g-matrix
G(T). By comparing the rows of g-matrices, it is not difficult to find the finite
connected component of H(7-tilt . A). However, we leave the details to the readers,
as it is hard to visualize the Hasse quiver on a plane. In conclusion, 2-silt, A, ~
2-silt, A is a finite set.

We have proved that 2-silt. A, is finite for any € € s5. O
Proposition 5.2. Let p=3. Then ST(2,5) is T-tilting finite.

Proof. By Proposition 214, ST(2,5) over p = 3 is isomorphic to A := KQ/I with

QgQ30l2, 03y, Cia 1 Ol
: 5 4 3 2 1 0 d I: ’ ’ 7Y
@ o <Oé451 — Paaur, a3y — ﬁ1a0>

Let € = (eg,€1,...,€5) € sg. If ¢¢ = + or ¢ = —, we have A, ~ (K & 57(2,4)). by
Proposition 3.8 and Proposition B.9, and then A, is 7-tilting finite since S*(2,4) over
p = 3 is representation-finite.

Suppose ¢g = — and €5 = +. Since there is an algebra isomorphism o : A® — A
sending e} to e;_;, it suffices to consider the following 10 cases by Corollary [3.16l

(= ++ =+t~ (=== =), (=== == +) ~o (= + ),
(= —+—=++), (—++——+), (—+++ -+~ (—+———+),
(—+ =+ =+, (= —++ =+~ (—+ ==+, (== =+ 4+ 1),
(=== =)~ (= =+ ), (== =+ =)~ (= =+ ).

Let P, be the indecomposable projective A-module at vertex . Then, Homyu(P;, P;) is
given in the following table.

Hom | 0 1 2 3 4 5
0 eo ap a1y Po asfy auasfo
I |0 e a1 aar B ayfh
2 0 0 s y Q30 5o
3 0 O 0 es Q3 4003
4 0 O 0 0 ey Qy
5 0 O 0 0 0 es
elf ¢ = (-, +,+,—, +,+), then azas € J.y, a2,a00q are removed and all
others are survived; If € = (—,—,—, —, —,+), then as, azas, asay € J._; If
€ = (—,—,+,—,+,+), then agas € Jo 4, asay € J_, as is removed and all

others are survived. In all these cases, A, is presented as
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— 4 ———>

- 4 -
1

—

DN =— Ot

—_—

O=<=—W

which is a representation-finite sincere simply connected algebra.

o If e = (—,+,4,—,—,+), then s, 51, azas, as; are removed and all others are
survived, and A, is presented as

If e = (—,+,+,+,—,+), then ag, a0y € J. 4, b1, a3, azas are removed and all
others are survived, and A, is presented as

54

N

2—=1—70
In both two cases, we have A, ~ B, and B is presented as

4—3

which is a representation-finite sincere simply connected algebra.
o lfe=(—,+,—,+,—,+), then vy € Joy, azas € J._, a1, a3, are removed
and all others are survived. In this case, A = K@Q/I is given by

0

0
=
(=}

=~ WT[\D =
\%/
8 o3

2By — au, Zan, oW

0 and I <ya0 — Paw, Bow — 250,>'

4

A

We replace two commutativity square subquivers, and it gives B := K@ /I with

ay 4—>3 Bo

Q: B<: / >ao 0 and I : (aysfy — Bata, s, at).

It is easy to check that A, ~ B.. Since B is a representation-finite special biserial
algebra, we conclude that 2-silt. A, is a finite set.

o If e = (—,— +,+,—,+), then as, azay are removed and all others are survived.
In this case, A, = KQ/I is presented by
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Y

m

Ry, R

4—1—-=0
1 @0

Yhg, 02001 Oy, Bacy — auf,
: and I:
@ Bo < yBo — auBiag

Qy z @0

Y, Qa1 ,
yBy — cuzan g

subquiver, say, B := KQ/I with
0
Q : and [ < >
3

We replace the commutativity square subquiver consisting of 1,2, 4, 5 with a linear
R
az T %
Then, A, ~ B.. We apply Proposition B and Proposition B.4] to this case. Let
R; be the indecomposable projective B-module at vertex i. Then,

Ro (a1a0,B0) Ry & Ry
@
. Ry —— R, :
HRo@Ri®R, (B) = ® € 2-silt. B
Ry ———R;
@
| 00— R2 s>, Rg S¥) R5 ]
and
2 3 /5\
- 2 /N 4
Fremenr,(B) = 1\0/3\2 D26 2 ®1do 2 ® 3 2.
| 0 1
1 1 \0/

By direct calculation of left mutations starting from F(up op «r,(B)), we find
that H(7-tilt.B) admits a finite connected component:

o (0 — 1 =
() //

where the g-matrix of each vertex is listed below:

1) ((0,0,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,1,1,0,0), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0, -1, 1)),

2) ((o,0,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,1,1,0,0), (-1,0,1,0,0,0), (0, —1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,—1, 1)),

3) ((0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,1,1,0,0), (-1,0,0,1,0,0), (0, —1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,—1, 1)),

4) ((0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,0,1,0,1),(-1,0,0,1,0,0), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0, -1, 1)),

5) ((o,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,1,1,0,0),(-1,0,1,0,0,0),(-1,0,0,1,0,0), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,—1, 1)),

6) ((o,0,0,0,0,1),(0,-1,0,1,0,1),(-1,0,0,1,0,0),(-1,-1,0,1,0,1), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,—1, 1)),

7 ((o,0,0,1,0,0),(0,-1,0,1,0,1),(-1,0,0,1,0,0), (0,-1,0,1,0,0), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,—1, 1)),

8) ((o,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,1,0,0,0),(-1,0,0,1,0,0),(-1,0,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,—1, 1)),

9) ((0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,-1,0,1,0,1), (0, -1,0,0,0,1), (-1, -1,0,1,0,1), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0, -1, 1)),
10) ((o,-1,0,1,0,1),(-1,0,0,1,0,0),(-1,-1,0,1,0,1), (0,-1,0,1,0,0), (0, —1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0, -1, 1)),
11) ((o,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,0,1,0,0),(-1,-1,0,1,0,1), (-1,0,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0, -1, 1)),
12) ((o,-1,0,1,0,1),(0,-1,0,0,0,1),(-1,-1,0,1,0,1), (0,-1,0,1,0,0), (0, —1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0, -1, 1)),
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13) ((07 07 07 07 07 1)7 (07 _17 07 0707 1)7 (_17 _17 07 17 07 1)7 (_17 07 07 07 07 1)7 (07 _17 17 0707 0)7 (07 07 0707 _17 1))7
14) ((_17 0707 17 070)7 (_17 _17 07 1707 1)7 (07 _17 07 17 070)7 (_17 _17 07 1707 0)7 (07 _17 17 07 07 0)7 (07 07 0707 _17 1))?
15) ((07 _1707 07 07 1)7 (_17 _17 07 1707 1)7 (07 _17 07 17 070)7 (_17 _17 07 1707 0)7 (07 _17 17 07 07 0)7 (07 07 0707 _17 1))

If the reader wishes to verify the above quiver, Proposition serves as a useful
tool, as mentioned in the proof of Proposition 5.1l Another helpful observation is
that the second and third direct summands of F(pup o r,er,(B)) are immutable in
T-tilt .B. Consequently, we conclude that 2-silt, A, ~ 2-silt, B, is a finite set.

e lfe=(—— — +,+,+), then A. =~ A. In this case, we have

)

P

Py
®

asaq,P1)t
) P1(2151) P3@P4 |
Wrepop,(A) = @ € 2-siltc A

2, t
P, (cx2,82) Py Py

D
i O—>P3@P4@P5

and
3 5
3 0’2 4 X 5 ! 2" 4
| IN 7/ N\ / N\ / N\
Fup A)) ~ 2 @ VN B o2 4 BHDo 21 3 BN\
(/’LP()@Pl @Pg ( )) ; 1 3 NN | NN 1 3
1 | 1 3 1 0 2 N/
2 0

Similar to the previous case, we find #7-tilt A = 157 using Proposition [3.1] and
Proposition 3.4l Here is nothing new but only more calculations of left mutations,
we thus omit the details. It turns out that 2-silt, A, is a finite set.

e Sete=(—,—, —,—,+,+). Wedenote P, = Py® P, & P> ® P3. We have
P, asfo P,
®
p—" . p
®
wp, (A) = P o3 P, € 2-silt, A
®
P, (azaz,B2) Py & P5
®
| 0 PP |
and
4 5
4 4 4 s s A 2" Ny
- ~ / N\ ! X
f(MPI(A>> —13 ® 2 D i D Yol NN, ) LN ©® N
2 ! 0 2 Ny

The Hasse quiver H(7-tilt.A) has the following connected component:
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where the g-matrix of each vertex is given belovv'

1) ((0,0,0,0,1,0),(0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0, —1,0, 1, 1), (
(0,0,0,0,1,0), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0, —1,0,1, 1), (0,0, —1,0, 1,0)
(0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0, —1,0, 1, 1), (0, —1,0,0, 1, 0),

) ), ( )

0,-1,0,0,1,0),(-1,0,0,0,1,0)),
,(0,-1,0,0,1,0),(-1,0,0,0,1,0)),
(-1,0,0,0,1,0),(-1,0,-1,0,1, 1)),
(

)

w N

—_
o

(000001),0
(0,0,0,0,0,1),

0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0,—1,0,0,1), (0, —1,—1,0,1,1), 0,—1 0,-1,1,1),(~1,0,0,0,0,1)),
~1,0,0,1),(0,—1,—1,0,1,1), (0, —1,0,0,0,1), (0, —1,0,—1,1,1), (~1,0,0,0,0, 1)),
(0,0,0,—1,1,0 (o 0 ~1,0,0,1),(0,0,—1,0,1,0 ,(0,—1 -1,0,1 1),(o,—1,—1,0,1,0),(—1,0,—1,0,1,0)),
(0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0,0,—1,0,1), (0,0, —1,0,0,1), (0, —1,0,—1,1, 1), (—1,0,0,0,0, 1)),
(0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,0,1), (0,0, —1,0,0,1), (0, —1,0, -1, 1, 1), (~1,0,0, 0,0, 1), (0, -1, 0,0, 0, 1)).

NN =
= O ©

) ( (o, (o,
) ( ( (
4) ((0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0, —1,0,1,1), (0, —1,0,0,1,0), (0, -1, —1,0,1,1), (—1,0, —1,0,1,1)),
5) ((0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,0,1,1),(0,0,—1,0,1,0), (0, —1,0,0, 1,0), (—1,0,0,0,1,0), (1,0, —1,0, 1, 1)),
6) ((0,0,0,0,0, 1),(0 0,0,—1,1,0), (0,—1,0,0,1,0), (—1,0,0,0,1,0), (—1,0, —1,0,1, 1), (—1,0,0,0,0, 1)),
7) ((0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,0,1,0),(0,—1,0,0,1,0),(—1,0,0,0,1,0), (—1,0,—1,0, 1,1), (1,0, —1,0, 1,0)),
8) ((0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0, —1,0,1,1), (0,0, —1,0,0,1), (0, —1,—1,0,1,1), (=1,0,—1,0, 1, 1)),
9) ((0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,0,1,1),(0,0,—1,0,1,0), (0, —1,0,0,1,0), (0, -1, — 101,1),( -1,0,1,1)),
10) ((0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,—1,0,0,1,0), (0, -1, —1,0,1, 1), (— 1,0,—1 0,1,1), (- 1 o 0,0,0,1)),
11) ((0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,0,0,1),(0,—1,—1,0,1,1), (—1,0,—1,0,1,1), (~1,0,0,0,0,1)),
12) ((0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0,0, —1,0,1,1), (0,0, —1,0,0,1), (0,0,—1,0,1,0), (0, —1, —1,0,1,1), (1,0, —1,0,1,1)),
13) ((0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,0,1,0), (0, —1,0,0,1,0), (0, -1, —1,0,1,1), (—1,0, 1,0, 1, 1),( 1,0,—1,0,1,0)),
14) ((0,0,0,0,0,1), (0,0,0,—1,1,0), (0, —1,0,0,1,0), (0, —1,—1,0,1,1), (0, 1,0, —1,1,1), (—1,0,0,0,0, 1)),
15) ((0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,—1,0,0,1,0), (0, -1, —1,0, 1,1),(0,—1 0,0,0,1), (0 ,—1 0,-1,1,1),(~1,0,0,0,0,1)),
16) ((0,0,0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,0,0,1), (0,0,—1,0,1,0), (0, —1,—1,0,1,1), (1,0, —1,0,1, 1), (—1,0,—1,0, 1,0)),
17) ((0,0,0,-1,1 0),(0 0 ~1,0,1,0),(0,—1,0,0, 1,0),(0,—1 ~1,0,1 1),(0,—1 ~1,0,1,0), (— 1 0 ~1,0,1,0)),
) ( ( ( ( (
) ( (o, ( ) (
) ( ) ) )
) ( ( ( (©
) ( ( (

N
N

We obtain #7-tilt A = 22 and thus, 2-silt, A is finite by Proposition 341
e Set € = (—,—,—,+,—,+). We have P]:PQ@Pl@PQ@P4. Then,

R Ps
®
P —2 - P
®
,U/;I(A) = P1 (aza1,a4p1)t P3 o P5 c 2—Si|t€A
®
(az,B2)"
P, ——=—~P;® P;
o
i 0 P; ® P |
and
3 5 3\ /5\ ?\ /5\ /3\ 2/5\4
]:(MP](A))2 2 @ 5 D o 2\g/% ® o 204 ® o 2 &5 A
1 17 3 13 1 N
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We find #7-tilt . A = 60 by similar calculations in the previous case.
We have proved that 2-silt, A ~ 2-silt, A, is finite for any € € sg. O

Proposition 5.3. Let p=>5. Then S*(2,6) is T-tilting finite.

Proof. By Proposition 214, ST(2,6) over p =5 is isomorphic to A := KQ/I with

B1
Bo

and
I (asauazapon, auazaaarag, asfBy — Brao) -
Let € = (€g,€1,...,66) € s7. If ¢ = + or ¢ = —, we have A, ~ (K @& S*(2,5)). by
Proposition B.8 and Proposition B.9, and then A, is 7-tilting finite since S*(2,5) over
p = b is representation-finite.
Suppose ¢¢ = — and € = +. Since there is an algebra isomorphism o : A® — A
sending e} to eg_;, it suffices to consider the following 16 cases by Corollary B.16l

is

(— +++++,+)~U(—,—,—,—,—7—,+), (= +,+,+,+,—+) ~5 (—, +),
(= —+,+,+,—+) ~ (—+, —+,+), (= +,++ - ++) ~ (- +),
(= +, 4+, =, =, +) ~ ( ,+,+, — ), (== =)~ (- —+),
(-, -+, =)~ (- - - ), () e (- ,+, —+),
(-, — =) o (= — ++++), (===t — =)~ (= ,+,+, +++),
(-, ++, )~ (= = = ), (== = =) ~e (=, — +),
(-, +,+,+)~g(— ++++), (—,—,——— +) ~o (=, +++++),
(—, ,+,+)~U(—,—+ 1), (= —+,— +) ~o (= =+, +,—, +,+)-

7)

Let P, be the indecomposable projective A-module at vertex 7. Then, HomA(R, P;
given in the following table.

Hom| 0 1 2 3 4 ) 6
0 €p Qp Q10p Qa0Qp Q30 Bo as 3o
1 0 e aq Qa(y Qglpr; Q3o B
2 0 O €9 gy Q30 Qui30iy Q54 0i3Qlo
3 0 O 0 es Q3 03 asouas
4 0 O 0 0 €4 Qy Q50
) 0 0 0 0 0 es Qs
6 0 0 0 0 0 0 €6

o If e = (—,+,+,+,+,+,+), then we have ay, ayas, agazs, azazasag, asay,
asyas, asauasas € Jey, and all others are survived; If € = (—, +, +, 4+, +, —, +),
then 50y, (500403, Q50040300 € J€7+, gy, (VgQl3, N4z, 4030901 are removed
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and all others are survived; If ¢ = (—, —, +,+,+, —,+), then asay, asayas,
ozt € Jo g, ayasana € Jo—, ay, ouos, agasag are removed and all oth-
ers are survived. In all these cases, A, is presented as

D ~—

0<—1<—2<—3<—4
which is a representation-finite sincere simply connected algebra.

If ¢ = (= +,++ —+,+), then ay, asas, a3y, 30001, asasas,
ozt € Joq, asasaiag € Jo—, as, azoe, asasa; are removed and all oth-
ers are survived; If € = (—, +,4+,+, —, —,+), then asoyas, asauazay € Jo
azaaog € Jo—, a3, Qztre, 3y, 03, Qi3 cuuaistiaor; are removed and all
others are survived. In both cases, A, is presented as

6—=5—=14

3—2 1—0
which is a representation-finite sincere simply connected algebra.

If e = (= +,+,—, —, +,+), then ayasas, asazanoy, asauasas € Jo g, azonag,
Q300 € Jo—, (g, a0y, i3ig, (izaipry are removed and all others are survived.
In this case, A, is presented as

6

—5
0

2—1—
which is again representation-finite.
Ife=(—,+,+,— +,—, +), then asoyasas € Jo 1, o, au, a0, ga300, Q03020
are removed and all others are survived. One may check that A, ~ B. and
B := KQ/I is given by

as @Q

6 5 : 1 0
Q: | fon and I : (agazas).

By using Proposition B3] and Proposition B.4, we find that H(7-tilt.B) has the
following connected component:

where the g-matrices are given as follows:
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1) ((0,1,0,0,0,0,0),(0,0,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),
(07 07 07 07 07 _17 1 )7 (_17 17 07 07 07 070))7
2) ((0,0,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1),
(_17 17 07 07 07 070)7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 1 ))7
3) ((0,1,0,0,0,0,0),(0,0,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0), (0,0,0,0,0, -1, 1),
(_17 17 07 07 07 070)7 (07 07 07 _17 07 07 1 ))7
4) ((0,0,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1),(-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,1,0,0,0, 1),
(_17 07 17 07 07 070)7 (07 07 07 _17 17 070))7
5) ((0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1, 1,0,0,0,0,0),
(_1707170707071)7(_7 ) 70717071))7
6) ((0,0,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1, 1,0,0,0,0,0),
(_17 07 17 07 07 07 1 )7 (07 07 07 _17 07 07 1 ))7
7) (( 07 07 07 07 17 07 0 )7 ( 07 07 07 07 07 '17 1 )7 ( _17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 0 )7
(070707_1717070)7(_7 7070717071))7
8) ((0,0,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0), (0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0, 1,0, 0,0, 1),
(070707'1707071)7(_17 717'7 7071))7
9) ((0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1, 1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0, 1,0, 0,0, 1),
(_17 07 07 07 17 07 1 )7 (_17 07 707 07 07 1 ))7
10) ((0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1, 1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0, 1,0, 0,0, 1),
(07 07 07 '17 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 707 07 07 1 ))7
11) (( 07 07 17 07 07 07 0 )7 ( 07 07 07 07 07 '17 1 )7 ( _17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 0 )7
( 07 07 07 _17 17 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 _17 07 07 1 ))7
12) ((0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1),(-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (1,0, 1,0,0,0,0), (0,0,0,-1,1,0,0),
(_17 07 07 07 17 07 1 )7 (_17 07 07 07 17 070))7
13) (( 07 07 07 _17 17 07 0 )7 ( 07 07 07 07 07 _17 1 )7 (_17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 07 07 17 07 1 )7
(_17 07 07 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 070))7
14) (( 07 07 07 ‘17 17 07 0 )7 ( 07 07 07 07 07 ‘17 1 )7 ('17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 ('17 07 17 07 07 07 1 )7 (07 07 07 ‘17 07 07 1 )7
(_17 07 07 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 17 _17 07 07 1 ))7
15) (( 07 07 07 07 07 _17 1 )7 (_17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 0 )7 (07 07 07 _17 17 07 0 )7
(_170717'7 7071)7(_1707070707071)7
16) (( 07 07 07 07 07 _17 1 )7 (_17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 0 )7 ( 07 07 07 '17 17 07 0 )7 (_17 07 07 07 17 07 1 )7
(_17 07 07 07 17 070)7 (_17 07 07 07 07 07 1 ))7
17) (( 07 07 07 ‘17 17 07 0 )7 ( 07 07 07 07 07 ‘17 1 )7 ('17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (07 07 07 ‘17 07 07 1 )7 ('17 07 07 07 07 07 1 )7
( _17 07 17 _17 07 07 1 )7 ( _17 ) 07 _17 07 07 1 ))7
18) (( 07 07 07 07 07 _17 1 )7 (_17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 07 07 07 0 )7 (07 07 07 _17 17 07 0 )7 (_17 07 17 _17 07 07 1 )7
(_17 07 07 07 07 07 1 )7 (_17 07 07 '17 07 07 1 ))

This implies that #7-tilt.B = 18. Hence, 2-silt. A, ~ 2-silt. B, is finite.
o Ife = (—,+,— +,+,—,+), then a1, a4, ayas, ayazasa; are removed and all
others are survived. We find that A. ~ B, and B := KQ/I is given by
65 —2° 1250
Q : \La‘l ?al and I: <Oé40é30é20é1>.

4—3—2
as

@Q

a2

We then find that H(7-tilt .B) has the following structure:

(1) 8 —

1@M/

3 (6) (11) (13)
@)

where the g-matrices are given as follows:
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1) ((0,1,0,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),
(0707070707'171)7( 7100000))

2) ((071707070070)7(07 00100)(007070707071)7(0707‘171707070)7(0707‘170717070)7
(0707070707'171)7( ) 00000))

3) ((0707071707070)7(07 00100)(007070707071)7(0707'171707070)7(0707070707'171)7
('1717070707070)7( ) 01001))

4) ((0707070717070)7(0 700001)(007‘171707070)7(0707‘170717070)7(0707070707‘171)7
(_1717070707070)7( 7000101))

5) ((0717070707070)7(070700001)(007'171707070)7(0707'170717070)7(0707070707'171)7
(_1717070707070)7(070710001))

6) ((0707070717070)7(00700001)7(0707‘171707070)7(0707070707‘171)7('1717070707070)7
(_1707071707071)7( 7770101))7

7) ((0707071707070)7(0 00100) (007‘171707070)7(0707070707‘171)7('1717070707070)7
(_1707071707071)7( 77010070))7

8) ((07070707 07071)7(07 07 17 17 07070)7( 07'1707 17070)7 (07070707 07'171)7 (_17 17 070707070)7
(_1707070717071)7(17 7070707071))7

9) ((0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1, 1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,0,1,0,0, 1),
(_1707070717071)7(17 7071707070))7

10) (( 07 07 07 07 07 07 1 )7 ( 07 07 17 17 07 07 0 )7 ( 07 '17 07 17 07 0 )7 (07 07 07 07 07 '17 1 )7 (_17 17 07 07 07 07 0 )7
(0707'170707071)7(17 7070707071))7

11) ((0,0,0,0,0,0,1),(0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,0,1,0,0, 1),
(_1707070717071)7(17 7070707071))

12) ((0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,0,0,1,0, 1),
(_1707071707070)7(1707070717070))

13) ((0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,0,1,0,0,1), (-1,0,0,0,1,0, 1),
(_1707070707071)7(_1707071707070))

14) ((0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),(0,0,-1,0,1,0,0), (0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (0,0,-1,0,0,0, 1),
(_1707070707071)7(_1707_170707071))

15) ((0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,0,0,1,0,1), (-1,0,0,0,0,0, 1),
(_1707071707070)7(_1707070717070))7

16) ((0,0,0,0,1,0,0),(0,0,-1,1,0,0,0), (0,0,-1,0,1,0,0), (0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1, 1,0, 0,0,0,0),
(_1707070717071)7(_1707070717070))7

17) ((0,0,-1,1,0,0,0),(0,0,-1,0,1,0,0), (0,0,0,0,0,-1,1), (-1,1,0,0,0,0,0), (-1,0,0,0,1,0, 1),
(_1707070707071)7(_1707070717070))

Then, #7-tilt.B = 17 and 2-silt, A, ~ 2-silt. B, is a finite set by Proposition [3.4

L IfE:(_7_7_7

_7_'_7_7

+), we find that H(T—tilt A) has the following structure:

—>O@
s §

where the g-matrices are given as follows:

)((0000100)(0707070707071)7(070707'1717070)7(0707'170717070)7(0707070707_171)7
(0,-1,0,0,1,0,1), (-1,0,0,0,1,0,1)),
)((070700100)7(070707'1717070)7(0707_170717070)7(0707070707_171)7(07_17070717071)7
(-1,0,0,0,1,0,1),(-1,0,0,0,1,0,0)),
)((0 070700701)7(000 1100)7(0707'170717070)7(0707070707_171)7(07'17070717071)7
(-1,0,0,0,1,0,1),(-1,0,0,0,0,0,1)),
)((0 070 1717070)7(0707 1707 7070)7 (0707070707'171)7 (07'17070717071)7 (_1707070717071)7
(-1,0,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,0,0,1,0,0)),
)((070700001)(000 1]'00)7(0707_170717070)7(0707070707_171)7(07_17070717071)7
(0,-1,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,0,0,0,0,1)),



30 QI WANG

6) ((0000100)7(070707'171700)7(0707_170717070)7(0707070707_171)7(07_17070717071)7
(071001_171)7(1707070717070))7

7) ((070707 1717070)7(0707 1 0 1 0 0) (0707070707‘171)7(07‘17070717071)7(_1707070707071)7
(-1,0,0,0,1,0,0), (-1,-1,0,0, 1,0, 1)),

8) ((0707 0001)7(070707_1717070)7(0707_170717070)7(0707070707_171)7(0707_170707071)7
(07 1 007071)7(_1707070707071))7

9) ((000 1717070)7(070 10100)7(0 07070707‘171)7(07‘17070717071)7(07‘17070707071)7
(-1,0,0,0,0,0,1),(-1,-1,0,0,1,0,1)),

10) ((0 0 1717070)7(00 10100)7(0707070707_171)7(07_17070717071)7(07_17070717_171)7
(- ,,,0,1,0,0),( 1,-1,0,0,1,0,1)),

11) ((07 ) 017070)7(070707 1100)7(0707‘170717070)7(07‘17070717071)7(07‘17070717070)7
(o, 1,0017 1,1),(-1,0,0,0,1,0,0)),

12) ((000 17 17070)7(0707 10 1 00)7(07_170707 17071)7 (07'170707 17070)7(07_170707 17_171)7
(- 7,,0,170,0)7(1,100101)),

13) ((07 0 17 17070)7(0707'1707 17070)7(0707070707'171)7(07'170707 17071)7 (07_17070707071)7
(07 770717_71)7(_17_17070717071))7

14) ((07 07 0 17 17 07 0 )7 (07 07 '17 07 17 07 0 )7 (07 _17 07 07 17 07 1 )7 (07 '17 07 07 17 07 0 )7 (07 _17 07 07 17 _17 1 )7
(07 ) 70707071)7(_17_17070717071))7

15) ((07007 17 17070)7(0707 1707 17070)7(0707070707'171)7(0707'170707071)7 (07_17070707071)7
(17 i 70707071)7( 707'170707071))7

16) ((07 0001)7(07070 1100)(0707070707‘171)7(070707‘1707071)7(0707‘170707071)7
(0,-1 00001),(1,000001))

17) ((00,0,1100),(0 ,0,0,0,-1,1),(0,0,0,-1,0,0,1), (0,0,-1,0,0,0,1), (0,-1,0,0,0,0, 1),
(-1,0,0,0,0,0,1), (-1 010001)),

18) ((070707 17100)7( 0 10100)7(007070707'171)7(0707'170707071)7(07'17070707071)7
(07'17'17070 0 1) ( 1 07 1707070 1))7

19) ((070707 1717070) (0707070707‘171)7(0 0 0 1 0 0 1) (0707‘170707071)7(07‘17070707071)7
(o,-1,-1,0,0,0,1), (-1,0,-1,0,0,0, 1)),

20) ((0007 1717070) (0707070707'171)7(000 1001)(07_17070707071)7(_1707070707071)7
(-1,0,-1,0,0,0,1),(-1,0,0,-1,0,0,1)),

21) ((0 07 17 17070)7(0707070707‘171)7(000 100 1)7 (07‘17070707071)7(07‘17‘170707071)7
( ) 7 170707071)7(_170707_1707071))

22) ((07 07'17 ’ 70)7(0707070707'171)7(000 100 1)7 (07'17070707071)7(07_17_170707071)7
(o,-1,0,-1,0,0,1), (-1,0,0,-1,0,0,1)).

It turns out that #7-tilt A = 22 and 2-silt, A is finite.

We address the remaining 7 cases in a manner similar to the approach outlined above.
More precisely, we first find the left mutation pp (A) of A corresponding to €, and then
calculate the left mutation sequences starting from F(up, (A)) until we find a finite con-
nected component in H(7-tilt.A). The utilization of Aoki’s GAP-QPA program enables
us to reduce this heavy process to a computer. We have

€ #7-tilt A
(= ==+, ——+) 51
(= ==+ +—+) 73
(_a_>+>_a+a_>+) 102
(_a_>_a_>+>+>+) 115
(_a_>_a_>_a+,+) 142
(_a_> , +, >+>+) 242
(_a_>+> ) >+>+) 1067

By Proposition B.4], the poset 2-silt. A is finite for each of these 7 cases.
We have proved that 2-silt, A is finite for any € € s;. O
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Remark 5.4. We give an application of Proposition BI3l Let A = S*(2,6) over p = 5.
Then, we have

100 0 O0O0O

0— PPk 010 0 0O0O

® 001 0 00O

e, (A) = P—2 . p and  G(up,(A)=|(0 00 -1 1 0 0
@ 000 0O 100

0—P, &P D F 000 0O 010

000 0O O0O01

It is easy to check that up (A) is a tilting complex. Set B = End uip, (A). Then, B is
isomorphic to KQ/I with

625 Mgt 3
By - | Bo Y
. an - \O500 — P10y, 504y, Y1 Q) .
g: " b d I:{ash— P )
ao\/
aq
We take, fOI' example, €= (_> +> +> RS +> +)7 and it is sent to 6/ = (_? +’ _l_’ _l_’ R +’ +)

under the action of G(up,(A)). We then obtain 2-silt. A ~ 2-silt .« B.
In summary, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.5. A representation-infinite Borel-Schur algebra S™(n,r) is T-tilting finite if
and only if n =2 andp=2,r=4, orp=3,r=5, orp=>5,r=6.
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