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7-CLUSTER MORPHISM CATEGORIES OF FACTOR ALGEBRAS

MAXIMILIAN KAIPEL

ABSTRACT. We take a novel lattice-theoretic approach to the 7-cluster morphism category T(A) of a finite-
dimensional algebra A and define the category via the lattice of torsion classes tors A. Using the lattice
congruence induced by an ideal I of A we establish a functor F; : T(A) — T(A/I) and if tors A is finite
an inclusion J : ©(A/I) — T(A). We characterise when these functors are full, faithful and adjoint. As a
consequence we find a new family of algebras for which T(A) admits a faithful group functor.

1. INTRODUCTION

Torsion classes are an important class of subcategories of an abelian category axiomatising the properties
of torsion groups in the category of abelian groups [Dic66]. They are closely related to t-structures of triangu-
lated categories [BBD82] and have analogues in a plethora of categorical setting [AET23, BR07, Jor16, Tat21].
In representation theory, torsion classes are essential objects of tilting theory [BB80], 7-tilting theory [ATR14]
and Auslander-Reiten theory [AS81]. In combinatorics, torsion classes arise as the Tamari lattice [Thol2],
as Cambrian lattices [IT09] and as the weak order of Weyl groups [Miz13]. Their purely lattice-theoretic
properties have also inspired substantial research [BCZ19, DIR™23, IRRT18, GM19, Rin18]. Additionally,
the study of torsion classes is motivated by their connection to cluster algebras [BY14].

Wide subcategories of abelian categories were first considered in [Hov0l] and are intimately related to
torsion classes [MS17] and the study of stability conditions [Asa21, BST19, Kin94, Yur18]. Combinatorially,
wide subcategories arise as non-crossing partitions [IT09] and as the shard-intersection order of Weyl groups
[Thol8]. In fact, the poset of wide subcategories is encoded combinatorially in the lattice of torsion classes
[Eno23]. We are particularly interested in the 7-perpendicular wide subcategories [Jasl5], which generalise
classical perpendicular categories [GL91]. These wide subcategories are equivalent to module categories and
they have been the focus of much research [AP22, BH23, BM21a, BM21b, DIR*23].

In a sequence of papers [IT17, BM21a, BH23| the 7-cluster morphism category 2(A) was introduced for a
finite-dimensional algebra A. Its objects are the T-perpendicular wide subcategories and factorisations of its
morphisms are given by generalised exceptional sequences [BM21b]. One purpose of the 7-cluster morphism
category is to study the picture group G(A), which encodes the covering relations of the lattice of torsion
classes [[TW16, HI21b]. The picture group is the fundamental group of the classifying space of 20(A) and in
many cases a K (m, 1) space [HI21b, HI21a, IT17, IT22, Kai23].

Moreover, the picture group is closely related to maximal green sequences [Kelll, IT21] arising in the con-
text of Donaldson-Thomas invariants and BPS states in physics [KS08]. It has independently been studied as
the green groupoid [JY22] in the context of 2-Calabi-Yau categories, where it was shown to be connected to
the derived Picard group(oid) [MYO01, RZ03] and the Deligne groupoid [Del72] of an associated hyperplane
arrangement. Combining the results of [JY22] and [Kai23], in this setting, the 7-cluster morphism category
has a faithful functor to the Deligne groupoid and the derived Picard groupoid.

Beside the original algebraic approach, the geometric construction of an equivalent category €(A) = 2 (A)
from the g-vector fan [DIJ19] achieved in [STTW23] has enabled new insights into the 7-cluster morphism
category [Kai23]. On the other hand, the generalisation of 20(A) to certain differential graded algebras
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and differential graded categories [Bp21, Bg24] aims to connect 20(A) with the pro-unipotent group of the
motivic Hall algebra considered in [Bril7]. In this article, we begin by constructing an equivalent category
T(A) =2 €(A) 2 W(A) from the lattice of torsion classes. Via the bijection of maximal g-vector cones in the
g-vector fan with functorially-finite torsion classes [AIR14, DIJ19], this construction may be viewed as dual
to that of [STTW23]. However, this definition enables a lattice-theoretic approach which yields new insights

into the structure of the 7-cluster morphism category.

Theorem 1.1. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra, then we may define the T-cluster morphism category
T(A) from the lattice of torsion classes tors A. Moreover, if tors A is finite, the category is determined entirely
by the underlying abstract lattice structure of tors A.

Proof. The definition of T(A) from tors A is Definition 3.3, the equivalence with previous constructions is
Theorem 3.7 and the combinatorial construction from the underlying lattice structure is Theorem 4.7. O

This result fits into a larger body of research aiming to recover algebraic properties of A via the poset
structure of tors A, see for example [BH22a, DIRT23, Eno23, Kas17]. As a consequence of this construction,
we obtain the following result for signed (7-)exceptional sequences as introduced in [BM21b, IT17].

Corollary 1.2. (Corollary 4.9) Let A and B be such that tors A = tors B are finite lattices. Then %(A) =
T(B) is an isomorphism of categories and there is a bijection

{signed T-exceptional sequences of mod A} «— {signed T-exceptional sequences of mod B}.

For example, and an algebra A and its quotient A/{c) satisfy tors A = tors A/{c) when ¢ is a central
element contained in the Jacobson radical by [EJR18]. This result complements the bijection between (un-
signed) T-exceptional sequences of [BH22a] for algebras A and B such that tors A 2 tors B are finite lattices,
using a combinatorial description of such sequences as k%-exceptional sequences.

Another significant advantage of defining the 7-cluster morphism category T(A) from the lattice of torsion
classes is that it allows us to relate T(A) and T(A/I) where I is any ideal of A. In this situation, the
relationship is determined by the lattice congruence induced by the ideal I, see [DIR23]. Previously, the only
connection established between the 7-cluster morphism categories T(A) and T(B) of two finite-dimensional
algebras A, B was in the case where mod B is equivalent to a wide subcategory of mod A. For this case,
it was shown in [BH22b, BH23] that T(B) is a full subcategory of ¥(A) and inherits certain algebraic and
combinatorial properties. Our second main result is the following structural theorem:

Theorem 1.3. Let A be finite-dimensional and I any ideal of A. There exists a functor Fy : T(A) — T(A/I).
If moreover the lattice of torsion classes is finite, then:
(1) Fy is surjective-on-objects;
(2) There exists a faithful functorJ: T(A/I) — T(A);
(3) The classifying space BE(A/I) is a quotient space of BE(A);
(4) There exists a surjective group homomorphism G(A) — G(A/I).
(

Proof. The existence of Fy is Theorem 5.8. If tors A is finite then (1) is Lemma 5.12, (2) is Theorem 6.2, (3)
is Proposition 7.4 and (4) is Proposition 7.7. O

As a consequence of the above, we are able to extend the existence of a faithful group functor [Igul4], that
is, a faithful functor from T(A) to some group G viewed as a groupoid with one object, to a larger class of
algebras. The existence of this functor is one of two sufficient conditions described in [Igul4] for BT(A) to
be a K (m, 1) space. Such a functor is known to exist when A is hereditary of finite or tame type [IT22], when
A is a K-stone algebra [HI21a] and when X(A) is a finite hyperplane arrangement [Kai23]. Importantly,
the third class of algebras is not closed under taking quotient algebras. With the following consequence of
Theorem 1.3 we extend the existence of the faithful group functor.

Corollary 1.4. (Corollary 7.3) If tors A is finite and T(A) admits a faithful group functor, then T(A/I)
admits a faithful group functor.
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Additionally, we characterise important categorical properties of the functors Fy : T(A4) — T(A/I) and
J:%(A/I) — T(A). Together with the previous properties of F; and J, the following result describes in which
cases F7 is an equivalence of categories, and in which cases J is a full inclusion. Moreover we are particularly
interested in adjunctions which induce homotopy equivalences on classifying spaces [Qui73, Seg68].

Theorem 1.5. Assume tors A is finite and let e = e € A be an idempotent and I be an ideal of A.
(1) Fy is faithful if and only if tors A = tors A/1I.
(2) Fr is full if and only if tors A = tors A/I X tors B for some finite-dimensional algebra B.
(3) T is full if and only if tors A/I = tors A/AeA.

(4) (Fr,7) is an adjoint pair if and only if tors A = tors A/I.

(5) (3, Fr) is an adjoint pair if and only if tors A = tors A/I.

Proof. (1) is a special case of Lemma 5.9, (2) is Proposition 5.16, (3) is Proposition 6.3, (4) is Lemma 6.5
and (5) is Lemma 7.5. O

The article is organised as follows. In Section 2 we recall lattice-theoretic definitions of lattices and con-
nect them with 7-tilting theory. We also provide the algebraic and geometric definitions of the 7-cluster
morphism category for comparison. In Section 3 we give a new definition of the 7-cluster morphism category
via T-perpendicular intervals of the lattice of torsion classes and show that it is a well-defined category and
equivalent to the previous constructions. In Section 4 we translate the definition into a purely combinatorial
setting using join-intervals and completely join-irreducible elements and conclude that the category is deter-
mined by the underlying poset (if it is finite). We use the new definition in Section 5 to establish a functor
Fr : T(A) — T(A/I) using the surjective morphism of lattices — Nmod A/I : tors A — tors A/I induced
by an ideal I € ideal A. When the lattice is finite, we demonstrate how to lift 7-perpendicular intervals in
Section 6 and define an inclusion functor J : ¥(A/I) — T(A). In Section 7 we establish similar “quotient”
relationships for the classifying space and picture group. In the final Section 8 we demonstrate the necessity
of the finiteness assumption for previous results and compare the definition of T(A4) with those of 20(A) and
¢(A) using an example.

2. BACKGROUND

Throughout, K is a field and A a finite-dimensional K-algebra. The category of finitely-generated (right)
modules is denoted by mod A. A torsion class is a full subcategory of mod A which is closed under taking
factor modules and extensions [Dic66]. Dually, a torsion-free class is a full subcategory of mod A which is
closed under taking submodules and extensions. A full subcategory of mod A is called wide if it is closed
under kernels, cokernels and extensions. Both torsion classes and wide subcategories of mod A form partially
ordered sets (posets) under inclusion and we denote these posets by tors A and wide A respectively. We now
recall the definition of lattices, for a textbook reference see for example [Gra02].

Definition 2.1. Let L be a poset.
(1) L is called a join-semilattice if there exists a unique minimal common upper bound, the join xVy € L

of x and y for all z,y € L.
(2) L is called a meet-semilattice if there exists a unique maximal common lower bound, the meet xAy € L

of x and y for all z,y € L.
A join-semilattice (resp. meet-semilattice) L is called complete if every subset S = {x1,...,2,} C L admits a
unique maximal upper bound \/ S := z1 V---Vx, (resp. a unique maximal lower bound A S := x1 A---Ax;.).

Definition 2.2. A poset L which is both a join-semilattice and a meet-semilattice is called a lattice. A
lattice is complete if it is both a complete join-semilattice and a complete meet-semilattice.
Lemma 2.3. [Grd02, Lem. 14] The following coincide for a poset L:

(1) L is a complete join-semilattice.

(2) L is a complete meet-semilattice.

(3) L is complete lattice.

This makes the following easy to see.
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Example 2.4. The partially ordered sets tors A and wide A are complete meet-semilattices with meet given
by intersection. By Lemma 2.3 they are therefore complete lattices. For some special properties of the lattice
tors A see for example [DIRT23, Thm. 1.3]

Definition 2.5. Let L be a join-semilattice (resp. meet-semilattice), a join-subsemilattice (resp. meet-
subsemilattice) K is a subset K C L such that for all z,y € K we have x Vy € K (resp. z Ay € K). A
subset K of a lattice L is a sublattice if it is both a join-subsemilattice and meet-subsemilattice.

Definition 2.6. An equivalence relation = on a complete lattice L is called a complete lattice congruence if
for an indexing set I and families {;}, {y;} C L the following holds:

=y, forallie ] = \/{xi:iel}z\/{yi:iel}and /\{xi:iel}z/\{yi:iel}.

Given the corresponding set of partitions ® of an equivalence relation, we define the quotient lattice L/® as
the lattice for which Cy V C5 is the equivalence class C3 containing = V y for some x € C7 and y € C5. The
meet C7 A Cy is defined dually.

Definition 2.7. Let L1, Lo be complete lattices. A map n : L1 — Lo is a morphism of complete lattices if
U(VLl S) = \/L2 n(S) and 77(/\L1 S) = /\L2 n(S) for all S C L.

The following result will play an essential role throughout this article and act as an example of the notions
defined above.

Theorem 2.8. [DIR"23, Thm. 5.12] For any ideal I € ideal A the map (—); : T+ (T); == TNmod A/I
is a surjective morphism of complete lattices tors A — tors A/I and the induced equivalence relation ®; on
tors A is a complete lattice congruence.

For convenience we write (—) = ml and T = ml when no confusion about I € ideal A may arise. We
can describe lattice congruences in the following way.

Proposition 2.9. [Real6, Prop. 9-5.2 and 9-5.5, 9.42] Let ®; be a complete lattice congruence on L, then
the equivalence classes [x] € Py are intervals [wffa:,frf’x] C L, where ﬂ'f’ L — 7TiI>L is a morphism of
complete lattices, sending elements x € L to the bottom element in their equivalence class. And dually for

wff. Moreover, wff (L) and wff (L) are isomorphic to L/®;.

2.1. 7-tilting theory. Let 7 denote the Auslander-Reiten translation of mod A. In [AIR14] the authors
introduce 7-tilting theory as a simultaneous generalisation of classical tilting theory to higher projective
dimensions and a completion of classical tilting theory from the viewpoint of mutation. Denote by proj A the
full subcategory of mod A consisting of projective modules and for M € mod A denote by |M| the number of
non-isomorphic indecomposable direct summands of M.

Definition 2.10. [AIR14, Def. 0.3] A pair (M, P) € mod A x proj A is called 7-rigid if Homa(M,7M) =0
and Hom4 (P, M) = 0. It is called 7-tilting if additionally |M| + |P| = |A|.

For a module M denote by Fac M the full subcategory of mod A consisting of factor modules of M and by
M~ :={X € mod A : Homa (M, X) = 0} and dually for - M. It was shown in [AS81, Thm. 5.10] that Fac M
is a torsion class if M is 7-rigid. Torsion classes arising in this way are called functorially-finite and conversely
each functorially-finite torsion class arises as Fac M of some 7-rigid module M € mod A by [AIR14, Prop.
1.1, Prop. 1.2]. We denote the collection of functorially-finite torsion classes by f-tors A. More precisely, by
[ATR14, Thm. 2.7] we have bijection between 7-tilting pairs and f-tors A, which induced poset structure on
the set of 7-tilting pairs. By [IRTT15] f-tors A forms a complete lattice if and only if f-tors A = tors A if and
only if there are only finitely many 7-rigid pairs. An algebra A satisfying these equivalent conditions is called
T-tilting finite.

Proposition 2.11. [AIR14, Cor. 2.13] Every 7-rigid pair (M, P) gives rise to two torsion classes Fac M €
f-tors A and +7M N Pt € f-tors A. Moreover, Fac M C +7M N P+,

More generally, given avfull subcategory 8§ C mod A, we denote by T(W) := Filt(Fac8) the smallest torsion
class containing 8, see [MS17, Lem. 3.1].
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Definition 2.12. An interval [U,T] C tors A is called 7-perpendicular if U = Fac M and T = +7M N P+
for some 7-rigid pair (M, P). A T-perpendicular wide subcategory W of mod A is a wide subcategory W =
M+ N+7M N P+ for some 7-rigid module (M, P).

Such 7-perpendicular intervals of tors A have also been called polytopes [DIR123], wide intervals [AP22]
or binuclear intervals [Han24] since they can be described combinatorially. More importantly, they arise
naturally in the process of 7-tilting reduction [Jas15, Thm. 3.12], see also [DIR23, Thm. 4.12].

Theorem 2.13. Let (M, P) be a 7-rigid pair then [Fac M, =7 M NP+] C tors A is isomorphic to tors Wy p)
where War py = M+ Nn+7M N Pt and there is an equivalence of categories Wr,py & mod C with some
finite-dimensional algebra Cnr py the T-tilting reduction of A with respect to (M, P).

Since 7-perpendicular categories W are equivalent to module categories, they have their own (relative)
Auslander-Reiten translation 7y and (relative) 7-rigid pairs. We are now able to give the algebraic definition
of the 7-cluster morphism category in the general setting of finite-dimensional algebras. For definitions in
hereditary and 7-tilting finite settings see [IT17] and [BM21a], respectively. For definitions in more general
settings see [Bg21] and [Kai23].

Definition 2.14. [BH23, Def. 6.1] The 7-cluster morphism category 20(A) has as its objects the 7-
perpendicular wide subcategories of mod A. Given two 7-perpendicular wide subcategories W1, Wy of mod A,
define

Homgy(a) (W1, W2) = {92/\1\7/11,1’) : (M, P) is a basic Ty, -rigid pair and Wy = MtW1 ntwimg M0 PLwi},

We choose to omit the details on composition of morphisms for this category, whose associativity is highly
non-trivial to prove, see [BM21a, Thm. 5.9] and [BH23, Thm. 6.12]. The generalisation of 20(A) to non-
positive proper dg algebras of [Bg21] specialises to the above for finite-dimensional algebras and replaces
r-perpendicular categories by certain thick subcategories of the bounded derived category D°(mod A). The
7-tilting reduction then becomes silting reduction [IY18], whose functoriality implies the associativity more
directly [Bp21, Thm. 4.3].

2.2. Geometric definition. Following [DIJ19], we associate a polyhedral fan ¥ (A) to every algebra A
whose cones encode the 7-tilting theory [Asa2l, BST19]. Let M € mod A an consider a minimal projective

presentation @l’ill P(i)b — @Li‘l P(i)* — M — 0. The g-vector gM is defined as
gM = (al —by,.. < alA] — b|A|)T S R‘A‘.

Definition 2.15. The g-vector fan X(A) is given as the union of positive linear combinations of g-vectors,
called g-vector cones of 7-rigid pairs as follows:

Y(A) = {Cu,py : (M, P) is a T-rigid pair},

where C(y,p) = spanzo{ng, oo g™ =gt gP} € RIAl and M? and P? are indecomposable direct
summands of M and P such that (M, P) = (B;_, M*,@;_, ., P").

Remark 2.16. When X(A) is finite, the poset tors A induces a fan poset, see [Rea03], on the maximal cones
of X(A) by [Kai23, Prop. 6.15].

For a g-vector cone C(ps,p) € X(A) denote by me,, ,, : R" — spam{G(Mp)}L the orthogonal projection
onto the subspace orthogonal to the linear span of € p). Intuitively, this map corresponds with 7-tilting
reduction present in the previous definition, see [Asa21, Sec. 4]. The authors of [STTW23] use the information
encoded in the g-vector fan to define the following category.

Definition 2.17. [STTW23, Def. 3.3] The (geometric) T-cluster morphism category €(A) has as its objects
equivalence classes of g-vector cones [C(y/,p)] under the equivalence relations Ciaz, p;)y ~ C(as,,p,) Whenever
W, py = W(a,,p,)- The morphisms of €(A) are given by equivalence classes of morphisms in the poset
category of the fan ¥(A4) under inclusion of g-vector cones. More precisely,

HomC(A)([e(M,P)]v [G(N,Q)]) = U HomZ(A)(e(M’,P/)a G(N/,Q/))
Cm’,pyECM, P)]
G(N/’Q/)G[G(N,Q)]
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under the equivalence relation fe ,, whenever

poC @) ™ FCty py) Civg py)
TC(nry . Py (G(NLQI)) = TC(my,Py) (G(Nzsz))'

This approach makes the associativity of the composition of morphisms trivial, but some technicalities
remain to show composition is well-defined, see [STTW23, Lem. 3.9, 3.10].

Theorem 2.18. [STTW23, Thm. 3.11, Cor 4.6] €(A) is a well-defined category and €(A) = W(A) is an

equivalence of categories.

The work of [STTW23] inspired the author to generalise the construction above to simplicial polyhedral
fans in [Kai23|, where it was shown that different choices of identifications of cones also give well-defined
categories. More importantly, this generalisation provided new insight into properties of €(A), see the
discussion following Corollary 7.3.

3. DEFINITION FROM THE LATTICE OF TORSION CLASSES

We now take a dual approach to [STTW23] and define the 7-cluster morphism category from the lattice
of torsion classes. Let itv(tors A) be the poset of intervals of tors A ordered (conventionally) by reverse
containment. If [U, T],[8, V] € itv(tors A) are two intervals, we say [U, T] < [8,V] whenever U C § and V C T.
The duality of our construction comes from the assignment

Y(A) — itv(tors A)

3.1
(8:1) Ciar,py — [Fac M, ~7M 0 PH].

In particular, considering only maximal cones €7, py € ¥(A)" in Eq. (3.1), where (M, P) is 7-tilting and
LrM N P+ = Fac M by [AIR14, Prop. 2.16b], we observe the bijection between 7-tiltling modules (M, P)
and functorially-finite torsion classes Fac M € f-tors A of [AIR14, Thm. 2.7].

Recall, that the Hasse quiver Hasse(P) of a poset P is the quiver whose vertices are elements z € P
and whose arrows y — x correspond with cover relations = < y in P. Recall that we write z < y if there
does not exist z € P such that z < z < y holds. Furthermore, for a subcategory § C mod A we write
Filt 4(8) for the full subcategory of mod A filtered by modules in 8 and for a module M € mod A we write
Filt 4 (M) := Filt 4 (add{M}).

An important part of tors A is its brick-labelling [Asal8, DIRT23]. A brick B € mod A is module whose
endomorphism algebra End 4 (B) is a division algebra. Let U< T be a covering relation in tors A, then we can

label the arrow T 25 U in Hasse(tors A) with the unique brick B such that U+ NT = Filt4(B), by [DIRT23,
Thm. 3.3] or [Asal8, Lem. 1.16]. For an interval [U,T] C tors A we write brick[U, T] for the set of bricks
arising as brick labels of the interval, or equivalent, the bricks in Ut N 7.

The analogue of the map 7e,, ,, in the geometric definition, which allows us to identify morphisms
corresponding to “the same” 7-tilting reduction, is the following result. For a 7-rigid pair (M, P) denote by
[(War, Py, T(ar,py] the interval [Fac M, LrM n Pt

Theorem 3.1. [DIR*23, Thm. 4.12] Let (U, pyy, Toary,py] and [Ung, pyy> T(as,py)] be two distinct 7-
perpendicular intervals of tors A such that W, py = Wiar,,p,)- Then there are three lattice isomorphisms

o

[u(MhPl)’(‘T(Ml,Plﬂ [u(M27P2)7T(M2,P2)]

tors Was, )y = tors Wiar, py)

The isomorphism in between the 7-perpendicular intervals factors through the lattice of torsion classes of
their shared 7-tilting reduction. Moreover, the following is an important observation.
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Proposition 3.2. [DIR23, Prop. 4.13] The three lattice isomorphisms in Theorem 5.1 preserve the brick-
labelling of Hasse quivers.

We now present the definition of the 7-cluster morphism category from the lattice of torsion classes.

Definition 3.3. The (lattice-theoretic) T-cluster morphism category T(A) has as its objects equivalence
classes [u( M,PYs T, p)]N of 7-perpendicular intervals of tors A under the equivalence relation
[u(Ml,Pl)a “T(M1,P1)] ~ [u(Mz,Pz)a “T(Mz,Pz)]
whenever Ws, py = Wi, p,).- The morphisms of T(A) are given by equivalence classes of morphisms in
the poset category itv(tors A). More precisely,
Homz(a)([Uar,py, Tar,p)l~s (U, @)» T(v.@))~)

= U Homiy tors ) ((Uarr, Py, Toaar, ] (U@ T(vr o))
[WUiner,pry> T, pryl€EMU G, PY s T (a1, Pyl ~
[u(N/,Q/),‘T(N/’Q/)]E[U(NyQ),T(NYQ)]N

under the equivalence relation

f[u(MlvPl)’T(Mlvpl)][u(vaQl)ﬂT(N1vQ1)] ~ f[u(Mz~P2)7‘T(M21P2)][u(1\721@2)’T(NQYQQ)]
whenever [u(N17Q1)7T(N1;Q1)] N W(Ml,Pl) = [u(N27Q2)"'T(N2;Q2)] ﬁ\/\7(1\427132)'
It is not difficult to see that there are bijections between the objects of €(A) and those of T(A) via

the correspondence Eq. (3.1). When the reference to the specific 7-rigid pair is not important in later sec-
tions, we denote 7-perpendicular intervals by [U, T] and suppress writing (M, P) which shortens the notation.

Composition of morphisms in T(A) is trivially associative. However, similar ambiguities to those in the
geometric construction of [STTW23] arise when determining whether composition in T(A) is well-defined,
because we are also defining T(A) via equivalence classes. We begin by connecting the objects and morphisms
of €(A) and T(A) showing that identifications happen in the same way.

Lemma 3.4. The assignment of Eq. (3.1) induces a well-defined map between the objects of €(A) and T(A).
Proof. Using only the definitions of €(A4) and T(A), we have the following sequence of implications

Can.py) ~ea) Cn,po) & War, py = W py) € (W, pys Tan, pyl ~xa) W, poys T(as, po))-
Therefore the equivalence relation is preserved on objects. g
Lemma 3.5. The assignment of Eq. (3.1) induces a well-defined map between morphisms of €(A) and T(A).
That is, the identification of morphisms is preserved, or in other words, for two inclusions of g-vector cones
Cm,,p) € Cn,q.) € X(A) for i = 1,2 with corresponding T-perpendicular intervals [Uiag, p,), T(ar,,p,)] 2
Wni@is Tivi@i) we have

€y, Py) (G(Nth)) = TC(my,Py) (G(N27Q2))
A ([u(N11Q1)7T(N17Q1)]) n W(M1,P1) = [u(N27Q2)7 T(N21Q2)] n W(M21P2)'
Proof. This follows from [STTW23, Lem. 3.8] and [Asa21, Thm. 4.5]. O

Now we show that composition in ¥(A) is well-defined. The first concern, see [STTW23, Lem. 3.9] is that
it is not clear how to compose two morphisms [fj 5y1v,,s,]] and [fiv, s,)ixs,y5)] When [V1,81] ~ga) [V2, 82
The following lemma implies the existence of a morphism fiv, s,)(x;,y:] ~ J[vs,82)[X2,y-] SO that composition
of the two morphisms is simply [fiu,7)[x,,y,])-

Lemma 3.6. Let (My, Py), (Ma, Py) be T-rigid pairs such that W(My, Py) = W(Maz, Py). Then for every
T-perpendicular interval
[UW(N1, Q1), T(N1, Q1)] € [W(My, Pr), T(My, Pr)]

there exists a T-perpendicular interval

[(W(N2,Q2), T(Na, Q2)] € [W(M2, Ps),T(Ma, Py)]
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such that W(Nl, Ql) = W(NQ, QQ)
Proof. By Theorem 3.1 there is an isomorphism of lattices
¢ WMy, P1),T(My, Py)] — [W( Mz, P2),T(Ma, P)]
preserving the brick labelling by Proposition 3.2. Therefore, given
[(U(N1, Q1), T(N1,Q1)] C [U(Mn, Pr), T(M, P1)
consider the image
[Va 8] = d)([u(Nla Ql)v T(va Ql)]) - [u(M27 P2)7 T(MQa PQ)]
Then the brick labelling of [V, 8] coincides with that of [U(N1,Q1), T(N1, Q1)] by Proposition 3.2. It follows

from [AP22, Thm. 5.2, Prop. 5.3] that V- N8 = W(Ny,Q1). Thus [V, 8] is also a 7-perpendicular interval,
and there exists (N2, Q2) such that [Un, 0.y, T(Ns,0.)] = [V, 8] as required. O

The second concern is whether the composition of pairwise-identified morphisms gives identified mor-
phisms, see [STTW23, Lem. 3.10]. However, this is easily seen to hold via the lattice isomorphism of
Theorem 3.1. We have thus constructed the 7-cluster morphism category from tors A.

Theorem 3.7. The category T(A) is well-defined and equivalent to €(A).

Proof. The category is well-defined by Lemma 3.6. The equivalence ¥ : €(A) — T(A) is induced by Eq. (3.1).
We have seen in Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5 that U is well-defined on objects and morphisms. By definition,
every T-perpendicular interval comes from a 7-rigid pair (M, P) and hence from a g-vector cone C(yz,py via
Eq. (3.1), so VU is essentially surjective. For the same reason, given two 7-rigid pairs (M, P) and (N, Q), we
have C(n,q) € Car,p) if and only if [Un, ), T(v,0)] = [Uar,py; T(ar,py]. This determines the morphisms of
€(A) and T(A) respectively, therefore we have bijections between Hom-sets. So ¥ is fully faithful and hence
an equivalence. O

Remark 3.8. The structure of the lattice of torsion classes and its brick labelling is encoded in the morphism
spaces of the 7T-cluster morphism category. For example, there is a bijection

Homg(4)([0,mod A].,[0,0]~) <+— T € ftorsA
since [0, 0]~ = [T, T]~ for all T € f-tors A and each such interval is 7-perpendicular by definition of functorially-

finite torsion classes. Moreover, let T £ T; C Hasse(tors A) be a cover relation labelled by the brick B,
then there is a bijection

Homg(4)([0,mod A]«,[T2,T1]~) <—  {arrows labelled by B in Hasse(tors A)}.
And more generally for an arbitrary 7-perpendicular interval [Ty, T3] C tors A
Homg(4)([0,mod A], [T4,T3]~) <— {intervals brick-label preserving lattice isomorphic to [Ty, T3]}.
The same holds true when viewing any 7-perpendicular interval [U, T] C tors A as the domain of the morphism
space and restricting to tors[U, J].
4. INVARIANCE UNDER 7-TILTING EQUIVALENCE

In this section we consider the notion of 7-tilting equivalence of two algebras as the existance of an isom-
phism between their respective posets of 7-tilting pairs. The idea of using only lattice-theoretic information
to study 7-tilting theory is common, see for example [AP22, BCZ19, BH22a, DIR'23, Eno23, Kas17]. Using
ideas similar to these authors, we show how Definition 3.3 can be rephrased so that the 7-cluster morphism
category can be determined only from the underlying poset of (functorially-finite) torsion classes when it is
finite.

Definition 4.1. Let A and B be two finite-dimensional algebras. We say that A and B are 7-tilting equivalent
if there exists a poset isomorphism f-tors A = f-tors B.

Example 4.2. The following algebras are 7-tilting equivalent:
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(1) Any algebra A and A/{c), where ¢ € A is a central element contained in the Jacobson radical [EJR18].
See also [DIR*23, Cor. 5.20].

(2) Two algebras A and B which geometrically have coinciding g-vector fan, by the duality of the poset
f-tors A with the chambers of the g-vector fan, by [DIJ19].

(3) The algebras Ko == K (1 2 2) and K3 = K(1 % 2), for any m > 3, by the description of f-tors(Kz)
and f-tors(K3) as polygons with one infinite side.

We note that f-tors A is a lattice if and only if A is 7-tilting finite i.e. if tors A = f-tors A [IRTT15].
However, since f-tors A C tors A, we can consider the join and meet of elements of f-tors A in tors A. The first
example of 7-tilting theory of mod A being encoded lattice-theoretically in f-tors A is that of 7-perpendicular
intervals.

Proposition 4.3. [DIR'23, Prop. 4.19 and 4.20] Let U € f-tors A. Consider £ atoms U; — U C

Hasse(f-tors A). Then T = \/f:1 U; € f-tors A and [U,T] C tors A is a T-perpendicular interval of tors A.
Moreover, every T-perpendicular interval is a so-called join-interval of this form.

In [AP22] it is shown the construction of Proposition 4.3 gives all intervals [U, T] C tors A for which Ut NT
is a wide subcategory of mod A. To obtain only the 7-perpendicular subcategories, we require knowledge of
the subset f-tors A C tors A which cannot be determined lattice-theoretically from tors A. For this reason we
restrict ourselves to the case when A is 7-tilting finite, which implies f-tors A = tors A by [D1J19, Thm. 3.8].

In this case, T-perpendicular intervals and join-intervals (and meet-intervals) all coincide. In order to
distinguish between intervals of the same shape but which correspond to distinct subcategories we need to
recover the brick labelling of tors A combinatorially, since the bricks labelling determines the corresponding
r-perpendicular subcategory by [DIR*23, Thm. 4.16] and [AP22, Prop. 5.3].

Let L be a lattice, an element j € L is called completely join-irreducible if there does not exist a subset
S C L such that j = \/ S and j ¢ S. A join-irreducible element j € L covers exactly one other element
jx. Take x <y then the set {t € L : t V2 = y} C L has a minimum element ¢ € L which is completely
join-irreducible and it satisfies ¢, < = by [RET21, Lem. 3.7]. This inspires the following definition, similar
to [RET21, Rmk. 3.8].

Definition 4.4. Let L be a completely semidistributive lattice. The join-irreducible labelling of L associates
to each arrow x — y C Hasse(L) the unique completely join-irreducible element j which is minimal in the
set {te L:xVvt=y} C L.

Lemma 4.5. [DIRT23, Thm. 3.11] Let L be an abstract lattice isomorphic to tors A, then the join-irreducible
labelling on L corresponds with the brick labelling of tors A. In other words, the brick labelling is determined
combinatorially by the underlying lattice structure.

Remark 4.6. This fact was used in [Eno23] to recover the posets of wide and so-called ICE-closed subcategories
of mod A from the lattice theoretic information of tors A. And we have taken inspiration for the formulation
of the following theorem from [Eno23, Thm. A].

For an interval [z,y] C L write j-irr®[z, y] for the set of completely-join irreducible elements j € L arising
as labels of cover relations of x < a < b < y. The following is the main result of this section and follows the
same idea as the previous remark.

Theorem 4.7. Let L be an abstract finite lattice isomorphic to tors A for some finite-dimensional algebra
A. Then we can define T(A) combinatorially from L without using any algebraic information of A or mod A.

~

More precisely, we have an equivalence of categories T(L) = T(A), where T(L) is defined to be the category:
e whose objects are equivalence classes of join-intervals [U, T] = [U, \/f:1 W;] € L under the equivalence
(U, T1] ~ [Us, T2

whenever j-irt[Uy, T1] = j-irr[Us, To]. In this case there exists an isomorphism @, 7], 7]
Uy, T1] — [Ug, To] preserving the join-irreducible labels (in L) of the arrows in the Hasse diagrams;
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e and whose morphisms are given by equivalence classes of morphisms in the poset category itv(L) of
intervals of L partially-ordered by reverse containment. More precisely,

Homg(p, (V. 8]~ [UT])

= U Homitv(L) (['\7/7 8/]5 [u/a “T/])
v',8'1€[V,8]~
w7, T~
under the equivalence relation fiv, s ., 1] ~ f1v2,82][Us, 72 Whenever ¢y, s,1v,,s,1([Us, T1]) = [Uz, To].

Proof. Let [Uy,T7] and [Usz, T2] be two distinct join-intervals such that j-irr¢[Uy, Ty] = j-irr[Ug, To]. By
Proposition 4.3 and Lemma 4.5, this simply means that [U;, T3] and [Usg, 2] are T-perpendicular intervals
such that brick[U;, T1] = brick[Usz, T]. It follows that the objects of T(L) and T(A) are in bijection. Moreover,
by [DIR*23, Lem. 3.10] we have

Uf‘ n Tl = F1lt(br1ck[ul, Tl]) = Fllt(bI‘le[UQ, ‘.72]) = ué‘ N ‘.Tl.

From Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 we get the isomorphism ¢p(, 7,)n,,7,) as required. It follows that
the definition of morphisms of ¥(L) and T(A) are equivalent. Hence the categories ¥(A) and T(L) are clearly
equivalent. g

As an immediate consequence we get the following.

Corollary 4.8. Let A be T-tilting finite and B be T-tilting equivalent to A. Then there exists an equivalence
of categories T(A) = T(B).

Proof. Since A is 7-tilting finite tors A = f-tors A = f-tors B and therefore B is 7-tilting finite. Then both are
isomorphic to an abstract finite lattice L = f-tors A and we get T(A) = F(L) = ¥(B) from Theorem 4.7. O

As an alternative definition, see [BM21b, Prop. 11.7], signed T-exceptional sequences can be defined as
factorisations of morphisms in ¥(A) into irreducible morphisms. As a consequence of Theorem 4.7, we get
the following.

Corollary 4.9. Let A be T-tilting finite and B be T-tilting equivalent to A. Then there exists a bijection

{signed T-exceptional sequences of mod A} «— {signed T-exceptional sequences of mod B}.

Proof. The fully faithful functor of the equivalence of categories T(A) = T(B) of Corollary 4.8 induces a
bijection between Hom-sets of T(A) and ¥(B), which consequently gives a bijection between all factorisations
of morphisms in the Hom-sets and thus all signed 7-exceptional sequences corresponding with those. O

This complements a result of [BH22a], who show that the (unsigned) 7-exceptional sequences of mod A
can be determined combinatorially as the x?-exceptional sequences of the underlying lattice tors A [BH22a,
Thm. 8.10], whenever tors A is finite, see also [BH22a, Rmk. 8.11].

5. FACTOR ALGEBRAS AND LATTICE CONGRUENCES

We now use the lattice-theoretic definition of the 7-cluster morphism category to gain new insights into
its structure and its properties. In particular, as illustrated in Example 8.1 this approach appears to be
the most natural one to study factor algebras of A by an ideal I. An intuitive reason for this is that
tors A N mod A/I = tors A/I but the same behaviour is generally not exhibited by 7-rigid pairs or wide
subcategories. More precisely, recall from Theorem 2.8 that an ideal I € ideal A induces a surjective morphism
of lattices tors A — tors A/I given by T +— TNmod A/I. The following result describes the lattice congruence
®; on tors A in terms of the brick labelling.

Theorem 5.1. [DIR"23, Thm. 5.15] Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra and I an ideal.

(1) An arrow g € Hasse(tors A) is not contracted by ®; if and only if its brick label By is in mod A/I.
In this case, it has the same label in Hasse(tors A) and Hasse(tors A/I).
(2) Let U C T € tors A, then U =g, T if and only if, IB # 0 for all bricks B € U+ NT.
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To understand the behaviour of intervals under the surjective lattice morphism tors A — tors A/I given
by intersecting with mod A/I we need the following two immediate results. Throughout the following, fix an
ideal I € ideal A.

Lemma 5.2. Let U € tors A. We have (UNmod A/I)* = Ut Nmod A/I.

Proof. The inclusion D is obvious. To show C, take X € (UNmod A/I)* C mod A/I. We need to show that
X € Ut. Assume for a contradiction that there exists f: Y — X non-zero with ¥ € UNmod A \ mod A/I.
Then im f is a submodule of X, and thus in mod A/I. Moreover, since U is a torsion class and thus closed
under quotients, we have im f € UNmod A/I. Hence there is no non-zero morphism im f — X by assumption.
A contradiction, we have shown equality. g

Corollary 5.3. Let [U,T] C tors A. We have T NT=UNTNmod A/l
Proof. Clearly U NT= (UNmod A/1)* N (TNmod A/I) =U+NT Nmod A/I by Lemma 5.2. O

The following is a simple observation but since wide subcategories play a central role in this paper we
include it for convenience.

Lemma 5.4. Let W be a wide subcategory of mod A, then WNmod A/I is a wide subcategory of mod A/1I.

Proof. Let L,M,N € modA/I. Take a short exact sequence 0 - L — M — N — 0 with L,N €
Wnmod A/I C modA. Since L, N € W C mod A, we get M € W since W is wide. Hence M € WNmod A/I
as required. Similarly, let f : M — N be a morphism with M, N € WNmod A/I, then since M, N € W,
we have we have ker f,coker f € W. Moreover ker f, coker f € mod A/I since mod A/I is an abelian full
subcategory of mod A. O

Corollary 5.5. Let [U,T] be a wide interval of tors A, then [U,T] is a wide interval of tors A/I.

Proof. By assumption U+ N T is a wide subcategory of mod A, then by Corollary 5.3 we have UL nNT
U+ N T Nmod A/I which is a wide subcategory of mod A/I by Lemma 5.4.

O

The following is the starting point for connecting T(A) and T(A/I).

Proposition 5.6. If [U,T] is a T-perpendicular interval of tors A, then [U,T] is a T-perpendicular interval
of tors A/I.

Proof. Let [U,T] be a T-perpendicular interval, in particular, it is wide. By Corollary 5.5 we have that [U, ]
is a wide interval of tors A/I. By [DIR*23, Thm. 1.3] and Example 2.4 the lattice tors A is a complete lattice
and by Theorem 2.8 the lattice congruence ®; is a complete lattice congruence. By Proposition 2.9, we have

~

Wlbl(tOI‘S A) = tors /@1 = tors A/I. By the same result, congruence classes of ®; are intervals and in this

case [Real6, 9.47, Prop. 9-5.8] implies that wff (tors A) is a join-subsemilattice of tors A.

By [Real6, Rmk. 9-5.9] this means that wff (xVy) = wffx \Y wf’y holds. Since [U, T] is 7-perpendicular,
by [DIR*23, Thm. 4.19] there are s arrows {U; — U}$_; in Hasse([U, T]) such that T=U; V---V U,. From
the join-subsemilattice property, we obtain

Teal (TN =a (U V- VU) =af U Ve Var U =W Ve V.

Since U € f-tors A/I by [DIR*23, Prop. 5.6b], the result [DIR*23, Thm. 4.20] implies that the interval [U, T]
is 7-perpendicular as required. O

This implies that we may extend the lattice isomorphisms between the T-perpendicular intervals of Theo-
rem 3.1 to their quotients in a natural way.
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Proposition 5.7. We have the following commutative diagram extending Theorem 3.1.

[W(Mq, Py), T (M, Py)) [UW(Ma, P2), T (Ms, Ps))

(—)ﬂm (%VV(MzJ’z)

(=)Nmod A/I tors \/\7(]\417 Pl) = tors \/\7(]\427 Pg) (=)Nmod A/I

IR

(=)Nmod A/ I
(W(My, Pr1),T(My, Py)] J [(W( Mz, Py), T (M2, P»)]

(7)m(W(M1,P1)ﬂmodm (—)N(W(M2,P2)Nmod A/T)

tors(W(M;, P;) Nmod A/I)

o

The top and bottom parts are lattice isomorphisms coming from Theorem 3.1, and the downward-facing arrows
are given by intersecting with mod A/I.

Proof. Let W := W(My, P;) = W(Maz, P»). By Lemma 5.4, WNmod A/I is a wide subcategory of mod A/T.
For T € tors W it follows trivially that T Nmod A/I is a torsion class of the wide subcategory W N'mod A/
of mod A/I. By Proposition 5.6 the intervals

[U(Ml N Pl), T(Ml, Pl)] and [U(MQ, Pg), (.T(MQ, Pg)]

are 7-perpendicular intervals of tors A/I with corresponding wide subcategory WNmod A/I = WNmod A/1
by Corollary 5.3. Thus Theorem 3.1 implies the existence of the lattice isomorphisms in the bottom half
of the diagram and the downward-facing arrows are well-defined. The commutativity of the square sides is
obvious from the description of the maps. O

We are now able to establish a functor between the categories.

Theorem 5.8. Let I € ideal A. There ezists a functor Fr : T(A) — T(A/I) induced by (—);.

Proof. F; maps T-perpendicular intervals to 7-perpendicular intervals by Proposition 5.6 which also implies
that F7 is well-defined on objects since

Uy, T1] ~ Uz, To] & U NTy = Uy N T
= U NTyNmod A/T =Uy NToNmodA/T
& (U, T1] ~ Uz, To]

by Corollary 5.3. It is clear that containment of intervals is preserved by (—);. Let [U;, T;] C [V;, 8;] fori = 1,2
be such that fiv, s,jn,7) ~3(4) fva,72)[U2,7.]- The commutativity of the diagram in Proposition 5.7 implies
that F7 is well-defined on morphisms i.e. f[Vl ST A/ f[@ﬁz][ﬁm?z]' It is clear that composition
and identity morphisms are preserved. 0

We are interested in understanding the categorical properties of the functor Fj.

Lemma 5.9. The functor Fy is faithful if and only if the restriction (=) : f-tors A — f-tors A/I is injective.

Proof. (<=). Let [fiv )., 7] [f1v.8].1uz,75)] € Homeay([V, 8], [U,T]<) be distinct morphisms. Then ap-
plying Fj gives [fmm] and [fwm] in Homga,7)([V,8],[U,T], which coincide if and only if
[Uy, T1] = [Ua, T3], which would imply that (=) : f-tors A — f-tors A/T is not injective.

(=). Let Fy be faithful and assume for a contradiction that (—) : f-tors A — f-tors A/I is not an injection.

There exists a distinct morphism [0, mod A].. ELN [T, T]~ for every functorially-finite torsion class T € f-tors A.
If (=) is not injective, then T3 Nmod A/I = TaNmod A/I for two distinct T, T2 € f-tors A, then the distinct
morphisms

J10,.mod A[T1,71] 7# J[0,m0d A][T2,T2]

have the same image under F; and hence F; would not be faithful. [l
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Remark 5.10. If A is 7-tilting finite, we have tors A = f-tors A by [DIJ19, Thm. 3.8] and thus (—) : f-tors A —
f-tors A/T is surjective by [DIR*23, Prop. 5.7d)]. In this case Lemma 5.9 holds true if there is a bijection
and thus a lattice isomorphism tors A 2 tors A/1.

Before continuing to study properties of F; we need the following classical relationship between wide
subcategories and semibricks. We say that a module B = By @ --- @ B, is a semibrick if B; are bricks
and Hom(B;, Bj) = 0 for all ¢ # j. The second property will be referred to as the bricks being pairwise
Hom-orthogonal.

Theorem 5.11. [Rin76] Let Bi,..., By be pairwise Hom-orthogonal bricks in mod A. Then there is a
bijection
wide A <> sbrick A

B;esimp W
FiltA{Bl,...,BT} +—~ B & - & B,

wide subcategories and semibricks, where simp W s the collection of (relative) simple modules of W.

For any I € ideal A, define the following map using Theorem 5.11:

t:wide A/T — wide A

5.1
(51) Filta,{B,..., B} ~ Filta{Bi,..., B}

When the algebra A is 7-tilting finite, then every wide subcategory is 7-perpendicular [IT09, Cor. 2.17], see
also [BH23, Rmk. 4.10] and A/I is 7-tilting finite [DIR 723, Cor. 1.9]. In this setting we can lift semibricks,
which in turn allows us to lift 7-perpendicular subcategories. This way, we are able to show the following.

Lemma 5.12. Let A be 7-tilting finite and I € ideal A, then the functor Fy : T(A) — T(A/I) in Theorem 5.8
18 surjective-on-objects.

Proof. Let [U,T]. € T(A/I), then U N T = Filta;;{B1,...,B,} for some semibrick By @& --- ® B, €
mod A/I € mod A, by Theorem 5.11. Consider the lifted wide subcategory ¢(Filt 4 /;{ B, ..., B;}) € mod A.
Since A is 7-tilting finite, Filt4{B1,..., B} is also a T-perpendicular subcategory, hence there exists some

r-perpendicular interval [A, B] C tors A such that A*NB = Filt4{By, ..., B,}. It is clear that [A, B] ~ [U,T]
since

A NB=A"NBNmodA/I =Filts{Bi,..., B} Nmod A/I = Filt 4 {Bi,...,B,} = U NT.

Hence every object [U, 7]~ € T(A/I) lies in the image of FJ. O

We illustrate in example Example 8.2 that the assumption of 7-tilting finiteness is necessary. To understand
in which cases Fr : T(A) — T(A/I) is full we first need to introduce the Cartesian product of posets.

Definition 5.13. Let (P, <;) and (P», <2) be two posets. Define their product (P; x P», <) via the partial
order

(a,0) <(¢,d) & a<ic andb<yd.
If (P1,<1) and (P, <3) are lattices, define the join and meet component-wise, then (P; x P, <) is a lattice.

We now prove the following intermediate result. See [AHIT22, Thm. 4.19a] for a similar result about
g-vector fans.

Lemma 5.14. Let A = A x As where Ay, As are finite-dimensional algebras. Then as posets we have

tors A = tors A; X tors A, and f-tors A = f-tors A; X f-tors As.
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Proof. It is well-known that we have a mod A = mod A; x mod As. This implies that the inverse bijections
are given by

tors A = tors A1 X tors As
T (‘Iﬂ HlOdAl,‘Iﬂ HlOdAQ)
add(‘J'l U (.TQ) 4 (Tl,Tg).

If T € A is a torsion class, then it is clear that 7 N mod A; € tors 4; for ¢ = 1,2 since both terms of
the intersection are closed under extensions and quotients. In particular, if T is functorially-finite then
T Nmod A; is functorially-finite, for ¢ = 1,2 by [DIR*23, Prop. 5.6b]. Similarly, add(T; U J3) is a torsion
class, since Hom4 (X1, X2) = 0 = Exti,(Xl,Xg) = Exth(Xg,Xl) for all X7 € mod A; and X5 € mod As,.
For the same reason it follows that add(T; UT3) is functorially-finite, since the approximation of any module
M € mod A may be split into a Ti-approximation of the direct summand of M which is in mod A, and a
To-approximation of the direct summand of M which is in mod As. One sees directly that these are inverse
functions and order-preserving. O

As a converse to Lemma 5.14 we have the following.

Lemma 5.15. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra such that tors A = tors B’ x torsC’, for some finite-
dimensional algebras B’ and C'. Then A= B x C for some finite-dimensional algebras B and C.

Proof. Denote the lattice isomorphism by ¢ : tors B’ x tors C’ — tors A. Take X1 to be a simple B’-module
and X5 to be a simple C’'-module, then by definition of the join we have

(Filtz/(X1),0) V (0, Filter (Xo) = (Filt g { X1}, Filter { X2}).

Applying ¢ to both sides of the equation, we deduce that there are simple A-modules, say )A(l and )?2,
labelling the cover relations ¢(F11tB/(X1) 0) — 0 C Hasse(tors A) and ¢(0, Filtcr (X2)) — 0 C Hasse(tors A)
respectively, such that Filt4{X1, Xo} is semisimple, and hence Ext! (X1, X3) = 0 = BExt} (X2, X1). Thus
there exist two sets of simple modules 81,82 C mod A such that 81 U 83 = simp(mod A) and such that
Ext) (51, S9) = 0 = Ext!(Ss,5;) for S; € 8; for i = 1,2. Define

BgA/< > e> and C%A/< > e>

:S (1) €S :S(1)ES2

Then A = B x C as required. 0

We can now describe when the functor Fy : T(A) — T(A/I) is full. To avoid further technicalities involving
isomorphisms between infinite lattices of functorially-finite torsion classes like in Example 4.2 (3), we restrict
ourselves to the finite case for the following result.

Proposition 5.16. Let A be 7-tilting finite. The functor Fy is full if and only if tors A = tors A/I x tors B
for some finite-dimensional algebra B.

Proof. («<). It follows from (the proof of) Lemma 5.15 that we can write A 2 C' x B where C is a quotient
algebra of A such that torsC' 22 tors A/I. Moreover, we have a sequence of epimorphisms A - C — A/I
and hence the lattice congruences on tors A induced by A — C and A — A/I coincide. By Theorem 4.7 we
have an equivalence G : ¥(C) N T (A/I) and moreover, the functor F; factors through the equivalence, i.e.
F; 2 Go Fg, where Fe : (A) — %(C) is induced by the epimorphism A — C'. Since the composition of full
functors is full, it is sufficient to show that F is full.

Let [V, 8]~,[W,T"]~ € T(A) be such that there is a pair of representatives [V,8] € [V/,8].,[U,T] €
[W, 7’|~ such that [V, 8] D [U,T]. We need to show that the induced map

Homz(4)([V, 8]~, [U, T]~) = Homg(c)([V N mod C, 8 Nmod C]~, [UNmod C, T Nmod C].)
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is surjective. Thus take an arbitrary morphism fiy, s,ju,,7,], Where [V1,81] ~ [V N mod C,8 N mod C] and
Uy, T1] ~ [UNmod C, T Nmod C] in T(C) in the right-hand side. Define

[U, 7] == [Filt 4(U; U (U N mod B)), Filt 4(T; U (T N mod B))] C tors A.
Then by Theorem 5.11 and Lemma 5.14 the following sequence

simp(U* N'T) = simp((U N mod C)* N (T Nmod C)) Usimp((U N mod B)* N (T Nmod B))
= simp(U; N T7) Usimp((U N mod B)* N (T Nmod B))
= simp(U* N 7).
implies UL N'T = UL NT and thus [ﬁ, /‘J\']N = [U,T]~ € T(A). Similarly we define
V,8] == [Filt(Vy U (Y N mod B)), Filt(81 U (S N mod B))]

and obtain [V, 8] = [V, 8]~ € T(A). Then fj5 53 5 € Homg(a)([V, 8]~, [U, T]+) gets mapped to fiv, s,ju,,71) €
T (C) as required. Therefore the induced map between Hom-sets is surjective and F¢ is full, and thus is FJ.

(=). Assume Fy is full. If tors A = tors A/I, we are done, otherwise let T} E7,e Hasse(tors A) be an
arrow contracted by the lattice congruence, so that in particular, the following induced map of Hom-sets is
surjective:

HOng(A)([O, mod A]Na [Tla “72]’\/) - HomQ(A/I)([Ov mod A/I]Na [Oa O]N)

Let X € tors A/I be any torsion class, then the corresponding morphism fo mod a/npx,x] € T(A/I) lies in
the right-hand side of the above equation. Thus the above map is surjective only if there exists an arrow

T3 £ T4 € Hasse([r; X, m4X]). Applying this idea to all contracted arrows in a congruence class of @y, we
deduce that

(5.2) brick[m X, m4X1] = brick[m Xa, m4X2],

for all X1, X € tors A/I. Let 8; := simp A\ simp A/ and 85 := simp A/I. We will show that Ext} (S1,S2) =
0= Extk (S2,S1) for all simple modules Sy € 8; and Sz € 83. This implies that the corresponding idempo-
tents €1 = Zi:S(i)eSl e; and ey = Zi:S(i)esz e; are central and thus that A is not connected. By [DIR™23,
Prop. 4.21, Thm. 4.23] and [Real6, Thm. 9-6.5] all arrows arising in [0, Filt 4{S1, S2}] C tors A beside the
two labelled by Sy are contracted by the congruence ®; and hence we can view this polygon as consisting
of two halves, one side lying in the congruence class @;1(0) C tors A, the other lies in the congruence class
@;1(FiltA/1{S2}) C tors A, connected by the arrows labelled Ss.

Let M € Ext! (S, S2), then by definition M ¢ Si-. Now, M is a brick and arises as a label of an arrow
in the polygon [0, Filt4{S1,S2}] C torsA in the half lying in ®;'(0) = [0,740]. From Eq. (5.2) it fol-
lows that M must arise as a label of some arrow in ®; ' (Filt 4,7{S2}) = [Filta{S2}, 7 Filt a7 {S2}], which is
a contradiction, since then M € Filt 4{S2}* = S5 by definition of the brick-labelling. Thus Ext (S;, S2) = 0.

Let M € Ext! (S, 1), then M arises as a label of an arrow in the polygon [0, Filt4{S;, S2}] C tors A in
the half lying in ®; " (Filt 4,7{S2}). By Eq. (5.2) it must also arise in ®;'(0) and since M ¢ Si-, there must
exist another simple S5 € Sy such that M € brick[Filta{Ss},T] and T/ <= T C [Filta{S5},T] C ®7'(0).
Since Sy € Fac M C T, there must exist some T < T’ such that So € T”, this gives an arrow T Sz qn
which is not contracted by ®;, hence 77 ¢ ®;*(0). But since S» does not get contracted by Proposition 4.3

and since congruence classes are intervals by Proposition 2.9, there then exists an arrow coming out of the
minimal element in tors /®;, a contradiction. Therefore Ext}(Ss,S1) = 0.

Hence we obtain A = A/(e1) x A/(e2), and clearly tors A/{e2) = tors A/T as required. O
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6. THE INCLUSION FUNCTOR

In this section we assume that A is 7-tilting finite, or equivalently, that tors A = f-tors A is finite by
[D1J19]. Under this assumption we are able to lift T-perpendicular intervals of tors A/I to 7-perpendicular
intervals of tors A in a more concrete way than in the proof of Lemma 5.12. We still use the bijection of wide
subcategories with semibricks Theorem 5.11 and the map of Eq. (5.1) to lift 7-perpendicular subcategories.
However, the difference lies in the need to lift intervals to intervals in a precise way, which will allow us to
find an inclusion functor J: T(A/I) — T(A) in Theorem 6.2. We begin with the following technical result.

Proposition 6.1. Let I € ideal A. For every T-perpendicular interval [U,T] C tors A/I there exists a 7-

perpendicular interval [Ay, Bg] C [m U, mT] C tors A such that [Avy, By] = [U,T]. This interval satisfies
AL N By = (U NT), where ¢ is the inclusion of Eq. (5.1), and is given by

[y, Bg] = [m UV T(W) A LW, 7, UV T(W)]
where W = (U N T).

Proof. Let U+ NT = Filt a1 {S1,...,S} € wide A/I for some 1 < k < |A| be the 7-perpendicular subcat-
egory corresponding to the interval [U,T]. We assume it is generated by some semibrick S; & --- @ Sy via
Theorem 5.11. Then we obtain

{S1,..., S} CUFNT = (MW NmT Nmod A/T C (m, W) Ny T

by using Corollary 5.3 to obtain the equality. Since (7;U)* and mJ are a torsion-free and a torsion class,
respectively, they are closed under extensions. As a consequence the lifted 7-perpendicular subcategory
W = Filt 4 {S1, ..., Sk} satisfies W C (m, U)-NmT, as W consists of iterated extensions of elements contained
in (m,U)+ NmJ. Consider now the torsion class UV T(W) € tors A. Since both 7, U C mT and W C 147,
we have U C m UV T(W) C mT by definition of the join. We set By := 7, UV T(W) and claim that there
are k arrows of the form

(6.1) UV T(W) 25 7, U v T(W) A LS; C Hasse(tors A)

in the interval [y U, 7, UV T(W)], where S; € {S1,...,Sk}. Thus, we set Ay = /\f:1 7, VT(W)ALS; and
obtain a 7-perpendicular interval [Ay, Bs] by [DIR'23, Prop. 4.20] such that A; N By = Filt4{S1,..., Sk}
by [DIR*23, Thm. 4.16]. Then clearly, [Ay, Bs] C [U,T] C tors A/I since [Ay, Bg] C [m U, mT]. This
implies,

Ay N By = Filta{Ss, ..., Sk} Nmod A/I C Filt 4/;{S1,..., Sk}
by Corollary 5.3 and conversely Filts,;{S1,...,Sx} € Filta{S1,...,Sk} N modA/I is obvious. Hence

ﬁi N By = U NT. Thus [Ay,Bg] C Hasse(tors A/I) is a k-regular sublattice which forms an interval

of the k-regular sublattice [U, T] C Hasse(tors A/I) and therefore [Aq, Bs] = [U, T].

We are left with proving the existence of the arrows Eq. (6.1) in Hasse(tors A). It follows form the definition
of W= FﬂtA{Sl, ceey Sk} that T(W) = T(Sl) VeV T(Sk) Define T(W/Sl) = T(Sl) VeV S21 VS V
«++V Sg. Then [DIRT23, Thm. 3.4] implies that there is an arrow

UV T(W) = 7, UV T(W/S:) Vv T(S:) 25 7, UV T(W/S;) v T(S:) ALS; = m UV T(W)ALS;
as required. In conclusion, this implies that the desired interval [Ay, Bg] C tors A is of the form [ U V
T(W) AL W, 7 UV T(W)] since ALS; = +W. O

Using Proposition 6.1 allows us to consider the following well-defined map between T-perpendicular inter-
vals
i: 7-itv(tors A/I) — 7-itv(tors A)

(62) U, T] = [r UV T(W) AW, 7 UV T(W)],

where W := (U N T). Similar to the lattice congruence in Theorem 5.8, we will now see that this map
induces a functor between 7-cluster morphism categories in the opposite direction.
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Theorem 6.2. The map of Eq. (6.2) induces a faithful functor J: T(A/T) — T(A) given by
W, T = (U, T])~
sl = Lfip.sjiper]-
Proof. In this proof, let [Ay, Bs] == i[U,T] C tors A and similarly for other representatives. We first check
that J is well-defined on objects. Take [Uy, T1] ~ [Ug, To] € T(A/I), then
Ay, N By, = o(Uy NT1) = o(Uy N T2) = Agg, N By,
by Proposition 6.1 and since Ui N T; = Uy N Ty € mod A/I. Thus [Ay,,Bs,] ~ [Aw,, Bg,]. Next we
show that the inclusion [U,T] C [V,8] C tors A/I is preserved i.e. [Ay,Bg] C [Ay,Bs] C tors A. Let
W, = flﬁ N By and Wy = A% N Bs. First, we show that By C Bg which, using the explicit expression,
means showing
7T‘|,u V T(Wl) - 7TJ,V V T(Wg)
For this purpose, consider brick[m; V, 7, U] Nmod A/I = brick, [V, U] by [DIRT23, Lem. 5.16]. We obtain
(6.3) V'V T(bricka[m,V, 7, U] Nmod A/I) = 7, U € tors A,
since the inclusion C is clear and if there was a torsion class X sitting strictly in-between, then brick[X, =, U] Z
mod A/I and hence by Theorem 2.8 we would have X = 7y U. Now from Eq. (6.3) we immediately have
7TJ,V V T(bI’iCkA[FJ,V, FJ,U] N mod A/I) V T(Wl) = ﬂlu V T(Wl)
and since T(W;) C T(W;) it follows that
(6.4) T VV T(briCkA [TQV, 7TJ,U] N mod A/I) V T(Wg) omUv T(Wl).
Moreover, bricka[m;V, 7 U] Nmod A/T C bricka[r;V, 48] Nmod A/I = brick(Wz) Nmod A/I C brick(Wz)
by Proposition 6.1. Therefore, T (bricka[m;V, 7, U] Nmod A/I) C T(W3) and from Eq. (6.4) we obtain
7TJ,V V T(Wg) D ﬂlu V T(Wl)
as required. Thus By C Bg. To see that Ay C Aq is dual, take the anti-isomorphism (—)l : tors A — torf A,

where torf A is the poset of torsion-free classes, and then 7, UV T(W;) A LWy becomes 7T+ v (tW)L and
the argument is analogous.

Now to show that J is well-defined on morphisms, we take [U;, T;] C [V;,8;] C tors A/T for i = 1,2 such
that [Uy, T1] N (VL N81) = [Us, T2] N (V3 N 82). Combining Theorem 3.1 with Proposition 6.1 we may lift all
respective terms and obtain a triangle of isomorphisms of lattices

o~

i[V1,81] i[Va, 82]

IR
IR

tors (Vi N'8;)

Moreover, we know from the above that i[U;, T;] C i[V;,8;] for ¢ = 1,2 and from Proposition 6.1 that
A, 0By, = (U NT;). Tt follows that

iUp, T N (V1 N 8y) = tors (W N'8;) = i[Uz, To] N e(Vy N S2)
as required. By definition, we obtain that the identification fv, s ju,,7] ~s(a/1) f[v2,82][,75) IMplies

Jive,suiun, 7] ~5(4) Jiva,saife,T5)- 1t is obvious that identity morphisms get mapped to identity mor-
phisms and that composition is preserved.

To show that J is faithful, consider two non-identified morphisms fiy, s,ju,,7,) and fiv, s, e, 7,) such
that [V1,81] ~ [V2,82] and [Uy, T1] ~ [Ug, To] in T(A/T). Assume for a contradiction, that fijv, s,jiju, 7] ~
fi[va,82iUs,T2] in T(A), which by definition means i[Uy, T1]Ne(VEN8) = i[Uy, To]Ne(VENS). After intersecting
both sides with mod A/I we therefore obtain [Uy, T3] N (Vi N81) = [Uz, To] N (V4 N 82), so the two starting
morphisms would have to be identified in T(A/I). A contradiction, hence J is faithful. 0
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Similar to the study of the categorical properties of Fy in Section 5, we now investigate those of J and the
relationship between the two.

Proposition 6.3. Let I € ideal A, then J: T(A/I) — T(A) is full if and only if tors A/I = tors A/AeA for

some idempotent €2 = e € A.

Proof. («<). 1If tors A/I = tors A/AeA then T(A/I) is equivalent to T(A/AeA) by Theorem 4.7. Now
mod A/AeA is called a Serre subcategory of mod A and is moreover a T-perpendicular subcategory, see [AP22,
Thm. 1.7] and [BH23, Thm. 1.1]. Then J simply gives the fully faithful inclusion functor of [BH23, Prop.
6.14].

(=). Conversely, if J is full, consider i[0, mod A/I] C tors A. Then for every torsion class T € i[0, mod A/I]
there exists a distinct morphism in Homg(4)(i[0, mod A/I]+,[T,T]~). Since the functor is also faithful
by Theorem 6.2, being full means we have a bijection, or in other words, a lattice isomorphism between
i[0,mod A/I] C tors A and [0, mod A/I] = tors A/I. Assume first that i[0, mod A/I] = tors A, then a lattice
isomorphism implies tors A/I = tors A. On the other hand if i[0, mod A/I] C tors A, then some simple module
of mod A is not a simple of mod A/I. Let J = A(e; + - - - + ej) A be the ideal generated by the sum of idem-
potents corresponding to all simple modules of mod A not in mod A/I. Then i[0,mod A/I] = [0,mod A/J]
and like before the lattice isomorphism implies tors A/T = tors A/J = tors A/A(e1 + -+ - + ex) A. O

Additionally, we are interested in the following fundamental relationship between two functors.

Definition 6.4. Let C, D be categories and F': C — D and G : D — C' be functors. We say that (F, D) is
an adjoint pair whenever there exists the following data:

(1) A natural isomorphism Homp (F(-), —) — Hom¢(—, G(—)).

(2) A natural transformation F'o G — 1p, the counit.

(3) A natural transformation 1¢ — G o F', the unit.

In particular, the first condition implies a bijection Homp(F(X),Y) <> Homc(X,G(Y)) for all X € C
and Y € D. By [DIR'23, Thm. 5.3, Prop. 5.7] the order-preserving maps of posets m :tors A — tors A/T
and 7, : tors A/T — tors A form adjoints pairs ((—),m) and (7], (—)). Since Fy and J are defined via
these maps, we are interested in understanding whether they form adjoint functors.

Lemma 6.5. (F7,J) is an adjoint pair if and only if tors A = tors A/I.

Proof. Assume (Fy,J) is an adjoint pair, then in particular, for the objects [0, 0] € T(A/I) and [0, mod A].. €
T (A) there exists a sequence of bijections

tors A/I <> Homg(4,7)([0, mod A/I],[0,0]~) < Homg(4)([0,mod A]~,[0,0]) < tors A,
where we made use of the simple observations Fj([0, mod A].) = [0,mod A/I]. and J([0,0]~) = [0,0]~.

Therefore there must be a bijection tors A/I « tors A and since (—) : tors A — tors A/I is surjective and
both sets finite, it follows that tors A = tors A/I. The converse is trivial, since in that case F; and J are

identity functors. O

We remark that this is to be expected, since (F,J) is the analogue of the adjoint pair ((—), my) whereas J
is defined via 7. However, in Lemma 7.5 we show that the same result holds for the other adjoint pair. To
prove it, we need to take a topological point-of-view.

7. CLASSIFYING SPACES AND PICTURE GROUPS

The original motivation for the (7-)cluster morphism category comes from the study of cohomology groups
of the picture group [ITW16]. This group is the fundamental group of an associated topological space, called
the classifying space BT(A) of the (7)-cluster morphism category T(A), or sometimes also known as the
picture space. Therefore, if BX(A) is a K (m, 1) space, that is a space whose only non-trivial homotopy is in
degree 1, then we may relate the cohomology groups of the picture group with those of the space.
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The classifying space BC of a topological category C was first explicitly studied in [Seg68], where it
is defined as the geometric realisation of the nerve of the category. More precisely, it is a simplicial set
whose 0-simplices are identity morphisms and whose k-simplices are chains of k& composable non-identity
morphisms. It was shown in [IT17] and [HI21b] that for the (7)-cluster morphism category BT(A) is actually
a CW-complex with the following description.

Proposition 7.1. [HI21b, Prop. 4.7] The classifying space BX(A) of the T-cluster morphism category is a
CW-complex with one k-cell e([U, T)..) for each equivalence class of wide intervals of rank k. This cell is the
union of factorisation cubes of morphisms [fu, 7). 1x,x)..] for X € [U,T].

The standard approach taken in [IT17, IT22, HI21a, HI21b, Kai23] to show that BT(A) is a K(m, 1) space
is to show the stronger property that BT(A) is non-positively curved (NPC). By definition, such spaces have
universal covering spaces which are CAT(0) cube complexes. CAT(0) spaces are metric spaces whose geo-
desic triangles are at most as “thick” as their comparative triangles in Euclidean space. Cube complexes are
obtained by gluing together k-dimensional cubes similar to simplicial complexes. For more background on
CAT(0) cube complexes we refer to [Sch23].

A remarkable theorem by Gromov [Gro87] states that a cubical complex is CAT(0) if and only if the link
of every vertex is a flag simplicial complex. The author of [Igul4] translates this conditions into a categorical
setting and defines cubical categories so that their classifying spaces are cube complexes. It turns out that
the 7-cluster morphism category is a cubical category by [HI21b, Thm. 2.14], see also [Kai23, Thm. 3.15].
Gromov’s condition can then be interpreted as follows.

Proposition 7.2. [Iguld, Prop 3.4, 3.7] If T(A) admits a faithful functor to some group G, viewed as a
groupoid with one object, then BE(A) is non-positively curved if and only if $(A) satisfies the “pairwise
compatibility of last factors”.

This result is the standard approach used in [HI21b, HI21a, IT17, IT22, Kai23] to show that BT(A) is
non-positively curved and hence a K (m, 1) space. Thus Proposition 7.2 highlights the importance of finding
a faithful functor to a groupoid with one object (a so-called faithful group functor). Using Theorem 6.2 we
make significant progress in this direction.

Corollary 7.3. Let A be T-tilting finite and I € ideal A. If T(A) admits a faithful group functor, then so
does T(A/I).

Proof. The composition of the faithful functor J : T(A/I) — T(A) of Theorem 6.2 with the faithful group
functor from T(A) gives the result. O

While the existence of such a faithful group functor is conjectured to exist for an arbitrary algebra, see
[HI21b, Conj. 5.10], its existence is currently known only for the following three classes of algebras:

e Hereditary algebras of finite or tame type [IT22, Thm. 3.7];
e K-stone algebras, [HI21a, Thm. 5.9];
e algebras whose g-vector fan is a finite hyperplane arrangement [Kai23].

As a consequence of Corollary 7.3, we obtain the quotients A/I of algebras A for which ¥(A) is a finite
hyperplane arrangement as a new family also admitting a faithful functor to some group. We remark that for
the first class algebras of finite type are K-stone algebras, and those of tame are not 7-tilting finite, whereas
the second family is already closed under quotients.

On the other hand, the pairwise compatibility of last factors is related to the study of 2-simple minded
collections [HI21b, Lem. 2.16]. It is known that not all algebras satisfy the pairwise compatibility of last
factors, see [HI21a, Thm. 4.1] and [BH22b, Thm. 4]. As a consequence BT (A) is not always non-positively
curved, but no example is known where it is not a K (,1) space. Next we continue relating T(A) and T(A/I)
and obtain the following structural result.

Proposition 7.4. Let A be 7-tilting finite and I € ideal A, then the classifying space BT(A/I) is a quotient
space of BET(A) and the quotient map is induced by F; from Theorem 5.8.
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Proof. Using the description of BT(A) given in Proposition 7.1, define an equivalence relation on cells given
by e([U1, T1]~) ~ e([Uz, T2]~) whenever Fr([Us, T1]~) = Fr([Usz, T2]). It follows that BT(A/I) = BT(A)/ ~
since every cell of BE(A/I) is the factorisation cube of a morphism in T(A/I), all of which lie in the image
of a morphism of T(A) via the composition FroJ: T(A/I) — T(A/I) by Theorem 6.2. O

With the description of the classifying space we are able to characterise when the functors Fr and J form
an adjoint pair in the opposite order to Lemma 6.5.

Lemma 7.5. Let A be 7-tilting finite, then (J, Fr) is an adjoint pair if and only if tors A = tors A/I.

Proof. («). This is trivial.

(=). Let €2 = e € A be the idempotent such that J([0, mod A/I].) = [0,mod A/AeA]. € T(A), then as a
consequence of the definition of an adjoint pair and similar to the proof of Lemma 6.5 there exists a sequence
of bijections

tors A/AeA <> Homg(4)([0, mod A/AeA].,[0,0]~) <» Homza,1)([0,mod A/I]~,[0,0].) <> tors A/,

where F;([0,0]~) = [0,0]~ € T(A/I). Since tors A/I C tors A/AeA it follows that tors A/I = tors A/AeA
and hence by Proposition 6.3 the functor J is additionally full and so B(J) : T(A/I) — T(A) an embedding.
Moreover, if (J, Fy) is an adjoint pair then the counit of the adjunction is a natural transformation Jo F; —
lg(a). From [Seg68, Prop. 2.1] it folllows that taking the classifying space induces a homotopy equivalence
B(lg(ay) ~ B(J o Fy) which is a deformation retraction of BT(A) onto the subspace BT(A/I), see also
[Qui73, Cor. 1]. However, assume AeA above is not zero, then some edge of tors A is contracted by taking
the quotient, which corresponds to some circle in BE(A) getting “contracted” to a point which cannot be
done with a deformation retract. Hence AeA = 0 and tors A/I = tors A. O

The picture group was introduced for hereditary algebras in [[TW16] and generalised to 7-tilting finite
algebras in [HI21b]. It was independently studied in [JY22] as the green group, a vertex group of the green
groupoid, who show that when the g-vector fan is a hyperplane arrangement, then the green groupoid (and
thus the picture group) is isomorphic to the Deligne groupoid and has a faithful functor to the derived Picard
groupoid. Thus the results of [Kai23] imply in particular, that there exists a faithful functor from T(A4) to
the Deligne groupoid and the derived Picard groupoid in this case.

In general, the group captures the structure of the lattice of torsion-classes and thus of maximal green
sequences [BST19]. In the hereditary case, it was shown in [[T21] that positive expressions for a certain
(Coxeter) group element are in bijection with maximal green sequences. The definition of the picture group
in [HI21b, Prop. 4.4] is easily adapted to the general case as follows.

Definition 7.6. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. The picture group G(A) is defined by having gener-
ators
{Xg:S €brick AANFilt 4{S} is 7-perpendicular} U {gg : T € f-tors A}
with a relation gy, = Xsgy, whenever there is an arrow T; 53 Ty in Hasse(f-tors A) and the relation gy = e.
Moreover, it was proved in [HI21b, Thm. 4.10] that the fundamental group of the classifying space BT(A)
is isomorphic to the picture group, see also [IT17, Thm. 4.4] for the hereditary case. This allows the authors

of [ITW16] to study cohomology groups of the picture group. We conclude this section with a group-theoretic
analogue of Proposition 7.4

Proposition 7.7. Let A be T-tilting finite and I € ideal A. Then there is a surjective group homomorphism

G(A) — G(A/I) induced by (=) : tors A — tors A/I.
Proof. Define a map ¢ : G(A) — G(A/I) given by

Xo s {XS if S € brick A/I,

and T = g=.
e otherwise, g &

Since mod A/T is a full subcategory of mod A, we identify brick A/I with {S € brick A : IS = 0} C brick A,
similar to [DIR*23, Sec. 5.2]. Therefore ¢ induces a surjection on the generators Xg € G(A/I). Similarly by
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Theorem 2.8 the map (—) : tors A — tors A/I is surjective and hence ¢ is surjective on the generators gs. To
show that the group relations g7, = Xgg7, are preserved we distinguish between two cases: If S € brick A/I,
the corresponding arrow of Hasse(tors A) is not contracted by Theorem 5.1 and the group relation becomes

o(97,) = 93, = X595, = ¢(Xs)d(97,)-

And if S ¢ brick A/I, then ¢(Xs) = e and the corresponding arrow of Hasse(tors A) is contracted, so T; = T
and the group relation becomes

o(97,) = 97, = 95, = ¢(Xs)d(g7,)-

Hence ¢ is a well-defined group homomorphism and surjective. 0

8. EXAMPLES

We begin with an example illustrating the different presentations 20(A), €(A4) and T(A) of the 7-cluster
morphism category.

Example 8.1. Let Ay = K(1 % 2) and consider K2 = A/{a) = K(1 2). We write modules using their
socle series and display the objects of the 7-cluster morphism categories in Example 8.1.

[2(4) ¢(A,) T(Az) |
mod Ag [6(070 ] [0, mod As]~
Filt{1} [C2,0) = [C(0,2)] [0,Fac1]~ = [Fac2, mod Az~
Filt{2} Crol=1€0yl [0,Fac2]. = [Fac 3, mod As]~
Filt{1} [C(1,0)] [Fac 1, Fac 3]~
0 [Ciar,p)] [T, 7]~
(M, P) € T-tilt Aa T € tors As

TABLE 1. Objects of the 7-cluster morphism categories of A

Recall that the correspondence between the objects of the T-cluster morphism categories is given as follows:
(1) Q:(A) > [e(jw)p)] — MLtnirMn Pt S QII(A)
(2) T(A) 3 [U,T]w = U NT € 2W(A).
(3) Q:(A) > [e(]u)p)] — [F&CM, L7']\4 N PL]N (S {Z(A)

We use this translation to describe the image of the functor Fy : T(A) — T(A/I) in W(A) and €(A) in
Example 8.1. Each entry in Example 8.1 represents the image under F,) : Ay — K 2 of the entry in the same
position of Example 8.1. Using this description, we illustrate the image of one particular morphism under F}
in Table 3. This example suggests that describing the functor Fy : ¥(A) — T(A/I) is less natural in 20(A)
and €(A).

RS ) H
mod K? [C0,0)] [0, mod K7~
Filt{1} [Co.0)] =[C(0,2y] [0,Fac1]. = [Fac2, mod K*].
Filt{2} [Cu,0] =[Con,n] [0,Fac2]. = [Fac1,mod K.
0 [(‘3(172)] [Facl, Fac1]~
0 (€, p)] (7, 7]~
(M, P) € T-tilt K T € tors K

TABLE 2. The corresponding images under F; of objects in Example 8.1.
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H category / algebra Ag K2 H
W) [(1,0)]: mod A3 — Filt{L} [(1,2)] mod K2 = 0
6(_) [fe(o,o)@(l,o)] [fe(o,o)e(l,z)]
(I(_) [f[O,mod Al[Fac 1,Fac }] [f[O,mod K?][Fac 1,Fac]

TABLE 3. The image of a morphism under Fj in the different presentations of the 7-cluster
morphism category

Next we show that the assumptions of 7-tilting finiteness in Lemma 5.12 and Proposition 6.1 are necessary
by constructing an example where there exists a 7-perpendicular interval [U, T] C tors A/I not in the image

of any 7-perpendicular interval of tors A under (—) : tors A — tors A/I. This shows that FJ is not surjective-
on-objects, and also shows that the lifted interval i[U, T] C tors A may not T-perpendicular in general.

b
Example 8.2. TLet A 2 K(1 —=X2)and B := A/(b)) 2 K(1 —— 2 ) then A is well-known to be
7-tilting infinite and B to be 7-tilting finite. Consider the interval [Facg(1),Facg(3)] C tors B, which is
r-perpendicular and gives rise to the 7-perpendicular wide subcategory Filtg{3} C mod B.

The preimage [m) Facg (1), 7+ Facg(3)] C tors A of this interval under the surjection (—) : tors A — tors B is

[Faca(1),Faca (212))] C tors A which is not 7-perpendicular. Moreover the 7-perpendicular intervals contained
in this preimage come in four families of the forms

[Faca(m37 (:5)), Faca(r, " (2))], [Faca(my ™ (2)), Faca(r, "™ ()],

[Faca(r'1), Faca(r3' ()], [Faca(7' ('), Faca(m) " (2))]

m 1 1

for m > 0, where 77" :=7""0---07 " is a composition of m terms and similarly for 7. Importantly, the
image of the intervals under (—) : tors A — tors B in the top row is the trivial interval [Facp (), Facg ()]
and the image of the intervals in the bottom row is the trivial interval [Facp(1l),Facp(1)]. Hence no 7-
perpendicular interval of tors A maps onto the interval [Facp(1), Facg(3)] C tors B. In particular, the module

} is support 7-tilting in mod B but not in mod A4, where it is a regular module.

The example [DIRT23, Exmp. 5.11] illustrates that the restriction (—) : f-tors A — f-tors A/I is also not
a surjection when both A and A/I are 7-tilting infinite. Recall that as a consequence of Theorem 6.2, by
Corollary 7.3, if A is 7-tilting finite and admits a faithful functor T(A) — G for some group G viewed as a
groupoid with one object, then A/I admits a faithful functor T(A/I) — G. The following example illustrates
that the pairwise compatibility property is independent of taking quotient algebras.

Example 8.3. Let A = KD, be the representation-finite hereditary algebra of Dynkin type D, with orien-

tation
Y
Y2

Dy : 2 253
A
4

It was shown in [IT22, Thm. 2.5] that T(A) satisfies the pairwise compatibility property since A is
hereditary of finite type. The quotient A/(y47v2) is gentle with no loops and 2-cycles, thus [HI21a, Thm. 4.1]
implies that A/I does not have the pairwise compatibility condition since there exists a vertex of valency
greater than 2. Hence taking quotients does not preserve the pairwise compatibility condition. Moreover,
A is a quotient of the preprojective algebra IIp, of type D4 which was shown in [BH22b, Thm. 4] to not
have the pairwise compatibility property, so taking quotient also does not preserve the failure of the pairwise
compatibility property. In total we have a sequence of algebra epimorphisms:

p, — Dy — Dy/{nay2) - K*
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where K* is the semisimple algebra on 4 vertices, which does satisfy the pairwise compatibility property.

As mentioned in the paragraph following Corollary 7.3 the main result of [Kai23] states that if the g-vector
fan X(A) is a finite hyperplane arrangement, then there exists a group G and a faithful functor T(A) — G.
The following result shows that not every algebra can be written as a quotient of such an algebra.

Lemma 8.4. Forn > 1, The radical square zero cyclic Nakayama algebra A = KEn/R2 of even degreen = 2d
for d > 2 is not a quotient of a T-tilting finite algebra whose g-vector fan is a hyperplane arrangement.

Proof. We show the case of rank 4, the argument generalises analogously. To write A as a quotient of B where
Y (B) is a hyperplane arrangement, we must add an opposite arrow b : v — v’ for every arrow a : v/ — v of

A,,. The following algebra has the minimal number of generators to satisfy this:

14>2

B =K Tl Tl (a®,b%, ab, ba).

44>3

B has dimension 12, and any (non-idempotent) quotient algebra has to remove an arrow and hence the g-
vector fan of any quotient algebra of B cannot be a hyperplane arrangement. On the other hand A = B/(b)
is a quotient of this algebra. Therefore, any algebra C' whose g-vector fan is a hyperplane arrangement and
which has A as a quotient has to have B as a quotient as well. However, B is 7-tilting infinite since it is
an EJR-reduction [EJR18] (which preserves 7-tilting infiniteness) of the Brauer graph algebra whose Brauer
graph is the 4-cycle which is 7-tilting infinite by [AAC18, Thm. 1.1(2)]. O

We remark that for these particular examples the results of [HI21b] demonstrate that these algebras still
admit a faithful group functor.
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