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THE CATEGORY OF A PARTITIONED FAN

MAXIMILIAN KAIPEL

Abstract. In this paper, we introduce the notion of an admissible partition of a simplicial polyhedral fan
and define the category of a partitioned fan as a generalisation of the τ -cluster morphism category of a
finite-dimensional algebra. This establishes a complete lattice of categories around the τ -cluster morphism
category, which is closely tied to the fan structure. We prove that the classifying spaces of these categories
are cube complexes, which reduces the process of determining if they are K(π, 1) spaces to three sufficient
conditions. We characterise when these conditions are satisfied for fans in R2 and prove that the first one,
the existence of a certain faithful functor, is satisfied for hyperplane arrangements whose normal vectors lie
in the positive orthant. As a consequence we obtain a new infinite class of algebras for which the τ -cluster
morphism category admits a faithful functor and for which the cube complexes are K(π, 1) spaces. In the
final section we also offer a new algebraic proof of the relationship between an algebra and its g-vector fan.

1. Introduction

Polyhedral fans arise naturally in many areas of mathematics. In toric geometry, fans serve as fundamental
tools for defining toric varieties [26]. In commutative algebra, the Gröbner fan is an invariant associated to
an ideal in a commutative polynomial ring [46]. Polytopes give rise to normal fans and face fans [60] which
play an important role in the theory of optimisation [54]. In matroid theory, the Bergman fan is a subfan of
the normal fan of the matroid polytope [13]. Recently, it was shown that abelian categories define heart fans
[16]. However, our motivation comes from the g-fan of a finite-dimensional algebra [21] which was recently
used to construct the τ-cluster morphism category [55].

The g-fan embeds into the wall-and-chamber structure which arises from stability conditions [5, 17, 42].
The wall-and-chamber structure is the support of the stability scattering diagram [15]. For hereditary alge-
bras, the wall-and-chamber structure is equivalent to the semi-invariant picture defined in [34]. This picture
defines the picture group, see [38], which has close connections to cluster theory and in particular to maximal
green sequences [36]. To compute the cohomology ring of the picture group, the authors of [38] associate a
finite CW-complex, called the picture space, to every hereditary algebra. Later, the cluster morphism cate-
gory is introduced in [35] as a categorical analogue of the picture space in the following sense: The classifying
space of this category is homeomorphic to the picture space and for representation-finite hereditary algebras
this is a K(π, 1) space with π the picture group.

The definition of the cluster morphism category was extended to τ -tilting finite algebras in [19] and then
as the τ-cluster morphism category to all finite-dimensional algebras in [18]. The difficulty in the original
constructions of the τ -cluster morphism category lies in showing that composition of morphisms is associative
[19]. Different proofs of associativity are given in [18] and [20]. Together with the work of [43], this motivated
the authors of [55] to take a geometric viewpoint and construct the τ -cluster morphism category from the
g-fan of a finite-dimensional algebra. In this construction, the cones of the g-fan correspond to support
τ -rigid pairs, which have a wide subcategory associated to them [17, 22, 40]. To obtain the definition of the
category in [55], cones are identified whenever their corresponding wide subcategories coincide.

In this paper, we generalise the τ -cluster morphism category to the category of a partitioned fan by al-
lowing more general identifications of cones. To guarantee composition of morphisms in these categories is
well-defined we introduce admissible partitions of a fan, which reflect the geometric properties induced by
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2 MAXIMILIAN KAIPEL

the identification of cones by shared wide subcategories (cf. [55, Cor. 3.7, Lem. 3.8]). Hence, the category
of a partitioned fan has as its objects the equivalence classes of cones of the fan under the identifications of
the admissible partition. In Proposition 5.2 we show that this means the τ -cluster morphism category sits
in a lattice of categories associated to the fan, which is ordered by refinement of partitions. In a similar
way, the lattice of categories of a hyperplane arrangement admits two distinguished partitions of its under-
lying fan which define the category of the flat-partition and the category of the shard-partition, see Section 4.4.

Each category defines a classifying space, which is the geometric realisation of its chains of composable
morphisms. We generalise results of [31] and [35] and prove that the classifying spaces of the categories of
a partitioned fan are cube complexes. Therefore, we can use the sufficient conditions developed in [28] to
determine classifying spaces which are K(π, 1) spaces, a subclass of Eilenberg-Maclane spaces whose only
non-trivial homotopy group is in degree 1. We follow the approach of [33], where the author categorifies the
ideas of [28] and defines a cubical category, roughly speaking, as a category whose classifying space is a cube
complex and translates the criteria of [28] into this setting.

Theorem 1.1. (Theorem 3.16) Let Σ be a simplicial fan and P an admissible partition. Then the category
C(Σ,P) of the partitioned fan is a cubical category and its classifying space BC(Σ,P) thus a cube complex.

The following categorical conditions are sufficient for the classifying space of the category C(Σ,P) to be a
K(π, 1) space (see [33, Prop. 3.4, Prop. 3.7] and Proposition 4.18):

(1) There exists a faithful functor from C(Σ,P) to some group G, viewed as a groupoid with one object.
(2) + (3) The second and third conditions are referred to as the pairwise compatibility property of first

and last factors respectively. These are more technical conditions about the compatibility of certain
morphisms in the category, see Proposition 4.18.

The pairwise compatibility property of first factors is satisfied by the τ -cluster morphism category of any
finite-dimensional algebra. The other two conditions are satisfied for the τ -cluster morphism categories of
special classes of algebras, like representation-finite hereditary algebras [35], Nakayama(-like) algebras [30, 31]
and certain gentle algebras [30]. Moreover, the τ -cluster morphism category of τ -tilting finite algebras of rank
at most 3 satisfies the pairwise compatibility of last factors [11], whereas some examples are known which do
not satisfy this property (cf. [11], [30]). We generalise the picture group of a finite-dimensional algebra [38]
to a fan with a well-behaved partial order, called a weak fan poset, on its maximal cones (see Definition 4.10)
and show the following:

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 4.21, Corollary 4.22, simplified) Let Σ be a simplicial fan in R2 with a weak fan
poset P and an admissible partition P. Then there exists a faithful functor from C(Σ,P) to its picture group.

(1) If no set of three pairwise-compatible rank 1 morphisms exist, then BC(Σ,P) is a K(π, 1) space.
(2) If additionally, all maximal cones are identified, then the picture group is isomorphic to the funda-

mental group.

For example, whenever the g-fan of a finite-dimensional algebra is finite, it admits a canonical fan poset
(see Proposition 6.19) and as a consequence the τ -cluster morphism category is a K(π, 1) for its picture group
in rank 2. We establish the following relationships in the lattice of categories of a fan ordered by refinement
of partitions.

Theorem 1.3. (Theorem 5.3, simplified) Let (Σ,P) be a weak fan poset and P1,P2 be two admissible
partitions of Σ such that P1 is finer than P2. Then the following hold:

(1) There exists a faithful surjective-on-objects functor F : C(Σ,P1)→ C(Σ,P2).
(2) The classifying space BC(Σ,P2) is a quotient space of BC(Σ,P1).
(3) The picture group of C(Σ,P2) is a quotient of the picture group of C(Σ,P1).

As a consequence if C(Σ,P2) admits a faithful group functor G to its picture group, then so does the
category of any finer partition C(Σ,P1), see Corollary 5.4. We use this fact to show the following.

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem 4.28, Corollary 5.5) Let H ⊆ Rn be a simplicial hyperplane arrangement such that
the normal vector to every hyperplane can be taken to lie in the positive orthant Rn

≥0. Then C(H,P) admits
a faithful functor to some group for all admissible partitions P.
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Hence it is sufficient to study the pairwise compatibility properties of first and last factors for showing
that BC(Σ,P) is a K(π, 1) space. In particular, the above implies the following for the τ -cluster morphism
category.

Theorem 1.5. (Theorem 6.20) Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra such that the g-vector fan is a finite
hyperplane arrangement. Then the τ-cluster morphism category C(A) admits a faithful functor to its picture
group viewed as a groupoid with one object.

This is a new family of algebras for which the existence of such a faithful functor is established. Previously,
the existence of a faithful functor was known only for the family of K-stone algebras, see [30, Sec. 5.2] and
the finite or tame hereditary algebras, see [35, 37]. In particular, these three families are all infinite and
distinct but not disjoint. One large family of new examples are the generalised preprojective algebras coming
from Cartan matrices of finite (Dynkin) type as introduced in [27], which by [48] define finite hyperplane
arrangements. Another large family of algebras are the contraction algebras, as introduced by [24] which
define finite hyperplane arrangements as shown in [7]. For rank 3, [11, Thm. 1] implies that we obtain a new
family of K(π, 1) spaces.

Corollary 1.6. Let A be such that the g-vector fan is a finite hyperplane arrangement in R3. Then the
classifying space BC(A) of the τ-cluster morphism category is a K(π, 1) space for the picture group.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2 we give a short background on polyhedral fans and
simplicial complexes, in Section 3 we define admissible partitions of a fan and the category of a partitioned
fan. In Section 4 we study the classifying space of the category in relation to the picture groups of the fan
and show the existence of the faithful functor. In Section 5 the lattice structure of admissible partitions and
thus of categories is described and in the final Section 6 we study the τ -cluster morphism category and the
g-fan algebraically.

2. Background on fans and simplicial complexes

A convex polyhedral cone σ in Rn is a set of the form σ = {
∑s

i=i λivi ∈ Rn : λi ≥ 0}, where v1, . . . , vs ∈ Rn.
We also denote these non-negative linear combinations by σ = cone{v1, . . . , vs}. For two cones σ =
cone{v1, . . . , vs} and κ = cone{w1, . . . , wt} ⊆ Rn, we sometimes write cone{σ, κ} = cone{v1, . . . , vs, w1, . . . , wt}.
Note that {0} is also regarded as a convex polyhedral cone. Unless otherwise specified, in this paper, a cone
σ is a polyhedral cone with the following two properties:

• We say σ is strongly convex if σ ∩ (−σ) = {0} holds.
• A cone σ is simplicial if the generating set is linearly independent (up to duplicate generators).

The dimension dim(σ) of a cone is the dimension of the linear subspace span{σ} in Rn. Denote by
〈−,−〉 the standard inner product in Rn. A face of a cone σ is the intersection of σ with a hyperplane
{v ∈ Rn : 〈u, v〉 = 0} for some u ∈ Rn satisfying 〈u,w〉 ≥ 0 for all w ∈ σ. If σ = cone{v1, . . . , vs} ⊆ Rn is a
simplicial cone, then a face of σ is simply a cone generated by a proper subset of {v1, . . . , vs}.

Definition 2.1. A fan Σ in Rn is a collection of cones in Rn satisfying the following:

(1) Each face of a cone in Σ is also a cone contained in Σ.
(2) The intersection of two cones in Σ is a face of each of the two cones.

Denote by Σi ⊆ Σ the subset of cones of dimension i. We call a fan Σ in Rn finite if it consists of a
finite number of cones and complete if

⋃

σ∈Σ σ = Rn. We may view fans in two different ways. Firstly,
fans naturally have the structure of a poset (Σ,⊆) ordered by inclusion, which we view as a category whose
objects are cones and which has a unique morphism σ → τ whenever σ ⊆ τ . The rank rk(Σ) of finite and
complete fan in Rn is the maximal dimension of any maximal cone with respect to inclusion, hence n. We
use the poset category of the fan as a basis for the construction of the category of the partitioned fan in
Definition 3.4. For a thorough introduction to fans in the context of toric geometry we refer to [26].

On the other hand we can view fans as simplicial complexes, which are finite sets ∆0 together with a
collection ∆ of subsets of ∆0 such that if X ∈ ∆ and Y ⊆ X , then Y ∈ ∆. Elements v ∈ ∆0 such that
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{v} ∈ ∆ are called vertices and subsets consisting of vertices are called faces or more specifically k-simplices
if they consist of exactly k + 1 vertices. A simplicial fan Σ in Rn defines a simplicial complex ∆(Σ) whose
vertices are the dimension 1 cones Σ1 and whose simplices are sets of vertices which span a cone of the fan.
When a fan Σ in Rn is simplicial, finite and complete, the geometric realisation of ∆(Σ) is a simplicial sphere,
a triangulation of the (n − 1)-sphere, obtained by intersecting the unit (n − 1)-sphere with the cones of Σ.
However, we remark that this geometric realisation is not necessarily a polytope [60, Ex. 7.5].

An arbitrary category C defines a topological space, called the classifying space BC. This space is the
geometric realisation of a simplicial set known as the simplicial nerve of the category. The 0-simplices
correspond to the objects of C and the k-simplices correspond to the chains of composable non-identity

morphisms (X0
f1
−→ X1

f2
−→ . . .

fk−→ Xk) in C. In Section 4 we view the fan as a simplicial complex and build
the classifying space of the category of a partitioned fan from it. For this purpose we need the following two
constructions for simplicial complexes:

(1) The link lk∆(σ) of a simplex σ ∈ ∆ is the simplicial subcomplex of ∆ given by

lk∆(σ) := {τ ∈ ∆ : σ ∩ τ = ∅ and σ ∪ τ ∈ ∆}.

(2) The join ∆1 ∗∆2 of two simplicial complexes ∆1,∆2 has vertex set ∆0
1 ∪∆0

2 and simplices given by

∆1 ∗∆2 := {σ ∈ ∆0
1 ∪∆0

2 : σ ∩∆0
1 ∈ ∆1 and σ ∩∆0

2 ∈ ∆2}.

The join with a simplicial complex consisting of a single vertex is called the (topological) cone over
a simplicial complex.

3. The category of a partitioned fan

We now generalise the geometric construction of the τ -cluster morphism category [55] to a simplicial fan.
Cones which are identified in the construction of [55] “have the same relative fan structure around them” in
the following sense: The collection of cones containing a cone σ is denoted by star(σ) := {τ ∈ Σ : σ ⊆ τ}. Let
πσ : Rn → span{σ}⊥ be the projection onto its orthogonal complement. For each cone σ ∈ Rn, this defines
another fan πσ(star(σ)). Then two cones σ1, σ2 ∈ Rn which get identified in the construction of [55] satisfy
span{σ1}⊥ = span{σ2}⊥ and πσ1

(star(σ1)) = πσ2
(star(σ2)). Importantly, not all pairs of cones sharing these

properties are identified. However, when generalising from the g-fan of a finite-dimensional algebra to an
arbitrary simplicial fan, the information of which cones to identify is lost. Therefore, let Σ be a fan in R

n

and consider for each cone σ1 ∈ Σ the collection of potential identifications

Eσ1
:= {σ2 ∈ Σ : span{σ1}

⊥ = span{σ2}
⊥ and πσ1

(star(σ1)) = πσ2
(star(σ2))}.

It is clear that this is an equivalence relation and therefore Eσ1
= Eσ2

for any two cones sharing these
properties. Now the set of potential identifications may be partitioned into sets of actual identifications.
Recall, that a partition of a set X is a set P of non-empty pairwise-disjoint subsets, called blocks, of X whose
union is X . In other words, we split each Eσ into blocks E1σ, . . . , E

mσ
σ for some 1 ≤ mσ ≤ |Eσ| such that these

coincide for all representatives of σ ∈ Eσ. This induces a partition P of the fan Σ and we write σ1 ∼ σ2

whenever σ1, σ2 ∈ Ekσ for some 1 ≤ k ≤ mσ and σ ∈ Σ.

Definition 3.1. A partition P of Σ as described above is called admissible if whenever σ1 ∼ σ2 are such
that πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ2) for some τ1 ∈ star(σ1) and τ2 ∈ star(σ2), then τ1 ∼ τ2. A partitioned fan is a pair

(Σ,P) of a simplicial fan Σ and an admissible partition P of Σ.

This says that if two cones σ1, σ2 are in the same equivalence class, then any two cones which are “in
the same relative position” should be identified. This restriction is necessary to make the composition of
morphisms in the category of a partitioned fan well-defined. It is not obvious that non-trivial admissible
partitions exist, because the cones τ1, τ2 in the definition may not satisfy τ1, τ2 ∈ Eτ for some τ ∈ Σ, in
other words it may not be possible to identify τ1 and τ2 with the rules defined above. Before proving that
non-trivial admissible partitions always exist, we state the following elementary result from linear algebra for
the sake of completeness in our context.

Lemma 3.2. Let σ ⊆ τ ∈ Σn, then πτ ◦ πσ = πτ .
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Proof. Every vector v ∈ R
n has a unique orthogonal decomposition v = πσ(v) + pσ(v), where pσ : Rn →

span{σ} is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace of Rn spanned by σ. Then

πτ (v) = πτ (τσ(v) + pσ(v)) = πτ ◦ πσ(v) + πτ ◦ pσ(v).

But since pσ(v) ⊆ span{τ}, it follows that πτ ◦ pσ = 0. �

Lemma 3.3. Let σ1 ∼ σ2 in C(Σ,P). If there exist τ1 ∈ star(σ1) and τ2 ∈ star(σ2) such that πσ1
(τ1) =

πσ2
(τ2), then τ1, τ2 ∈ Eτ for some τ ∈ Σ.

Proof. By definition, we need to show that in this case span{τ1}⊥ = span{τ2}⊥ and πτ1(star(τ1)) =
πτ2(star(τ2)), which would imply τ1, τ2 ∈ Eτ1 = Eτ2 . Because πσ1

(τ1)∩σ1 = {0}, we may take any basis B1 of
πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ2) and any basis B2 of span(σ1) = span(σ2), then B1∪B2 is a basis of span{τ1} and span{τ2},

which immediately implies span{τ1}⊥ = span{τ2}⊥, as required. To show that πτ1(star(τ1)) = πτ2(star(τ2)),
we use Lemma 3.2. Since σi ⊆ τi for i = 1, 2, we have

πτ1(star(τ1)) = πτ1(πσ1
(star(τ1))) = πτ2(πσ2

(star(τ2))) = πτ2(star(τ2)),

because πτ1 = πτ2 and since σ1 ∼ σ2 and starπσi
(star(σi))(πσi

(τi)) = πσi
(starΣ(τi)) for i = 1, 2 imply

πσ1
(star(τ1)) = πσ2

(star(τ2)). Therefore, Eτ1 = Eτ2. �

Therefore, admissible partitions exist and throughout this paper, let P denote an admissible partition
unless stated otherwise. We are ready to define our central object.

Definition 3.4. Given a partitioned fan (Σ,P), define the category of the partitioned fan C(Σ,P) as follows:

(1) The objects of C(Σ,P) are equivalence classes [σ] of the partition P of Σ.
(2) The set of morphisms HomC(Σ,P)([σ], [τ ]) consists of equivalence classes of objects in

⋃

σi∈[σ],τj∈[τ ]

HomΣ(σi, τj)

under the equivalence relation where fσ1τ1 ∼ fσ2τ2 if and only if πσ1
(τ1) = πσ2

(τ2).
(3) Given [fσκ] ∈ HomC(Σ,P)([σ], [κ]) and [fκτ ] ∈ HomC(Σ,P)([κ], [τ ]), their composition is defined as

[fκτ ] ◦ [fσκ] = [fστ ].

Because there exists a unique morphism fστ in the poset category Σ whenever σ ⊆ τ , we also need
to identify any two compositions of morphisms [fκ1τ ] ◦ [fσκ1

] and [fκ2τ ] ◦ [fσκ2
] which map to the same

representative of an equivalence class. Similar to [55, Rem. 3.5] it is not clear that the composition of
morphisms in C(Σ,P) is well-defined for two reasons:

(1) In order to define the composition of two non-zero morphisms [fσ1κ1
] and [fκ2τ2 ] where κ1 ∼ κ2, we

need to find a morphism fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 so that [fκ2τ2 ] ◦ [fσ1κ1
] = [fσ1τ1 ].

(2) Given morphisms fσ1κ1
∼ fσ2κ2

and fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 , we need to show [fκ1τ1 ]◦ [fσ1κ1
] = [fκ2τ2 ]◦ [fσ2κ2

].

Now we resolve the other two problems in an analogous way to [55, Lem. 3.9, Lem. 3.10].

Lemma 3.5. For any two morphisms [fσ1κ1
] and [fκ2τ2 ] in C(Σ,P) with κ1 ∼ κ2 there exists a morphism

fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 with τ1 ∼ τ2.

Proof. Since κ1 ∼ κ2 it follows by definition that πκ1
(star(κ1)) = πκ2

(star(κ2)). Thus, for each τ2 ∈ star(κ2)
there exists τ1 ∈ star(κ1) such that πκ1

(τ1) = πκ2
(τ2). Since the partition is admissible, it follows that

therefore τ1 ∼ τ2. Thus there exists a morphism fκ1τ1 which satisfies fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 . �

The following is a special case of Lemma 3.5 where σ1 = κ1, which will be used throughout this paper.

Corollary 3.6. Let P be an admissible partition and let fσ2τ2 be a morphism of the poset category Σ. If
σ1 ∼ σ2 in P, then there exists a morphism fσ1τ1 in the poset category such that fσ1τ1 ∼ fσ2τ2 in C(Σ,P).

Lemma 3.7. Let fσ1κ1
∼ fσ2κ2

and fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 be two pairs of identified morphisms in C(Σ,P). Then
[fσ1κ1

] ◦ [fκ1τ1 ] = [fκ2τ2 ] ◦ [fσ2κ2
].
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Proof. We know by assumption that πσ1
(κ1) = πσ2

(κ2) and πκ1
(τ1) = πκ2

(τ2). Now take w1 ∈ κ1 and
w2 ∈ κ2 such that πσ1

(w1) = πσ2
(w2) and take v ∈ πκ1

(τ1) = πκ2
(τ2). Then, similar to the proof of

Lemma 3.3, a basis of span{τ1} consists of the union of a basis of κ1 and a basis of πκ1
(τ1). Hence there

exists a scalar ǫ1 > 0 such that w1 + ǫ1v ∈ τ1. Similarly there exists ǫ2 > 0 such that w2 + ǫ2v ∈ τ2. Set
δ = min{ǫ1, ǫ2}, then wi + δv ∈ τi for i = 1, 2. Then

πσ1
(w1 + δv) = πσ1

(w1) + δπσ1
(v) = πσ2

(w2) + δπσ2
(v) = πσ2

(w2 + δv).

Hence πσ1
(τ1)∩πσ2

(τ2) 6= {0}. Because of the equivalence of fans πσ1
(starσ1) = πσ2

(starσ2), the intersection
is either zero or the two projections coincide. This implies πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ2) and thus fσ1τ1 ∼ fσ2τ2 . �

As a consequence we have the following.

Proposition 3.8. The category of Definition 3.4 is well-defined.

Example 3.9. Consider the complete fan in Fig. 1a giving rise to a common toric variety called the Hirzebruch
surface Fa where σ3 = cone{(−1, a)} and a is a positive integer. The possible identifications for this fan are

E0 = {0}, Eσ1
= {σ1}, Eσ2

= {σ2, σ4}, Eσ3
= {σ3}, Eτ1 = {τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4}.

The trivial case of not making any identifications gives the standard poset category Σ = C(Σ,Pposet) whose
classifying space is the disk, or more specifically a square. There are only two cones of dimension 1 we may
identify, namely σ2 and σ4 since their linear spans coincide. Moreover, they are such that πσ2

(τ2) = πσ4
(τ1)

and πσ2
(τ3) = πσ4

(τ4) and therefore to make the partition admissible, we must identify the cones in the
following way:

P1 = {{0}, {σ1}, {σ2, σ4}, {σ3}, {τ1, τ2}, {τ3, τ4}}.

The category is displayed in Fig. 1b, where the identified morphisms are given the same label and colour.
The classifying space is a cylinder and is obtained from the square by identifying the opposite “sides”
τ4 ←− σ4 −→ τ1 and τ3 ←− σ2 −→ τ2, see Section 4.1 for more details. It is also possible to additionally identify
all rank 2 cones whose classifying space would join the two ends of the cylinder in one point. If the rank 1
cones are not identified, arbitrary identifications may be made among the rank 2 cones, giving rise to the
topological spaces coming from a square with any combination of vertices identified. Recall in Fig. 1b that
any two compositions having the same target are identified.

τ1

τ2

τ4

τ3

σ4

σ2

σ1

σ3

(a) Fan of a Hirzebruch surface Fa

[0]

[σ1] [σ2] [σ4] [σ3]

[τ2] [τ1] [τ3] [τ4]

a b a b

(b) The category of the partitioned fan (Σ,P1).

Figure 1. A fan and an associated category
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3.1. Cubical categories. Gromov [28] observed that for cube complexes, being locally CAT(0) and thus
a K(π, 1) space, is equivalent to a local combinatorial condition. Informally speaking, CAT(0) spaces are
topological spaces whose geodesic triangle are “no fatter than Euclidean triangles” and locally CAT(0) spaces
are those which admit a CAT(0) universal cover. Such spaces are important examples of K(π, 1) spaces, a
class of Eilenberg-MacLane spaces. A connected topological space X is a K(π, 1) space if it satisfies the
following equivalent conditions:

(1) The homotopy groups of X above degree 1 are all trivial;
(2) The universal cover of X is contractible;
(3) The cohomology of X with arbitrary coefficients is isomorphic to the cohomology of its fundamental

group.

Igusa [33] categorified this approach and introduced cubical categories, whose classifying spaces are cube
complexes, where a cube complex is a topological space built from k-cubes, similar to a simplicial complex
being built from k-simplices. In this setting, the conditions of Gromov give a set of sufficient conditions for
the classifying space of the category to be a K(π, 1) (cf. [33, Prop. 3.4]). For representation-finite hereditary
algebras, Igusa and Todorov [35] show that the cluster morphism category is a cubical category and make use
of the sufficient conditions to show it is a K(π, 1) for π the picture group. Moreover, the τ -cluster morphism
category is a cubical category for all algebras whose g-fan is finite [31]. We remark that their proof actually
works for all finite-dimensional algebras. Results about K(π, 1) spaces have been obtained by Hanson and
Igusa for Nakayama algebras [31] and in a follow-up paper for Nakayama-like and certain gentle algebras [30].
In this section we show that all categories associated to a partitioned fan are cubical categories, extending
results of [31], [33] and [35]. For the definition of a cubical category we need the following two categories:

• The standard k-cube category Ik is the name-giving example of a cubical category. It is the poset
category on subsets of {1, . . . , k} where morphisms are given by inclusion.

• For any category C and any morphism (A
f
−→ B) ∈ C, the factorisation category Faq(f) is the category

whose objects are factorisations A
g
−→ C

h
−→ B such that h ◦ g = f and whose morphisms

C1

A B

C2

h1

φ

g1

g2 h2

are morphisms φ : C1 → C2 such that φ ◦ g1 = g2 and h1 = h2 ◦ φ.

Given an object (A
g
−→ C

h
−→ B) in Faq(f), we call g a first factor of f if g is irreducible in C and h a last

factor of f if h is irreducible in C. We are now ready to define cubical categories.

Definition 3.10. A cubical category is a small category C with the following properties:

(1) Every morphism f : A→ B in C has a rank rk(f) which is a non-negative integer such that rk(g◦f) =
rk(f) + rk(g) for all composable morphisms f, g ∈ C.

(2) If rk(f) = k then there is an isomorphism Faq(f) ∼= Ik.
(3) The forgetful functor Faq(f) → C sending (A −→ C −→ B) 7→ C is an embedding. Thus, every

morphism of rank k has k distinct first factors and k distinct last factors.
(4) Every morphism of rank k is determined by its k first factors.
(5) Every morphism of rank k is determined by its k last factors.

Condition 2 says that in a cubical category, the classifying space of any morphism f is a solid cube, i.e.
BFaq(f) = [0, 1]rk(f). For the category C(Σ,P) of a partitioned fan, the rank of a morphism [fστ ] in C(Σ,P)
is given by the difference of the dimensions of the cones, in other words,

rk([fστ ]) = dim τ − dim σ.

This is well-defined since two identified cones σ1 ∼ σ2 in C(Σ,P) have the same linear span in Rn by
definition and therefore the same dimension. We begin by investigating the finest partition Pposet of the fan,
in which case the the category C(Σ,Pposet) is just the poset category naturally associated with the fan.
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Lemma 3.11. Let Σ be a simplicial fan. The category C(Σ,Pposet) satisfies condition 2. of Definition 3.10.

Proof. Let σ ⊆ τ ∈ Σ be two cones and consider the morphism fστ ∈ C(Σ,Pposet). Assume that dimσ = k
and dim τ = ℓ. Then we may express τ in the following way:

τ = cone{v1, . . . , vℓ−k, σ} ∈ Σ

where v1, . . . , vℓ−k ∈ Σ are the linearly independent dimension 1 cones of Σ contained in τ which are not
contained in σ. This way of writing τ is unique. The following bijection between objects of Iℓ−k and Faq(fστ )
induces an isomorphism of categories

Iℓ−k → Faq(fστ )

{1, . . . , ℓ− k} ⊇ S 7→ (σ → cone {{vi}i∈S , σ} → τ)

where morphisms are induced by the individual poset structures, in other words S ⊆ P ∈ Iℓ−k if and only if
cone {{vi}i∈S , σ} ⊆ cone {{vi}i∈P , σ}. It is clear how to define the inverse and that this is an isomorphism. �

The categories of a partitioned fan are constructed from the poset category C(Σ,Pposet) via identifications.
The following key lemma is essential in understanding how the category changes when cones are identified.
In particular, it shows that two morphisms which are identified will have coinciding factorisation cubes.

Lemma 3.12. Let σ1 6= σ2 ∈ Σ and τ1 6= τ2 ∈ Σ be distinct cones such that fσ1τ1 ∼ fσ2τ2 in C(Σ,P). Then

for every factorisation σ1

fσ1κ1−−−−→ κ1

fκ1τ1−−−→ τ1 of fσ1τ1 there exists a unique factorisation σ2

fσ2κ2−−−−→ κ2

fκ2τ2−−−→ τ2
of fσ2τ2 such that κ1 ∼ κ2. In this case we have fσ1κ1

∼ fσ2,κ2
and fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 in C(Σ,P).

Proof. If σ1 or σ2 is a maximal cone, then such τ1 and τ2 do not exist and the result is trivial. Therefore assume
that σ1 and σ2 are not maximal. By assumption σ1 ∼ σ2 and τ1 ∼ τ2 and thus πσ1

(star(σ1)) = πσ2
(star(σ2)).

So for every κ1 ∈ star(σ1) satisfying κ1 ⊆ τ1 there exists a unique κ2 ∈ star(σ2) such that πσ1
(κ1) = πσ2

(κ2).
Because the partition P is admissible and σ1 ∼ σ2, this implies that κ1 ∼ κ2. This implies fσ1κ1

∼ fσ2κ2
by

definition. We must have that κ2 ⊆ τ2, since

πσ2
(κ2) = πσ1

(κ1) ⊆ πσ1
(τ1) = πσ2

(τ2)

implies that κ2 is a face of τ2. To show that fκ1τ1 ∼ fκ2τ2 , we use Lemma 3.2 since σi ⊆ κi implies κ⊥
i ⊆ σ⊥

i

for i = 1, 2. Thus,
πκ1

(τ1) = πκ1
◦ πσ1

(τ1) = πκ2
◦ πσ2

(τ2) = πκ2
(τ2),

since πσ1
(τ1) = πσ2

(τ2) follows from fσ1τ1 ∼ fσ2τ2 by definition. �

Therefore, the category C(Σ,P) of a partitioned fan satisfies condition 2. of Definition 3.10 for any
admissible partition. The following example illustrates the identification of factorisation cubes described in
the previous lemma.

Example 3.13. Consider the standard coordinate fan Σ in R3 whose cones are spanned by the linearly
independent (positive) combinations of the vectors ±ei ∈ R3. Choose a partition P such that e1 ∼ −e1 ∈
C(Σ,P). Then the factorisation cubes of [fe1,cone{e1,e2,e3}] and [f−e1,cone{−e1,e2,e3}] are identified as follows:

[ cone{e1}] [ cone{−e1}]

[ cone{e1, e2}] [ cone{−e1, e2}] [ cone{e1, e3}] [ cone{−e1, e3}]

[ cone{e1, e2, e3}] [ cone{−e1, e2, e3}]

a

c

c

a

b

b d

d

Consider the following analogue of [31, Lem. 2.5b] a tool to obtain the embedding of Definition 3.10.
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Lemma 3.14. Let [fστ ] ∈ C(Σ,P). There exists exactly one morphism

([σ]
[g1]
−−→ [κ]

[h1]
−−→ [τ ])→ ([σ]

[g2]
−−→ [λ]

[h2]
−−→ [τ ])

in Faq([fστ ]) whenever κ1 ⊆ λ1 for some κ1 ∈ [κ] and λ1 ∈ [λ] and none otherwise.

Proof. The assumption that two such maps [fκ1λ1
] 6= [fκ2λ2

] exist implies the existence of distinct represen-
tatives κ1 ∼ κ2 and λ1 ∼ λ2 in the equivalence classes. Assume that there exists only one representative
σ ∈ [σ], then κ1, κ2 ∈ star(σ) implies πσ(κ1) 6= πσ(κ2). Hence [fσκ1

] 6= [fσκ2
] which is a contradiction since

they both equal [g1]. It follows that there need to be distinct representatives σ1, σ2 ∈ [σ] and thus we have
two sets of inclusions σi ⊆ κi ⊆ λi satisfying [fσiλi

] = [g2] for i = 1, 2. Then Lemma 3.12 implies that
[fκ1λ1

] = [fκ2λ2
], a contradiction. The (non-)existence is obvious. �

We remark that there is not necessarily a unique morphism [κ] → [λ] in C(Σ,P) in general. However,
if one λ1 ⊇ κ1 exists, then there exist λi ⊇ κi for every κi ∈ [κ], such that λi ∈ [λ] and fκiλi

∈ [fκλ] by
Lemma 3.12. We are now able to prove that the third condition of the definition of a cubical category holds
for the category of a partitioned fan.

Lemma 3.15. Let [fστ ] be a morphism in C(Σ,P). The forgetful functor Faq([fστ ]) → C(Σ,P) given by
([σ]→ [κ]→ [τ ]) 7→ [κ] is an embedding i.e. faithful and injective-on-objects.

Proof. Assume two factorisations of a morphism [fστ ] ∈ C(Σ,P)

[σ1]
[fσ1κ1

]
−−−−→ [κ1]

[fκ1τ1
]

−−−−→ [τ1] and [σ2]
[fσ2κ2

]
−−−−→ [κ2]

[fκ2τ2
]

−−−−→ [τ2]

satisfy [κ1] = [κ2] but κ1 6= κ2. We want to use Lemma 3.12 to show the pairwise identification of the
morphisms and thus an equivalence of factorisations. We need to show that σ1 6= σ2 and τ1 6= τ2. Since
κ1 and κ2 have the same linear span but are distinct, it follows that there is no generator of one which is
linearly independent with respect to the generators of the other and thus they cannot both be contained in
the same simplicial cone τ . Hence there must exist distinct τi ⊇ κi for i = 1, 2. However, this implies the
existence of two distinct representatives σ1 and σ2 in [σ] similar to the proof of Lemma 3.14 as otherwise
τ1 = τ2 follows from the identification of the maps [fστ1 ] = [fστ2 ]. Therefore, Lemma 3.12 implies the
pairwise-identification of the morphisms and hence the two factorisations are identical and the functor is
injective-on-objects. The functor is faithful since there exists at most one morphism between any two objects
in Faq([fστ ]) by Lemma 3.14. �

In C(Σ,P), just like in the poset category of the fan Σ, the irreducible morphisms are exactly the morphisms
of rank 1. Hence, given a morphism [fστ ] ∈ C(Σ,P) where dim(τ) = ℓ and dim(σ) = k, we may write
τ = cone{σ, v1, . . . , vℓ−k} like before. Then it is easily seen that the ℓ − k first factors are the rank 1
morphisms [fσκi

], where κi := cone{σ, vi} ⊆ τ and the last factors are the rank 1 morphisms [fλiτ ], where

λi := cone{σ, v1, . . . , vi−1, vi+1, . . . , vℓ−k}.

Putting the above results together we arrive at the following.

Theorem 3.16. The category C(Σ,P) of a partitioned fan is cubical.

Proof. Like stated before, the rank function is given by rk([fστ ]) = dim τ − dimσ. Condition 2. of Defini-
tion 3.10 follows from combining Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.12, whereas condition 3. was shown explicitly
in Lemma 3.15. Let [fστ ] ∈ C(Σ,P) be a morphism. Given a choice of representative fσ′τ ′ ∈ [fστ ], the first

factors are given by {[fσ′κ′

i
]}ℓ−k

i=1 , where κ
′
i ⊆ τ ′ are constructed from σ′ and τ ′ as above. It is then clear that

they uniquely determine the morphism [fσ′τ ′ ] by writing τ ′ = cone{σ′, κ′
1, . . . , κ

′
ℓ−k}. On the other hand, the

last factors [fλiτ ] are easily seen to determine the morphism [fστ ], where σ =
⋂ℓ−k

i=1 λi. �
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4. The classifying space and picture group

We have established that the categories of a partitioned fan are cubical categories, hence it is natural to
study their topological properties next. Throughout this section, let Σ be a finite and complete fan in Rn

and P an admissible partition of Σ. In this case, we describe the classifying space of the category C(Σ,P)
as a finite CW-complex, similar to [31], [33] and [35]. Moreover, we associate the picture group to a fan, by
generalising the definitions of [31] and [38], see also Proposition 6.19. We investigate the sufficient conditions
for the categories C(Σ,P) to be aK(π, 1) by studying the picture group. One of the conditions is the existence
of a faithful functor from the category C(Σ,P) to a group. We show that a faithful functor to the picture
group exists for fans of rank 2 and a large class of hyperplane arrangements.

4.1. Description of the CW-complex. A CW-complex X is a topological space of particular importance
in algebraic topology. It is constructed from a discrete set X0, called 0-cells. The k-skeleton Xk is formed
from Xk−1 by attaching k-cells eki via maps ϕi : Sk−1 → Xk−1 for some index set I. Hence Xk is the
quotient space of the disjoint union Xk−1 ⊔

⊔

i∈I D
k
i of Xk−1 with a collection of k-disks {Dk

i }i∈I under

the identification x ∼ ϕi(x) for x ∈ ∂Dk
i . As a set, Xk is the disjoint union of Xk−1 with open k-disks.

The name CW-complex comes from two properties of such complexes: closure-finiteness and weak topology.
Furthermore, the fundamental group of CW-complexes are completely determined by their 1-cells and 2-cells.
For more details we refer the reader to [32]. In the following construction of the CW-complex BC(Σ,P), each
cell is the (topological) cone of the simplicial sphere described in the following definition, hence a disk.

Definition 4.1. Let (Σ,P) be a partitioned fan and σ ∈ Σ be a cone of dimension k 6= n. Define S(σ) to

be the simplicial complex whose vertices are the cones τ ∈ star(σ)k+1 and for which {τi}
ℓ−k
i=1 spans a simplex

if and only if cone{πσ(τ1), . . . , πσ(τℓ−k)} ∈ πσ(star(σ)).

Lemma 4.2. S(σ) is homeomorphic to a (n− k − 1)-sphere.

Proof. By intersecting a finite and complete simplicial fan in Rn with a (n− 1)-sphere centered at the origin,
we obtain the geometric realisation of Σ to be a (n− 1)-sphere. Similarly for S(σ), the projection πσ(starσ)
is a finite and complete simplicial fan and thus the geometric realisation of it is a (n−dim(σ)−1)-sphere. �

We remark that all representatives σi ∈ [σ] define isomorphic simplicial complexes because σi ∼ σj implies
that the fans πσ1

(starσ1) = πσ2
(starσ2) coincide. Therefore, given an equivalence class [σ] ∈ P, we denote

by [S(σ)] the isomorphism class of simplicial complexes S(σi) for σi ∈ [σ].

Example 4.3. Consider the fan Σ given in Fig. 2a which is the complete fan underlying the toric variety
P1×P1 and at the same time the g-fan of the semisimple rank 2 algebra. In Fig. 2b (the geometric realisation
of) the simplicial complex S(0) is homeomorphic to a 1-sphere, where we have labelled the vertices it is
defined on. Similarly, in Fig. 2c the simplicial complex S(σ1) consists only of the vertices and is the 0-sphere.

τ1

τ2τ3

τ4

σ4

σ2

σ1σ3

(a) The complete fan Σ

σ4

σ2

σ1σ3

(b) The complex S(0)

τ1

τ2

(c) The complex S(σ1)

Figure 2. An example of the simplicial complexes of a fan.

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to proving the following result. We closely follow the proof of
[31, Prop. 4.7] and identify each morphism [fστ ] ∈ C(Σ,P) with its factorisation cube in BC(Σ,P).
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Theorem 4.4. Let Σ be a finite and complete fan in R
n and P an admissible partition of Σ. The classifying

space BC(Σ,P) is a n-dimensional CW-complex having one cell e([σ]) of dimension k = n− dim(σ) for each
equivalence class [σ] ∈ P. The k-cell e([σ]) is the union of the factorisation cubes of the morphisms [fστ ],
where τ ∈ star(σ)n.

Let e([σ]) be the union of factorisation cubes of all morphisms [fστ ], where τ ∈ star(σ)n. To obtain the
CW-structure of BC(Σ,P), we must show that each e([σ]) is a disk of dimension k = n− dim(σ) attached to
lower dimensional cells along its boundary. We show this in three steps.

Step 1: Start with the disjoint union of factorisation cubes. Let σ1, σ2 ∈ [σ] and τ1 ∈ star(σ1) and τ2 ∈
star(σ2) be maximal cones such that fσ1τ1 ∼ fσ2τ2 . From Lemma 3.12 we know that factorisation cubes of
the two morphisms [fσ1τ1 ] and [fσ2τ2 ] are identified, hence it suffices to consider only one representative σ ∈ [σ]
by Corollary 3.6. We begin by defining the disjoint union of factorisation cubes X([σ]) =

⊔

τ∈star(σ)n [fστ ]. It

is clear that a face of the factorisation cube of [fστ ] corresponds to the factorisation cube of some morphism
[fκλ] satisfying σ ⊆ κ ⊆ λ ⊆ τ . Consider the equivalence relation ∼1 on X([σ]) which identifies faces
corresponding to the same morphism. By definition we obtain e([σ]) ≡ X([σ])/ ∼1. We split ∼1 into two
types of identifications. First, we only identify factorisation cubes of morphisms of the form [fσλ]. Denote
this equivalence on X([σ]) by ∼2. After showing that the resulting space is a disk, we let ∼3 identify the
factorisation cubes of morphisms [fκτ ] not starting at σ and show that the identifications of ∼3 occur only
on the boundary. Thus since X([σ])/ ∼1= (X([σ])/ ∼2)/ ∼3 we obtain the desired result.

Step 2: Show that X([σ])/ ∼2 is a disk. We compare this quotient space with the classifying space of the
following category.

Definition 4.5. Given an object [σ] ∈ C(Σ,P), the under category (or coslice category) [σ]\C(Σ,P) is the
category whose objects are morphisms [σ]→ [τ ] in C(Σ,P) and whose morphisms ([σ]→ [τ1])→ ([σ]→ [τ2])
are morphisms [fτ1τ2 ] making the following triangle commute:

[σ]

[τ1] [τ2]

[fστ2
][fστ1

]

[fτ1τ2
]

The 0-simplices of the classifying space B[σ]\C(Σ,P) are in bijection with (identity morphisms of) ele-
ments of [σ]\C(Σ,P). There exists one 0-simplex for every cone in star(σ). It follows from Lemma 3.14 that
this category is a poset category, and one can easily observe that B[σ]\C(Σ,P) ≡ X([σ])/ ∼2.

Moreover, there is a bijection between 0-simplices corresponding to objects in star(σ)dim(σ)+1 and vertices
of the simplicial complex S(σ) of Definition 4.1. The other 0-simplices of [σ]\C(Σ,P) correspond to cones
τ ∈ star(σ)dim(σ)+ℓ for ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , k} and are in bijection with the (ℓ− 1)-simplices of the simplicial complex
S(σ), recalling the that σ1 ∼ σ2 implies [S(σ1)] = [S(σ2)]. Therefore B[σ]\C(Σ,P) may be viewed as the cone
with cone point [fσσ] over S(σ). This implies that B[σ]\C(Σ,P) and thus X([σ])/ ∼2 is a (n− k − 1)-disk.

Step 3: Show that identifications happen on the boundary. Define ∼3 to be the equivalence relation on
B[σ]\C(Σ,P) identifying all faces corresponding to the same morphism [fκτ ] for [κ] 6= [σ]. By definition
e([σ]) ≡ B[σ]\C(Σ,P)/ ∼3. From the construction of B[σ]\C(Σ,P) as the cone over S(σ), it follows from
Lemma 4.2 that the link of [fσσ] is a (n− k − 1)-sphere. Hence [fσσ] is in the interior of the disk. Consider
now a different 0-simplex [fστ ] of B[σ]\C(Σ,P). Then its link lk([fστ ]) is given by the simplicial join of:

• the link of [fττ ] in B[τ ]\C(Σ,P), which is the part in the boundary of e([σ]), and

• the link of [σ]
[fστ ]
−−−→ [τ ]

[fττ ]
−−−→ [τ ] in the factorisation cube [fστ ], which is the part in the interior of

e([σ]).

This is the join of a (n − dim(τ) − 1)-sphere with a (dim(τ) − dim(σ) − 1)-disk, which is a (k − 1)-disk.
Thus [fστ ] is a boundary vertex of B[σ]\C(Σ,P). Any simplex which contains the cone point [fσσ] has to
be the only representative in its equivalence class of ∼3, by definition. It follows that ∼3 identifies simplices
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containing exclusively simplices on the boundary of B[σ]\C(Σ,P). Moreover, these identified simplices are
factorisation cubes of morphisms of rank strictly less than k. Hence e([σ]) is attached to lower-dimensional
cells. This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.4.

Example 4.6. Consider the complete fan of Fig. 2a with the partition P identifying σ1 ∼ σ3 and σ2 ∼ σ4.
This partition implies the identification of all maximal cones. In Fig. 3, the three steps of constructing
the 2-cell e([0]) are illustrated. First we begin with the disjoint union of factorisation cubes in Fig. 3a and
then ∼2 identifies corresponding factorisation cubes of morphisms starting at 0, which are labelled with
the same number. We showed that the resulting space is a disk with only one 0-simplex in the interior.
Then ∼3 identifies all factorisation cubes of morphisms on the boundary which are identified in C(Σ,P).
For example, in this partition [fσ4τ4 ] = [fσ2τ3 ], which are labelled “5” in Fig. 3b. A detailed picture of
X([0])/ ∼2= B[0]\C(Σ,P) is given in Fig. 4. These identifications give the 2-cell e([0]) of the classifying
space BC(Σ,P) to be a torus.

4

1

4

3

2

1

2

3

(a) X([0])

7

6

8

65

8

7

5

(b) X([0])/ ∼2

7

8

5 6

(c) (X([0])/ ∼2)/ ∼3

Figure 3. The construction of e([0]) from factorisation cubes.

[f 0
τ1
]

[f0σ1
]

[f
0τ
2 ]

[f
0
σ
2 ]

[f 0
τ3
]

[f0σ3
]

[f
0τ
4 ]

[f
0
σ
4
]

[fσ4τ1 ][fσ4τ4 ]

[f
σ
1
τ
1 ]

[f
σ
1
τ
2 ]

[fσ2τ2 ][fσ2τ3 ]

[f
σ
3
τ
3
]

[f
σ
3
τ
4
]

[fσ4σ4
]

[fσ2σ2
]

[fσ3σ3
] [fσ1σ2

]

[fτ1τ1 ]

[fτ2τ2 ][fτ3τ3 ]

[fτ4τ4 ]

Figure 4. The classifying space B[0] \ C(Σ,P).
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4.2. The picture group of a fan. Igusa, Todorov and Weyman [38] associate the picture group to a
representation-finite hereditary algebra and study its cohomology. Later, Hanson and Igusa [31] extended
their definition to τ -tilting finite algebras. In these cases it was shown by the respective authors, that the
classifying space of the (τ)-cluster morphism category has fundamental group isomorphic to the picture group
and thus if the classifying space is aK(π, 1) the cohomologies of the two coincide. An algebra induces a partial
ordering on the maximal cones of its g-fan which defines the picture group, see Section 6. To generalise the
picture group to finite and complete simplicial fans we assume the existence of a weak fan poset, generalising
the notion of a fan poset introduced in [50, Sec. 3].

Definition 4.7. A fan poset is a pair (Σ,P) where Σ is a finite complete fan in Rn and P is a finite poset
whose elements are the maximal cones of Σ, subject to the following conditions:

(1) For every cone σ ∈ Σ, the set of maximal cones star(σ)n containing σ is an interval in P , which we
denote by [σ−, σ+] and call a facial interval.

(2) For every interval I of P , the union of all maximal cones in I is a convex polyhedral cone, which may
not be strongly-convex.

For example, the poset of regions of a central simplicial hyperplane arrangement with an arbitrary choice
of base region as defined by Edelman [25] defines a fan poset by [50, Thm. 4.2]. Moreover, g-fans of τ -tilting
finite algebras are equipped with a natural fan poset induced by the poset of torsion classes as we show in
Proposition 6.15. To achieve greater generality we weaken the definition above in the following way.

Definition 4.8. A weak fan poset is a pair (Σ,P) where Σ is a finite complete fan in Rn and P is a finite
poset whose elements are the maximal cones of Σ, subject to the following conditions:

(1) For every cone σ ∈ Σ, the set of maximal cones star(σ)n containing σ is an interval in P , which we
denote by [σ−, σ+] and call a facial interval.

(2) Every cover relation τ1⋖τ2 in P can be seen as a facial interval [σ−, σ+] for some (n−1)-dimensional
cone σ = τ1 ∩ τ2.

We call a triple (Σ,P,P) a partitioned fan poset if (Σ,P) is a partitioned fan and (Σ,P) is a weak fan
poset. The result [50, Prop. 3.3] implies that if (Σ,P) is a fan poset then it is also a weak fan poset.

Example 4.9. Consider the fan of the Hirzebruch surface in Fig. 1a, then the poset P whose two maximal
chains are given by τ3 ⋖ τ2 ⋖ τ1 and τ3 ⋖ τ4 ⋖ τ1 with no other cover relations forms a weak fan poset but
not a fan poset, since the union τ2 ∪ τ3 is not a convex polyhedral cone.

For a poset P we denote by Hasse(P) the oriented graph whose vertices are elements of P and which has
an arrow x←− y whenever x⋖ y is a cover relation in P . If (Σ,P) is a weak fan poset, we label the arrows of
Hasse(P) with the cone of codimension 1 giving rise to the cover relation. We are now ready to define the
picture group of a partitioned fan with a choice of fan poset.

Definition 4.10. Let (Σ,P,P) be a partitioned fan poset. Define the picture group G(Σ,P,P) to have
generators {X[σ] : σ ∈ Σn−1} and the following sets of relations:

(1) X[σ1] . . .X[σk] = X[σ′
1]
. . . X[σ′

ℓ
] whenever (σ1, . . . , σk) and (σ′

1, . . . , σ
′
ℓ) are two distinct ordered se-

quences of cones of codimension 1 labelling the arrows of some maximal chain of an interval [τ1, τ2]
in P . We abbreviate this group element by X[τ1,τ2].

(2) X[σ−

1
,κ−

1
] = X[σ−

2
,κ−

2
], whenever [fσ1κ1

] = [fσ2κ2
] in C(Σ,P).

Notice that the picture group G(Σ,P,P) satisfies X[σ−,κ−]X[κ−,τ−] = X[σ−,τ−] for appropriate σ, κ, τ ∈ Σ.
We prove in Section 6.3 that the picture group defined for τ -tilting finite algebras in [31] satisfies these
relations. Given a fan Σ, different choices of a weak fan poset (Σ,P) may define non-isomorphic picture
groups. Moreover, it is possible that some generators become trivial due to the relation X[σ] = Xe arising
from relations of the second type in Definition 4.10. We call a fan poset which does not annihilate any
generators in this way non-degenerate. For a partitioned fan poset (Σ,P,P) we say that P is well-defined on
identified stars whenever the induced fan posets P|πσ1

and P|πσ2
on πσ1

(starσ1) and πσ2
(starσ2) coincide

for distinct cones σ1, σ2 ∈ Σ such that [σ1] = [σ2] in C(Σ,P). These two notions are equivalent.
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Lemma 4.11. A fan poset (Σ,P) is non-degenerate if and only if P is well-defined on identified stars. In
this case the second set of relations of Definition 4.10 is trivially satisfied.

Proof. The fan poset is determined by its covering relations of the form τ1 ⋖ τ2 whenever codim τ1 ∩ τ2 = 1.
Hence it is clear that if P is well-defined on identified stars, then for σ1 ∼ σ2 of codimension 1 we have
πσ1

(σ−
1 ) = πσ1

(σ1)
− = πσ2

(σ2)
− = πσ2

(σ−
2 ). Thus the fan poset is non-degenerate. Conversely, if (Σ,P) is

non-degenerate, assume for a contradiction that there is some pair of identified stars such that the induced
poset on their projections does not coincide. Then at least one covering relation of the poset must be different
in the projection and that wall would be crossed in two different directions in the fan poset and thus the poset
would no longer be non-degenerate. Thus P is well-defined on identified stars. In this case, the relations of
type 2 in Definition 4.10 are satisfied because by definition [fσ1τ1 ] = [fσ2τ2 ] implies πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ2) and

since the poset is well-defined on identified stars we have πσ1
(σ−

1 ) = πσ1
(σ1)

− = πσ2
(σ2)

− = πσ2
(σ−

2 ) and
similarly for τ−1 and τ−2 . Since the paths from πσi

(τ−i ) to πσi
(σ−

i ) coincide in the projection for i = 1, 2 and
the partition is admissible, the labels of the paths from τ−i to σ−

i must be pairwise identified. �

The assumption on a (weak) fan poset P of the following lemma is referred to as P being induced by a
linear functional b ∈ (Rn)∨ in [50, Sec. 3].

Lemma 4.12. Let (Σ,P) be a weak fan poset. Let b be a linear functional on Rn. For any τ1⋖ τ2 in P, let ν
be the unit normal vector to the hyperplane span{τ1 ∩ τ2} ⊆ Rn separating τ1 from τ2, oriented to point from
τ1 to τ2. If for every τ1 ⋖ τ2 in P with corresponding ν we have b(ν) > 0, then the poset is non-degenerate,
equivalently, well-defined on identified stars.

Proof. The poset is determined by its covering relation. Let [σ1] = [σ2] ∈ C(Σ,P) be an equivalence class
of codimension 1 cones. We need to show that the poset induced on πσi

(starσi) coincides. Assume for a
contradiction that τ1⋖τ2 is the covering relation given by the star of σ1 and τ3⋖τ4 the covering relation given
by the star of σ2 such that πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ4) and πσ1

(τ2) = πσ2
(τ3). Then the normal vector ν1 pointing from

τ1 to τ2 is orthogonal to the hyperplane span{σ1} and satisfies b(ν1) > 0, but at the same time the normal
vector ν2 pointing from τ3 to τ4 is orthogonal to the hyperplane span{σ2} and satisfies b(ν2) > 0. Since
[σ1] = [σ2] we have span{σ1} = span{σ2}, it follows that ν1 = −ν2, but then either b(ν1) < 0 or b(ν2) < 0, a
contradiction. �

In a similar way to [31, Prop. 4.4d] we may give an alternate description of the picture group as follows.

Lemma 4.13. If P is non-degenerate, the picture group G(Σ,P,P) may be presented with the set of gener-
ators {X[σ] : σ ∈ Σn−1} ∪ {gτ : τ ∈ Σn} and a relation

gτ2 = X[σ]gτ1

if there is an arrow τ1
σ
←− τ2 in Hasse(P) labelled by by σ and the relation g0− = e.

Proof. Let H be a group with presentation given as above and let τ2
σ1−→ . . .

σk−→ τ1 and τ2
σ′

1−→ . . .
σ′

ℓ−→ τ1
be two distinct sequences of codimension 1 cones labelling the arrows of some maximal chain in the interval
[τ1, τ2] ⊆ P . These sequences of codimension 1 cones give rise to the relation

X[σ1] . . . X[σk]gτ1 = gτ2 = X[σ′
1]
. . . X[σ′

ℓ
]gτ1

in H which implies that H satisfies the relation X[σ1] . . .X[σk] = X[σ′
1]
. . . X[σ′

ℓ
] as required. Moreover, since

P has a minimal element 0−, there exists a sequence τ
σ′′

1−−→ . . .
σ′′

s−−→ 0− labelling the arrows of a maximal
chain in the interval [0−, τ ] in Hasse(P). We then obtain

gτ = X[σ′′
1 ] . . . X[σ′′

s ]

since g0− = e. Hence every generator of H can be written in terms of generators of G(Σ,P,P). As a
consequence of these two observations we can replace the generators {gτ : τ ∈ P} by expressions using only
generators X[σi] and obtain the presentation of the picture group in Definition 4.10. �
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The finite CW-structure obtained for BC(Σ,P) in Theorem 4.4, allows us to describe the fundamental
group in the following way: By definition, the 1-skeleton of the CW-complex BC(Σ,P) is a graph, which
contains a loop whenever two adjacent maximal cones get identified. Since this graph is connected, it contains
a maximal tree T . Now every edge e which is not part of the tree determines a loop fe in the graph and thus
a generator of the fundamental group. For more details we refer to [32, Sec. 1.A].

Lemma 4.14. The fundamental group π1(BC(Σ,P)) is the free group with one generator [fe] for each edge
e ∈ BC(Σ,P)1 − T modulo the relations given by the attaching maps of the 2-cells.

Remark 4.15. Taking any fan with its trivial poset partition Pposet, since the classifying space is a ball, its
fundamental group is trivial but the picture group is not. So, in contrast to the setting of finite-dimensional
algebras, the picture group G(Σ,P,P) is not necessarily isomorphic to the fundamental group of BC(Σ,P).

Nonetheless, for a special class of fan posets, we obtain an isomorphism between picture group and fund-
mantal group. Recall that a lattice L is a partially ordered set for which any two elements x, y have a unique
common maximal lower bound, x∧ y, and a unique minimal upper bound, x∨ y. A polygon in a finite lattice
L is an interval [x, y] such that (x, y) consists of two disjoint non-empty chains. The lattice is polygonal if for
any two arrows y1 → x and y2 → x in Hasse(L) the interval [x, y1 ∨ y2] is a polygon and for arrows y → x1

and y → x2 in Hasse(L) the interval [x1 ∧ x2, y] is a polygon. We say two maximal chains in an interval
[x, y] ⊆ L are related by a polygon move if the two chains differ only in that one chain covers one side of a
polygon while the other covers the other side. For further background on polygonal lattices we refer to [52,
Sec. 9.6].

Proposition 4.16. Let (Σ,P,P) be a non-degenerate partitioned fan poset. If P is a polygonal lattice, then it
suffices to consider facial intervals coming from cones of codimension 2 to obtain all relations of G(Σ,P,P).
If additionally P identifies all maximal cones of Σ, then G(Σ,P,P) is isomorphic to π1(BC(Σ,P)).

Proof. The type 2 relations of Definition 4.10 are satisfied due to non-degeneracy of the poset by Lemma 4.11.
Let [x, y] be an interval in P . Since P is a finite polygonal lattice, any two maximal chains in [x, y] are related
by a sequence of polygon moves by [52, Lem. 9-6.3]. Trivially, the labels of two maximal chains which are
related by a polygon move differ only in the labels of the two sides of the polygon. Thus it is sufficient to
consider the group relations coming from polygons of P to give a presentation of G(Σ,P,P).

We now show that every cone of codimension 2 of Σ gives rise to a polygon of P and that in fact every
polygon of P arises this way, as claimed. Thus, let σ ∈ Σ be a cone of codimension 2 and consider the
induced weak fan poset P|πσ

on πσ(starσ), which has a maximal and minimal element, and two disjoint
chains similar to Fig. 5b. Hence the interval [σ−, σ+] is a polygon of P . Now, take a polygon [τ1∧ τ2, τ3] ⊆ P
for some τ1 ⋖ τ3 and τ2 ⋖ τ3, then κ = τ1 ∩ τ3 ∩ τ2 is a cone of codimension 2 since τ1 ∩ τ3 and τ2 ∩ τ3
are both generated by distinct subsets of (n− 1) vectors generating τ3. By the previous, [κ−, κ+] is a poly-
gon which must contain τ1, τ2 and τ3. More precisely we must have κ+ = τ3 and by the uniqueness of the
meet in a lattice we have κ− = τ1∧τ2, hence every polygon arises as a facial interval of a cone of codimension 2.

Additionally, if all maximal cones are identified, then there exists a unique 0-cell in BC(Σ,P)) and
Lemma 4.14 implies that the generators of G(Σ,P,P) and π1(BC(Σ,P)) coincide. The relations of the
fundamental group of a CW-complex are given exactly by the 2-cells which correspond with the cones of
codimension 2. �

The previous result implies that different choices of non-degenerate fan posets define isomorphic picture
groups when all maximal cones are identified by P and the fan poset is a polygonal lattice. A similar result
holds for any fan in R2.

Lemma 4.17. Let Σ be a finite and complete fan in R
2 and (Σ,P1) and (Σ,P2) be non-degenerate fan posets.

Then G(Σ,P,P1) ∼= G(Σ,P,P2).

Proof. Lemma 4.11 and non-degeneracy imply that the type 2 relations are satisfied by both G(Σ,P,P1)
and G(Σ,P,P2). Denote the generators of G(Σ,P,P1) by X[σi] and the generators of G(Σ,P,P1) by Y[σi]
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for σi ∈ Σ1. Given an arbitrary cover relation τi ⋖ τj in P1 with σk := τi ∩ τj , define

δσk :=

{

1 if τi ⋖ τj in P2;

−1 if τj ⋖ τi in P2.

Then the desired group isomorphism φ : G(Σ,P,P1)→ G(Σ,P,P2) is given on the generators by ϕ(X[σi]) =

Y
δσi

[σi]
. We note that this is well-defined on equivalence classes by the assumption that P1 and P2 are non-

degenerate. �

4.3. Eilenberg-MacLane spaces of rank 2. While the picture group is not necessarily isomorphic to the
fundamental group in general, it still plays an important role in understanding the classifying spaces of the
categories of a partitioned fan. Recall, that C(Σ,P) is a cubical category by Theorem 3.16.

Proposition 4.18. [33, Prop. 3.4, Prop. 3.7] The following additional properties are sufficient for the
classifying space BC(Σ,P) to be locally CAT(0) and thus a K(π, 1).

(1) There is a faithful group functor Ψ : C(Σ,P)→ G for some group G, viewed as a groupoid with one
object.

(2) A set of k rank 1 morphisms {[fσκi
]}ki=1 forms the set of first factors of a rank k morphism if and

only if each pair {[fσκi
], [fσκj

]} forms the set of first factors of a rank 2 morphism for i 6= j. In other
words, first factors are given by pairwise compatibility conditions.

(3) A set of k rank 1 morphisms {[fσiκ]}
k
i=1 forms the set of last factors of a rank k morphism if and

only if each pair {[fσiκ], [fσjκ]} forms the set of last factors of a rank 2 morphism for i 6= j. In other
words, last factors are given by pairwise compatibility conditions.

In particular, we consider the picture group to be the most natural group to study condition (1). We
emphasise that the above conditions do not imply that BC(Σ,P) is a K(G(Σ,P,P), 1) but rather a K(π, 1)
for its possibly non-isomorphic fundamental group π. While, there is a recipe for constructing a K(G, 1) for
any finitely presented group G, the result may be an infinite-dimensional CW-complex (see [32, Sec. 1.B.]).
Hence we are interested in understanding whether the finite CW-complex of Theorem 4.4 is a K(π, 1) for its
fundamental group. For this purpose, we consider the following functor from the category of a partitioned
fan to its picture group with respect to some non-degenerate weak fan poset:

(4.1)
Ψ : C(Σ,P)→ G(Σ,P,P)

[fσκ] 7→ X[σ−,κ−].

It follows from basic hyperplane arrangement theory (i.e. convex geometry) and the definition of admissible
partitions that the functor is well-defined. Indeed, take two representatives σ1, σ2 ∈ [σ] and κ1, κ2 ∈ [κ]
such that [fσ1κ1

] = [fσ2κ2
]. Now consider the projection of their stars onto the orthgonal complements,

πσ1
(starσ1) = πσ2

(starσ2), then πσ(κ
−
1 ) = πσ(κ

−
2 ) follows from πσ(κ1) = πσ(κ2) which follows from [fσ1κ1

] =
[fσ2κ2

] by definition. The termsX[σ−

i ,κ−

i ] for i = 1, 2 are determined by the coinciding paths πσ(κ
−
i ) to πσ(σ

−
i )

for i = 1, 2 and hence coincide. It is easily seen to be well-defined on identity morphisms [fσσ], which get
sent to the trivial element X[σ−,σ−] = e. Furthermore, since the weak poset is non-degenerate, the functor is
well-defined on composition of morphisms by construction.

Example 4.19. Consider a partitioned fan (Σ,P) as in Fig. 5a, then the set of 3 rank 1 morphisms
{[f1], [f2], [f3]} cannot be the last factors of a rank 3 morphism since no such morphism exists when Σ
is a fan in R2. However, the pairs morphisms {[f1], [f3]}, {[f1], [f2]} and {[f2], [f3]} form the last factors of
the morphisms [f0τ1 ], [f0τ3 ] and [f0τ2 ] respectively. On the other hand, consider a finite and complete fan
with only three cones of dimension 1, for example the fan whose toric variety is the projective plane, see
[26, p. 6-7]. This fan Σ has three cones, cone{e1}, cone{e2} and cone{−e1 − e2}, of dimension 1, which are
all pairwise compatible as first factors. But since there is no morphism of rank 3, this shows that the first
factors are not given by pairwise compatibility conditions in this case. Fans with exactly three 1-dimensional
cones are the only ones in R2 which do not satisfy the pairwise compatibility property for first factors.

Lemma 4.20. Let Σ be a fan in R
2. Then C(Σ,P) satisfies the pairwise compatibility of first (resp. last)

factors if and only there is no set of three pairwise compatible first (resp. last) factors.
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Proof. Any category trivially satisfies the pairwise compatibility of first (resp. last) factors for k = 2 in
Proposition 4.18. For k ≥ 3, there is no morphism of rank 3 in C(Σ,P) and hence pairwise compatibility
condition is equivalent to there being no set of three pairwise compatible first (resp. last) factors. For k ≥ 4,
it is geometrically impossible to have four compatible first (resp. last) factors in R2 so the result follows. �

We now show that the functor to the picture group is faithful for all fans in R2, which is possible since
there exists only one relation in the group presentation.

[σ3]

[σ3]

[σ1][σ1]

[σ2]

[σ2]

[f1]

[f3]

[f1]

[f3]

[f2]

[f2]

τ1
τ3

τ2

(a) Three pairs of compatible morphisms.

κ1

σk+1

σ1

κs+1

σ2

σ3

σk

. . .

κ2κ3

κs

. . . τA

τD

τB1

τB2

τBk

τC1τC2

τCs

(b) A weak fan poset on a rank 2 fan.

Figure 5. Last factors and fan poset of fans in R2.

Theorem 4.21. Let Σ be a fan in R2 and P be a non-degenerate weak fan poset, then the functor of Eq. (4.1)
is faithful. Moreover, if C(Σ,P) does not admit a set of three pairwise compatible rank 1 morphisms, then
BC(Σ,P) is a K(π, 1).

Proof. By Lemma 4.17 we may choose one particular non-degenerate fan poset defined as follows: Choose
a base region τA ∈ Σ2 and consider the angle bisector of the angle spanned by the two dimension 1 cones
defining τA. Then let τD be the chamber containing the opposite of the angle bisector. If the opposite of
the angle bisector is contained in a cone of codimension 1, then choose either of the adjacent maximal cones
as τD. The set-up is depicted in Fig. 5b, where the angle bisector is the dotted line and the fan poset is
indicated in red and given by the following Hasse diagram:

τB1
. . . τBk

τA τD

τC1
. . . τCs

To show that the functor is faithful we want to show that Ψ[σ][τ ] : Hom([σ], [τ ])→ G(Σ,P,P) is injective.
It is sufficient to show that two distinct morphisms [fστ1 ] and [fστ2 ] cannot map to the same group element
under Ψ, by Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.12. We use the description of the picture group in Definition 4.10 and
since we only have one relation, the generators are distinct. Let us consider the different possible dimensions
of σ and τ :

• Dimension 0 to 1: For 0 ∈ Σ0 and λ ∈ Σ1, any morphism [f0λ] ∈ C(Σ,P) gets mapped to X[τD,λ−],
which are easily seen to be distinct, except potentially X[τD,τCs ]

and X[τD,τBk
]. However, if the

dimension 1 cones σk+1 and κs+1 give the same generator X[σk+1] then their linear span must be
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equal, hence the cone τD is a half-plane and not strongly-convex. This is also the reason why it is no
problem that [f0σk+1

] and [f0κs+1
] have the same image under Ψ, since these two dimension 1 cones

cannot be identified.
• Dimension 0 to 2: For 0 ∈ Σ0 and τ ∈ Σ2, each such morphism [f0τi] ∈ C(Σ,P) maps to X[τD,τi] and
we know that these are all distinct elements of G(Σ,P,P) from the Dimension 0 to 1 case.
• Dimension 1 to 2: For σ ∈ Σ1 and τ ∈ Σ2, there are exactly two possibilities, either [fσ,τ ] ∈ C(Σ,P)
maps to X[σ] or it maps to the identity element e.

Thus the functor is faithful and by Lemma 4.20 and our assumption C(Σ,P) satisfies the pairwise compati-
bility of last factors. Hence BC(Σ,P) is a K(π, 1) by Proposition 4.18. �

Corollary 4.22. In the setting of Theorem 4.21. If P identifies all maximal cones, then BC(Σ,P) is a
K(G(Σ,P,P), 1).

Proof. In this case, the graph BC(Σ,P) contains 1 vertex and a loop for every equivalence class [σ] ∈ P

of a dimension 1 cone. Hence the generators of π1(BC(Σ,P)) coincide with those of G(C,P,P). Moreover,
the attaching map of the unique 2-cell induces a homotopy which is equivalent to the unique relation of the
picture group, similar to Proposition 4.16. �

Example 4.23. Our main examples of fan posets are the following:

(1) The poset of regions of a central simplicial hyperplane arrangement as introduced by [25] is a fan poset
by [50], a lattice by [14] and polygonal by [52]. Furthermore, it is easily seen to be non-degenerate.

(2) The fan poset on the g-fan of a finite-dimensional algebra is a polygonal lattice [22] and non-
degenerate, see Proposition 6.15.

(3) Non-degenerate fan posets in R2 constructed as in the proof of Theorem 4.21.

4.4. Hyperplane arrangements. We briefly recall the theory of hyperplane arrangements, which are collec-
tions of subspaces of codimension 1. A central simplicial hyperplane arrangement H in Rn defines a simplicial
fan ΣH and dissects the space into regions. These closures of these regions are maximal cones of the fan
and two regions are called adjacent whenever their closures intersect in a cone of codimension 1. Choosing
any such region B as the base region and orienting the adjacency graph away from B defines a poset, called
the poset of regions P(H, B) by [25]. For any choice of base region B, this defines a fan poset, see [50, Sec. 4].

A flat of a hyperplane arrangement H ⊆ Rn is an intersection of hyperplanes of H, and thus a linear
subspace of the ambient space Rn. In particular, the empty intersection gives the ambient space Rn as a flat.
The support of a cone σ ∈ ΣH is the smallest flat s(σ) which contains σ. This leads to the flat-partition Pflat

of the simplicial fan ΣH given by [σ1]Pflat
= [σ2]Pflat

if and only if s(σ1) = s(σ2). In other words, we identify
cones whose support is the same flat.

Proposition 4.24. The partition Pflat is an admissible partition of ΣH and thus the category of the flat-
partition C(ΣH,Pflat) is a well-defined category.

Proof. Let σ1, σ2 ∈ ΣH be two cones such that the flat X := s(σ1) = s(σ2) is the same intersection of
hyperplanes. It follows immediately that

span{σ1} = X = span{σ2}.

It follows from [2, Lem. 1.36] that both star(σ1) and star(σ2) are “equivalent” to the arrangement over the flat
X whose essentialisation is precisely the projection onto the orthogonal complement, see [2] for more details.
The partition is admissible by Lemma 3.3 since it identifies the whole set of possible identifications. �

Shards of hyperplane arrangements were introduced in [49]. Informally speaking a shard of a hyperplane
arrangement H ⊆ Rn is a “piece of a hyperplane”. They are obtained as follows: Let B be a choice of
base region and call the n hyperplanes defining it basic. Each pair of hyperplanes H1, H2 ∈ H defines a
subarrangement H(H1, H2) := {H ∈ H : H1 ∩H2 ⊆ H} with an induced base region. We say that H1 cuts
H2 if H1 is basic in H(H1, H2) and H2 is not basic in H(H1, H2). For each hyperplane H ∈ H remove from
H all points contained in hyperplanes H ′ which cut H in the subarrangement H(H,H ′). The closures of the
remaining connected components are called shards.



THE CATEGORY OF A PARTITIONED FAN 19

Remark 4.25. Essentially, shards cut hyperplanes in the same way as stability spaces of bricks define parts
of hyperplanes in the wall-and-chamber structure of a finite-dimensional algebra, see [17]. In particular,
for preprojective algebras whose wall-and-chamber structure is a hyperplane arrangement [44], the shards
coincide exactly with stability spaces of bricks [56] and shards were generalised and this result extended to
all finite-dimensional algebras in [45]. For more details see Section 6.

Similar to [51], we consider the set Ξ of arbitrary intersections of shards, which has a natural poset
structure by inclusion with maximal element the empty intersection Rn. Using this set, we define a partition
Pshard of the cones ΣH of a hyperplane arrangement given by [σ1]Pshard

= [σ2]Pshard
if and only if the smallest

elements ξi ∈ Ξ which contain σi, for i = 1, 2 respectively, coincide.

Proposition 4.26. Let ΣH be the fan of a finite central simplicial hyperplane arrangement in Rn. The
partition Pshard is an admissible partition of ΣH and thus the category of the shard-partition C(ΣH,Pflat) is
a well-defined category.

Proof. Since by definition each intersection of shards is contained in the intersection of corresponding hyper-
planes, two such cones σ1, σ2 have the same support and hence the proof of Proposition 4.24 yields that they
are in the same class of potential identifications.

To see that Pshard is admissible we let σ1 ∼ σ2 in Pshard be distinct cones, and let κi ∈ star(σi) for i = 1, 2
be such that πσ1

(κ1) = πσ2
(κ2). It follows from Lemma 3.3 that span{κ1} = span{κ2} and since ΣH is finite

and complete there exists a hyperplane H containing κ1, κ2 such that H = span{τ} for some τ ∈ Σn−1.
Assume for a contradiction that κ1 6∼ κ2 in Pshard that means that the hyperplane H is cut by a hyperplane
H ′ separating κ1 and κ2 in the sense that κ1 and κ2 lie in opposite half-spaces defined by H ′. Since σi ⊆ κi,
the hyperplane H ′ also separates σ1 and σ2 and in particular the cut on H induced by H ′ implies that σ1

and σ2 lie in different shards, a contradiction.

Finally we need to verify that Pshard is well-defined in other words when σ1 and σ2 are two distinct cones
identified in Pshard then given cones κi, κ

′
i ∈ star(σi) for i = 1, 2 satisfying

πσ1
(κ1) = πσ2

(κ2), πσ1
(κ′

1) = πσ2
(κ′

2),

we have κ1 ∼ κ′
1 if and only if κ2 ∼ κ′

2. Let σ1, σ2 be two distinct cones identified in Pshard and κi, κ
′
i ∈

star(σi) be as above for i = 1, 2. Assume for a contradiction that κ1 ∼ κ′
1 but κ2 6∼ κ′

2 in Pshard. By
assumption every hyperplane H containing σ1 also contains σ2. Since κ2 6∼ κ′

2, there exists a shard S that
contains κ2 but not κ′

2, thus there exists a hyperplane H ′ which separates κ2 and κ′
2. In particular H ′ cuts

the hyperplane HS corresponding to the shard S. By definition if H ′ separates κ2 and κ′
2 then it must pass

through their intersection, in other words it contains σ2. Now both HS and H contain σ2 and thus also
σ1. Since the orthogonal projections πσ1

(star(σ1)) and πσ2
(star(σ2)) coincide, the hyperplane H ′ must also

separate κ1 and κ′
1, both of which lie on HS . Since H ′ cuts HS as it is basic in H(HS , H

′), the cones κ1 and
κ′
1 lie in different shards and hence are not identified, a contradiction. �

Lemma 4.27. The poset of regions of a central simplicial hyperplane arrangement with any choice of
base region is well-defined on identified stars and hence we may use the description of the picture group
in Lemma 4.13.

Proof. This follows from the fact that any poset of regions P of a simplicial hyperplane arrangement is
induced by any linear functional b ∈ (Rn)∨ whose minimum on the unit sphere lies inside the base region of
P , see [50, Thm. 4.2], and Lemma 4.12. �

For the maximal partition Pmax = Pflat, equivalence classes [σ] of cones σ ∈ Σn−1
H of codimension 1

are given by all such cones contained in the same hyperplane Hσ := span{σ}. Therefore we may represent
these equivalence classes simply with the normal vector nHσ

to the hyperplane. More precisely, for every
hyperplane H ∈ H let nH ∈ R

n
≥0 be a unit normal vector to H . The following is one of the main results of

this paper and the rest of this section will concern its proof. In Section 6 we discuss its algebraic implications.



20 MAXIMILIAN KAIPEL

Theorem 4.28. Let H ⊆ R
n be a (central, simplicial) hyperplane arrangement, B a region and PB the

corresponding poset of regions. Assume that the normal vectors nH to all hyperplanes H ∈ H can be taken
to lie in the positive orthant Rn

≥0. Then the functor from Eq. (4.1) is faithful.

Denote by Z[[Rn]] the formal power series with generators {xv : v ∈ Rn} over Z whose multiplication is

given by xv ∗xv′

= xv+v′

. This is a commutative associative algebra. The group of units Z[[Rn]]∗ is therefore
an abelian group consisting of all formal sums with constant term equal to 1 or -1.

Lemma 4.29. In the setting of Theorem 4.28 there exists a group homomorphism

φ : G(H,Pmax,P)→ Z[[Rn]]∗

XnH
7→ 1 + xnH

Proof. As pointed out in Example 4.23 the poset of regions P is a polygonal lattice, so by Proposition 4.16
it is sufficient to consider the relations coming from facial intervals of cones of codimension 2, which we call
polygon relations. To show that the polygon relations are preserved is simple because of the commutativity
of Z[[Rn]]∗ and the hyperplane structure. In particular, because we have a hyperplane arrangement and
take the maximal partition, the labels of the two disjoint chains in any polygon of P correspond to the two
sequences (H1, . . . , Hr) and (Hr, . . . , H1). Thus we simply obtain

φ(XnH1
. . . XnHr

) = (1 + xnH1 ) ∗ · · · ∗ (1 + xnHr )

= (1 + xnHr ) ∗ · · · ∗ (1 + xnH1 )

= φ(XnHr
. . .XnH1

)

since Z[[Rn]]∗ is abelian. �

Remark 4.30. In [31, Sec. 4.3] and [30, Sec. 5.2] the authors take a similar approach and find a group
homomorhism into the groups of units of different versions of Hall algebras. However, in our case the
hyperplane arrangement gives the polygon relations a nicely symmetric structure, so that the abelian group
Z[[Rn]]∗ is seems a natural candidate.

Corollary 4.31. For H1 6= H2 ∈ H we have nH1
6= nH2

and hence e 6= Xn 6= Xm ∈ G(H,Pmax,PB).

Proof. This immediately follows from the group homomorphism as φ(Xn) = 1+ xnH1 6= 1+xnH2 = φ(Xm),
i.e. they get mapped to distinct elements in Z[[Rn]]∗. �

Since the poset of regions is non-degenerate by Lemma 4.27, we use the alternative definition of the picture
group given in Lemma 4.13 and consider its additional generators in the following.

Lemma 4.32. In the setting of Theorem 4.28, choose all normal vector nH to lie in the positive orthant.
Let R1 6= R2 ∈ Rn \ H be distinct regions, then gR1

6= gR2
in G(H,Pmax,PB).

Proof. Consider the maximal cone R1 ∧R2 in PB and let (nH1
, . . . ,nHs

) label a path R1 → R1 ∧R2 and let
(nH′

1
, . . . ,nH′

r
) label a path R2 → R1∧R2 in P . Assume for a contradiction that gR1

= gR2
. If max(r, s) > 0,

let m ∈ {nH1
, . . . ,nHs

,nH′
1
, . . . ,nH′

r
) be a vector such that the sum of its entries is minimal among them,

then the assumption gR1
= gR2

implies

XnH1
. . . XnHs

gR1∧R2
= gR1

= gR2
= XnH′

1

. . . XnH′
r
gR1∧R2

.

Multiplying both sides by g−1

R1∧R2

on the right and applying φ yields

(1 + xnH1 ) ∗ · · · ∗ (1 + xnHs ) = (1 + x
nH′

1 ) ∗ · · · ∗ (1 + xnH′
r ).

Therefore xm arises with positive coefficient on one of the sides. Since the sum of the entries of m is minimal
(and importantly all normal vectors have non-negative entries) xm cannot be written as the product of other
terms (since m cannot be written as a sum of nHi

). Hence it must appear on both sides of the equality. It
follows that x separates both R1 and R2 from R1 ∧R2, hence

R1 ∧R2 < Rx < R1, R2
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where Rx is the minimal (in P) region whose separating set contains S(R1 ∧R2)∪ {x}. This contradicts the
fact that R1 ∧R2 is the maximal lower bound, hence max{r, s} = 0 and R1 = R2. �

Proof of Theorem 4.28. Consider the functor

(4.2)
Ψ : C(Σ,P)→ G(Σ,P,P)

[fσκ] 7→ gκ− · g−1
σ−

which is simply an alternative way of writing the one in Eq. (4.1) using the presentation of the picture
group given in Lemma 4.13, which is possible by Lemma 4.27. We need to show that the induced function
Ψσκ from HomC(ΣH,Pflat)([σ], [κ]) to HomG(ΣH,Pflat,P)(•, •) is injective. By Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.12,
it suffices to prove this for one representative σ ∈ [σ]. Hence, take distinct morphisms [fσκ1

] 6= [fσκ2
] ∈

HomC(ΣH,Pflat)([σ], [κ]) for which we have κ1 6= κ2 but κ1 ∼ κ2. Then we have

Ψ([fσκ1
]) = gκ−

1
· g−1

σ− and Ψ([fσκ2
]) = gκ−

2
· g−1

σ− .

Then Lemma 4.32 implies that these group elements coincide if and only if κ−
1 = κ−

2 . This means that
κ−
1 = κ−

2 ∈ star(κ1) ∩ star(κ2) 6= ∅ which is a contradiction as span{κ1} = span{κ2} but κ1 6= κ2 implies
that their stars may not intersect. Therefore the functor is faithful. �

Corollary 4.33. If C(ΣH,Pflat) satisfies the pairwise compatibility of first and last factors, then the classi-
fying is a K(π, 1) for π the picture group.

5. Lattice of admissible partitions

It is well-known that the collection of partitions of a set, ordered by refinement, forms a complete lattice, see
[29, Sec. IV.4]. We show that the restriction to admissible partitions of a fan preserves the lattice structure,
thus establishing a lattice of categories (one for each admissible partition) of a fan. In the special case where
the underlying fan is the g-fan of a finite-dimensional algebra, see Section 6, the τ -cluster morphism category
is an element of this lattice. Similarly if the underlying fan is a hyperplane arrangement, the category of the
flat-partition and the category of the shard-partition lie in this lattice. We begin by introducing some basic
notions. It is a well-known that an equivalence relation induces a partition on a set X and vice versa. Let
us define the following poset relation on partitions.

Definition 5.1. Let P1 and P2 be partitions of X . We say that P1 is a finer partition than P2 if

x ∼P1
y =⇒ x ∼P2

y, or equivalently, {x, y} ⊆ a ∈ P1 =⇒ {x, y} ⊆ b ∈ P2

for x, y ∈ X and some a ∈ P1 and b ∈ P2. In this case, we write P1 ≤ P2 and say P2 is coarser than P1.

Denote by Part(X) the set of all partitions of a set X . In view of Definition 3.4, denote by APart(Σ)
the set of all admissible partitions of a fan Σ. The definitions of join and the meet do not depend on the
restriction to admissible partitions and are the operations defined for a general partition lattice. Given a
subset S = {P1, . . . , Pk} ⊆ Part(X), define the meet

∧

S to be the partition satisfying

x ∼∧
S y if and only if x ∼Pi

y for all i = 1, . . . , k.

Define the join
∨

S to be the partitioned satisfying x ∼∨
S y if and only if there exists a natural number

n, indices i0, . . . , in−1 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and x0, . . . , xn+1 ∈ X such that x = x0, y = xn+1 and xj ∼Pij
xj+1 for

0 ≤ j ≤ n.

Proposition 5.2. The partially ordered set APart(Σ) forms a complete lattice.

Proof. Since Part(Σ) is a complete lattice, we need to show that APart(Σ) is closed under the lattice opera-
tions. Recall from Section 3 that we need to show the join and meet partitions are possible and admissible.
Let us start with the meet. Take a subset S = {P1, . . . ,Pk} ⊆ APart(Σ) of admissible partitions and take
a block Eℓσ ∈

∧

S. If |Eℓσ| = 1, then there is nothing to show, so assume |Eℓσ| > 1 and take σ1, σ2 ∈ Eℓσ. By
definition σ1 ∼Pi

σ2 for all i = 1, . . . , k, so the partition
∧

S consists of possible identification. Similarly,
whenever πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ2), then τ1 ∼Pi

τ2 i = 1, . . . , k and thus τ1 ∼∧
S τ2, hence

∧

S is an admissible
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partition.

For the join, take Eℓσ ∈
∨

S and σ1, σ2 ∈ Eℓσ, then if both σ1 and σ2 are contained in one block Ehλ ∈ Pi

for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k} the result is immediate. Therefore assume that σ1 and σ2 are not contained in the
same block in any Pi. However, by the construction of the join, there exists a sequence

σ1 ∼Pi1
σi1 ∼Pi2

· · · ∼Pir−1
σir−1

∼Pir
σ2

for some r ≥ 1, such that each term is contained in Eσ1
= Eσ2

, hence
∨

S consists of possible identifications.
This sequence of possible identifications implies that we have

πσ1
(star(σ1)) = πσij

(star(σij )) = πσ2
(star(σ2)),

for j = 1, . . . , r−1. To show that
∨

S is admissible, assume we have πσ1
(τ1) = πσ2

(τ2) for some τ1 ∈ star(σ1)
and τ2 ∈ star(σ2), then from the above we must have a sequence of τij ∈ star(σij ) for j = 1, . . . , r − 1 such
that

πσ1
(τ1) = πσij

(τij ) = πσ2
(τ2).

Since each Pij is admissible for j = 1, . . . , r we obtain a sequence τ1 ∼Pi1
τi1 ∼Pi2

· · · ∼Pir−1
τir−1

∼Pir
τ2

as required. Hence
∨

S is an admissible partition. �

It is easily seen that this is a bounded lattice, that is, there exists a maximal and a minimal element.
The minimal element is the partition Pposet mentioned earlier, which is just the finest partition with trivial
equivalence classes. The maximal element is the coarsest partition, whose equivalence classes are exactly
the Eσ of Definition 3.4. When the fan is a hyperplane arrangement the coarsest partition is exactly the
flat-partition, see Proposition 4.24, whereas the shard-partition, see Proposition 4.26, sits somewhere in the
middle. We conclude this section by describing the relationship between comparable partitions.

Theorem 5.3. Let (Σ,P) be a fan poset and P1,P2 be two admissible partitions of Σ such that P1 is finer
than P2. Then the following hold:

(1) There exists a faithful surjective-on-objects functor F : C(Σ,P1)→ C(Σ,P2).
(2) The classifying spaces satisfy BC(Σ,P2) ≡ BC(Σ,P1)/ ∼, where ∼ identifies the cells e([σ1]P1

) and
e([σ2]P1

) whenever [σ1]P2
= [σ2]P2

.
(3) If (Σ,P) is non-degenerate, then the picture groups satisfy G(Σ,P2,P) ∼= G(Σ,P1,P)/I, where I is

generated by the relations X[σ1] = X[σ2] whenever [σ1]P1
6= [σ2]P1

but [σ1]P2
= [σ2]P2

.

Proof. (1) The functor F : C(Σ,P1) → C(Σ,P2) is given on objects by the map sending [σ]P1
7→ [σ]P2

for all cones σ ∈ Σ and on morphisms by sending [fστ ]P1
7→ [fστ ]P2

for all σ, τ ∈ Σ. Objects of
C(Σ,Pi) are exactly the blocks of Pi for both i = 1, 2. By definition, P2 being coarser than P1

means [σ]P1
⊆ [σ]P2

. Hence P2 has at most as many blocks as P1. Thus there is a surjection on
objects of the categories.

To see that the functor is faithful, one observes that the identification of morphisms in the construc-
tion of the category depends not on a choice but is induced when certain cones are identified. Take for
example two different morphisms [fσ1τ1 ]P1

6= [fσ2τ2 ]P1
∈ HomC(Σ,P1)([σ]P1

, [τ ]P1
) satisfying σ1 6= σ2

or τ1 6= τ2 but σ1 ∼P1
σ2 and τ1 ∼P1

τ2. Assume for a contradiction that [fσ1τ1 ]P2
= [fσ2τ2 ]P2

then
the cones must satisfy πσ1

(τ1) = πσ2
(τ2) by definition. However, then they should have also been

identified in P1, a contradiction. Hence the induced map

F[σ],[τ ] : HomC(Σ,P1)([σ]P1
, [τ ]P1

)→ HomC(Σ,P2)([σ]P2
, [τ ]P2

)

is injective and hence the functor faithful.
(2) This follows from the description of the CW-complex in Theorem 4.4 whose cells are the union

of factorisation cubes, and the fact that the factorisation cubes of two identified morphisms get
identified, by Lemma 3.12.
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(3) Let κ1, κ2, κ3 ∈ Σ. The quotient group homomorphismH : G(Σ,P1,P)→ G(Σ,P1,P)/I “identifies”
X[κ1], X[κ2] ∈ G(Σ,P1,P) whenever κ1 ∼P2

κ2 but κ1 6∼P1
κ2. More precisely, we have that

X[κ1] + I = X[κ2] + I ∈ G(Σ,P1,P)/I. Furthermore if κ3 ∼P1
κ1, then also X[κ3] + I = X[κ2] + I ∈

G(Σ,P1,P)/I. It is easy to see that we have X[κi] + I = X[κj] + I ∈ G(Σ,P1,P)/I if and only if
X[κi] = X[κj] ∈ G(Σ,P2,P) for any κi, κj ∈ Σ. The first kind of relations in Definition 4.10 hold
since they only depend on the shared fan poset (Σ,P) and the second kind relations trivially hold in
G(Σ,P1,P), thus its quotient and G(Σ,P2,P) by Lemma 4.11 since the fan poset is non-degenerate.

�

Corollary 5.4. Let (Σ,P) be a fan poset and P1 ≤ P2 be two admissible partitions of Σ. If there exists
a faithful group functor H : C(Σ,P2) → G(Σ,P2,P), then there exists a faithful group functor C(Σ,P1) →
G(Σ,P2,P).

Proof. The functor is given by the composition H ◦F , where F : C(Σ,P1)→ C(Σ,P2) is the faithful functor
of Theorem 5.3 (1). In particular, let [σ]P1

, [τ ]P1
∈ C(Σ,P1), then

HomC(Σ,P1)([σ]P1
, [τ ]P1

)
F
−֒→ HomC(Σ,P2)([σ]P2

, [τ ]P2
)

H
−֒→ HomG(Σ,P2)(•, •)

is a composition of injective morphisms between Hom-sets and thus injective. Hence G ◦ F is faithful. �

Corollary 5.5. In the setting of Theorem 4.28, the category C(ΣH,P) admits a faithful functor to the group
G(ΣH,Pflat,P) for all admissible partitions P.

Proof. Since Pflat is the maximal partition any other partition P is finer, i.e. P ≤ Pflat. The result then
follows from Corollary 5.4 and Theorem 4.28. �

6. Applications to the τ-cluster morphism category

In the representation theory of finite-dimensional algebras, the Auslander-Reiten translation τ defines an
important relationship within the category of (finitely generated) modules of an algebra. Adachi, Iyama and
Reiten [1] introduced τ -tilting theory as a completion of classical tilting theory from the viewpoint of muta-
tions. We refer to [6] for a general introduction to the representation theory of finite-dimensional algebras
and to [57] for a survey of τ -tilting theory. While the first sections were purely geometric, we now reintroduce
the algebraic tools of τ -tilting theory to study the τ -cluster morphism category of a finite-dimensional algebra
as a special case of the category of a partitioned fan.

We begin by giving the necessary background on τ -tilting theory and provide a new algebraic proof of
the connection between a finite-dimensional algebra and its g-fan. Then we show that there is a natural fan
poset on the g-fan induced by the torsion classes and that our definition of the picture group generalises
that of [31] and [38]. We conclude by giving an application of the previous sections and prove that τ -cluster
morphism category C(A) admits a faithful functor to some group whenever its g-fan Σ(A) is a hyperplane
arrangement.

6.1. τ-tilting theory. Let modA be the category of finitely generated rightA-modules of a finite-dimensional
basic algebra over an arbitrary field K and projA be the full subcategory of projective modules. Write dimM
for the dimension vector of a module M ∈ modA, defined such that (dimM)i := dimEndA(S(i))(Mei), where
{ei}ni=1 is a set of primitive orthogonal idempotents. Let |M | be the number of non-isomorphic indecompos-
able direct summands of M . Assume that |A| = n so that we may write A =

⊕n

i=1 P (i), where P (i) ∈ projA
are the projective covers of the simple modules. The focal objects of τ -tilting theory are the τ -rigid modules.

Definition 6.1. Let M ∈ modA and P ∈ projA, then

(1) M is τ-rigid if HomA(M, τM) = 0 and τ-tilting if additionally |M | = n.
(2) (M,P ) is a (support) τ-rigid pair if M is τ -rigid and HomA(P, T ) = 0, and a (support) τ-tilting pair

if additionally |M |+ |P | = n.
(3) M is τ−1-rigid if HomA(τ

−1M,M) = 0.
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Denote by sτ -rigidA (resp. sτ -tiltA) the τ -rigid (resp. τ -tilting) pairs of A. For a module M ∈ modA,
denote by addM (resp. FacM , SubM) the full subcategory of modA consisting of all direct summands
(resp. factor modules, submodules) of finite direct sums of copies of M . Furthermore, define

M⊥ := {N ∈ modA : HomA(M,N) = 0}, ⊥M := {N ∈ modA : HomA(N,M) = 0}.

Proposition 6.2. [9, Prop. 5.6 and 5.8] Let M,N ∈ modA, then

(1) HomA(M, τN) = 0 if and only if Ext1A(N,FacM) = 0, and
(2) HomA(τ

−1M,N) = 0 if and only if Ext1A(SubN,M) = 0.

To every module, we associate the following integer vector.

Definition 6.3. Let M ∈ modA. Let P−1 → P0 → T → 0 be a minimal projective presentation, where
P0 =

⊕n

i=1 P (i)ai and P−1 =
⊕n

i=1 P (i)bi . Define the g-vector of M as

gM := (a1 − b1, a2 − b2, . . . , an − bn).

Furthermore, define the g-vector of a τ -rigid pair (M,P ) as g(M,P ) = gM − gP . In this way we associate a
polyhedral cone C(M,P ) := cone{gM1, . . . , gMk ,−gPk+1 , . . . ,−gPt} to each τ -rigid pair (M,P ), where {Mi}ki=1

and {Pj}tj=k+1 are the indecomposable direct summands of M and P respectively.

The g-vectors of τ -rigid pairs of an algebra are important examples of stability conditions in the sense of
King [42], who translated the Geometric Invariant Theory of Mumford [47] to quiver representations. These
stability conditions define a stability scattering diagram [15] whose support is the wall-and-chamber structure
of the algebra [17]. Let 〈·, ·〉 denote the standard inner product on Rn.

Definition 6.4. [42] Let M ∈ modA, take v ∈ Rn. We say M is v-semistable if 〈v,dimM〉 = 0 and if for
any nonzero proper subobject L of M we have 〈v,dimL〉 ≤ 0. We say M is v-stable if these inequalities are
strict.

Definition 6.5. Fix a nonzero module M ∈ modA, then the stability space D(M) of M is

D(M) = {v ∈ R
n : M is v-semistable} ⊆ R

n.

We say D(M) is a wall if codimD(M) = 1. A chamber is an open connected component of

R
n \

⋃

M∈modA
06=M

D(M).

The combination of all stability spaces D(M) for nonzero modules M and the corresponding chambers
they define is called the wall-and-chamber structure. A module B ∈ modA is called a brick if EndA(B) is a
division ring, denote the collection of bricks of an algebra by brickA. By [5, Prop. 2.7] and [41, Prop. 12] it
suffices to consider stability spaces of bricks to obtain the wall-and-chamber structure. We refer to [41] for a
survey on the connection between King’s stability conditions and τ -tilting theory.

Closely related to τ -rigid pairs are torsion pairs [23]. A torsion pair is a pair of full subcategories (T ,F)
of modA such that HomA(T, F ) = 0 for all T ∈ T and F ∈ F and such that for each M ∈ modA, there
exists a unique short exact sequence with submodule in T and quotient in F . The subcategory T is called
the torsion class and the corresponding F the torsion-free class. The study of stability conditions tells us
that we can associate two torsion pairs to every element of Rn.

Proposition 6.6. [12, Prop. 3.1] Let v ∈ Rn, denote the small and the large torsion class associated to v by

(1) Tv = {0} ∪ {Y ∈ modA : 〈v,dimZ〉 > 0 for quotients Y → Z → 0}, and
(2) T v = {Y ∈ modA : 〈v,dimZ〉 ≥ 0 for quotients Y → Z → 0}.

The corresponding torsion-free classes are given, respectively, by

(1) Fv = {Y ∈ modA : 〈v,dimX〉 ≤ 0 for submodules 0→ X → Y }, and
(2) Fv = {0} ∪ {Y ∈ modA : 〈v,dimX〉 < 0 for submodules 0→ X → Y }.
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Asai defines an equivalence relation such that v1, v2 ∈ R
n are TF-equivalent whenever T v1 = T v2 and

Fv1 = Fv2 . In this case we write T E and FE to mean the large torsion and torsion-free class of any vector
in the TF-equivalence class E.

Theorem 6.7. [17, Prop. 3.15] [5, Thm. 3.17] Let (M,P ) be a τ-rigid pair then the geometric interior of
the polyhedral cone C(T,P ), denoted by C(M,P ), is a TF-equivalence class.

It is well-known that each τ -rigid module M defines two torsion classes FacM and ⊥τM [1]. The work
of [17, Thm. 3.27], [59, Prop. 3.3] and [5, Thm. 3.11] implies that these coincide with the torsion classes
of Proposition 6.6 in the interior of the corresponding cone of g-vectors. The following result is essential in
obtaining the fan structure of Σ(A).

Theorem 6.8. [5, Thm. 3.11] Let (M,P ) be a τ-rigid pair and ν be the Nakayama functor. Then

(1) (Tv,Fv) = (FacM,M⊥) for all v ∈ C(M,P ), and

(2) (T v,Fv) = (⊥(τM) ∩ P⊥, Sub(τM ⊕ νP )) for all v ∈ C(M,P ).

We remark that the torsion pairs coincide when (M,P ) is a τ -tilting pair [1, Prop. 2.16] and conclude
this preliminary section by giving another key result for our proof of the fan structure. Approximations were
introduced in [8].

Lemma 6.9. [1, Lem. 2.6] Let 0→ Y →M ′ f
−→ X be an exact sequence in modA, where M is τ-rigid and

f : M ′ → X is a right (addM)-approximation. Then Y ∈ ⊥(τM).

The following is a well-known construction of such an approximation.

Lemma 6.10. Let M,N ∈ modA and let {f1, . . . , fp} be a collection of generators of HomA(M,N). Then

f : Mp → N given by f
(

t1 . . . tp
)T

= f1(t1) + · · ·+ fp(tp) is a right (addM)-approximation.

Proof. Clearly Mp ∈ addM . We need to show that HomA(M
′,Mp) → HomA(M

′, N) is a surjection for all
M ′ ∈ addM . Since {f1, . . . , fp} is a generating set for HomA(M,M ′) any map g : M ′ → N may be written
as g = f1a1 + · · · + fpap for some a1, . . . , ap ∈ A. Then we may construct a map h : M ′ → Mp given as

h(t′) =
(

t′a1 . . . t′ap
)T

which satisfies g = f ◦ h. Hence f is a right (addM)-approximation. �

6.2. The fan structure of g-vectors. Define the g-fan of an algebra A to be

Σ(A) := {C(M,P ) ⊆ R
n : (M,P ) ∈ sτ -rigidA}.

Faces of cones are cones of direct summands. We need to prove that two cones intersect at a face. The
following technical lemma will be the key to obtain the fan structure.

Lemma 6.11. Let (M,P ), (M ′, P ′) ∈ sτ -rigidA be basic and such that C(M,P )∩C(M ′,P ′) 6= ∅. Then M ∼= M ′

and P ∼= P ′.

Proof. First we show that M ∼= M ′. Take v ∈ C(M,P ) ∩C(M ′,P ′), then Theorem 6.8 implies the identifications

FacM = Tv = FacM ′, and ⊥(τM) ∩ P⊥ = T v = ⊥(τM ′) ∩ (P ′)⊥.

Therefore M,M ′ ∈ FacM = FacM ′. Construct a right (addM)-approximation f : Mp → M ′ like in
Lemma 6.10, then ker f ∈ ⊥(τM) by Lemma 6.9. Moreover, ker f ∈ P⊥, since a nonzero morphism from P
may be composed with the natural inclusion to give a nonzero morphism from P to M , contradicting the as-
sumption that (M,P ) is τ -rigid. It follows that ker f ∈ T v and hence HomA(ker f, τM

′) = 0. Proposition 6.2
implies Ext1A(M

′, ker f) = 0 and hence the right (addM)-approximation splits. Thus Mp ∼= M ′⊕N for some
N ∈ modA. Since M ′ is a basic direct summand of Mp it has at most |M | indecomposable direct summands.
Thus |M | ≥ |M ′| and reversing the the argument, it follows that |M | = |M ′|. Then M ∼= M ′, because a
basic direct summand of Mp with exactly |M | indecomposable direct summands has to be isomorphic to M .
The argument to show P ∼= P ′ is similar. The previous argument and Theorem 6.8 imply

M⊥ = Fv = (M ′)⊥ and Sub(τM ⊕ νP ) = Fv = Sub(τM ⊕ νP ′).
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We observe that the module τ−1(τM ⊕ νP ) ∼= τ–1τM as τ is additive and νP injective and moreover
Sub(τM ⊕ νP ) ⊆ M⊥, therefore τM ⊕ νP is τ–1-rigid. Construct a left add(τM ⊕ νP )-approximation g
dually to Lemma 6.10. Then the dual of Lemma 6.9 implies that coker g ∈ (τ−1(τM ⊕ νP ′))⊥. Hence
by Proposition 6.2 the approximation g splits. It follows that τM ⊕ νP ′ is isomorphic to a basic direct
summand of (τM ⊕νP )r. Moreover, νP ′ cannot be isomorphic to a a direct summand of (τT )r and therefore
νP ′ ∼= (νP )r and thus P ∼= P ′. �

We make the following immediate observation about cones of maximal basic direct summands.

Lemma 6.12. Let (M,P ) be a τ-rigid pair, and (N,Q) be a basic τ-rigid pair such that addN = addM
and addQ = addP . Then C(M,P ) = C(N,Q) and C(M,P ) = C(N,Q).

We are now able to give a new proof of [21, Thm. 1.9], establishing the fan structure of cones of g-vectors.

Theorem 6.13. Let (M,P ) and (M ′, P ′) be τ-rigid pairs such that (N,Q) is their maximal common direct
summand, then C(M,P ) ∩ C(M ′,P ′) = C(N,Q).

Proof. By Lemma 6.12 it suffices to restrict to basic τ -rigid pairs. Trivially, C(N,Q) ⊆ C(M,P ) ∩ C(M ′,P ′).
Conversely, if (M,P ) is different from (M ′, P ′) then Lemma 6.11 implies that the interiors of the cones do
not intersect. Hence consider an intersection at the boundary, which given by







v ∈ R
n : v =

k
∑

i=1

αig
Mi −

t
∑

j=k+1

αjg
Pj =

ℓ
∑

i=1

βig
M ′

i −
s

∑

j=ℓ+1

βjg
P ′

j







,

where αi, βi ≥ 0 but not all strictly positive. Let αv := {i : αi = 0} and βv := {i : βi = 0} be the indices for
which the coefficients are zero. Consider the direct summands of (M,P ) and (M ′, P ′) given only by those
direct summands in the intersection





⊕

i6∈αv

Mi,
⊕

j 6∈αv

Pj



 , and





⊕

i6∈βv

M ′
i ,

⊕

j 6∈βv

P ′
j



 .

By construction, the interior cones of these two τ -rigid pairs intersects non-trivially at v. Then Lemma 6.11
implies that they are isomorphic and a thus a direct summand of (N,Q). It follows that v ∈ C(M,P )∩C(M ′,P ′) ⊆

C(N,Q). �

The g-vectors spanning a g-vector cone C(M,P are linearly independent by [1, Thm. 5.1]. Therefore, the

faces of C(M,P ) are given by C(N,Q) where N ∈ addM and Q ∈ addP . It is clear that if (M,P ) is a τ -rigid

pair then (N,Q) is τ -rigid pair, hence C(N,Q) is also a cone of Σ(A). Together with Theorem 6.13 this proves
that Σ(A) is a polyhedral fan. For a summary of known properties of the g-fan we refer to [3]. We want to
highlight the following result.

Theorem 6.14. [5, Thm. 4.7][21, Thm. 5.4] The algebra A has finitely many τ-tilting modules if and only
if the g-fan Σ(A) is finite and complete. In this case, we call A τ-tilting finite.

In this case, there is a bijection between maximal cones C(T,P ) ∈ Σ(A) and torsion classes FacT ∈ torsA
by [1, Thm. 2.7]. In this way the inclusion of torsion classes induces a partial order on maximal cones. So,
for a maximal cone σ ∈ Σ(A), we write Tσ to mean Tv where v lies in the interior of σ. This defines a partial
order (Σ(A),≤) = (Σ(A),≤torsA) on maximal cones satisfying σ1 ≤ σ2 if and only if Tσ1

⊆ Tσ2
.

Proposition 6.15. Let A be a τ-tilting finite algebra, then the poset of torsion classes torsA induces a fan
poset (Σ,≤torsA) on Σ(A).

Proof. By definition, every cone σ ∈ Σ(A) is the g-vector cone of a τ -rigid pair (M,P ). Then the maxi-
mal cones containing it are exactly those corresponding to the interval [FacM,⊥τM ∩ P⊥] ⊆ torsA. This
is because maximal g-vector cones containing C(M,P ) are exactly those C(N,Q) ∈ Σ(A) such that (N,Q) is
a τ -tilting pair with M ∈ addN and P ∈ addQ. By [1, Thm. 2.10], see also [22, Thm. 4.4] and the bi-
jection of τ -tilting pairs with torsion classes [1, Thm. 2.7] when A is τ -tilting finite we get the desired interval.
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We are left with showing that each interval is a cone. For a torsion class T ∈ torsA and a torsion-free
class F ∈ torf A, respectively, define the following subspaces of Rn:

H+
T :=

⋂

T∈T

{v ∈ R
n : 〈v,dimT 〉 ≥ 0}, H−

F :=
⋂

F∈F

{v ∈ R
n : 〈v,dimF 〉 ≤ 0}.

Both spaces are intersection of half-spaces and thus a convex cone. Take an interval I = [σ1, σ2] ∈
(Σ(A), torsA) corresponding with torsion classes [Tσ1

, Tσ2
] ⊆ torsA, define Ti := Tσi

. To prove that
(Σ(A),≤torsA) is a fan poset we need to show

⋃

σi∈I

σi = H
+
T1
∩H−

T ⊥
2

.

Take v ∈
⋃

σi∈I σi. From [17, Lem. 3.12] it follows that 〈v,dimT 〉 ≥ 0 for all T ∈ Tσ1
since T1 ⊆ Ti for

all σi ∈ I. Therefore v ∈ H+
T1
. Dually, it follows for the torsion-free class (T2)⊥ that 〈v,dimF 〉 ≤ 0 for all

F ∈ (T2)⊥. Hence
⋃

σi∈I σi ⊆ H
+
T1
∩H−

(T2)⊥
.

Conversely, assume for a contradiction that there exists v ∈ H+
T1
∩ H−

(T2)⊥
such that there is no σi ∈ I

satisfying v ∈ σi. By completeness of the g-fan, there exists some other maximal cone σ′ with σ′ 6∈ I
containing v in its interior. This interior has to be fully contained in H+

T1
∩H−

(T2)⊥
. By construction of H+

T1
,

Tw contains T1. Therefore T1 ⊆ Tσ′ . Dually, it follows that (Tσ′ )⊥ ⊆ (T2)⊥ and hence σ′ ∈ I. �

Therefore any properties of the poset torsA apply to the fan poset (Σ(A),≤torsA), in particular it is a
polygonal completely semi-distributive lattice [22]. We conclude the study of the fan structure by showing
that g-vectors determine τ -rigid pairs, giving a new proof of [21, Thm. 6.5].

Theorem 6.16. Let (M,P ) and (M ′, P ′) be τ-rigid pairs such that g := g(M,P ) = g(M
′,P ′). Then M ∼= M ′

and P ∼= P ′.

Proof. We repeatedly reduce the problem to the largest basic direct summands and show that they coincide.
Write M ∼= BM

1 ⊕M1, where BM
1 is a basic direct summand of M such that addBM

1 = addM . Similarly,

write M ′ ∼= BM ′

1 ⊕M ′
1, such that BM ′

1 is basic and addBM ′

1 = addM ′. In the same way, write P ∼= QP
1 ⊕P1

and P ′ ∼= QP ′

1 ⊕P ′
1 with QP

1 and QP ′

1 largest basic direct summands. Lemma 6.12 implies C(BM
1 ,QP

1 ) = C(M,P )

and C(BM′

1 ,QP ′

1 ) = C(M ′,P ′). Since g is contained in the intersection of these cones, Lemma 6.11 implies that

BM
1
∼= BM ′

1 and QP
1
∼= QP ′

1 . We repeat the process with g1 := g − g(B
M
1 ,QP

1 ) and the τ -rigid pairs (M1, P1)
and (M ′

1, P
′
1). Since the modules are finitely generated, eventually M ∼= M ′ and P ∼= P ′. �

6.3. τ-cluster morphism category. The definition of the category of a partitioned fan, Definition 3.4,
is inspired by the geometric construction of the τ -cluster morphism category from the g-fan [55]. In the
original constructions (cf. [18], [19], [35]) the objects of the category are wide subcategories of the form
WE := T E ∩ FE for some TF-equivalence class E = C(M,P ) coming from a τ -rigid pair (M,P ). The
relationship between TF-equivalence classes and the g-fan is described in Theorem 6.7. Let TFA be the
poset category of TF-equivalence classes coming from τ -rigid pairs with poset relation E1 ≤ E2 whenever
E1 ⊆ E2.

Definition 6.17. [55, Defn. 3.3] Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. The τ-cluster morphism category
C(A) is the category

• whose objects are objects of TFA under the identification E1 ∼ E2 whenever WE1
=WE2

;
• whose morphisms HomC(A)([E], [F ]) are given by the set of morphisms

⋃

E′∈[E],F ′∈[F ]

HomTFA
(E′, F ′)

under the identification fEF ∼ fE′F ′ whenever πE(F ) = πE′(F ′).
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Translating from TF-equivalence classes to cones C(M,P ), we see that the objects of the τ -cluster mor-
phism category are interior cones of cones in Σ(A) with identification given by C(M1,P1) ∼ C(M2,P2) whenever

M⊥
1 ∩

⊥τM1∩P⊥
1 = M⊥

2 ∩
⊥τM2∩P⊥

2 . By taking the closure, this induces a partition of the fan Σ(A), which
we denote by PWAC. By [55, Cor. 3.7, Lem. 3.8], PWAC is an admissible partition, so that the τ -cluster
morphism category C(A) is easily seen to be equivalent to the category of the partition fan C(Σ(A),PWAC).
It follows from the definition of τ -rigid pairs and their correspondence with the cones of Σ(A) that the first
factors of C(Σ(A),PWAC) are given by pairwise compatibility conditions, see [31, 35, 37].

Following [4, 10, 22], we label the edges of Hasse(torsA) in the following way: Let T1 ⋖ T2 be a cover
relation in torsA, then T ⊥

1 ∩ T2 = Filt{B} is the category of modules filtered by a brick B by [22, Thm.

3.3]. We call the labelling of arrows T1
B
−→ T2 in Hasse(torsA) in this way the brick-labelling. Originally, the

picture group of an algebra was defined in [38] for representation-finite hereditary algebras, and has since
been extended to all τ -tilting finite algebras in [31] as follows.

Definition 6.18. [31, Prop. 4.4a] Let A be τ -tilting finite. The picture group G(A) is generated by {XS :
S ∈ brickA} with a relation

XS1
. . . XSk

= XS′
1
. . .XS′

l

if there exist torsion classes T , T ′ ∈ torsA such that (S1, . . . , Sk) and (S′
1, . . . , S

′
l) are sequences of bricks

labelling directed paths T → T ′ in Hasse(torsA), denote this element by X[T ,T ′].

Proposition 6.19. Let A be τ-tilting finite. Let C(A) = C(Σ,PWAC), then G(Σ(A),PWAC,≤torsA) is
isomorphic to G(A), where (Σ,≤torsA) is the fan poset induced by torsA.

Proof. First we show that equivalence classes of PWAC are determined by bricks. Let C(M,P ) ∈ Σ(A) be of

codimension 1, then by [17, Prop. 3.17] C(M,P ) ⊆ D(N), where N is v-stable for all v ∈ C(M,P ) and a brick by

[53, Thm. 1]. Take now a distinct cone C(M ′,P ′) ∼ C(M,P ) ∈ C(Σ,PWAC). Then [17, Prop. 3.13, Thm. 3.14]

implies that C(M ′,P ′) ⊆ D(N) and that this brick is unique in M⊥ ∩ ⊥τM ∩ P⊥ = (M ′)⊥ ∩ ⊥τM ′ ∩ (P ′)⊥.
Hence the generators are in bijection. It follows from [17, Prop. 4.5, Rmk. 4.6] and the bijection between
τ -tilting pairs and torsion classes [1, Thm. 2.7] in the τ -tilting finite case that the set of relations of G(A)
coincide under the bijection of generators with the set of type 1 relations for G(Σ(A),PWAC,≤torsA). That
G(A) satisfies the type 2 relations of G(Σ(A),PWAC,≤torsA) follows from [22, Thm. 4.12, Prop. 4.13] which
establishes a label-preserving isomorphism between the dual graphs of the stars of cones whose corresponding
wide subcategories coincide and that of their shared projection. �

Therefore Definition 4.10 is a generalisation of Definition 6.18. We also remark that by [31, Thm. 4.10],
the picture group G(A) is isomorphic to the fundamental group of BC(A). We conclude by applying the
theory developed in the previous sections to obtain a large class of algebras admitting a faithful functor.

Theorem 6.20. Let A be such that Σ(A) is a finite hyperplane arrangement. Then C(A) admits a faithful
functor to G(Σ(A),Pflat,≤torsA), and hence to G(A).

Proof. For any finite-dimensional algebra, cones of Σ(A) are contained in stability spaces D(B) for some
brick B ∈ brickA. In particular, D(B) is orthogonal to the dimension vector dimB ∈ Zn

≥0, hence Σ(A)

satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 4.28 and since the τ -cluster morphism category C(A) corresponds to
some admissible partition, Corollary 5.5 gives the desired result. Since G(A) is the fundamental group of
BC(A) by [31, Thm. 4.10], the faithful functor to G(Σ(A),Pflat,≤torsA) factors through a faithful functor to
G(A), see the proof of [33, Prop. 3.7]. �

Corollary 6.21. Let A be such that Σ(A) is a finite hyperplane arrangement. Then the classifying space
BC(A) is a K(π, 1) space if C(A) satisfies the pairwise compatibility condition of last factors. In particular,
if Σ(A) ⊆ R3, then BC(A) is a K(π, 1) space.

Proof. The first part is the remaining sufficient condition of Proposition 4.18, and the second result follows
from [11], where it is shown that the pairwise compatibility always holds in rank 3. �
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The existence of a faithful group functor had previously been proven for K-stone algebras i.e. algebras
A where every brick B ∈ brickA satisfies Ext1A(B,B) = 0 and EndA(B) = k, see [30, 31] and hereditary
algebras of finite or tame type [35, 37]. The class of K-stone algebras contains Nakayama(-like) algebras
[30, 31], preprojective algebras of Dynkin type ADE [39] and gentle algebras with no loops or 2-cycles [30].
As a consequence of Theorem 6.20 we obtain faithful functors for generalised preprojective algebras coming
from Cartan matrices of finite (Dynkin) type as introduced in [27]. For these algebras [48, Thm. 3.19] states
that their g-vector fan defines a finite hyperplane arrangement which comes from the root system of the corre-
sponding Weyl group. Conjecturally, the finite hyperplane arrangements coming from crepant resolutions as
in [58] define contraction algebras whose g-vector fan would then be the finite hyperplane arrangement by [7].

For Nakayama(-like) algebras, the pairwise compatibility property of last factors is also satisfied in di-
mension 4 and higher [30, 31]. However, this is not the case for preprojective algebras of Dynkin type ADE
[11], whose g-vector fan is a finite hyperplane arrangement [44] and certain gentle algebras [30]. However,
it is unknown whether BC(A) is a K(π, 1) space for preprojective algebras and whether the generalised pre-
projective algebras satisfy the pairwise compatibility property of last factors. We conclude by giving a new
example of an algebra A for which BC(A) is a K(π, 1) space.

Example 6.22. Let A be the generalised preprojective algebra of type C3, see [27, Sec. 13.8]. That is, the
algebra coming from the Cartan matrix C with symmetrizer D given as follows:

C =





2 −1 0
−1 2 −2
0 −1 2



 , D = diag(1, 1, 2).

We may write A ∼= KQ/I for the quiver

Q : 1 2 3
α21

α12

α32

α23

ǫ3

and I = 〈α21α12, α32α23−α12α21, ǫ3α23α32 +α23α32ǫ3〉. Similar to [44, Thm. 3.9] for preprojective algebras
of type ADE, [48, Thm. 3.19] states that up to a base-change the g-vector cones of generalised preprojective
algebras of arbitrary Dynkin type of [27] coincide with the (Weyl) chambers in the hyperplane arrangement
obtained by taking orthogonal hyperplanes to the roots of the corresponding root system. Moreover, by
[27, Thm. 1.3] these roots are a positive scalar multiple of the dimension vectors of certain (τ -locally free)
modules. For our example of type C3, we obtain from [27, Sec. 13.8] that the dimension vectors of these
modules are the following 9 integer vectors:





1
0
0



 ,





0
1
0



 ,





0
0
1



 ,





1
1
0



 ,





0
1
1



 ,





1
1
1



 ,





0
1
2



 ,





1
1
2



 ,





1
2
2



 .



30 MAXIMILIAN KAIPEL

However, one can easily see that there the following polygon arises in Hasse(torsA), whose edges are labelled
by the composition series of the respective modules:

•

• •

• •

• •

∅

2 3

3

2

2

3

3

3

3

2

2

3

3 2

Therefore, from the description given in [22, Prop. 4.33], it follows that A is not a K-stone algebra, since the
polygons which may arise in the Hasse quiver of posets of torsion classes of K-stone algebras do not include
the above. Since Σ(A) is a finite hyperplane arrangement, Theorem 6.20 implies that there exists a faithful
functor to some group, and from [11] we know that C(A) satisfies the pairwise compatibility of last factors
since A has 3 simples. Therefore BC(A) is a K(G(A), 1) space by Proposition 4.18.
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