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COMPARING τ-TILTING MODULES AND 1-TILTING MODULES

XIAO-WU CHEN, ZHI-WEI LI, XIAOJIN ZHANG∗, ZHIBING ZHAO

Abstract. We characterize τ -tilting modules as 1-tilting modules over quo-
tient algebras satisfying a tensor-vanishing condition, and characterize 1-tilting
modules as τ -tilting modules satisfying a Tor1-vanishing condition. We use de-
looping levels to study Self-orthogonal τ -tilting Conjecture: any self-orthogonal
τ -tilting module is 1-tilting. We confirm the conjecture when the endomor-
phism algebra of the module has finite global delooping level.

1. Introduction

The τ -tilting theory [1] is a natural generalization of the classical tilting theory
[13, 6], and related ideas might be traced back to [5]. It is closely related to the
silting theory [2] and cluster tilting theory [14]; see also [9].

Let A be an artin algebra. The central objects in τ -tilting theory are τ -tilting
modules. It is well known that a τ -tilting A-module T becomes a 1-tilting module
over the quotient algebra A/Ann(T ). Here, Ann(T ) is the annihilator of T , which
is known to be a nilpotent ideal of A. However, the converse is not true in general.
We are interested in the following basic question: to what extent, a 1-tilting module
over a quotient algebra of A becomes a τ -tilting A-module?

The first result answers the question above, using a new tensor-vanishing condi-
tion; see Theorem 3.5.

Theorem I. Let T be an A-module with Ann(T ) nilpotent. Then the A-module T is

τ-tilting if and only if the corresponding A/Ann(T )-module T is 1-tilting satisfying

Ann(T )⊗A T = 0.

In contrast to the the trivial fact Ann(T )T = 0, the condition Ann(T )⊗A T = 0
above is nontrivial and necessary.

By [4, 1], a 1-tilting module is precisely a faithful τ -tilting module. This might
be viewed as a characterization of a 1-tilting module in terms of a τ -tilting module.
The second result is another such characterization, using a new Tor1-vanishing
condition; see Theorem 3.6.

Theorem II. Let T be an A-module. Then T is 1-tilting if and only if it is

τ-tilting satisfying TorA1 (Ann(T ), T ) = 0.

The “only if” part of Theorem II is trivial, since the annihilator of any 1-tilting
module is zero. We emphasize that the proofs of Theorems I and II are quite
elementary.

Recall that an A-module T is self-orthogonal if ExtiA(T, T ) = 0 for any i ≥ 1.
It is clear that any 1-tilting module is a self-orthogonal τ -tilting module. The
following natural question is asked in [26]: is any self-orthogonal τ -tilting module
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1-tilting? Since its positive answer is implied by a conjecture in [10], we propose to
call it the Self-orthogonal τ-tilting Conjecture, and (SτC) for short.

We mention that (SτC) holds for algebras with finite global dimension. Indeed,
it is shown in [26] that any self-orthogonal τ -tilting module with finite projective
dimension is 1-tilting. More generally, by [20], it holds for syzygy-finite Gorenstein
algebras, since any self-orthogonal module over such algebras has finite projective
dimension; compare [7, 18]. For more confirmed cases, we refer to Proposition 5.3.

We use the delooping level in [11] to investigate (SτC). Recall that the global
delooping level of an algebra is the supremum of the delooping levels of all its left
modules. Examples of algebras with finite global delooping level include Gorenstein
algebras and syzygy-finite algebras.

We mention that delooping levels play a role in the finitistic dimension conjec-
ture. The following result indicates that they might be useful to study (SτC); see
Theorem 5.4.

Theorem III. Let T be a self-orthogonal τ-tilting A-module. Set B = EndA(T )
op.

Then T is 1-tilting provided that B has finite global delooping level.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall basic facts in tilting
theory. We compare 1-tilting modules and τ -tilting modules in Section 3. We study
the delooping level in an exact category in Section 4. In the final section, we discuss
homological conjectures on self-orthogonal modules, and prove Theorem III, whose
proof relies on Theorem 3.6.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall from [4, 1] basic facts on 1-tilting modules and τ -tilting
modules.

Let A be an artin algebra. Denote by A-mod the abelian category of finitely
generated left A-modules. For each A-module M , we denote by |M | the number of
isomorphism classes of indecomposable direct summands of M . For example, |A| is
the number of isomorphism classes of indecomposable projective A-modules, which
equals the number of isomorphism classes of simple A-modules.

For a projective A-module P , its trace ideal [3, §8] is defined to be

tr(P ) =
∑

f∈HomA(P,A)

Im(f).

If P ≃ Ae for some idempotent e, then tr(P ) = AeA. We observe

tr(P )P = P.(2.1)

Recall that a two-sided ideal I of A is idempotent if I = I2. It is well known that
an ideal I is idempotent if and only if there is a projective module P satisfying
I = tr(P ).

Let I be an ideal of A. Denote by I0 ⊆ I its stable part, that is, the largest
idempotent ideal contained in I. We mention that IN = I0 for any sufficiently
large N . Up to isomorphism, there is a unique basic projective A-module P0 with
I0 = tr(P0). Set

st(I) = |P0|,

which might be called the stable index of I.

Lemma 2.1. Let I be an ideal of A. Then we have

|A| = |A/I|+ st(I) = |A/I0|+ st(I).

Moreover, |A| = |A/I| if and only if I is nilpotent.
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Proof. For the two equalities, we apply the following facts: for a projective A-
module P , (A/I)⊗AP = 0 if and only if IP = P , which is equivalent to tr(P ) ⊆ I by
(2.1) ; moreover, st(I) = st(I0). For the last statement, we observe that st(I0) = 0
if and only if I0 = 0, which is equivalent to the condition that the ideal I is
nilpotent. �

Let T be an A-module. Denote by add(T ) the full subcategory of A-mod formed
by direct summands of finite direct sums of T , and by fac(T ) the full subcategory
formed by factor modules of finite direct sums of T .

An A-module T is called rigid if Ext1A(T, T ) = 0, and called self-orthogonal if
ExtiA(T, T ) = 0 for any i ≥ 1. Recall that an A-module T is called 1-tilting if
it is rigid and satisfying pdA(T ) ≤ 1 and |T | = |A|. Slightly more generally, an
A-module T is called partial 1-tilting, if it is rigid and satisfies pdA(T ) ≤ 1. Clearly,
any partial 1-tilting module is self-orthogonal.

Recall that an exact category in the sense of [21] is an additive category with
a chosen classes of short exact sequences, called conflations, which satisfy certain
axioms; see [15, Appendix A]. For example, an extension-closed full subcategory
of an abelian category inherits the short exact sequences and becomes an exact
category.

The following fact is standard.

Lemma 2.2. Let T be a partial 1-tilting A-module. Then the subcategory fac(T )
of A-mod is closed under extensions, and becomes an exact category. Moreover, T
is projective in the exact category fac(T ). �

The following well-known result can be found in [4, VI.2.5 Theorem (c) and (d)].
We denote by D the Matlis duality.

Lemma 2.3. Let T be a 1-tilting A-module. Then the exact category fac(T ) has

enough projective objects and enough injective objects. Moreover, projective objects

are precisely modules in add(T ), and injective objects are precisely injective A-
modules.

Proof. The proof uses the following fact: for each M ∈ fac(T ), take a right add(T )-
approximation f : T n → M of M . Then f is surjective, whose kernel lies in
fac(T ). For the last statement, we recall that D(A) belongs to fac(T ); see [4,
VI.2.2 Lemma(d)]. �

An A-module T is called τ-rigid if HomA(T, τ(T )) = 0, where τ denotes the
Auslander-Reiten translation. By [5, Corollary 5.9], this is equivalent to the condi-
tion Ext1A(T, fac(T )) = 0. Moreover, in this case fac(T ) is closed under extensions.
We observe that any τ -rigid module is rigid, and any partial 1-tilting module is
τ -rigid; see Lemma 2.2.

Following [1, 1.2], a τ -rigid A-module T is called τ-tilting if it satisfies |T | = |A|.
Slightly more generally, an A-module T is called support τ-tilting if there is an
idempotent ideal I such that IT = 0 and that T is a τ -tilting A/I-module. We
mention that the ideal I is unique, which equals the stable part of the annihilator
Ann(T ).

The following result is due to [4, VIII.5.1 Lemma]; compare [1, Proposition 1.4].

Lemma 2.4. Let T be an A-module. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If T is faithful and τ-rigid, then it is partial 1-tilting.
(2) The A-module T is faithful and τ-tilting if and only if it is 1-tilitng.

The following results are well known.

Proposition 2.5. Let T be an A-module with I = Ann(T ). Then the following

statements hold.
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(1) If T is τ-rigid, we have |T | ≤ |A/I|.
(2) The A-module T is support τ-tilting if and only if it is τ-rigid satisfying

|T | = |A/I|.
(3) The A-module T is τ-tilting if and only if it is support τ-tilting and the

ideal I is nilpotent.

Proof. For (1), we refer to [1, Proposition 1.3]; compare [4, VIII.5.3 Lemma]. For
(2), we consider the stable part I0 of I. Then the A-module T is support τ -tilting
if and only if it is a τ -tilting A/I0-module. In particular, we have |T | = |A/I0| =
|A/I|; see Lemma 2.1. For (3), we just observe that a support τ -tilting A-module
is τ -tilting if and only if I0 = 0, which is equivalent to the nilptency of I. �

3. New comparison results

In this section, we compare τ -tilting modules and 1-tilting modules. Theo-
rems 3.5 and 3.6 are new characterizations of τ -tiling modules and 1-tilting modules,
respectively.

We first characterize τ -rigid modules via certain partial 1-tilting modules over
quotient algebras.

Proposition 3.1. Let T be an A-module. Set I = Ann(T ) and Ā = A/I. Then

the A-module T is τ-rigid if and only if the corresponding Ā-module T is partial

1-tilting satisfying I ⊗A T = 0.

Proof. For the “only if” part, we assume that the A-module T is τ -rigid. Then the
corresponding Ā-module T is also τ -rigid, which is faithful. By Lemma 2.4(1), it is
partial 1-tilting.

Since the Ā-module T is faithful, we infer from [4, VI.2.2 Lemma(d)] that D(Ā)
belongs to fac(T ). Therefore, we have

0 = Ext1A(T,D(Ā)) ≃ DTorA1 (Ā, T ).

Applying −⊗A T to the canonical exact sequence

0 −→ I −→ A −→ Ā −→ 0,

we infer that TorA1 (Ā, T ) ≃ I ⊗A T . In summary, we conclude that I ⊗A T = 0.
Conversely, we assume that the corresponding Ā-module T is partial 1-tilting

satisfying I ⊗A T = 0. The above proof yields Ext1A(T,D(Ā)) = 0. Consequently,
Ext1A(T,E) = 0 for any injective Ā-module E.

Take any object X ∈ fac(T ). We form an exact sequence

0 −→ X
a

−→ E
c

−→ Y −→ 0

in Ā-mod with E injective. We observe that Y also belongs to fac(T ), sinceD(Ā) be-
longs to fac(T ). By Lemma 2.2, T is projective in fac(T ). In particular, HomA(T, c)
is surjective. Consequently, we infer that a induces an injective map

Ext1A(T,X) −→ Ext1A(T,E).

We conclude that Ext1A(T,X) = 0. By [5, Corollary 5.9], this implies that T is
τ -rigid. �

Remark 3.2. The vanishing condition I ⊗A T = 0 is necessary. Take any ideal I
of A. Then A/I is certainly a partial 1-tilting over A/I. However, the A-module
A/I is τ -rigid if and only if I is idempotent.

Corollary 3.3. Let T be an A-module. Set I = Ann(T ) and Ā = A/I. Then

the A-module T is support τ-tilting if and only if the corresponding Ā-module T is

1-tilting satisfying I ⊗A T = 0.
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Proof. We just combine Propositions 3.1 and 2.5(2). �

Remark 3.4. Let T be a support τ -tilting A-module. The corresponding Ā-module
T is 1-tilting. By Lemma 2.3, the exact category fac(T ) has enough projective ob-
jects, and the full subcateory of projective objects coincides with add(T ); compare
[26, Proposition 2.5]. We emphasize that fac(T ) inherits the same exact structure
both from A-mod and Ā-mod.

Theorem 3.5. Let T be an A-module. Set I = Ann(T ) and Ā = A/I. Then the

A-module T is τ-tilting if and only if the ideal I is nilpotent and the corresponding

Ā-module T is 1-tilting satisfying I ⊗A T = 0.

Proof. We just combine Corollary 3.3 and Proposition 2.5(3). �

In the following result, the equivalence between (1) and (2) is essentially due to
[17, Corollary 3.12], which strengthens [26, Theorem 3.2].

Theorem 3.6. Let T be a τ-tilting A-module. Set I = Ann(T ) and Ā = A/I.
Then the following statements are euqivalent.

(1) The A-module T is 1-tilting.
(2) Ext2A(T, fac(T )) = 0.
(3) Ext2A(T,D(Ā)) = 0.

(4) TorA1 (I, T ) = 0.

Proof. Since any 1-tilting module has project dimension at most one. Then we
have “(1) ⇒ (2)”. The implication “(2) ⇒ (3)” is trivial, since D(Ā) belongs to
fac(T ). We have the following well-known isomorphisms.

Ext2A(T,D(Ā)) ≃ DTorA2 (Ā, T ) ≃ DTorA1 (I, T )

Then we have the equivalence between (3) and (4).
It remains to prove “(3) ⇒ (1)”. Since by Theorem 3.5 the Ā-module T is

1-tilting, we have an exact sequence

0 −→ Ā −→ T 0 −→ T 1 −→ 0

with both T i ∈ add(T ). Applying HomA(−, D(Ā)) to it, we obtain an exact se-
quence.

Ext1A(T
0, D(Ā)) −→ Ext1A(Ā,D(Ā)) −→ Ext2A(T

1, D(Ā))

Since D(Ā) belongs to fac(T ) and T is projective in fac(T ), we have

Ext1A(T
0, D(Ā)) = Ext1fac(T )(T

0, D(Ā)) = 0.

By the assumption in (3), we have Ext2A(T
1, D(Ā)) = 0. Consequently, we infer

that Ext1A(Ā,D(Ā)) = 0.
We now use the following well-known isomorphisms.

Ext1A(Ā,D(Ā)) ≃ DTorA1 (Ā, Ā) ≃ D(I/I2)

We conclude that I = I2. Since I is nilpotent by Theorem 3.5, we infer that I = 0,
that is, the A-module T is faithful. Then we are done by Lemma 2.4(2). �

Remark 3.7. Let T be a τ -tilting A-module, which is not 1-tilting. Set I =
Ann(T ). The two theorems above imply that I ⊗A T = 0 but TorA1 (I, T ) 6= 0.
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4. The delooping level

In this section, we study delooping levels [11] in an exact category. The key
observation is that finite delooping levels play a role in obtaining the Ext2-vanishing
condition in Theorem 3.6; see Proposition 4.4.

Let E be an exact category [21] with enough projective objects. Denote by P
the full subcategory formed by projective objects. The projectively stable category
is denoted by E . For each object X , we take a conflation

0 −→ ΩE(X) −→ P −→ X −→ 0

with P projective. This gives rise to the syzygy endofunctor ΩE : E → E .
The following notion is a categorical analogue of [11, Definition 1.2]. We mention

its derived analogue in [12].

Definition 4.1. Let X be an object in E . Its delooping level, denoted by dellE(X),
is defined to be minimal nonnegative number n such that Ωn

E(M) is isomorphic to

a direct summand of Ωn+1
E

(N) for some object N . If there is no such a number n,
we set dellE(X) = +∞.

The global delooping level of E , denoted by gl.dell(E), is defined to be the supre-
mum of dellE(X) for all objects X .

We observe that dellE(X) ≤ pdE(X). Here, pdE denotes the projective dimension
in E . Therefore, we have gl.dell(E) ≤ gl.dim(E).

Denote by Ωn
E (E) the full subcategory of E formed by direct summands of

Ωn
E(X)⊕P for some object X and projective object P . Then we have a descending

chain of subcategories.

E ⊇ Ω1
E(E) ⊇ Ω2

E(E) ⊇ · · · ⊇ P

Example 4.2. Assume that the exact category E is syzygy-stable, that is, there
exists d ≥ 0 such that Ωd

E(E) = Ωd+1
E

(E). Then gl.dell(E) ≤ d.
A particular case is of interest. Assume that E is Krull-Schmidt, which is syzygy-

finite, that is, there exists an object E such that Ωd
E(E) = add(E) for some d ≥ 0.

Then the descending chain above is stable. It follows that E is syzygy-stable.

Let A be an artin algebra. The delooping level of an A-module X is denoted
by dellA(X). Write gl.dell(A) = gl.dell(A-mod), called the global delooping level of
the algebra A.

Example 4.3. (1) Assume that A is d-Gorenstein, that is, the selfinjective dimen-
sion of A on each side is at most d. Then A-mod is syzygy-stable. More precisely,
we have Ωd

A(A-mod) = Ωd+1
A (A-mod). Consequently, we have gl.dell(A) ≤ d.

(2) The algebra A is called syzygy-finite if so is A-mod. Syzygy-finite algebras
include algebras of finite representation type, torsionless-finite algebras [23], and
monomial ideals by [27, Theorem I]. Therefore, the global delooping levels of these
algebras are finite.

In what follows, we fix an abelian category A and a full subcategory E ⊆ A
which is closed under extensions. We assume further that the exact category E has
enough projective objects, which form the full subcategory ω.

Proposition 4.4. Assume that each object in ω are self-orthogonal in A. Suppose

that T ∈ ω and X ∈ E. Then we have Ext2A(T,X) = 0 provided that pdA(T ) < ∞
or dellE(X) < ∞.

We emphasize that for objects X,Y ∈ E , the natural map

Ext2E(X,Y ) −→ Ext2A(X,Y )
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is injective, but not surjective in general; see [8, Proposition 3.4]. For the proof of
Proposition 4.4, we need the following easy observations.

Lemma 4.5. Keep the same assumptions above. For any T ∈ ω and any object

Y ∈ E, the following statements hold.

(1) ExtiA(T, Y ) ≃ Exti+1
A

(T,ΩE(Y )) for i ≥ 1.

(2) Extj
A
(T,Ωk

E(Y )) = 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1.

Proof. For (1), we consider the conflation

0 −→ ΩE(Y ) −→ P −→ Y −→ 0

with P projective in E . The self-orthogonality condition on ω implies that ExtiA(T, P ) =
0 for any i ≥ 1. Applying HomA(T,−) to the conflation above, we infer (1).

Since E is closed under extensions in A, we have Ext1A(T, Y ) = Ext1E(T, Y ) = 0.
This yields (2) in the case j = 1. By induction, the general case follows immediately
from (1). �

Proof of Proposition 4.4. By applying Lemma 4.5(1) repeatedly, we have an iso-
morphism

Ext2A(T,X) ≃ Extn+2
A

(T,Ωn
E(X)).(4.1)

for any n ≥ 0. If pdA(T ) is finite, we are done.
We assume that dellE(X) = d. There exists some object X ′ ∈ E and a projective

object P in E , such that Ωd
E(X) is isomorphic to a direct summand of Ωd+1

E
(X ′)⊕P .

By Lemma 4.5(2), we have

Extd+2
A (T,Ωd+1

E
(X ′)⊕ P ) = 0.

Consequently, we have

Extd+2
A

(T,Ωd
E(X)) = 0.

Combining this with (4.1), we infer the required vanishing. �

Remark 4.6. The proof above yields a slightly stronger result. Fix d ≥ 0. Assume
that ExtiA(P, P ) = 0 for any P ∈ ω and 2 ≤ i ≤ d + 2. Then we still have
Ext2A(T,X) = 0, provided that pdA(T ) ≤ d+ 2 or dellE(X) ≤ d.

5. Homological conjectures

In this section, we study the self-orthogonal τ -tilting conjecture [26], which is
implied by a conjecture in [10]. Theorem 5.4 confirms the conjecture under the
assumption that the endomorphism algebra of the τ -tilting module has finite global
delooping level.

In what follows, we assume that A is an artin algebra. The following conjecture
is posted in [10, Conjecture 5.9].

Self-orthogonal Wakamatsu-tilting Conjecture (SWC). Let T be a self-orthogonal
A-module with |T | = |A|. Then T is Wakamatsu-tilting.

We recall from [25, 19] that a self-orthogonal A-module W is called Wakamatsu-

tilting if there is a long exact sequence

0 −→ A −→ T 0 −→ T 1 −→ T 2 −→ · · ·

with each T i ∈ add(W ) and each cocycle in ⊥W = {M | ExtiA(M,W ) = 0, i ≥ 1}.
We observe that a Wakamatsu-tilting module is necessarily faithful.

Self-orthogonal Faithful Conjecture (SFC). Let T be a self-orthogonal A-module
with |T | = |A|. Then T is faithful.
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We mention that if A is selfinjective, then (SFC) is equivalent to the following
well-known Tachikawa’s Conjecture [24]: any self-orthognal module over a selfin-
jective alegrba is projective. Here, we use the fact that any faithful A-module T
with |T | = |A| is necessarily a projective generator.

Recall that any τ -tilting A-module T satisfies |T | = |A|. Since any faithful
τ -tilting module is 1-tilting, we infer that (SFC) implies the following conjecture
posted in [26].

Self-orthogonal τ-tilting Conjecture (SτC). Let T be a self-orthogonal τ -tilting
A-module. Then T is 1-tilting.

In summary, we have the following implications for any given algebra A.

(SWC) ⇒ (SFC) ⇒ (SτC)

Remark 5.1. It is well known that for a local algebra A, the only basic τ -tilting
A-module is isomorphic to A; see [1, Example 6.1]. Therefore, (SτC) holds trivially
for local algebras.

Let T be a τ -tilting A-module. Then the exact category fac(T ) has enough
projective objects, which are precisely modules in add(T ); see Remark 3.4. The
delooping levels in fac(T ) will be denoted by dellT , which might be viewed as a
relative version of the delooping level in [11].

The following result is partly due to [26, Theorem 1.3].

Proposition 5.2. Let T be a self-orthogonal τ-tilting A-module. Set Ā = A/Ann(T ).
Assume that either pdA(T ) < +∞ or dellT (DĀ) < +∞. Then T is 1-tilting.

Proof. By Remark 3.4, the assumptions in Proposition 4.4 hold for fac(T ) ⊆ A-mod.
Applying Proposition 4.4, we obtain Ext2A(T,D(Ā)) = 0. Using Theorem 3.6(3),
we are done. �

Recall that an algebra A is minimal representation-infinite if it is of infinite
representation type and any proper quotient algebra is of finite representation type;
see [22]. In the following result, we mention that (2) is due to [26, 18]; compare [7].

Proposition 5.3. The conjecture (SτC) holds for the following classes of algebras.

(1) Local algebras.

(2) Syzygy-finite Gorenstein algebras, including algebras with finite global di-

mension.

(3) Algebras of finite representation type.

(4) Minimal representation-infinite algebras.

Proof. Let T be a self-orthogonal τ -tilting A-module. We may assume that T is
not faithful.

For (1), we refer to Remark 5.1. For a Gorenstein algebra, it is syzygy-finite if
and only if it is CM-finite. By [20, Corollary 2.3], any self-orthogonal module over a
CM-finite Gorenstein algebra has finite projective dimension. Then Proposition 5.2
applies to (2)

We observe that in cases (3) and (4), the exact category fac(T ) is syzygy-finite,
and thus has finite global delooping level; see Example 4.2. For (4), we observe that
fac(T ) is a subcategory of Ā-mod. Therefore, the quotient algebra Ā is of finite
representation type. Consequently, the category fac(T ) is syzygy-finite. �

The following theorem indicates that the delooping level might play a role in the
study of (SτC).

Theorem 5.4. Let T be a self-orthogonal τ-tilting A-module. Set B = EndA(T )
op.

If dellB(DT ) is finite, then T is 1-tilting. Consequently, if gl.dell(B) is finite, then
T is 1-tilting.
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Here, B = EndA(T )
op is the opposite algebra of the endomorphism algebra of

T . In particular, T becomes an A-B-bimodule, and D(T ) a B-A-bimodule.

Proof. Recall that T is a 1-tilting Ā-module, with Ā = A/Ann(T ). By the clas-
sical theorem of Brenner-Bulter [4, VI.3], we have an equivalence between exact
categories

F = HomA(T,−) : fac(T ) −→ sub(DT ) = S.

Moreover, sub(DT ) is a torsionfree class in B-mod, which contains all projective
B-modules. Consequently, we have dellS(X) = dellB(X) for any X ∈ S.

We observe that F (DĀ) ≃ DT . Consequently, we have

dellT (DĀ) = dellS(DT ) = dellB(DT ).

Then the required statement follows from Proposition 5.2. �

The B-module D(T ) above is 1-cotilting; [4, VI.3.8 Theorem(a)]. Since (SτC)
holds for local alebras, we may assume that A and thus B are non-local. Therefore,
it would be nice to explore the following problem.

Problem. Construct a 1-cotilting module over a non-local algebra B with infinite
delooping level.

We mention the work [16], where explicit modules with infinite delooping level
are studied.
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