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MAXIMAL RIGID MODULES OVER A GENTLE ALGEBRA AND

APPLICATIONS TO HIGHER AUSLANDER-REITEN THEORY

WEN CHANG

Abstract. We construct a bijective correspondence between the set of rigid mod-
ules over a gentle algebra and the set of admissible arc systems on the associated
coordinated-marked surface. In particular, a maximal rigid module aligns with an
equivalence class of admissible 5-partial triangulations, which is an (admissible) set of
simple arcs dissecting the surface into s-gons with 3 6 s 6 5. Furthermore, the rank
of the maximal rigid module is equal to the rank of the algebra plus the number of
internal 4-gons and 5-gons in the associated 5-partial triangulation.

Subsequently, these results facilitate an exploration of the higher Auslander-Reiten
theory for gentle algebras with global dimension n. The τm-closures of injective mod-
ules are realized as admissible (m + 2)-partial triangulations, where τm are higher
Auslander-Reiten translations with 2 6 m 6 n. Finally, we provide a complete classi-
fication of gentle algebras that are τn-finite or n-complete introduced by Iyama [I11].
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Introduction

In the representation of algebras, rigid modules play an important role, that is, the
modules with trivial (once) self-extension. Notably, tilting modules, which give rise to
derived equivalences of algebras, are special rigid modules. The theme of this paper is to
classify the rigid modules, especially the maximal rigid modules, on gentle algebras, and
subsequently employ these findings in the domain of higher Auslander-Reiten theory.

Gentle algebras emerged in the 1980s as a generalization of iterated tilted algebras of

type An [AH81], and affine type Ãn [AS87]. They are a classical and enduring object in
the representation theory of algebras. In particular, rigid modules over gentle algebras
are studied in [S99]. It has been demonstrated that the endomorphism algebra of a rigid
module over a gentle algebra remains a gentle algebra.

In recent years, topological and geometric methods have been widely applied in study-
ing gentle algebras. The geometric models for the module categories and the derived
categories over gentle algebras are established using the surface models, respectively, in
[BC21] and [OPS18] (see [ABCJP10] for the special case of gentle algebras arising from
surface triangulations). More generally, the derived categories of graded gentle algebras
can be realized as partially wrapped Fukaya categories of graded marked surfaces, see
[HKK17, LP20]. In [C23], the author refines the geometric model for the module cate-
gory of a gentle algebra in [BC21], and then integrates it with the geometric model of
the derived category in [OPS18], in the sense that each so-called zigzag curve on the
surface represents an indecomposable module as well as the minimal projective resolu-
tion of this module. In particular, extensions of modules can thus be easily visualized as
weighted-oriented intersections on the surface, a feature that is important in studying
rigid modules over gentle algebras in this paper.

More precisely, we consider a coordinated-marked surface (S,M,∆∗), that is, a marked
surface with a lamination considered in [APS23, OPS18], where S is an oriented surface
with boundaries, M is a set of marked ◦/•-points on S, and ∆∗ is a set of simple arcs
with •-endpoints which cut S into polygons, each of which contains exactly one ◦-point.
Then a gentle algebra A = A(∆∗) can be constructed, and conversely any gentle algebra
is of this form [BC21, OPS18, PPP19]. Furthermore, indecomposable (string) modules
over A correspond to a special kind of ◦-arcs called zigzag arcs, that is, an arc with
◦-endpoints and factor through polygons of ∆∗ along the corners.

A collection of simple zigzag arcs on (S,M,∆∗) is called a s-partial triangulation, if
the arcs cut the surface into polygons, each of which contains at most one •-point from
M•, and the number of the edges of each polygon is bounded by s, see Definition 2.1.
Furthermore, if the weight of any oriented intersection of arcs in a s-partial triangulation
differs from one, then it is an admissible s-partial triangulation, see Definition 2.2.

The first main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 0.1. (Theorem 2.18) There is a bijection between the set of equivalent classes
of admissible 5-partial triangulations on (S,M,∆∗) and the set of the maximal rigid
modules in mod-A.

An admissible 5-partial triangulation on (S,M,∆∗) is formed by polygons of the
types Fi, 1 6 i 6 5, in Figure 10. We call two 5-partial triangulations equivalent if the
only possible different polygons of them are external 5-gons, that is, polygons of type
F3 in Figure 10. Then the bijection in the above theorem maps the maximal element
in an equivalent class of admissible 5-partial triangulations to a maximal rigid module
which is a direct sum of the modules associated with the arcs in it.
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Noticing that no internal triangles, that is, the triangles formed by ◦-arcs, in an
admissible arc system of simple zigzag arcs, see Lemma 2.15. On the other hand, adding
one more arc to an internal 4-gon or 5-gon will produce an internal triangle. Therefore,
the 5-partial triangulation is a candidate to correspond to a maximal rigid module. It is
well-known that any oriented (marked) surface has triangulations. In particular, a set
of simple arcs can always be completed as a triangulation. However, in our setting, we
have two more constraints when we consider admissible partial triangulations.

(1) the arcs must be zigzag;
(2) the weights of the oriented intersections must be different from one.
The first constraint makes sure that the arc gives rise to a module over the gentle

algebra, while the second one ensures that the direct sum of these modules is rigid.
Both of these conditions are applied with respect to the predetermined “coordinate” ∆∗.
Therefore, an interesting phenomenon revealed by the above theorem is that although
we have these constraints, we can always complete an admissible set of simple zigzag
arcs to an admissible 5-partial triangulation, disregarding the choice of ∆∗.

We mention that a similar correspondence is established for maximal almost rigid
modules in [BCGS24, Theorem 1.2], where a special kind of once-self-extension is allowed
for an almost rigid module, and on the associated surface an internal triangle is allowed.

The second main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 0.2. (Theorem 2.20) Let A be a gentle algebra with rank n, and let M be the
maximal rigid module in mod-A associated with a 5-partial triangulation P5. Then the
rank of M equals

e1 = n+ f4 + f5,

where f4 and f5 are, respectively, the numbers of the internal 4-gons and 5-gons in P5.

In particular, the rank of any maximal rigid module in mod-A is not less than that
of the algebra. Furthermore, any maximal rigid module in mod-A has rank n if and
only if A is a hereditary algebra of type A or of affine type A, see Corollary 2.22. On
the other hand, if we consider the self-orthogonal modules, that is, the modules without
self-extensions of all degrees (not just for degree one), then the rank may be strictly less
than the rank of the algebra, see, for example, [C24, Theorem 2.23].

The main idea used in the proofs of the first part is to reduce the problem to those
on the disks by using a cutting surface technique introduced in [C24].

The second part of this paper applies the above results to the higher Auslander-Reiten
theory of gentle algebras. As a higher analogue of the classical Auslander-Reiten theory
introduced in the 1970s, the higher Auslander-Reiten theory was introduced by Iyama in
2004 [I07a, I07b]. In addition to representation theory [HI11, IO11, M14], it has exhib-
ited connections to commutative algebra, commutative and non-commutative algebraic
geometry, and combinatorics, see for example [AIR15, HIMO23, HIO14, HIO14, IW14,
OT12].

In the higher Auslander-Reiten theory, the higher Auslander-Reiten translation τn is
a fundamental concept that induces an equivalence of the stable categories of n-cluster
tilting subcategories in mod-A, which is a central research object in the higher Auslender-
Reiten theory. A n-cluster tilting subcategory contains the τn-closure of the injective
modules. In particular, if the global dimension of A does not exceed n and mod-A has a
n-cluster tilting module, then the τn-orbit of injective modules gives rise to the unique
n-cluster tilting subcategory of mod-A.

In other words, there are not many n-cluster tilting modules in mod-A. For example,
it is proved in [HJS22] that for a gentle algebra A, if mod-A contains a n-cluster tilting
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subcategory for some n > 2, then A is a Nakayama algebra with zero radical square.
In [I11] a relative version of n-cluster tilting modules is introduced. More precisely, the
τn-orbit of injective modules may be a (relative) n-cluster tilting module in the right-
perpendicular category of a tilting module, rather than in the whole module category.
When the tilting module is the regular module A, we go back to the original n-cluster
tilting settings.

Furthermore, Iyama introduced so-called n-complete algebras, see Definition 3.2, such
that the existence of (relative) n-cluster tilting modules is guaranteed iteratively. Note
that n-complete algebra is a special kind of the so-called τn-finite algebra, which is an
algebra with global dimension bounded by n and τ ℓn(DA) = 0 for sufficiently large ℓ and
the injective module DA.

We will give a classification of gentle algebras that are τn-finite or n-complete. In
the first place, we study the τm-orbit of injectives by using surface models. It is proven
that for 2 6 m 6 n, the τm-orbit of the injective modules in mod-A gives rise to an
admissible (m + 2)-partial triangulation. Therefore, the direct sum of the modules in
the orbit is a rigid module. In particular, the τ2-orbit of the injective modules gives rise
to an admissible 4-partial triangulation, for which the associated module is a maximal
rigid module, see Proposition 3.6.

Then we introduce τn-sequences and τn-cycles in Definition 3.7, which are given by
combinatorial of walks in the algebra. The following theorem gives a classification of
τn-finite gentle algebras and n-complete gentle algebras.

Theorem 0.3. (Theorem 3.8, Theorem 3.10) Let A be a gentle algebra with the global
dimension equal to n.

(1) A is τn-finite if and only if there is no τn-cycle in A.
(2) A is n-complete if and only if, for any walk σ = a1 · · · an in A with full relations,

the degree of the source is one, or equivalently, a1 is the unique arrow adjacent to it.

1. Preliminaries

In this paper, a quiver will be denoted by Q = (Q0, Q1), where Q0 is the set of vertices
and Q1 is the set of arrows. The numbers of the vertices and the arrows of Q are |Q0|
and |Q1|, respectively. For an arrow a, s(a) is the source, and t(a) is the target of it.
The arrows in a quiver are composed from left to right as follows: for the arrows a and
b we write ab for the path from the source of a to the target of b.

An algebra A will be assumed to be basic with finite dimension over an algebraically
closed field k. In general, we consider the right modules, where mod-A is the category of
finite-dimensional modules over A. For a moduleM , we denote by addM the subcategory
of mod-A consisting of direct summands of finite direct sums of copies of M . For
example, addA is the category of finitely generated projective A-modules, and addDA
is the category of finitely generated injective A-modules.

1.1. Marked surfaces. We recall some concepts about marked surfaces, and the con-
struction of gentle algebras from coordinates of the surfaces, for which there are many
references such as [BC21, HKK17, LP20, PPP19, PPP21], in this paper, we closely follow
[OPS18] and [APS23].

Definition 1.1. A marked surface is a pair (S,M), where

(1) S is an oriented surface with non-empty boundaries with connected components
∂S = ⊔b

i=1∂iS;
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(2) M = M◦∪M•∪P◦ is a finite set ofmarked points on S. The elements ofM◦ andM•

are on the boundary of S, which will be respectively represented by symbols ◦ and •.
Each connected component ∂iS is required to contain at least one marked point of
each color, where the points ◦ and • are alternating on ∂iS. The elements in P◦ are
in the interior of S. We refer to these points as punctures, and we will also represent
them by the symbol ◦.

Let (S,M) be a marked surface.

(1) An arc is a non-contractible curve, with endpoints in M◦ ∪M•. It is an •-arc if the
endpoints are from M•, and it is an ◦-arc if the endpoints are from M◦ ∪ P◦.

(2) A loop is an arc whose endpoints coincide.
(3) A simple arc is an arc without interior self-intersections.

In order for some definitions and notations to be well-defined in the case of a loop,
we will treat the unique endpoint of a loop as two distinct endpoints. On the surface,
all curves are considered up to homotopy with respect to the boundary components and
the punctures, and all intersections of curves are required to be transversal.

To realize the gentle algebras and associated module categories on marked surfaces,
we need the following so-called coordinates of the marked surfaces.

Definition 1.2. (1) A collection of simple •-arcs is called a simple coordinate, if the
arcs have no interior intersections and they cut the surface into polygons each of
which contains exactly one ◦-point from M◦ ∪ P◦.

(2) A collection of simple ◦-arcs is called an dissection, if the arcs have no interior
intersections and cut the surface into polygons, each of which contains exactly one
•-point from M•.

We denote a simple coordinate by ∆∗, and call the triple (S,M,∆∗) a coordinated-
marked surface. Then there is a unique dissection ∆ that is the dual of ∆∗, that is, each
•-arc in ∆∗ intersects a unique ◦-arc in ∆ only once. We call ∆ the simple dissection
(with regard to ∆∗).

Let ℓ∗ be an •-arc in ∆∗. We call an ◦-arc t−1(ℓ∗) obtained from ℓ∗ by anticlockwise
rotating both endpoints to the next ◦-points on the same boundary components the
anti-twist of ℓ∗, where anticlockwise means the interior of the surface is on the left when
following a boundary component. Then it is easy to see that the set {t−1(ℓ∗), ℓ∗ ∈ ∆∗}
is a dissection of the surface, which we denote by ∆I and call injective dissection. We
dually define twist t(ℓ∗) and call ∆P := {t(ℓ∗), ℓ∗ ∈ ∆∗} projective dissection.

We mention that there are different names for the coordinates and dissections in-
troduced above, for example, full formal arc systems [HKK17], admissible dissections
[APS23], laminations [OPS18], and partial triangulations [BC21]. In this paper, the
words “admissible” and “partial triangulation” are introduced below, which have dif-
ferent meanings. The names of simple dissection, injective dissection, and projective
dissection will be verified in Proposition 1.9, that is, each arc in the dissection gives rise
to a simple module, an injective module, and a projective module, respectively, in the
module category of the associated gentle algebra.

1.2. Gentle algebras from simple coordinates. We recall how to construct a gentle
algebra from a coordinated-marked surface (S,M,∆∗), where ∆∗ = {ℓ∗i , 1 6 i 6 n}.

Definition 1.3. We call an algebra A = kQ/I a gentle algebra, if Q = (Q0, Q1) is a
finite quiver and I is an admissible ideal of kQ satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Each vertex in Q0 is the source of at most two arrows and the target of at most two
arrows.
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(2) For each arrow a in Q1, there is at most one arrow b such that 0 6= ab ∈ I; at most
one arrow c such that 0 6= ca ∈ I; at most one arrow b′ such that ab′ /∈ I; at most
one arrow c′ such that c′a /∈ I.

(3) I is generated by paths of length two.

Definition 1.4. Let q be a common endpoint of arcs ℓ∗i , ℓ
∗
j in ∆∗. An oriented inter-

section from ℓ∗i to ℓ∗j at q is an anticlockwise angle locally from ℓ∗i to ℓ∗j based at q such
that the angle is in the interior of the surface. An oriented intersection is minimal if it
is not a composition of two oriented intersections of arcs from ∆∗.

Definition 1.5. We define the algebra A(∆∗) as the quotient of the path algebra kQ(∆∗)
of the quiver Q(∆∗) by the ideal I(∆∗) defined as follows:

(1) The vertices of Q(∆∗) are given by the arcs in ∆∗.
(2) Each minimal oriented intersection a from ℓ∗i to ℓ∗j gives rise to an arrow from ℓ∗i to

ℓ∗j , which is still denoted by a.

(3) The ideal I(∆∗) is generated by paths ab : ℓ∗i → ℓ∗j → ℓ∗k, where the common
endpoint of ℓ∗i and ℓ∗j , and the common endpoint of ℓ∗j and ℓ∗k that respectively gives
rise to a and b are different.

Then it is not hard to check that A(∆∗) is a gentle algebra. Conversely, it is proved in
[BC21, OPS18, PPP19] that any gentle algebra arises from this way. So this establishes
a bijection between the set of homeomorphism classes of coordinated-marked surfaces
and the set of isomorphism classes of gentle algebras.

Example 1.6. See Figure 1 for an example of a coordinated-marked surface and the
associated gentle algebra.

1 2 3

45

6

6

4 5

2

3 1

Figure 1. The left picture is a coordinated-marked surface (S,M,∆∗),
where the arcs in ∆∗ are the •-arcs. The right picture shows the asso-
ciated gentle algebra, where the dotted lines represent the (quadratic)
relations in the algebra.

1.3. The modules over gentle algebras. In this subsection, we recall some basic
definitions and constructions of the modules over gentle algebras.

It is well-known that any indecomposable module in mod-A is either a string module
or a band module, which is parameterized by string and band combinatorics respectively
[BR87]. The maps between the indecomposable modules are characterized in [C89].
Since the band module has self-intersection and plays no role in our consideration for
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Pi+1

α

ℓ∗ij+1
ℓ∗ij

ℓ∗i1 ℓ∗im

ai+1

Pi+1

α

ℓ∗ij+1
ℓ∗ij

ℓ∗i1
ℓ∗im−1

ℓ∗im

ai+1

Figure 2. Two types of polygons formed by arcs in a simple coordinate
∆∗ and boundary segments, where a zigzag arc α passes through the
polygon along an oriented intersection ai+1 of arcs in ∆∗.

rigid modules, we only recall the construction of string modules in the following. We
refer the reader to [BR87] for more details.

For an arrow a, let a be its formal inverse with s(a) = t(a) and t(a) = s(a). A walk is
a sequence σ = σ1σ2 · · · σm of arrows and inverse arrows in Q such that t(σi) = s(σi+1)
and σi+1 6= σi for each i. Denote by σ = σm · · · σ2σ1 the inverse of σ. A string is a
walk σ that avoids relations, that is, there is no subsequence of σ or σ belonging to I. A
direct string is a string consisting of arrows and an inverse string is a string consisting
of formal inverses. For each vertex v, we associate trivial string 1v with it.

Each string σ defines a string module Mσ, which is given by the representation of the
quiver of type A obtained by replacing every vertex in σ with a copy of k and every arrow
by the identity map. This gives a bijection between the inversion equivalent classes of
strings and the isomorphism classes of string modules. In particular, M1v is the simple
module that arises from the vertex v of Q.

1.4. Zigzag arcs and string modules. Now we recall the geometric model of the mod-
ule category of a gentle algebra, see [BC21, C23] for details. Let’s start with constructing
a string module from an ◦-arc. In the subsection, let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked
surface, and let A be the associated gentle algebra.

Note that ∆∗ cut the surface into polygons P each of which has exactly one marked
point from M◦ or from P◦. These polygons will be called the polygons of ∆∗. We denote
a polygon P of ∆∗ by (ℓ∗i1 , · · · , ℓ

∗
im
), the ordered set of arcs in ∆∗ which form P, where

the arcs are ordered clockwise and where the index 1 6 j 6 m is considered modulo m
if P contains a puncture. For any ℓ∗ij ∈ P, we call ℓ∗ij−1

(if exists) the predecessor of ℓ∗ij
in P and call ℓ∗ij+1

(if exists) the successor of ℓ∗ij in P, see Figure 2. In particular, ℓ∗i1 has

no predecessor and ℓ∗im has no successor if P has a marked point from M◦, while ℓ
∗
i1

has
the predecessor ℓ∗im and ℓ∗im has the successor ℓ∗i1 if P has a puncture.

Setting: Let α be an ◦-arc on (S,M). After choosing a direction of α, denote by
P0,P1, · · · ,Pn+1 the ordered polygons of ∆∗ that successively intersect with α. Denote
by ℓ∗0, ℓ

∗
1, · · · , ℓ

∗
n the ordered arcs in ∆∗ that successively intersect with α such that ℓ∗i

belongs to Pi and Pi+1 for each 0 6 i 6 n.

Definition 1.7. Let α be an ◦-arc on (S,M,∆∗). Under the notations in Setting, we
call α a zigzag arc (with respect to ∆∗) if in each polygon Pi+1, 0 6 i 6 n + 1, ℓ∗i+1 is
the predecessor or the successor of ℓ∗i . Furthermore, if Pi+1 is a polygon that contains
a puncture and has m edges with m 6= 2, then we also need the puncture is not in
the (unique) triangle formed by the segments of ℓ∗i , ℓ

∗
i+1 and α, see the right picture of

Figure 2.
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We mention that the paper [C23] modifies the surface model given in [BC21], and
under this modification, a zigzag arc is a permissible arc in [BC21].

Construction. String of a zigzag arc.

Let α be a zigzag arc on (S,M,∆∗) with notation in Setting, we associate a string
σα of A with it in the following way. For each 0 6 i 6 n − 1, there is an arrow in A
from ℓ∗i to ℓ∗i+1 arising from an oriented intersection of Pi+1, which is a minimal oriented
intersection, and we denote it by ai+1, see the pictures in Figure 2. We associate a walk
σα = σ1 · · · σn with α, where σi+1 = ai+1 if α enter Pi+1 through ℓ∗i and leave through

ℓ∗i+1, or σi+1 = a−1
i+1 if α enter Pi+1 through ℓ∗i+1 and leave through ℓ∗i . Since α is zigzag,

it is straightforward to see that σα is a string of A.

Definition 1.8. For a zigzag arc α on (S,M,∆∗), we call the string module Mα in
mod-A arising from σα the string module of α.

We have the following bijections, which can be found in [BC21, Theorem 2] and [C23,
Theorem 2.8, 2.12].

Proposition 1.9. The map M : α 7→ Mα gives a bijection between zigzag arcs on
(S,M,∆∗) and indecomposable string modules over A. In particular,

(1) each simple module is of the form Mℓ, ℓ ∈ ∆;
(2) each indecomposable injective module is of the form Mt−1(ℓ∗), t

−1(ℓ∗) ∈ ∆I ;
(3) each indecomposable projective module is of the form Mt(ℓ∗), t(ℓ

∗) ∈ ∆P .

1.5. Intersections as morphisms and extensions of modules. Let’s interpret the
intersections of zigzag arcs as the morphisms and extensions between the associated
modules, see [C23]. For convenience, we view any ◦-point as a zero zigzag arc, and then
the module associated with it is just the zero module.

Definition 1.10. Let α and β be two zigzag arcs with an intersection point p in a
polygon P of ∆∗.

An oriented intersection p from α to β is a clockwise angle locally from α to β based
on p such that the angle is in the interior of the surface with the convention that if q is
an interior point of the surface then the opposite angles are considered equivalent.

The weight w(p) of p is defined as the number of minimal oriented intersections in P

which in between the fan from α to β along p, see the four cases in Figure 3.

Remark 1.11. The definition of an oriented intersection between ◦-arcs based on a
common endpoint p is similar to the definition of an oriented intersection between •-arcs
ℓ∗ in ∆∗ given in Definition 1.4. The difference is that here we use a clockwise orientation,
rather than an anticlockwise orientation. We also mention that for the definition to be
well-defined in the case of a loop, we treat the unique endpoint of a loop as two distinct
endpoints.

There are three cases of an oriented intersection that arises from an intersection point
p, depending on the position of p.

(1) If p is a common endpoint of α and β from M◦, then p gives rises to a unique
oriented intersection p, see the left-above picture in Figure 3.

(2) If p is a common endpoint of α and β from P◦, then there are infinitely many
oriented intersections arising from p, see the right-above picture in Figure 3.

(3) If p is an interior point, then there are two oriented intersections arising from p,
and the weights of them are, respectively, zero and one; see the bottom two pictures in
Figure 3. The pictures may degenerate, that is, α or β may start at the marked ◦-point
in the polygon P.
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ℓ∗t ℓ∗t+ω

α β

ℓ∗1 ℓ∗n

P

p

ℓ∗t ℓ∗t+ω

α β

ℓ∗1 ℓ∗n−1

ℓ∗n

P

p1

p2

α β

P

p1

p1

p2p2

α β

P

p1

p1

p2p2

Figure 3. An intersection p between two zigzag arcs α and β gives rise
to oriented intersections. When p is a boundary point, it gives rise to a
unique oriented intersection p with weight ω, see the left-above picture.
When p is a puncture, there are infinitely many oriented intersections
from α to β with weights mn+ ω, and infinitely many oriented intersec-
tions from β to α with weights mn − ω. In particular, ω(p1) = ω and
ω(p2) = n − ω for p and p2 in the right-above picture. When p is an
interior non-puncture point on the surface, then it gives rise to an ori-
ented intersection p1 from α to β with weight ω(p1) = 0, and an oriented
intersection p2 from β to α with weight ω(p2) = 1, see the bottom two
pictures.

The following theorem is given in [C23, Theorem 2.30].

Proposition 1.12. Let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked surface, and let α and β
be two zigzag arcs on it. Then for any oriented intersection from α to β with weight
ω, there is a morphism in Extω(Mα,Mβ) associated with it. Furthermore, all of such
morphisms form a basis of the space Extω(Mα,Mβ), unless α and β are the same ◦-arc.
In this case, the identity map is the extra basis map of Hom(Mα,Mβ).

The idea of the proof of the above proposition is to embed the geometric model for the
module category of a gentle algebra into the geometric model of the derived category, in
the sense that each zigzag arc on the surface represents an indecomposable module as
well as the minimal projective resolution of this module (concerning a so-called projective
coordinate). Now, assume that we have a triangle formed by zigzag arcs on the surface.
Then it gives a distinguished triangle in the derived category of the gentle algebra. In
particular, the sum of the weights of the oriented intersection is one. We write this
observation as a lemma which will be cited frequently in the following.

Lemma 1.13. Assume that we have a triangle formed by zigzag arcs on (S,M,∆∗),
and denote by p1, p2, p3 the oriented intersections in it. Then the sum of the weights of
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the oriented intersections is one:

ω(p1) + ω(p2) + ω(p3) = 1.

2. Maximal rigid modules as admissible 5-partial triangulations

This section studies the rigid modules over a gentle algebra, that is, the modules with
trivial once-self-extensions. We realize maximal rigid modules as admissible 5-partial
triangulations and describe their rank.

2.1. Arc systems and s-partial triangulations.

Definition 2.1. A collection of simple zigzag arcs on a coordinated-marked surface
(S,M,∆∗) is called an arc system if the arcs have no interior intersections. Furthermore,
it is called s-partial triangulation, if the arcs cut the surface into polygons, each of which
contains at most one •-point from M•, and the number of the edges of each polygon is
bounded by s.

We call an edge in a partial triangulation an internal edge if it is contained in two
polygons, while we call it an external edge if it is contained in one polygon. Then
an internal edge is an ◦-arc, and an external edge is a boundary segment with one ◦-
endpoint and one •-endpoint. We call a polygon an internal polygon, if it is formed by
internal edges, while we call it an external polygon, if there exist external edges in it.
For example, in Figure 10, F1, F2 and F3 are external polygons and F4 and F5 are
internal polygons.

Definition 2.2. An admissible arc system on (S,M,∆∗) is an arc system such that the
weight of each oriented intersection (concerning ∆∗) of two arcs is different from one. An
maximal admissible arc system is an admissible arc system such that there is no other
admissible arc system that strictly contains it. An admissible s-partial triangulation on
(S,M,∆∗) is an s-partial triangulation which is admissible.

An admissible arc system will be denoted by P, and an admissible s-partial triangu-
lation will be denoted by Ps. Then an admissible 3-partial triangulation is an ordinary
triangulation on (S,M) consisting of zigzag arcs concerning ∆∗, such that the weight of
each oriented intersection is different from one. There is a chain of the sets of admissible
arc systems and admissible s-partial triangulations:

{P3} ⊂ {P4} · · · ⊂ {Ps} · · · ⊂ {P}.

Proposition 2.3. An admissible arc system P = {γi, 1 6 i 6 t} on (S,M,∆∗) gives
rise to a rigid module M =

⊕
16i6tMγi in mod-A. In particular, this gives a bijection

between the set of (maximal resp.) admissible arc systems on (S,M,∆∗) and the set of
(maximal resp.) rigid modules in mod-A.

Proof. Since a band module has non-trivial self-extension, we only consider the string
module, that is, a module Mγ given by a zigzag arc γ. Let P be an arc system. Then
any homomorphism and extension between modules Mγi and Mγj arise from oriented
intersections at common endpoints, since there is no interior intersection between arcs γi
and γj . On the other hand, since P is admissible, the weight of each oriented intersection
of two arcs at a common endpoint is different from one. Therefore, by Proposition 1.12,
Ext1(Mγi ,Mγj ) = 0. Thus, M =

⊕
16i6tMγi is a rigid module.

Conversely, if M =
⊕

16i6tMγi is a rigid module in mod-A, then each arc γi is a
simple arc, and a converse argument shows that {γi, 1 6 i 6 t} is an admissible arc
system.
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Finally, it is not hard to see that the statement for the maximal rigid modules holds.
�

It is noted that arc systems are widespread on a given coordinated-marked surface.
Naturally, we wonder if there are many admissible arc systems. We will show that it is
easy to construct an admissible arc system from a given arc system by using the flips of
arcs introduced in the following.

Definition 2.4. Let α1 and α2 be two simple (different) zigzag arcs on (S,M,∆∗)
sharing a common endpoint p. Assume that p gives rise to an oriented intersection p

from α1 to α2, and ω(p) = 1. Denote by α the ◦-arc obtained by smoothing α1 and α2

at p. We call α the flip of α1 and α2 at p.

Since α1 and α2 are both zigzag arcs and the weight of p equals one, the flip α is a
zigzag arc, c.f. Figure 4. Furthermore, for a given zigzag arc β, since α, α1, and α2 form
a contractable triangle on the surface, there is no interior-oriented intersection between
α and β if and only if there is no interior-oriented intersection between αi, i = 1, 2, and
β. In addition to the common endpoint p, we denote by pi the endpoints of αi, i = 1, 2,
and denote by ai the oriented intersections between α and αi arising from pi, see Figure
4. Then it is clear that the weights of a1 and a2 are zero. We have the following lemma,
which is useful in this section.

Lemma 2.5. Under the above notation, let β be a zigzag arc that intersects α at p1.
(1) If there is an oriented intersection p1 from α1 to β, then p′1 = a1p1 is an oriented

intersection from α to β, and the weights of p1 and p′1 coincide. Conversely, any oriented
intersection from α to β arising from p1 is of this form, except when β coincides with α1,
for which a1 is an oriented intersection from α to β and there is no oriented intersection
from α1 to β.

(2) If there is an oriented intersection p′1 from β to α, then p1 = p′1a1 is an oriented
intersection from β to α1, and the weights of p1 and p′1 coincide. Conversely, any
oriented intersection from β to α1 arising from p1 is of this form, except when β coincides
with α, for which a1 is an oriented intersection from β to α1 and there is no oriented
intersection from β to α.

Similar statements hold for a zigzag arc β that intersects α at p2.

Proof. The proof of the lemma is straightforward, seeing the picture in Figure 4.
�

Let P be an arc system on (S,P,∆∗). Assume that there are two arcs α1 and α2

that share a common endpoint p such that the associated oriented intersection p has
weight one. We replace α1 or α2 in P by the flip α of them at p, and denote the new
set of arcs by P ′. By Lemma 2.5, P ′ is an arc system, and the number of oriented
intersections with weight one reduces at least one (there may exist other arcs in P which
have endpoint p, except for α1 and α2). Since there are only finitely many oriented
intersections between the arcs in P, starting from P, we finally obtain an admissible arc
system by literally replacing the arcs as above. Denote the final admissible arc system
by Padm. Furthermore, if the initial arc system is a partial triangulation, then the
final admissible arc system is still a partial triangulation since there is no •-point in the
triangle formed by the arcs αi and their flip α.

Flip of arcs gives rise to an equivalent relation on the set of arc systems as well as the
set of partial triangulations, see the following proposition, whose proof is straightforward.
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β
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α

a2

p1

β

β

p1
p′1

p1
p′1

α1

a1

α2

Figure 4. The arc α is the flip of α1 and α2 at a common endpoint p.
Then α is a zigzag arc. For any zigzag arc β, there is a bijection between
oriented intersections pi of αi and β at pi, and oriented intersections p′i
of α and β at pi, and we have |pi| = |p′i|, see the precise statements in
Lemma 2.5.

Proposition-Definition 2.6. Let P and P ′ be two arc systems (partial triangulations,
respectively). We call them flip equivalent, if the associated admissible arc systems
(partial triangulation, respectively) Padm and P ′

adm coincide. The flip equivalence gives
rise to an equivalent relation on the set of arc systems as well as the set of partial
triangulations.

Remark 2.7. The flip equivalence keeps the derived equivalences. More precisely, for
two flip equivalent arc systems (or partial triangulations) P and P ′. Denote A and A′

the Ext-algebras associated with P and P ′, that is, the graded algebras consisting of
endomorphisms and self-extensions of the modules

⊕
α∈P Mα and

⊕
α′∈P ′ Mα′ , respec-

tively. Then we claim that the perfect derived categories per(A) and per(A′) of A and
A′ are equivalent, where we view A and A′ as differential graded algebras with zero
differential. It is not hard to see that both A and A′ are graded gentle algebras. Then
the idea of proving the claim is to consider the graded marked surfaces of A and A′

constructed, for example, in [LP20]. Since P ′ is obtained from P by flipping arcs on the
original surface, it can be shown that the two graded marked surfaces are diffeomorphic
with each other. In other words, both per(A) and per(A′) are equivalent to the partially
wrapped Fukaya category of the same graded marked surface, where P and P ′ are two
different choices of generators of this category, see [LP20] for more details.

The rest of this section is devoted to describing maximal admissible arc systems. We
will show that they are exactly the 5-partial triangulations.

2.2. Reductions for rigid modules by cutting surface. This subsection prepares
some reduction tools to prove the main theorems in the next subsection.

Let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked surface and let γ be a simple zigzag arc on
the surface with endpoints p1, p2 ∈ M◦ ∪ P◦. In [C24], the author introduced a new
coordinated-marked surface (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆

∗
γ) obtained by cutting (S,M,∆∗) along γ. We

briefly recall the construction as follows. The details can be found in [C24, Section 2.2].
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The surface Sγ is obtained by cutting S along γ, where γ becomes two boundary
segments, which are denoted by γ′ and γ′′, with endpoints p′1, p

′
2 and p′′1 , p

′′
2 respectively.

The set Mγ is defined as

Mγ = M\ {p1, p2} ∪ {p′1, p
′
2, p

′′
1, p

′′
2} ∪ {q′, q′′},

where q′ and q′′ are newly added •-points which locate on γ′ and γ′′ respectively. Note
that two vertices in {p′1, p

′
2, p

′′
1 , p

′′
2} may coincide. For example, when pi is a puncture,

we have p′i = p′′i , see the list of all cases in the Appendix of [C24].
The set ∆∗

γ is obtained in the following steps. Let L = {ℓ∗} be the set of arcs in
∆∗ that intersect γ. Assume that γ cuts each ℓ∗ into several segments. There are
two types of endpoints in such a segment, it may be an original endpoint of ℓ∗ or an
interior intersection point with γ. When cutting the surface along γ, we smoothly move
the second type of endpoint to the newly added •-point q′/q′′ along γ. In this way,
we obtain new •-arcs on (Sγ ,Mγ), which are denoted by ℓ∗1, ℓ

∗
2, · · · , ℓ

∗
t . Finally, ∆∗

γ is
defined as the set

∆∗
γ = ∆∗ \ L ∪ {ℓ∗1, · · · , ℓ

∗
t | ℓ∗ ∈ L}

of •-arcs on Sγ , where we identify the arcs which are homotopic with each other.

Example 2.8. See Figure 5 for a concrete example of cutting a coordinated-marked
surface.

A key observation in [C24] is that ∆∗
γ is a simple coordinate on (Sγ ,Mγ), see [C24,

Proposition-Definition 2.6]. We call (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆
∗
γ) the cutting surface of (S,M,∆∗)

along γ.
Denote by γ1 and γ2 the ◦-arcs on (Sγ ,Mγ) that form triangles with the new boundary

segments γ′ and γ′′, respectively. Note that these two triangles contain the two newly
added •-points q′ and q′′, and both γ1 and γ2 are simple zigzag arcs on (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆

∗
γ),

see Figure 5 for an example.
Let α be an ◦-arc on (S,M). If α and γ intersect in the interior of the surface, then

it disappears when cutting the surface along γ. If α = γ, then it induces two ◦-arcs γ1
and γ2 as described above. Now assume that α 6= γ does not have interior intersections
with γ. Then α and γ share common endpoints or are completely disjoint. For both
cases, α induces a (unique) ◦-arc on (Sγ ,Mγ), which is denoted by α̂. The associated
map will be denoted by •̂. We introduce the following four sets of arcs:

A := {◦-arc α on (S,M,∆∗) which has no interior intersections with γ} \ {γ};

Z := {zigzag arc α on (S,M,∆∗) which has no interior intersections with γ} \ {γ};

Aγ := {◦-arc α̂ on (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆
∗
γ)} \ {γ1, γ2};

Zγ := {zigzag arc α̂ on (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆
∗
γ)} \ {γ1, γ2}.

The following lemma is proved in [C24, Lemma 2.10].

Lemma 2.9. The map •̂ establishes an one-to-one correspondence from A to Aγ, as well
as an one-to-one correspondence from Z to Zγ. Furthermore, α̂ is simple if and only if
α is simple.

Let Γ = {γ1, · · · , γt} be an admissible arc system on (S,M,∆). In particular, each
γi is a simple ◦-arc and we can define the cutting surface (Sγi ,Mγi ,∆γi) obtained by

cutting (S,M,∆) along γi. Inductively, denote by (SΓ,MΓ,∆Γ) the surface obtained
by cutting (S,M,∆) along the arcs in Γ. Note that (SΓ,MΓ,∆Γ) is independent of the
order of the arcs that cut the surface. Then there are canonical zigzag arcs γi1 and γi2
on (SΓ,MΓ,∆Γ) induced by γi.
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Figure 5. An example of the cutting surface.

The following proposition provides us with an inductive way to solve problems, which
will be used frequently in the rest of this section.

Proposition 2.10. The set Γ′ = {γi1, γ
i
2, 1 6 i 6 t} is an admissible arc system on

(SΓ,MΓ,∆Γ). Furthermore, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of
(maximal resp.) admissible arc systems on (S,M,∆) which contain Γ and the set of
(maximal resp.) admissible arc systems on (SΓ,MΓ,∆Γ) which contain Γ′.

Proof. We only need to prove the case where Γ = {γ}. The general case can be
proved inductively. Let P be an admissible arc system that contains γ. Denote by

P̂ = {α̂ for α ∈ P} ∪ {γ1, γ2}. Then, according to Lemma 2.9, each arc in P̂ is a simple
zigzag arc on (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆

∗
γ). Furthermore, there is no interior intersection between the

arcs in P̂ , since P is an arc system, and no new intersections appear when cutting the

surface. Therefore, P̂ is an arc system. Now we prove that it is admissible.

Assume that there is a (non-interior) oriented intersection between two ◦-arcs in P̂ .
Again, since when cutting the surface, no new intersection of arcs appears, such an
oriented intersection is induced from an oriented intersection of arcs in P. We denote
them by p̂ and p, respectively. We will prove that ω(p̂) = ω(p). Then P̂ is admissible,
since P is. Assume that p arises from ◦-point p. We have two cases depending on the
position of p.
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β̂

γ1

p̂
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p̂ q′ γ′

α β

γ
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p

P
α̂ β̂

γ1γ2

p̂

Pγ

p̂ q′q′′ γ′γ′′

Figure 6. Three zigzag arcs α, β and γ share a common endpoint p. An

oriented intersection p̂ from α̂ to β̂ is induced by an oriented intersection
p from α to β. For both cases, ω(p) = ω(p̂). The two pictures on the left
demonstrate the polygons P on the original surface, and the two pictures
on the right demonstrate the induced polygons Pγ on the cutting surface.

Case I. The ◦-point p is an endpoint of γ. We have two sub-cases. When p is a
boundary point, it induces two ◦-points p′ and p′′, where p′ is an endpoint of γ1 and p′′

is an endpoint of γ2. Without loss of generality, we assume that p′ is that which gives
rise to p̂, which is denoted by p̂. When p is a puncture, it induces only one boundary
◦-point p̂, which is a common endpoint of γ1 and γ2. Assume that p is from α to β, and

p̂ is from α̂ to β̂. For both cases, the pictures in Figure 6 illustrate that ω(p̂) = ω(p).
Note that these pictures are enough to explain things, where α and β may coincide with
γ, and we treat the endpoint of a loop as two distinguished points.

Case II. The ◦-point p differs from the endpoints of γ. In this case, p induces a unique
◦-point p̂ on the cutting surface. Furthermore, the polygon Pγ that contains p̂ is induced
from a polygon P that contains p, see [C24, Corollary 2.7]. These polygons are homotopic
and there is a one-to-one correspondence between the minimal oriented intersections in
Pγ and P. Up to this homotopy, the local configuration of the arcs associated with p does
not change when cutting the surface. Therefore, we have ω(p̂) = ω(p), noticing that the
weight of an oriented intersection is the number of minimal oriented intersections of the
simple coordinate in between the intersection.

Conversely, let P̂ be an admissible arc system on (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆
∗
γ) which contains γ1

and γ2. The converse argument as above derives that P is an admissible arc system on
(S,M,∆∗). The only exception that needs to be addressed is the situation in which
some oriented intersection p in P may disappear after cutting the surface. This happens
when p is an endpoint of γ and p : α −→ β factor through γ. More precisely, p = p1p2
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Figure 7. An oriented intersection p from α to β disappears after cut-
ting the surface. This happens when p is an endpoint of γ and p : α −→ β
factor through γ. Then ω(p̂i) 6= 1 for i = 1, 2 implies ω(pi) 6= 1, and thus
ω(p) = ω(p1) + ω(p2) 6= 1.

for p1 : α −→ γ and p2 : γ −→ β, see the left two pictures in Figure 7. In this
case, the weight ω(p) is different from one, since ω(p) = ω(p1) + ω(p2), ω(pi) > 0 and
ω(pi) = ω(p̂i) 6= 1 for i = 1, 2.

The statement for the maximal admissible arc systems directly follows from the state-
ment for the admissible arc systems. �

The following lemma is the first application of the above proposition.

Lemma 2.11. Any admissible arc system P on a coordinated-marked surface (S,M,∆∗)
can be completed as an admissible partial triangulation.

Proof. We may always assume that each arc γ in P belongs to an external triangle with
a unique •-point. Otherwise, we consider the cutting surface (Sγ ,Mγ ,∆

∗
γ) and complete

the arc system P̂ = {α̂, α ∈ P} ∪ {γ1, γ2} as an admissible partial triangulation, and
then lift it to the original surface by Proposition 2.10.

Denote by P ′ the union of P and the projective dissection ∆P . Denote by α1 and
α2 the arcs in P and ∆P , respectively. Since α1 is isotopic to a boundary segment
that contains only one •-point, there is no interior intersection between α1 and α2.
Furthermore, since the projective dissection is a partial triangulation, P ′ is also a partial
triangulation. But P ′ may not be admissible, that is, there may exist an oriented
intersection of two arcs whose weight equals one. In this case, one of the two arcs belongs
to P, and the other belongs to ∆P , since both P and ∆P are themselves admissible.
Then by using an argument similar to the paragraph above Proposition-Definition 2.6,
we get an admissible partial triangulation P ′

adm
, where when we replace the arc by the
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Figure 8. For an admissible arc system Γ = {γ1, · · · , γm−1} on a disk
with m •-points, where each γi forms an external triangle, it is always
possible to add an extra arc αi to get a larger admissible arc system. The
choice of αi depends on whether the polygons P1 and P2 are triangles or
not.

flip of the two arcs, we replace the one in ∆P , such that the final admissible partial
triangulation P ′

adm
still contains the original arc system P. �

2.3. Maximal rigid modules as admissible 5-partial triangulations. In this sub-
section, we characterize the maximal admissible arc systems and show that they are
exactly the 5-partial triangulations. We start with some basic lemmas.

Lemma 2.12. Assume that (S,M) is a disk with m > 5 ◦/•-marked points on the
boundary. Let Γ = {γ1, · · · , γm−1} be an arc system such that each γi forms an external
triangle which contains one •-point. If Γ is admissible for a simple coordinate ∆∗, then
Γ is not a maximal admissible arc system concerning ∆∗.

Proof. We clockwise labeled the arcs γi on the disk, see the picture in Figure 8. Let α1

be the (unique) ◦-arc that forms a m -gon with the arcs γ1, · · · , γm−1. Then α1 forms
an external triangle which contains one •-point. Therefore, α1 factors through a fan of
•-arcs in ∆∗, and it is a zigzag arc for ∆∗. Denote by p1 and p2 the endpoints of α1,
and by P1 and P2 the polygons of ∆∗ which contain p1 and p2 respectively.

We have several cases depending on whether P1 and P2 are triangles. If both P1 and
P2 are not triangles, then the weights of the oriented intersections between α1 and the
arcs γ1 and γm−1 arising from p1 and p2 are different from one. On the other hand,
there are no other intersections between α1 and the arcs γi, 1 6 i 6 m − 1. Therefore,
Γ ∪ {α1} is still an admissible arc system and Γ is not maximal. If P1 is not a triangle
but P2 is a triangle, then we consider an arc α2 which is the flip of α1 and γm−1 at p2.
Then, according to Lemma 2.5, α2 is a zigzag arc, and Γ ∪ {α2} is still an admissible
arc system. Thus, Γ is not maximal. For the other two cases, the proof is similar. Note
that when both P1 and P2 are triangles, we consider the arc α4 in the picture, which is
obtained by smoothing α1 with γ1 and γm−1 at p1 and p2 respectively. Since m > 5, α4

is different from any arc in Γ, therefore Γ ∪ {α4} 6= Γ, and Γ is not maximal. �
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Proposition 2.13. Let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked surface. Then each m-gon
with m > 6 in a maximal admissible arc system is an internal polygon, that is, it does
not contain a •-point.

Proof. Suppose that there is an external m-gon P in a maximal admissible arc system P
with m > 6. Then there is a •-point in P. We denote Γ = {γi, 1 6 i 6 m− 2} the edges
of P which are the arcs in P, and by b and b

′ the extra edges of P which are boundary
segments. Then on the cutting surface (SΓ,MΓ,∆

∗
Γ), there is a connected component

which contains b and b
′. Denote this component by (S ′,M′,∆′∗), where S ′ is a disk and

there are (m− 1) •-points in M′. By Proposition 2.10, Γ induces a maximal admissible
arc system on (S ′,M′,∆′∗), which we denote by Γ′ = {γi1, 1 6 i 6 m − 2}. Note that
each γi1 forms an external triangle that contains one • point. On the other hand, the
number of •-points on the boundary of the disk S ′ is equal to m−1, which is not smaller
than 5. Therefore, the conditions in Lemma 2.12 are met, and there is an extra arc γ′

such that Γ′ ∪ {γ′} is an admissible arc system on (S ′,M′,∆′∗). Denote by γ the lift of
γ′ on (S,M,∆∗). Then, by Proposition 2.10, P ∪ {γ} is an admissible arc system on
(S,M,∆∗), which contradicts the assumption that P is maximal. �

Lemma 2.14. Assume that (S,M) is a disk with m > 6 ◦/•-marked points on the
boundary. Let Γ = {γ1, · · · , γm} be a set of ◦-arcs such that each γi forms an exter-
nal triangle that contains one •-point. If Γ is an admissible arc system for a simple
coordinate ∆∗, then Γ is not a maximal admissible arc system for ∆∗.

Proof. We have two cases. For each case, we will find an extra ◦-arc α such that Γ∪{α}
is still an admissible arc system.

Case I. Each arc in ∆∗ forms a triangle with boundary segments. Note that there
are (m− 1) •-arcs in ∆∗. These arcs form a (m+ 1)-gon with two boundary segments.
Denote by p the ◦-point in the polygon. We choose α to be an ◦-arc which starts from
p and divides the polygon formed by the arcs in Γ into two polygons each of which has
at least four edges, noticing that since m > 6, we can always find such an arc, see the
picture on the left in Figure 9. Then Γ∪{α} is still an admissible arc system concerning
∆∗, and thus Γ is not maximal.

Case II. At least one arc in ∆∗ does not form a triangle with boundary segments. We
denote this arc by ℓ∗. Let α be an ◦-arc obtained from ℓ∗ by clockwise rotating both
endpoints to the next •-points, see the picture on the right in Figure 9. Then α is a
zigzag arc which gives rise to an indecomposable projective module, and α differs from
any arc in Γ. Denote by p1 and p2 the endpoints of α, and we label γi, 1 6 i 6 4, the
arcs in Γ with endpoints p1 and p2, see the picture on the right in Figure 9. To show
that Γ ∪ {α} is admissible concerning ∆∗, it only needs to show that the weights of the
four oriented intersections pi, 1 6 i 6 4, respectively between α and γi, 1 6 i 6 4, are
all different from one. It is clear that the weights of p1 and p4 are zero. On the other
hand, since the weight of the oriented intersection p2p1 from γ2 to γ1 is different from
one, the weight of p2 is not one. A similar argument shows that the weight of p3 is also
not one. Therefore, Γ∪ {α} is still an admissible arc system and Γ is not maximal with
respect to ∆∗. �

Lemma 2.15. Let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked surface. Then there is no inter-
nal triangle in any admissible arc system.

Proof. Let P be an admissible arc system. Assume that there is an internal triangle
formed by arcs in P. Denote by p1, p2, and p3 the oriented intersections between the arcs
in the triangle. Then, by Lemma 1.13, we have ω(p1)+ω(p2)+ω(p3) = 1. On the other
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Figure 9. For an admissible arc system Γ = {γ1, · · · , γm} on a disk
with m •-points, where each γi forms an external triangle, it is always
possible to add an extra arc α to obtain a larger admissible arc system.
For the picture on the left, each •-arc in the coordinate ∆∗ is isotopic
to a boundary segment that has a ◦-point, while for the picture on the
right, there exists an •-arc ℓ∗ that is not isotopic to a boundary segment
containing a ◦-point.
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Figure 10. Five kinds of polygons in an admissible 5-partial triangula-
tion, where we label them by Fi, 1 6 i 6 5.

hand, each weight is non-negative. Therefore, there is exactly one oriented intersection
whose weight equals one. This contradicts the assumption that P is admissible. �

We have the following description for 5-partial triangulations, which can be derived
directly from the above result.

Corollary 2.16. An admissible 5-partial triangulation on (S,M,∆∗) is formed by poly-
gons of the types Fi, 1 6 i 6 5, in Figure 10.

We call two 5-partial triangulations equivalent if the only possible different polygons of
them are external 5-gons, that is, the polygons of type F3 in Figure 10. More precisely,
if a 5-partial triangulation P can be obtained from another 5-partial triangulation P ′

by adding an arc in an external 5-gon of type F3 to get an internal 4-gon of type F4

and an external triangle of type F1, or vise vars, then we call P and P ′ are equivalent.
Denote by {[P5]} the set of the equivalent classes of admissible 5-partial triangulations.
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Lemma 2.17. There is a unique maximal element in each equivalent class of admissible
5-partial triangulations. Furthermore, this element is a maximal admissible arc system.
In particular, if there is an admissible 4-partial triangulation in an equivalent class of
admissible 5-partial triangulations, then it is the maximal element, which is the unique
admissible 4-partial triangulation in this equivalent class.

Proof. The first statement is clear, where the maximal element contains any element in
the same equivalent class. We denote this maximal element by P. In particular, in P,
one cannot add an extra arc to any external 5-gon of type F3 (if there exists such a
5-gon) to get an admissible arc system.

Now we show the second statement, that is, P is a maximal admissible arc system.
Otherwise, suppose that we can add an extra arc γ to P to obtain an admissible partial
triangulation P ′ = P ∪ {γ}. Then there is a m-gon, denoted by P, in P such that γ
separates P into two polygons P′ and P

′′ in P ′. Since P is a 5-partial triangulation, we
have 3 6 m 6 5, and P is one of the types F4 or F5 in Figure 10. But then one of P′ and
P
′′ must be an internal triangle formed by arcs in P ′. This contradicts the assumption

that P ′ is admissible since by Lemma 2.15 there is no internal triangle in an admissible
arc system. Thus, P is a maximal admissible arc system.

Since each admissible 4-partial triangulation must be a maximal admissible arc sys-
tem, the last statement holds. �

Denote by Mrig(A) the set of isomorphism classes of maximal rigid modules in mod-A.
The above lemma tells us that there is a map:

M : {[P5]} −→ Mrig(A),

that maps an equivalent class [P5] of admissible 5-partial triangulations to a maximal
rigid module M([P5]) := ⊕Mγ , where γ extends all the arcs in the maximal element of
[P5].

Theorem 2.18. The map M establishes a bijection from the set of the equivalent classes
of admissible 5-partial triangulations on (S,M,∆∗) to the set of the maximal rigid mod-
ules in mod-A.

Proof. To show thatM is a bijection, we have to show that any admissible arc system can
be completed as an admissible 5-partial triangulation. By Lemma 2.11, each admissible
arc system can be completed as an admissible partial triangulation. Thus, we only need
to show that if there is a m-gon P in an admissible partial triangulation P with m > 6,
then it is not maximal.

By Proposition 2.13, P is an internal polygon formed by arcs in P, where we denote
by Γ = {γi, 1 6 i 6 m} the set of arcs in P. Then on the cutting surface (SΓ,MΓ,∆Γ),
there is a connected component with boundary segments bi, 1 6 i 6 m, where each bi

is induced by γi. Denote this component by (S ′,M′,∆′∗), where S ′ is a disk and there
are m •-points in M′. Denote by γi1 the ◦-arc that forms a triangle with the segment
bi. Then by Proposition 2.10, Γ′ = {γi1, 1 6 i 6 m} is an admissible arc system on
(S ′,M′,∆′∗), which is not maximal by Lemma 2.14. Then after lifting the arc system
on the original surface, P is not maximal. �

Remark 2.19. An almost rigid module over a finite-dimensional algebra is introduced in
[BMGS23], which is a generalization of classical rigid modules. The original motivation
in [BMGS23] was to give an algebraic interpretation of Catalan combinatorics, where
the authors show that there is a bijection between the maximal almost rigid A-modules
and triangulations of a disk with (n+1) ◦/•-marked points, if A is a hereditary algebra
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of type An. More recently, it is proved in [BCGS24] that maximal almost rigid modules
over a general gentle algebra are in bijection with so-called permissible triangulations on
the associated surface. Note that there may exist internal triangles in such a permissible
triangulation.

On the other hand, 3-partial triangulations considered in this paper coincide with
the classical triangulations on the surface. However, suppose that a coordinated-marked
surface has an admissible 3-partial triangulation. Then each polygon of it must be an
external triangle since there is no internal triangle in a partial triangulation according
to the Lemma 2.15. Therefore, the surface is, in fact, trivial, that is, a disk with two
marked ◦-point, or a disk with one ◦-point and one puncture.

2.4. The ranks of maximal rigid modules. In this subsection, we compute the rank
of a maximal rigid module, that is, the number of the indecomposable non-isomorphic
direct summands of M , or equivalently, the number of internal edges in the associated
5-partial triangulation. We start by introducing some notation.

Let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked surface. Denote by g, b, m, and p the genus,
the number of boundary components, the number of ◦/•-points, and the number of
punctures of the surface. Denote by A the gentle algebra associated with (S,M,∆∗),
whose rank is as follows, see for example in [APS23],

n = 2g − 2 + b+ p+m.

Let P5 be a 5-partial triangulation on the surface. Denote by e, f , and v the number
of edges, faces (polygons), and vertices in P5. Since the set of the endpoints of the edges
in P5 coincides with M = M• ∪M◦ ∪ P◦, we have

v = 2m+ p.

On the other hand, we have

f =
∑

16i65

fi,

where fi is the number of faces of type Fi, respectively, depicted in Figure 10. Let e1
and e2 be the number of internal and external edges in P5, respectively. Then we have

e = e1 + e2, and

e2 = 2m,

where the last equality holds since each external edge has adjacent ◦/•-points as end-
points.

Theorem 2.20. Let M be the maximal rigid module in mod-A associated with a 5-partial
triangulation P5. Under the above notation, the rank of M equals

e1 = n+ f4 + f5.

Proof. The Euler characteristic of the marked surface is

χ = 2− 2g − b.

On the other hand, P5 is a CW-complex whose Euler characteristic is

f − e+ v,

which equals the Euler characteristic of the marked surface. Therefore we have

f − e+ v = 2− 2g − b.

Thus, the rank of M equals
e1 = n+ f4 + f5,
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using equalities

e = e1 + e2 = e1 + 2m, v = 2m+ p, f = m+ f4 + f5,

where the last equality holds since a polygon of P5 has (exactly) one •-point if and only
if it is of the type Fi for i = 1, 2, 3, and thus f1 + f2 + f3 = m. �

Example 2.21. For any gentle algebra A associated with a coordinated-marked sur-
face (S,M,∆∗), we construct a 4-partial triangulation P by adding several arcs in the
injective dissection ∆I = t−1(∆∗). Let P be a (ν + 2)-gon of ∆I that has ν arcs and
two boundary segments. Denote by αi, 1 6 i 6 ν, the arcs in P, where we label them
clockwise, and denote by pi−1 and pi the endpoints of αi. Let βj , 1 6 j 6 s, be an ◦-arc

in P with endpoints p0 and p2j+1, where s = [ν−1
2 ]. Then β′

js separate P into s internal
4-gons of type F4 and one external triangle of type F1 if ν is odd, while they separate P
into s internal 4-gons of type F4 and one external 4-gon of type F2 if ν is even. Denote
by Γ the set of arcs obtained from ∆I by adding arcs β′

js to each polygon P. Then it
is not hard to see that P is an admissible 4-partial triangulation, which is a maximal
admissible arc system by Lemma 2.17. Furthermore, by the above argument, we know
that the rank of P equals

n+
∑

Pi

[
νi − 1

2
],

where Pi extends all the polygons of ∆I . In Proposition 3.6, we will see that P corre-
sponds to the τ2-orbit of injective modules in mod-A, see the picture in Figure 14, where

β′
js are labeled by the blue arcs γ2j+1

p .

The following result describes the surface of a gentle algebra so that the rank of a
maximal rigid module over the algebra equals the rank of the algebra.

Corollary 2.22. Let (S,M,∆∗) be a coordinated-marked surface associated with a gen-
tle algebra A. Let n be the rank of A. Then the rank of any maximal rigid module in
mod-A is not smaller than n. Furthermore, any maximal rigid module in mod-A has
rank n if and only if A is a hereditary algebra of type A or of affine type A.

Proof. The first statement can be directly derived from Theorem 2.18. We prove the
second statement. Let M be the maximal rigid module associated with the 4-partial
triangulation P constructed in Example 2.21. Since the rank of M is n, using the
formula of the rank of P given in the example, we get νi = 1 or 2 for each polygon Pi

of ∆I . Then each polygon in ∆∗ is also a triangle or a 4-gon, and thus the associated
gentle algebra is hereditary by the definition of a gentle algebra arising from ∆∗ given
in Definition 1.5. Conversely, if A is a gentle algebra of type A or affine type A, then
the maximal rigid modules coincide with the tilting modules. Therefore, the rank of
any maximal rigid module equals the rank of the algebra since this holds for any tilting
module. �

Remark 2.23. Skew-gentle algebras and string algebras are two kinds of generaliza-
tions of gentle algebras. The geometric models are established in [HZZ23] and [BC24],
respectively. It also seems interesting to realize maximal rigid modules over them as
certain partial triangulations on the surface.

3. Higher-homology for the module categories of gentle algebras

3.1. Basic concepts in higher Auslander-Reiten theory. In this subsection, we
recall some basic concepts in the higher Auslander-Reiten theory. We refer the reader
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to [ARS95, ASS06] for the basic terminologies in the representation theory of finite-
dimensional algebras appearing in the following, and to [I07b, I11] and survey papers
[I08, JK19] for more details on the higher Auslander-Reiten theory.

Definition 3.1. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra, and let n ≥ 1. We call a module
M in mod-A n-rigid if Exti(M,M) = 0 for any 1 6 i 6 n − 1. We call M n-cluster
tilting in a extension closed subcategory C of mod-A if

addM = {X ∈ C | Exti(X, C) = 0 (1 6 i 6 n− 1)}

= {X ∈ C | Exti(C,X) = 0 (1 6 i 6 n− 1)}.

We denote by
D := Homk(−, k) : mod-A ↔ mod-Aop,

the k-duality and by

ν := DHomA(−, A) : mod-A → mod-A

the Nakayama functor of A. The Auslander-Bridger transpose duality and the syzygy
functor are, respectively, denoted by

Tr : mod-A ↔ mod-Aop and Ω : mod-A → mod-A

where mod-A and mod-Aop are the stable categories of mod-A and mod-Aop with respect
to the projective modules.

For n ≥ 1, the n-Auslander-Reiten translations is defined by

τn := DTrΩn−1 : mod-A → mod-A.

Note that M ∈ mod-A satisfies τnM = 0 if and only if pdM < n. The τn-closure of the
injective module DA is defined by

M = Mn(DA) := add{τ in(DA) | i > 0} ⊂ mod-A .

We introduce the following subcategories:

I(M) := addDA,

P(M) := {X ∈ M | pdXA < n} = {X ∈ M | τnX = 0},

MI := {X ∈ M | X has no non-zero summands in I(M)},

MP := {X ∈ M | X has no non-zero summands in P(M)}.

Definition 3.2. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra.

(1) We call A τn-finite if gldimA ≤ n and τ ℓn(DA) = 0 holds for sufficiently large ℓ.
In this case, we have τ ℓn = 0.

(2) We call A n-complete if gldimA ≤ n and the following conditions are satisfied.
(An) There exists a tilting A-module T satisfying P(M) = addT ,
(Bn) M is an n-cluster tilting subcategory of T⊥ = {X ∈ mod-A | ExtiA(T,X) =

0 (i > 0)}, noticing that since T is tilting, T⊥ is an extension closed sub-
category of mod-A.

(Cn) ExtiA(MP , A) = 0 for any 1 6 i 6 n− 1.
We call A absolutely n-complete if P(M) = addA.

Inspired by the above definition, we introduce the following concept: for an algebra A
with a finite global dimension, we call the minimal positive number ℓ such that τ ℓn = 0
the τn-dimension of A. In particular, the τn-dimension of A is infinite if there exists
no such positive number. Then an algebra is τn-finite if and only if its τn-dimension is
finite.
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Figure 11. The polygon P has s •-arcs ℓ∗i , 1 6 i 6 s. For a zigzag arc
α with endpoint p which intersects ℓ∗t , the weight wp(α) of α at p equals
s − t. Then the weight ω(p) of an oriented intersection p from α to β
equals wp(α)− wp(β).

Note that a n-complete algebra is τn-finite, thus M has an additive generator M . We
call the endomorphism algebra EndA(M) of M in mod-A the cone of A. One of the
main theorem (Theorem 1.14) in [I11] says that for any n ≥ 1, the cone of a n-complete
algebra is (n + 1)-complete.

3.2. Geometric realizations for Ωm and τm. In the following, we consider a gentle
algebra A with a finite global dimension. Thus, there is no puncture on the associated
coordinated-marked surface (S,M,∆∗).

Let α be a zigzag arc with an endpoint p, where p belongs to a polygon P =
{ℓ∗1, ℓ

∗
2, · · · , ℓ

∗
s} of ∆∗ with the arcs labeled anticlockwise, see Figure 11. Assume that

starting from p, ℓ∗t is the first arc that α intersects, for some 1 6 t 6 s. We call s− t the
weight of α at p, which is denoted by wp(α). Under this notion, the weight ω(p) of an
oriented intersection p from α to β based on the endpoint p defined in Definition 1.10
equals wp(α) −wp(β).

Definition 3.3. For a (s + 2)-gon P = {ℓ∗1, ℓ
∗
1, · · · , ℓ

∗
s} of ∆∗ which contains a ◦-point

p, we define the arcs t
pγ and γtp as depicted in Figure 12, if 0 6 t 6 s; or define them as

the point p, which is viewed as a trivial arc, if t > s.
Denote by t

pM and M t
p the A-modules associated with t

pγ and γtp respectively. In

particular, if the arcs are trivial, t
pM and M t

p are zero modules.

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a module associated with a zigzag arc γ. Denote by pi, i = 1, 2,
the endpoints of γ which are contained in (si + 2)-gon Pi respectively. Assume that the
weights of γ at pi are respectively ωi. Then

(1) ΩmM = P ⊕ s1−ω1+m
p1

M⊕ s2−ω2+m
p2

M for some projective module P , where P = 0
when m > 2 and P may be zero when m = 1;

(2) τmM = M s1−ω1+m
p1

⊕M s2−ω2+m
p2

for any m > 2.

Proof. The description of Ωm is given in [HS05, BS21]. After translating the results on
the surface, we get the geometric realization for Ωm as in the statement. On the other
hand, the Auslander-Reiten translation τ is described in [BR87], and the geometric
explanation is given in [BC21]. Then we get the geometric characterization of τm for
m > 2, by combining the above results together. �
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Figure 12. The definition of arcs t
pγ and γtp, which give rise to modules

t
pM and M t

p respectively. Assume that the weight of γ at p is ω, then

Lemma 3.4 says that the module s−ω+m
p M is a direct summand of ΩmMγ

for m > 1, and the module M s−ω+m
p is a direct summand of τmMγ for

m > 2.

The following corollary describes the string combinatorics for Ωm and τm, which can
be proved straightforwardly by the above lemma, where σ is the inverse string for a
string σ.

Corollary 3.5. Let σ be a string and let Mσ be the associated string module. If m > 2,
then Ωm(Mσ) = Mσm ⊕Mσm and τm(Mσ) = Mσm ⊕Mσm, see σm and σm in Figure 13.

3.3. A geometric realization for τm-closure of injectives. Let A be a gentle algebra
associated with a surface model (S,M,∆∗). We assume that the global dimension of A
is equal to n in this subsection. For each 2 6 m 6 n, we will describe the τm-orbit of
injective modules over A. The main result in this subsection is as follows:

Proposition 3.6. For 2 6 m 6 n, the τm-orbit of the injective modules in mod-A gives
rise to an admissible (m + 2)-partial triangulation. Therefore, the direct sum of the
modules in the orbit is a rigid module. In particular, the τ2-orbit of the injective modules
gives rise to an admissible 4-partial triangulation, for which the associated module is a
maximal rigid module.

Proof. We prove the case where m = 2, and the proofs for the other cases are similar.
Let P be a (ν + 2)-gon of ∆∗ that contains a ◦-point p. Then t−1(P) is a (ν + 2)-
gon of the injective dissection ∆I = t−1(∆∗), which is a set of ◦-arcs corresponding
to indecomposable injective modules. Denote by ℓ∗ the first arc of P in a clockwise
orientation, and denote by γ the anti-twist of ℓ∗, that is, γ = t−1(ℓ∗). Let γ1, γ2, · · · , γs
be the remained arcs in ∆I with p as an endpoint, see the picture in Figure 14.

For convenience, we write γ = γ0. Then (γi)
t
p = γtp for any 1 6 i 6 s. Furthermore,

by Lemma 3.4, for any 1 6 t 6 [ν−1
2 ], γ2t+1

p is an arc gives rise to one of the direct

summands of τ t2Mγi , 0 6 i 6 s. Note that these arcs separate t−1(P) as 4 -gons and
possibly one 3-gon. The potential 3-gon exists only when ν is even. In this case, the
3-gon is formed by γµp with µ = ν−2

2 and two boundary segments. Note that the set
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Figure 13. The string combinatorics of Ωm and τm for m > 2, where
the waved part is the string σ, and σm and σm are respectively the strings
give rise to the direct summand of Ωm(Mσ) and τm(Mσ) respectively. To
get the other direct summand, we consider the inverse string σ, and the
associated strings σm and σm, see Corollary 3.5.

t−1(P)

γ1

γs

γ = t−1(ℓ∗) = γ0

ℓ∗
P

p

γ3p γ5p

Figure 14. A local configuration of arcs in the τ2-orbit of injective arcs,
that is, the arcs associated with injective modules. The injective arcs are
colored green and the newly appearing arcs γtp are colored blue.

t−1(P) ∪ {γ2t+1
p , 1 6 t 6 [ν−1

2 ]} is an admissible arc system. Furthermore, since the
weight of any arc in ∆I is equal to one, it must be of the form γi for some 0 6 i 6 s
and some polygon t−1(P). When P extends all the polygons of ∆∗, we get all the arcs
in the τ2-orbit of injective arcs, which form an admissible 4-partial triangulation on
(S,M,∆∗).

The final admissible 4-partial triangulation is maximal by Lemma 2.17, and thus gives
rise to a maximal rigid module by Theorem 2.18. �
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t1 tm
P1 P2 Pm

p1 p2 pm

γ
ℓ∗ γnp1 γnpm

Figure 15. A geometric explanation of a τn-sequence σ =
r1t1r2t2 · · · rmtm, where each ri is a walk with full relations corresponds
to a polygon Pi, and each ti is a string corresponds to a fan of oriented
intersections arising from a common endpoint.

3.4. A classification of τn-finite gentle algebras. In this subsection, we classify the
gentle algebras which are τn-finite. Assume that A is a gentle algebra associated with a
surface model (S,M,∆∗), whose global dimension is n.

Definition 3.7. A τn-sequence is a walk σ = r1t1r2t2 · · · rmtm, where ri is a direct walk
consisting of n arrows with relations at each vertex, and ti is a direct string for each
1 6 i 6 m. A τn-sequence is a τn-cycle if it is a cycle, that is, the starting vertex
coincides with the ending vertex. If σ is not a τn-cycle, then we call m the τn-length of
σ, otherwise, the τn-length is infinite. The maximal τn-length of the τn-sequences in A
is called the τn-length of A. In particular, the τn-length of A is infinite if it contains a
τn-cycle.

In the Definition, ti, 1 6 i 6 m, is allowed to be trivial. The picture in Figure 15 gives
a geometric explanation of a τn-sequence σ, where each ri corresponds to a (n+ 3)-gon
Pi, and each ti corresponds to a fan of •-arcs. Denote by ℓ∗ the start vertex of σ, which
is the first arc in the figure, and denote by γ the anti-twist of ℓ∗, which gives rise to
an injective module I = Mγ . Let pi be the ◦-point in Pi for each 1 6 i 6 m. The arc
γn+1
pi

gives rise to a module Mn+1
pi

, which is a direct summand of τ inI by Lemma 3.4.
Furthermore, a straightforward argument using these observations derives the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.8. The τn-dimension of a gentle algebra A equals the τn-length of A. In
particular, it is τn-finite if and only if there is no τn-cycle in A.

Example 3.9. See the examples in Figure 16 of τn-finite and τn-infinite gentle algebras
for n = 2, where the first two algebras are τ2-infinite and the last three algebras are
τ2-finite.

3.5. A classification of n-complete gentle algebras. Let A be a gentle algebra
associated with a quiver Q. We call the number of arrows adjacent to a vertex ℓ∗ in Q
the degree of ℓ∗. We have the following classification of n-complete gentle algebras.

Theorem 3.10. A gentle algebra A with gldimA = n is n-complete if and only if for
any walk σ = a1 · · · an in A with full relations, the degree of the source is one.

The proof of the theorem is separated into several lemmas.

Lemma 3.11. Let A be a gentle algebra with gldimA = n. Assume that there are s

walks σj = a
j
1 · · · a

j
n, 1 6 j 6 s, in A with full relations. If A is n-complete, then the

degree of the source of σj is one.
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Figure 16. Five gentle algebras with global dimension two. The first
two algebras are τ2-infinite and the last three are τ2-finite.

γn+1
pj

pj

t−1(ℓ∗j)

t−1(Pj)

Pj

ℓ∗j

Figure 17. The polygon Pj corresponds to a walk σj = a
j
1 · · · a

j
n. Note

that if the algebra A is n-complete, then by Lemma 3.11, the source ℓ∗j of
σj has degree one. Therefore, ℓ∗j is isotopic to a boundary segment with
one ◦-point.

Proof. Note that each walk σj corresponds to a (n + 3)-gon Pj in ∆∗, which contains
a ◦-point pj , see the picture in Figure 17. By Lemma 3.4, the τn-closure of injective
modules is

M := add{τ in(DA) | i ≥ 0} = add{DA,Mn+1
pj

, 1 6 j 6 s}.

Denote by ℓ∗j the source of σj, and by Ij the injective module corresponds to ℓ∗j . Then

Mn+1
pj

is a direct summand of τnIj . In particular, τnIj is nonzero and therefore Ij belongs

to MP .
Suppose that an arrow a ends at ℓ∗j for some 1 6 j 6 s. Note that we have aa1 6= 0,

otherwise aσj is a walk with full relations, and thus gldim(A) > n + 1, which is a
contradiction. But then, there is a non-trivial extension between Ij and Pj , where Pj

is the indecomposable projective module associated with ℓ∗j . That is, Ext1(Ij , Pj) 6= 0,

which contradicts the third condition (Cn) in Definition 3.2 of a n-complete algebra. We
have shown that there does not exist an arrow ending at the source of σj.

Suppose that there exists σk, 1 6 k 6 s, such that except for ak1, there is an extra
arrow b starting at the source ℓ∗k. Denote by ℓ∗ the endpoint of b, and I the injective
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module associated with ℓ∗. Then t−1(ℓ∗k) and t−1(ℓ∗) share a common endpoint, that is
the unique ◦-point in Pk. In particular, τnIk and τnI share a common direct summand
Mn+1

pk
and thus I ∈ MP . Therefore

P(M) = M \MP ⊆ add{DA,Mn
pj
, 1 6 j 6 s} \ {I, Ij , 1 6 j 6 s}.

On the other hand, by the argument in the first paragraph, no arrow goes to the source
of σj, therefore ℓ

∗ 6= ℓ∗j for any 1 6 j 6 s. Thus, the cardinality of the right set is strictly

smaller than n, and P(M) cannot be given by a tilting module since the cardinality of a
tilting module in mod-A is n. This contradicts the first condition (An) in the definition
of n-complete algebras.

In summary, for each walk σj, the degree of the source is one. �

Lemma 3.12. Let A be a gentle algebra with gldimA = n. Assume that there are s

walks σj = a
j
1 · · · a

j
n, 1 6 j 6 s, in A with full relations, and the degree of each source ℓ∗j

is one. Denote by pj the ◦-point in the (n+ 3)-gon Pj of ∆∗ corresponding to σj . Then

the sets of arcs correspond to M, P(M) and T⊥ are respectively

PM = ∆I ∪ {γn+1
pj

, 1 6 j 6 s},

∆T = ∆I \ {t
−1(ℓ∗j), 1 6 j 6 s} ∪ {γn+1

pj
, 1 6 j 6 s},

PT⊥ = ∆I ∪ {γmpj , 1 6 j 6 s, 1 6 m 6 n+ 1},

where T is a tilting module with P(M) = addT .

Proof. Denote by Ij the injective module associated with ℓ∗j . Since the degree of ℓ∗j is

one, we have τnIj = Mn+1
pj

for each 1 6 j 6 s, and τnIt = 0 for any It different from Ij.

Therefore we have
M = add{DA,Mn+1

pj
, 1 6 j 6 s},

and
PM = ∆I ∪ {γn+1

pj
, 1 6 j 6 s},

which is (n+ 1) partial triangulation.
Let P(M) = addT . Then

T = (⊕It)⊕ (⊕s
j=1M

n+1
pj

),

where It extends all indecomposable injective modules that are different from Ij, 1 6

j 6 s. Therefore

∆T = ∆I \ {t
−1(ℓ∗j), 1 6 j 6 s} ∪ {γn+1

pj
, 1 6 j 6 s},

which is an admissible dissection. Furthermore, it is not difficult to check that the weight
of each oriented intersection between two arcs in ∆T is equal to zero, and it is a tilting
dissection introduced in [C24], which gives rise to a tilting module T .

Now we prove
PT⊥ = ∆I ∪ {γmpj , 1 6 j 6 s, 1 6 m 6 n+ 1}.

Note that ∆I and {γmpj , 1 6 j 6 s, 1 6 m 6 n + 1} have common elements, where

γ1pj = t−1(ℓ∗j ) ∈ ∆I . Let Mα ∈ T⊥. Suppose that there is an interior intersection

between α and some β ∈ ∆T . Since each γn+1
pj

∈ ∆T forms an external triangle that

contains no ◦-point, α has no interior intersection with it. Therefore, β belongs to
∆I . Note that this interior intersection gives rise to a non-zero once extension between
Mα and Mβ . Since Mβ is an injective module and Ext1(Mα,Mβ) = 0, this extension

belongs to Ext1(Mβ ,Mα). However, we have Ext1(Mβ,Mα) = 0, since Mα ∈ T⊥ and
Mβ ∈ addT .
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We have shown that any arc α in PT⊥ has no interior intersection with arcs in ∆T .
Thus, each arc α in PT⊥ belongs to some polygon P of ∆T . Assume that P is a (ν +3)-
gon. There are two types of such polygons, which are called polygons of type (I) and of
type (II), see Figure 18. The polygon of type (I) is a (ν+3)-gon with ν 6 n−1, and the
polygon of type (II) is a (ν + 3)-gon with ν = n, that is, Pj. Note that for both cases,
any zigzag arc in P is of the form γmp for 1 6 m 6 ν +1, where p is the (unique) ◦-point
in P.

Since in a polygon of type (I), the arc γ1p = t−1(ℓ∗) belongs to ∆T , and the weight of the

oriented intersection from γ1p to γmp equals m−1 6 n. Thus the space Extm−1(M1
p ,M

m
p )

is non-zero, and γmp does not belong to PT⊥ for any m > 2. On the other hand, for a
polygon of type (II), it can be checked directly that γmpj belongs to PT⊥ for any 1 6 j 6 s
and 1 6 m 6 n+ 1. Therefore we have

PT⊥ = ∆I ∪ {γmpj , 1 6 j 6 s, 1 6 m 6 n+ 1},

which is an admissible arc system.
�

Proof. (Proof of Theorem 3.10) One direction has been proved in Lemma 3.11. Now we
prove another direction, that is, if A satisfies the conditions in the statement, then it
is n-complete, that is, the conditions (An), (Bn), and (Cn) in Definition 3.2 hold. Note
that (An) has been proved in the proof of Lemma 3.12, that is, the additive generator
T of P(M) is a tilting module in mod-A. As in the above, we assume that there are

s walks σj = a
j
1 · · · a

j
n, 1 6 j 6 s, in A with full relations, and we use the notation as

above.
Now we prove (Bn), that is, M is a cluster tilting subcategory in T⊥. At first, note

that the weights of the oriented intersections of arcs in the associated arc system PM

equal zero, except for t−1(ℓ∗j ) = γ1pj and γn+1
pj

, 1 6 j 6 s, for which the associated
weights are n. Therefore, M is n-rigid in mod-A. Furthermore, M is a n-cluster tilting
subcategory in T⊥ by directly checking that for any arc in PT⊥ \PM, there exists an arc
in PM such that there is an oriented intersection between them with weight from one to
n− 1.

For condition (Cn), note that we have MP = ⊕s
j=1Ij , where Ij is the injective module

associated with an injective arc t−1(ℓ∗j). Let P be an indecomposable projective module

associated with a projective arc t(ℓ∗). Then there is no interior intersection between
t−1(ℓ∗j) and t(ℓ∗), since t−1(ℓ∗j ) is isotopic to a boundary segment without ◦-point. Except

for pj , denote by p′j the other endpoint of t−1(ℓ∗j ). Then the weight of any oriented

intersection (if it exists) between t−1(ℓ∗j ) and t(ℓ∗) arising from p′j equals zero, since p′j
belongs to a triangle of ∆∗ consisting of an •-arc together with two boundary segments,
cf. the below picture in Figure 18. On the other hand, suppose that there is an oriented
intersection p from t−1(ℓ∗j ) to t(ℓ∗) at pj. Since t(ℓ

∗) is a twist of the •-arc ℓ∗, the weight

ωpj(t(ℓ
∗)) of it at pj equals n+ 1. Then

ω(p) = ωpj(t(ℓ
∗))− ωpj(t

−1(ℓ∗j)) = n.

Therefore Exti(Ij , P ) = 0 for any 1 6 i 6 n − 1, and thus Exti(MP , A) = 0 for any
1 6 i 6 n− 1, that is, the condition (Cn) in Definition 3.2 is met.

We have completed the proof. �

Let A = kQ/I be a n-complete gentle algebra. We construct Q and I in the following
way: Q is obtained from Q by adding an additional vertex v and an arrow b from t(an)
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ℓ∗
t−1(ℓ∗)

γmp

γν+1
p

p

γmpj

γn+1
pj

p = pj

ℓ∗j
t−1(ℓ∗j)

p′j

Figure 18. Two types of polygons P in ∆T , where the arcs in P are
colored blue. The above picture is called type (I), which is a (ν + 3)-gon
formed by arcs in ∆I , where 1 6 ν 6 n. The picture below is called type
(II), which is a (n+3)-gon obtained from a (n+3)-gon t−1(Pj), 1 6 j 6 s,
in ∆I , after replacing t−1(ℓ∗j ) by γn+1

pj
.

to v for any walk σ = a1 · · · an with full relations; I is obtained from I by adding the
path anb for each b constructed above.

Proposition 3.13. Let A = kQ/I be a n-complete gentle algebra. Then its cone
EndA(M) ∼= kQ/I.

Proof. By the proof of the above theorem, M corresponds to an admissible n-partial
triangulation ∆I ∪ {γnpj}. The gentle algebra associated with it is isomorphic to kQ/I,

where the extra s vertices v′s arise from γnpj , 1 6 j 6 s. Thus, we have EndA(M) ∼= kQ/I,
where M is an additive generator of M. �

It can be seen from the above proposition and Theorem 3.10 that the cone of a n-
complete gentle algebra is (n + 1)-complete, which is a special case of a main result in
[I11]
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Figure 19. The arcs in the injective dissection ∆I is colored green.
After replacing the two injective arcs associated with vertices 7 and 12
by the blue arcs, we obtain a tilting dissection ∆T . PM is the union of
the set of green arcs and the set of blue arcs. Furthermore, after adding
the black arcs, we get PT⊥ .

Example 3.14. Figure 19 provides an example that illustrates the arc systems PM, ∆T

and PT⊥ respectively corresponding to subcategories M, P(M) = addT and T⊥. The
global dimension of the associated gentle algebra is five.
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