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TORSION PAIRS IN REPETITIVE CLUSTER CATEGORIES OF

TYPE An

HUIMIN CHANG

Abstract. We give a complete classification of torsion pairs in repetitive clus-
ter categories of type An, which were defined by Zhu [27] as the orbit categories

Db(modKAn)/〈(τ
−1[1])p〉, via certain configurations of diagonals, called Ptolemy

diagrams. As applications, we classify rigid subcategories ofDb(modKAn)/〈(τ
−1[1])p〉,

which gives Lamberti’s classification of cluster tilting subcategories [20]. When
p = 1, this generalizes the work of Holm, Jørgensen and Rubey for the classifica-
tion of torsion pairs in cluster categories of type An [11].
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1. Introduction

Torsion theory is a classic subject in algebra. The notion of torsion pairs in abelian
categories was first introduced by Dickson [8], and the triangulated version goes back
to Iyama and Yoshino [15] to study cluster tilting subcategories in a triangulated
category. Cotorsion pairs in a triangulated category were used by Nakaoka [21] to
unify the abelian structures arising from t-structures [1] and from cluster tilting
subcategories [18, 19, 15]. Torsion pairs and cotorsion pairs in a triangulated cate-
gory can be transformed into each other by shifting the torsion-free parts. Hence,
classifications of torsion pairs and cotorsion pairs are equivalent in a triangulated
category.
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In fact, there is a series of articles that have studied the classification of (co)torsion
pairs in triangulated categories [5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 13, 22, 24]. One of the important
methods to classify (co)torsion pairs is to use the geometric model of the category.
For example, Ng [22] classified torsion pairs in the cluster category of type A∞ [10]
via certain configurations of arcs of the infinity-gon. Holm, Jørgensen and Rubey
[11, 12, 13] classified torsion pairs in the cluster category of type An, in the cluster
tube and in the cluster category of type Dn via Ptolemy diagrams of a regular
(n+3)-gon, periodic Ptolemy diagrams of the infinity-gon and Ptolemy diagrams of
a regular 2n-gon, respectively. Zhang, Zhou and Zhu [24] classified cotorsion pairs
in the cluster category of a marked surface via paintings of the surface. Chang and
Zhu [6] classified torsion pairs in certain finite 2-Calabi-Yau triangulated categories
with maximal rigid objects, via periodic Ptolemy diagrams of a regular polygon.
Chang, Zhou and Zhu [5] classified cotorsion pairs in the cluster categories of type
A∞

∞ via certain configurations of arcs of an infinite strip with marked points in the
plane, called τ -compact Ptolemy diagrams. Gratz, Holm and Jørgensen [9] gave a
classification of torsion pairs in Igusa-Todorov’s cluster categories of type A∞ via
their combinatorial models. Recently, Chang and Zhu [7] classified cotorsion pairs
in higher cluster categories of type An via Ptolemy diagrams of a regular polygon.

Cluster categories defined by Buan, Marsh, Reineke, Reiten and Todorov [3], and
also by Caldero, Chapoton and Schiffler for type An [4], are the orbit categories
Db(H)/〈F 〉 of derived categories Db(H) of a hereditary algebra H by the automor-
phism group generated by F = τ−1[1], where τ is the Auslander-Reiten translation
in Db(H) and [1] is the shift functor of Db(H). In order to study cluster-tilted
algebras and their intermediate coverings, Zhu [27] introduced repetitive cluster
categories, defined as the orbit categories Db(H)/〈(τ−1[1])p〉 (1 ≤ p ∈ N), where H
is a hereditary abelian category with tilting objects. Furthermore, Lamberti [20]
gave a geometric model of Cn,p : = Db(modKAn)/〈(τ

−1[1])p〉 by means of diagonals
in the so-called repetitive polygon Πp. This generalises the construction of Caldero,
Chapoton and Schiffler for p = 1 [4]. The particularity of the repetitive cluster

categories is that they are fractionally Calabi-Yau dimension 2p
p
, and the fraction

cannot be simplified. It is precisely in this point that the category Cn,p differs from
the case when p = 1.

In this paper, we introduce the definition of Ptolemy diagrams of a regular p(n+2)-
gon. We show that there is a bijection between the torsion pairs in Cn,p and the
Ptolemy diagrams of a p(n+2)-gon. As applications, we classify rigid subcategories
of Cn,p, which deduces Lamberti’s classification of cluster tilting subcategories [20].
When p = 1, this generalizes the work of Holm, Jørgensen and Rubey for the
classification of torsion pairs in cluster categories of type An [11] .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the notions of Cn,p, and
its geometric realization in Section 3. In Section 4, we define Ptolemy diagrams of
a p(n + 2)-gon and give a classification of torsion pairs in Cn,p. Some applications
are given in the last section.

1.1. Notations. Throughout this paper, K stands for an algebraically closed field.
Any subcategory of a category is assumed to be full and closed under taking iso-
morphisms, finite direct sums and direct summands. In this way, any subcategory
is determined by the indecomposable objects in this subcategory. For two subcate-
gories X ,Y of a triangulated category C, HomC(X ,Y ) = 0 means HomC(X,Y ) = 0
for any X ∈ X and any Y ∈ Y . For two subcategories X ,Y of a triangulated
category C, denote by X ∗ Y the subcategory of C whose objects are M which fits
into a triangle

X → M → Y → X[1]
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with X ∈ X and Y ∈ Y . A subcategory X is called extension closed provided
that X ∗ X ⊆ X . For an object M ∈ C, let addM denote the additive closure
of M . We denote by X ⊥ (resp. ⊥X ) the subcategory whose objects are M ∈ C
satisfying HomC(X ,M) = 0 (resp. HomC(M,X ) = 0). We use Ext1C(X,Y ) to
denote HomC(X,Y [1]), where [1] is the shift functor of C. Throughout the paper,
we denote by D the category of Db(modKAn).

2. Repetitive cluster categories of type An

2.1. Serre duality and Calabi-Yau categories.

Definition 2.1. A K-linear triangulated category C has a Serre functor if it is
equipped with an auto-equivalence ν : C → C together with bifunctorial isomor-
phisms

DHomC(X,Y ) ∼= HomC(Y, νX),

for each X,Y ∈ C. Moreover, if C admits a Serre functor, we say that C has Serre
duality.

Note that for a hereditary abelian category H, if H has tilting objects, then H
has Serre duality, and also Auslander-Reiten translate τ (shortly AR-translate) [14].
Thus, a Serre functor ν of D exists, it is unique up to isomorphism and ν = τ [1].

Definition 2.2. A triangulated category C with Serre functor ν is called m
n
-Calabi-

Yau (m
n
-CY) for n,m > 0 provided there is an isomorphism of triangle functors

νn ∼= [m]

Note that a m
n
-CY category is also of mt

nt
-CY, t ∈ Z. However, the converse is not

always true, this means the fraction cannot be simplified in general.

2.2. Orbit categories. Let C be a triangulated category and F : C → C be an
autoequivalence. The orbit category OF := C/〈F 〉 has the same objects as C and its
morphisms from X to Y are in bijection with

⊕

i∈ Z

HomC(X,F iY ).

In general, the orbit category is not triangulated [17]. However, there is a sufficient
set of conditions such that the orbit category is triangulated. Let C = Db(H) be the
bounded derived category of a hereditary abelian K-category H, and F : C → C be
an autoequivalence. Assume that the following hypotheses hold:

(g1) For each indecomposable U of H, only finitely many objects F iU, i ∈ Z, lie
in H.

(g2) There is an integer N ≥ 0 such that the F -orbit of each indecomposable of
C contains an object U [n], for some 0 ≤ n ≤ N and some indecomposable
object U of H.

Then the orbit category D/〈F 〉 admits a natural triangulated structure such that the
projection functor π : D → D/〈F 〉 is triangulated. In particular, the orbit category
D/〈F 〉 is called a cluster category when F = τ−1[1], and the orbit category D/〈F 〉
is called a repetitive cluster category when F = (τ−1[1])p.

2.3. Repetitive cluster categories Cn,p. Throughout the paper, we study orbit
categories of the form

Cn,p = D/〈(τ−1[1])p〉.

We call Cn,p the repetitive cluster categories of type An. The class of objects is the
same as the class of objects in D and the space of morphisms is given by

HomCn,p(X,Y ) =
⊕

i∈ Z

HomD(X, (τ−p[p])iY ).
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· · ·F F2 Fp−1 Fp

Figure 1. Partition of the fundamental domain of τ−p[p] for an odd
value p

Observe that when p = 1, one gets the classical cluster category which we simply
denote by Cn. Furthermore, there is a natural projection functor πp : D → Cn,p, and
the projection functor πp is simply denoted by π if p = 1. Moreover, one can define
the projection functor ηp : Cn,p → Cn which sends an object X in Cn,p to an object
X in Cn, and φ : X → Y in Cn,p to the morphism φ : X → Y in Cn. It is easy to
check that π = ηp ◦ πp, i.e. the following diagram commutes:

D

πp ��✼
✼✼
✼✼

π // Cn

Cn,p

ηp

BB✆✆✆✆

Thus, the repetitive cluster categories Cn,p serve as intermediate categories between
the cluster categories Cn and derived categories D. In the following, we summarize
some known facts about Cn,p from [20].

Let F = F1 be the fundamental domain for the functor τ−1[1] in D given by the
isoclasses of indecomposable objects in Cn, and Fi be the (τ

−1[1])i−1-shifts of F with
1 ≤ i ≤ p. We can draw the fundamental domain for the functor τ−p[p] as in Fig. 1.

Proposition 2.3. [20, Lemma 2.7] The following statements hold for Cn,p.

(1) The projection functors πp : D → Cn,p and ηp : Cn,p → Cn are trialgle functors.

(2) The category Cn,p is triangulated with Serre functor τ [1] induced from D.

(3) The category Cn,p is a Krull-Schmidt and 2p
p
-CY category, i.e.

(τ [1])p ∼= [2p].

(4) ind(Cn,p) =
⋃p

i=1
(Fi).

3. Geometric model of Cn,p

In this section, we recall from [20] a geometric description of Cn,p. The geometric
model for Cn,p can be viewed as a p-covering of the polygon modeling Cn [4]. Let
Πp be a regular p(n + 2)-gon, where n ∈ N, p > 1, and Π be a N : = n + 3-gon
throughout this paper.

3.1. The repetitive polygon Πp. We number the vertices of Πp clockwise repeat-
ing p times the N -tuple 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, N and let correspongding N ≡ 1 if p > 1.
For the case p = 1, let Π1 = Π. Then we denote by Π1 a region homotopic to Π
inside Πp determined by the segments (1, 2), (2, 3), . . . , (N − 1, N) and the inner arc
(1, N).

Denote by ρ : Πp → Πp the clockwise rotation through 2π
p

around the center of

Πp, and set Πi = ρi−1(Π1) for 1 ≤ i ≤ p. In this way Πp is divided into p regions.
See Fig. 2 for an illustration.

Recall that a diagonal of Π is a line between two non-adjacent vertices i and j of
Π, denoted by (i, j).

Definition 3.1. The diagonals of Πp are given by the union of all diagonals of

Π1 ∪Π2 ∪ . . . ∪Πp.
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Figure 2. The polygon Π3 for n = 3

Denote the diagonals of Πp by the tripe (i, j, k), where k specifies a region Πk

inside Πp with 1 ≤ k ≤ p, and the tuple (i, j) is the diagonal in Πk. Note that
(1, N, k) for 1 ≤ k ≤ p are not diagonals of Πp as they correspond to boundary
segments of Πk.

Notation 3.2. In the writing of a diagonal (i, j, k) of Πp, we understand that the
indices i, j have to be taken modulo N , and the index k modulo p. We always
assume i < j in this paper.

3.2. Translation quiver of diagonals of Πp. In order to give a geometric model
of the AR-quiver of Cn,p, we associate a translation quiver to the diagonals of Πp.

Definition 3.3. Let Γn,p be the quiver of diagonals of Πp, whose vertices are the
diagonals of Πp, and whose arrows are defined as follows.

(1) For j 6= N ,

(i, j + 1, k),

(i, j, k)

44❥❥❥❥

**❚❚
❚❚

(i+ 1, j, k).

(2) For j = N , (i,N, k) → (i+ 1, N, k).
(3) Furthermore, (i,N, k) → (1, i, k + 1).

Remark 3.4. In order to make readers better understanding the definition of ar-
rows, we give an interpretation. Observe that the description (1) and (2) is com-
patible with the arrow defined in [4]. That is, we draw an arrow from α to β if α
and β have a common vertex and the other vertex of α can be rotated clockwise to
β by one vertex inside Πk. The description (3) means that we draw an arrow to
the diagonal we can reach with a clockwise rotation around vertex i by one vertex
inside Πk composed with ρ, i.e. (i,N, k) is linked to ρ(1, i, k) = (1, i, k + 1).

Now we equip Γn,p with a translation τ : Γn,p → Γn,p such that (Γn,p, τ) becomes
a stable translation quiver.

Definition 3.5. The translation τ acts on diagonals of Πp is as follows:

• If i 6= 1, τ(i, j, k) = (i− 1, j − 1, k).
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Figure 3. The AR-quiver of C3,3. The fundamental domains F1,F2

and F3 are encircled by dashed lines

• If i = 1, τ(1, j, k) = ρ−1(j − 1, N, k) = (j − 1, N, k − 1).

Then the pair (Γn,p, τ) is a stable translation quiver by [20].

3.3. Equivalence of Γn,p and Cn,p. In this subsection, we recall the equivalence of
Γn,p and Cn,p from [20].

Lemma 3.6. [20, Proposition 3.7] There is a bijection between indecomposable ob-

jects in Cn,p and the diagonals of Πp.

In the following, we always use a diagonal (i, j, k) to represent an indecomposable
object M in Cn,p without confusion, denote by M = (i, j, k). This bijection induces
a bijection between the subcategories of Cn,p and the sets of diagonals in Πp. For a

subcategory X of Cn,p, we denote the corresponding set of diagonals in Πp by X̃ .
The correspondence induces the action of the shift functor [1] in Cn,p on diagonals

of Πp, which is as follows:

• If i = 1, then (i, j, k)[1] = (j − 1, N, k).
• If i 6= 1, then (i, j, k)[1] = ρ(i− 1, j − 1, k) = (i− 1, j − 1, k + 1).

Remember that the fundamental domain F is given by the isoclasses of inde-
composable objects in Cn, which corresponds to diagonals in Π. For two diago-
nals X = (i, j, ℓ) and Y = (i′, j′, ℓ) in Πℓ, X and Y cross if i < i′ < j < j′ or
i′ < i < j′ < j. Recall the fact from [4, Sec. 5] that Ext1Cn(X,Y ) 6= 0 if and only if
the two diagonals X and Y cross. The following result is useful for classification of
torsion pairs in Cn,p.

Lemma 3.7. [20, Lemma 5.3] Let X = (i, j, ℓ) and Y = (i′, j′, ℓ′) be two diagonals

in Πp. We have

Ext1Cn,p
(X,Y ) 6= 0 ⇔

{
ℓ = ℓ′ and 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N,

ℓ = ℓ′ + 1 and 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N.

Dually, we have

Ext1Cn,p
(Y,X) 6= 0 ⇔

{
ℓ = ℓ′ and 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N,

ℓ′ = ℓ+ 1 and 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N.

Otherwise Ext1Cn,p
(−,−) = 0.

Example 3.8. Let n = 3, p = 3. We draw the AR-quiver of C3,3 by Lemma 3.6, see
Fig. 3. Let X = (2, 5, 1). By Lemma 3.7, we get the following results.

(1) The indecomposable objects Y that satisfy Ext1C3,3(X,Y ) 6= 0 are exactly

(3, 6, 3), (4, 6, 3), (1, 3, 1), (1, 4, 1).
(2) The indecomposable objects Z that satisfy Ext1C3,3(Z,X) 6= 0 are exactly

(3, 6, 1), (4, 6, 1), (1, 3, 2), (1, 4, 2).

4. Classification of torsion pairs in Cn,p

In this section, we define Ptolemy diagrams in Πp and give a complete classification
of torsion pairs in Cn,p. Firstly, we summarize some known facts about torsion pairs
in a triangulated category based on [3, 15, 21].



TORSION PAIRS IN REPETITIVE CLUSTER CATEGORIES OF TYPE An 7

4.1. Definition of torsion pairs.

Definition 4.1. Let X ,Y be subcategories of a triangulated category C.

(1) The pair (X ,Y ) is called a torsion pair if

HomC(X ,Y ) = 0 and C = X ∗ Y .

(2) The pair (X ,Y ) is called a cotorsion pair if

Ext1C(X ,Y ) = 0 and C = X ∗ Y [1].

Remark 4.2. (X ,Y ) is a cotorsion pair if and only if (X ,Y [1]) is a torsion pair.

Lemma 4.3. [15, Proposition 2.3],[11, Proposition 2.3] Let X be a subcategory of

Cn,p. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) X is closed under extensions.

(2) (X ,X ⊥) is a torsion pair.

(3) X = ⊥(X ⊥).

4.2. Ptolemy diagrams in Πp. Before we give the definition of Ptolemy diagrams,
we define when two diagonals of Πp cross.

Definition 4.4. Two diagonals X = (i, j, ℓ) and Y = (i′, j′, ℓ′) of Πp are said to be
cross if one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) ℓ = ℓ′ and 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N or 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N .
(2) ℓ′ = ℓ+ 1 and 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N .
(3) ℓ = ℓ′ + 1 and 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N .

Remark 4.5. By Lemma 3.7, X = (i, j, ℓ) crosses Y = (i′, j′, ℓ′) if and only if
Ext1Cn,p

(X,Y ) 6= 0 or Ext1Cn,p
(Y,X) 6= 0. When p = 1, the conditions in Definition

4.4 reduce to (1) only, which is compatible with the definition of cross in Π.

Definition 4.6. Let U be a set of diagonals in Πp. Then U is called a Ptolemy
diagram if it satisfies the following conditions. Let X = (i, j, ℓ) and Y = (i′, j′, ℓ′)
be crossing diagonals in U (in the sense of Definition 4.4).

(Pt1) If ℓ = ℓ′ with 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N or 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N , i.e. X and
Y cross in Πℓ, we have the following two cases:
(i) If 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N , then those of (i′, j, ℓ), (i, j′, ℓ) which are

diagonals of Πp are also in U.
(ii) If 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N , then those of (i, j′, ℓ), (i′, j, ℓ) which are

diagonals of Πp are also in U.
(Pt2) If ℓ′ = ℓ + 1 with 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N , then those of (i′, i, ℓ′), (j′, j, ℓ)

which are diagonals of Πp are also in U.
(Pt3) If ℓ = ℓ′ + 1 with 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N , then those of (i, i′, ℓ), (j, j′, ℓ′)

which are diagonals of Πp are also in U.

These conditions are illustrated in Fig. 4.

Example 4.7. Let n = 3, p = 3. Suppose X is a Ptolemy diagram with X =
(2, 5, 1) ∈ X .

(1) If the indecomposable object Y = (4, 6, 3) belongs to X , then X crosses Y
and thus (2, 4, 1) belongs to X .

(2) If the indecomposable object Z = (1, 3, 2) belongs to X , then X crosses Z
and thus (3, 5, 1) belongs to X .

4.3. Classification of torsion pairs in Cn,p. In this subsection, we give a complete
classification of torsion pairs in Cn,p via Ptolemy diagrams in Πp. The main result of
this paper is the following classification of torsion pairs in Cn,p via Ptolemy diagrams
in Πp.
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(Pt1) The first Ptolemy condition:
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Figure 4. The Ptolemy conditions
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Theorem 4.8. Let X be a subcategory of Cn,p, and X̃ be the corresponding set of

diagonals in Πp. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) X is closed under extensions.

(2) (X ,X ⊥) is a torsion pair.

(3) X = ⊥(X ⊥).

(4) X̃ is a Ptolemy diagram.

In order to prove the main theorem, we need some preparation.
Let U be a set of diagonals in Πp. We define U

⊥ to be the set consisting of two
kinds of diagonals:

(1) u ∈ Πp such that u does not cross any diagonals in U, or
(2) u = (i′, j′, ℓ′) ∈ Πp such that any diagonal v = (i, j, ℓ) ∈ U crossing u satisfies

one of the followings:
(i) ℓ = ℓ′ and 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N .
(ii) ℓ = ℓ′ − 1 and 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N .

Note that when p = 1, condition (ii) vanishes. Similarly, we define ⊥
U to be the set

consisting of two kinds of diagonals:

(1) u ∈ Πp such that u does not cross any diagonals in U, or
(2) u = (i′, j′, ℓ′) ∈ Πp such that any diagonal v = (i, j, ℓ) ∈ U crossing u satisfies

one of the followings:
(i) ℓ = ℓ′ and 1 ≤ i′ < i < j′ < j ≤ N .
(ii) ℓ = ℓ′ + 1 and 1 ≤ i < i′ < j < j′ ≤ N .

Lemma 4.9. Let U be a set of diagonals in Πp. Then U
⊥ and ⊥

U are Ptolemy

diagrams.

Proof. We need to show U
⊥ is a Ptolemy diagram, ⊥

U is a Ptolemy diagram can be
proved similarly.

(1) First, we need to show U
⊥ satisfies condition Pt1. Suppose X = (i, j, ℓ) and

Y = (i′, j′, ℓ) are crossing diagonals in U
⊥ with i < i′ < j < j′, and (i′, j, ℓ) is

a diagonal, we claim (i′, j, ℓ) ∈ U
⊥. Suppose, on the contrary, (i′, j, ℓ) /∈ U

⊥,
then there exists a diagonal w ∈ U such that w = (s, t, k) crosses (i′, j, ℓ),
We have the following two cases:
(i) k = ℓ and i′ < s < j < t. Then w = (s, t, k) crosses X = (i, j, ℓ) with

i < s < j < t. This is a contradiction with the fact that w ∈ U and
X ∈ U

⊥.
(ii) k = ℓ + 1 and s < i′ < t < j. Then w = (s, t, k) crosses Y = (i′, j′, ℓ)

with s < i′ < t < j′. This is a contradiction with the fact that w ∈ U

and Y ∈ U
⊥.

Thus we proved the claim. If (i, j′, ℓ) is a diagonal, then (i, j′, ℓ) ∈ U
⊥ can be

proved similarly. Dually, suppose X = (i, j, ℓ) and Y = (i′, j′, ℓ) are crossing
diagonals in U

⊥ with i′ < i < j′ < j, similarly we can prove (i, j′, ℓ) and
(i′, j, ℓ) are in U

⊥ if they are diagonals.
(2) We need to show U

⊥ satisfies condition Pt2. Suppose X = (i, j, ℓ) and
Y = (i′, j′, ℓ + 1) are crossing diagonals in U

⊥ with i′ < i < j′ < j, and
(i′, i, ℓ + 1) is a diagonal, we claim (i′, i, ℓ + 1) ∈ U

⊥. Suppose, on the
contrary, (i′, i, ℓ + 1) /∈ U

⊥, then there exists a diagonal w ∈ U such that
w = (s, t, k) crossing (i′, i, ℓ+ 1), We have the following two cases:
(i) k = ℓ + 1 and i′ < s < i < t. If t < j, then w = (s, t, ℓ + 1) crosses

X = (i, j, ℓ) with s < i < t < j, this is a contradiction with the fact
that w ∈ U and X ∈ U

⊥. If t ≥ j, then w = (s, t, ℓ + 1) crosses
Y = (i′, j′, ℓ + 1) with i′ < s < j′ < t, this is a contradiction with the
fact that w ∈ U and Y ∈ U

⊥.
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(ii) k = ℓ+2 and s < i′ < t < i. Then w = (s, t, k) crosses Y = (i′, j′, ℓ+1)
with s < i′ < t < j′. This is a contradiction with the fact that w ∈ U

and Y ∈ U
⊥.

Thus we proved the claim. If (j′, j, ℓ) is a diagonal, then (j′, j, ℓ) ∈ U
⊥ can

be proved similarly.
(3) The case U

⊥ satisfies condition Pt3 can be proved similarly as (2).

�

Lemma 4.10. Suppose U is a set of diagonals in Πp and (i, j, ℓ) is a diagonal in
⊥(U⊥) with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N . Then the following statements are hold:

(1) If i 6= 1, then (i− 1, i+ 1, ℓ) /∈ U
⊥.

(2) If j 6= N , then (j − 1, j + 1, ℓ− 1) /∈ U
⊥.

Proof. For i 6= 1, if (i − 1, i + 1, ℓ) ∈ U
⊥, this is a contradiction with the fact

that (i, j, ℓ) ∈ ⊥(U⊥) and i − 1 < i < i + 1 < j. Similarly, for j 6= N , if (j −
1, j + 1, ℓ − 1) ∈ U

⊥, this is a contradiction with the fact that (i, j, ℓ) ∈ ⊥(U⊥) and
i < j − 1 < j < j + 1. �

For any vertex a in Πp, set

(a,−, ℓ) = {(a, b, ℓ)|(a, b, ℓ) is a diagonal in Πp with a < b}.

Specifically, (a,−, ℓ) is the set of diagonals in Πp with a as the node such that for
any (a, b, ℓ) ∈ (a,−, ℓ), we have a < b. Dually, we set

(−, a, ℓ) = {(c, a, ℓ)|(c, a, ℓ) is a diagonal in Πp with c < a}.

Note that since (a,−, ℓ) is a finite set, there exists a maximal integer b and a
minimal integer c such that (a, b, ℓ) ∈ (a,−, ℓ), (a, c, ℓ) ∈ (a,−, ℓ). A similar result
holds for the set (−, a, ℓ).

Lemma 4.11. Suppose U is a Ptolemy diagram and a is a vertex in Πp satisfying

(a,−, ℓ)∩U 6= ∅ and (−, a, ℓ+1)∩U 6= ∅. Suppose b is maximal such that (a, b, ℓ) ∈ U,

and c is minimal such that (c, a, ℓ+ 1) ∈ U. Then (c, b, ℓ) is a diagonal in U
⊥.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary (c, b, ℓ) /∈ U
⊥. Then then there exists a diagonal

w ∈ U such that w = (s, t, k) crosses (c, b, ℓ), We have the following two cases:

(1) k = ℓ and c < s < b < t. We have the following three cases:
(i) If s < a, then w = (s, t, ℓ) crosses (c, a, ℓ + 1) with c < s < a < t.

Since U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have (a, t, ℓ) ∈ U by Pt2. This is a
contradiction with the maximality of b.

(ii) If s = a, then w = (a, t, ℓ) ∈ U. This is a contradiction with the
maximality of b.

(iii) If s > a, then w = (s, t, ℓ) crosses (a, b, ℓ) with a < s < b < t. Since U is
a Ptolemy diagram, we have (a, t, ℓ) ∈ U by Pt1. This is a contradiction
with the maximality of b.

(2) k = ℓ+ 1 and s < c < t < b. We have the following three cases:
(i) If t < a, then w = (s, t, ℓ + 1) crosses (c, a, ℓ + 1) with s < c < t < a.

Since U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have (s, a, ℓ+ 1) ∈ U by Pt1. This is
a contradiction with the minimality of c.

(ii) If t = a, then w = (s, a, ℓ + 1) ∈ U. This is a contradiction with the
minimality of c.

(iii) If t > a, then w = (s, t, ℓ+ 1) crosses (a, b, ℓ) with s < a < t < b. Since
U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have (s, a, ℓ + 1) ∈ U by Pt3. This is a
contradiction with the minimality of c.

Thus we proved (c, b, ℓ) ∈ U
⊥. �
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Corollary 4.12. Suppose U is a Ptolemy diagram and a(a 6= 1) is a vertex in Πp

satisfying (a,−, ℓ)∩U 6= ∅ and (−, a, ℓ+1)∩U = ∅. Suppose b is maximal such that

(a, b, ℓ) ∈ U. Then (a− 1, b, ℓ) is a diagonal in U
⊥.

Proof. Since (−, a, ℓ+1)∩U = ∅, the edge (a− 1, a, ℓ) can be seen as a degenerated
diagonal of U. Then the result is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.11. �

Corollary 4.13. Suppose U is a Ptolemy diagram and a(a 6= N) is a vertex in Πp

satisfying (−, a, ℓ+1)∩U 6= ∅ and (a,−, ℓ)∩U = ∅. Suppose c is minimal such that

(c, a, ℓ+ 1) ∈ U. Then (c, a + 1, ℓ) is a diagonal in U
⊥.

Proposition 4.14. U is a Ptolemy diagram if and only if U = ⊥(U⊥).

Proof. Suppose U = ⊥(U⊥). Then U is a Ptolemy diagram by Lemma 4.9.
Now suppose U is a Ptolemy diagram. The inclusion U ⊆ ⊥(U⊥) is clear. (Note

that this inclusion does not require U to be a Ptolemy diagram.) Suppose u = (i, j, ℓ)
is a diagonal in ⊥(U⊥), we need to show u ∈ U.

By assumption, we have u = (i, j, ℓ) ∈ ⊥(U⊥). Suppose i 6= 1, we have (i − 1, i +
1, ℓ) /∈ U

⊥ by Lemma 4.10. So there exists a diagonal w = (s, t, k) ∈ U such that w
crosses (i− 1, i + 1, ℓ). We have the following two cases:

(1) k = ℓ and i−1 < s < i+1 < t. This implies w = (i, t, ℓ). So (i,−, ℓ)∩U 6= ∅.
(2) k = ℓ + 1 and s < i − 1 < t < i + 1. This implies w = (s, i, ℓ + 1). So

(−, i, ℓ + 1) ∩ U 6= ∅.

We claim: (i,−, ℓ) ∩ U 6= ∅.
Suppose on the contrary (i,−, ℓ) ∩ U = ∅. Then we have (−, i, ℓ + 1) ∩ U 6= ∅.

Suppose c is minimal such that (c, i, ℓ + 1) ∈ U, then (c, i + 1, ℓ) ∈ U
⊥ by Corollary

4.13. This is a contradiction with the fact that u = (i, j, ℓ) ∈ ⊥(U⊥) and c < i <
i+ 1 < j. This completes the proof of our claim.

Now we have (i,−, ℓ) ∩ U 6= ∅. We claim: there are diagonals (i, b, ℓ) with b ≥ j
and diagonals (i, c, ℓ) with c ≤ j in U.

Suppose b is maximal such that (i, b, ℓ) ∈ U and b < j. Suppose d is minimal such
that (d, i, ℓ + 1) ∈ U (If (−, i, ℓ + 1) ∩ U = ∅, then d is taken to be i − 1). Then
(d, b, ℓ) ∈ U

⊥ by Lemma 4.11. This is a contradiction with the fact that (d, b, ℓ)
crosses u = (i, j, ℓ) ∈ ⊥(U⊥) and d < i < b < j. So there exist diagonals (i, b, ℓ) with
b ≥ j in U.

Suppose c is minimal such that (i, c, ℓ) ∈ U. If c > j, then (i + 1, c, ℓ − 1) is a
diagonal crossing (i, j, ℓ) with i < i + 1 < j < c. So we have (i + 1, c, ℓ − 1) 6∈ U

⊥.
Then there exists a diagonal w = (s, t, k) ∈ U crossing (i+ 1, c, ℓ − 1). We have the
following two cases:

(i) k = ℓ − 1 and i + 1 < s < c < t. So w = (s, t, ℓ − 1) crosses (i, c, ℓ) and
i < s < c < t. Since U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have (i, s, ℓ) by Pt2. This
is a contradiction with the minimality of c.

(ii) k = ℓ and s < i+1 < t < c. So w = (s, t, ℓ) crosses (i, c, ℓ) and s < i < t < c
(obviously s 6= i). Since U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have (i, t, ℓ) by Pt1.
This is a contradiction with the minimality of c.

So there exist diagonals (i, c, ℓ) with c ≤ j in U. This completes the proof of our
claim.

Suppose c is maximal such that (i, c, ℓ) ∈ U with c ≤ j, and suppose b is minimal
such that (i, b, ℓ) ∈ U with b ≥ j. If c = j or b = j, then (i, j, ℓ) ∈ U, which completes
our proof.

Now suppose c < j and b > j, we show there is a contradiction.
By assumption, (c, b, ℓ−1) is a diagonal crossing (i, j, ℓ) with i < c < j < b. Then

(c, b, ℓ − 1) 6∈ U
⊥. So there exists w = (s, t, k) ∈ U such that w crosses (c, b, ℓ − 1).

We have the following two cases:
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(i) k = ℓ − 1 and c < s < b < t. So w = (s, t, ℓ − 1) crosses (i, b, ℓ) and
i < s < b < t. Since U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have (i, s, ℓ) by Pt2. This
is a contradiction with the minimality of b or the maximality of c.

(ii) k = ℓ and s < c < t < b. If s > i (obviously s 6= i), then w = (s, t, ℓ)
crosses (i, c, ℓ) with i < s < c < t. Since U is a Ptolemy diagram, we have
(i, t, ℓ) by Pt1. This is a contradiction with the maximality of c. If s < i,
then w = (s, t, ℓ) crosses (i, b, ℓ) with s < i < t < b. Since U is a Ptolemy
diagram, we have (i, t, ℓ) by Pt1. This is a contradiction with the minimality
of b or the maximality of c.

If i = 1, then j 6= N (since (i, j, ℓ) is a diagonal) and (j−1, j+1, ℓ−1) /∈ U
⊥ by Lemma

4.10. We can prove similarly that (i, j, ℓ) ∈ U as the case (i− 1, i+ 1, ℓ) /∈ U
⊥. �

We are now ready to prove the main result Theorem 4.8.
Proof of Theorem 4.8: The equivalence of (1)-(3) is obvious by Lemma 4.3.

By Lemma 3.7, the subcategory X ⊥[−1] (resp. ⊥X [1]) corresponds to X̃ ⊥ (resp.
⊥X̃ ). The equivalence of (3) and (4) is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.14.

5. Applications

5.1. Classification of rigid objects and cluster tilting objects in Cn,p. Firstly,
we recall the definition of rigid subcategories and cluster tilting subcategories in Cn,p.

Definition 5.1 ([18, 23, 26, 15, 16]). Let X be a subcategory of Cn,p.

(1) The subcategory X is called rigid if Ext1Cn,p
(X ,X ) = 0. The subcategory

X is called maximal rigid if X is maximal with respect to this property,
i.e. if Ext1Cn,p

(X ⊕ addM,X ⊕ addM) = 0, then M ∈ X . An object X is
called a rigid object if addX is rigid, X is called a maximal rigid object if
addX is maximal rigid.

(2) X is called cluster tilting if X ∈ X if and only if Ext1Cn,p
(X,X ) = 0 if and

only if Ext1Cn,p
(X ,X) = 0. An object X is called a cluster tilting object if

add X is cluster tilting.

We point out the fact that for an object X of Cn,p, X is cluster tilting if and only if
X is maximal rigid [25, Theorem 2.6].

Definition 5.2. Let U be a set of diagonals in Πp, and U = U∩Πp = U1∪U2∪. . .∪Up

where Uk ⊆ Πk, 1 ≤ k ≤ p.

(1) Uk is called a partial triangulation of Πk if Uk is a set of non-crossing diag-
onals in Πk.

(2) Uk is called a triangulation of Πk if Uk is a maximal set of non-crossing
diagonals in Πk.

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a subcategory of Cn,p, and X̃ be the corresponding set

of diagonals in Πp such that X̃ = X̃1∪X̃2∪ . . .∪X̃p. Then the following statements

are equivalent.

(1) X is rigid.

(2) For all 1 ≤ k ≤ p, X̃k is a partial triangulation such that the diagonals in

X̃k and X̃k+1 do not cross, and the diagonals in X̃k and X̃k−1 do not cross.

(3) (X ,X ⊥) is a torsion pair in Cn,p such that X ⊆ X ⊥[−1] ∩ ⊥X [1].

Proof. The equivalence of (1) and (2) is clear by Lemma 3.7, and the equivalence of
(1) and (3) is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.8. �

Corollary 5.4. [20, Proposition 5.4] Let X be a subcategory of Cn,p, and X̃ be the

corresponding set of diagonals in Πp such that X̃ = X̃1 ∪ X̃2 ∪ . . . ∪ X̃p. Then the

following statements are equivalent.



TORSION PAIRS IN REPETITIVE CLUSTER CATEGORIES OF TYPE An 13

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
345

1 = 6

2

3

4

5

1 = 6

2
3 4 5

1 = 6

Π1

Π2

Π3

Π4

Figure 5. The subcategories X (on the left) and Y (on the right) of Cn,p

(1) X is cluster tilting.

(2) X̃1 is a triangulation of Π, and for all 2 ≤ k ≤ p, X̃k = ρ(X̃k−1).
(3) (X ,X ⊥) is a torsion pair in Cn,p such that X = X ⊥[−1] = ⊥X [1].

Corollary 5.5. [20, Corollary 5.5] Any cluster tilting object in Cn,p contains pn
pairwise non-isomorphic summands.

Example 5.6. Let n = 3, p = 4, X = add((1, 3, 1)⊕(2, 4, 3)) and Y = add((1, 3, 1)⊕
(1, 4, 1)⊕(1, 5, 1)⊕(1, 3, 2)⊕(1, 4, 2)⊕(1, 5, 2)⊕(1, 3, 3)⊕(1, 4, 3)⊕(1, 5, 3)⊕(1, 3, 4)⊕
(1, 4, 4)⊕ (1, 5, 4)). Then X is a rigid subcategory of C3,4 by Proposition 5.3, and Y
is a cluster tilting subcategory of Cn,p by Corollary 5.4.

Note that the rigid subcategory X can not become a cluster tilting subcategory
by adding some rigid objects, i.e. X is not a subcategory of any cluster tilting
subcategory.

5.2. Relationship with the cluster category of type An. When p = 1, Cn,1
(denote by Cn) is the classical cluster category of type An. In this subsection, we use
our classification of torsion pairs in Cn,p to recover one main result in [11], which gives
a correspondence between torsion pairs and Ptolemy diagrams of the (n + 3)-gon.

Note that when p = 1, the definition of Ptolemy diagram in Definition 4.6 reduces
to the following case.

Definition 5.7. Suppose p = 1. Let U be a set of diagonals in Π. Then U is
called a Ptolemy diagram if it has the following property: when X = (i, j, 1) and
Y = (i′, j′, 1) are crossing diagonals in Π (so i < i′ < j < j′ or i′ < i < j′ < j by
Definition 4.4), then

(i) those of (i, i′, 1), (i, j′, 1), (i′, j, 1), (j, j′, 1) which are diagonals of Π are also
in U if i < i′ < j < j′.

(ii) those of (i′, i, 1), (i′, j, 1), (i, j′, 1), (j′, j, 1) which are diagonals of Π are also
in U if i′ < i < j′ < j.

In this case, the definition of Ptolemy diagram is compatible with Definition 2.1
in [11]. So we have the following result by Theorem 4.8.

Corollary 5.8. [11, Theorem A] Let X be a subcategory of Cn, and X̃ be the

corresponding set of diagonals in the (n+3)-gon. Then the following statements are

equivalent:

(1) (X ,X ⊥) is a torsion pair of Cn.

(2) X̃ is a Ptolemy diagram.
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