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BOUNDED DERIVED CATEGORIES AND REPETITIVE
ALGEBRAS

DIETER HAPPEL, BERNHARD KELLER AND IDUN REITEN

INTRODUCTION

Let A be a finite dimensional algebra over a field k. It was proved in [HI] that
there is a full and faithful embedding of the bounded derived category D’(A) into
the stable category m_odK of finite dimensional modules over the repetitive algebra
A. This embedding is an equivalence if and only if A has finite global dimension
[HI]. The category Db(A) is a triangulated category which does not have almost
split triangles when A has infinite global dimension, whereas modA is triangulated
and always has almost split triangles.

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the relationship between D’(A) and
modA from various points of view, which is of course meaningful only for algebras A of
infinite global dimension. The most satisfactory results are obtained for Gorenstein
algebras, especially for selfinjective algebras. R

We investigate the embedding D®(A) C modA from the point of view of universal
properties with respect to triangle functors to triangulated categories with almost
split triangles, and also to which extent modA is the smallest category containing
D®(A) with these properties. The first question has a positive answer for Gorenstein
algebras, and is not true in general. The second question has a negative answer even
for selfinjective algebras.

We also investigate the behavior of almost split triangles and irreducible maps
under the embedding functor, and show that both are actually preserved. While it is
known from [H2] what the end terms of almost split triangles in D®(A) look like, and
hence the left and right end terms of certain irreducible maps, we do not know in
general so much about irreducible maps in D?(A). However in the selfinjective case
we show that there are no irreducible maps not associated with almost split triangles
when (rad A)? # 0, and we describe them all when (rad A)? = 0. We believe that also
for arbitrary A there should be very few irreducible maps not associated with almost
split triangles. As an application of our results we show that when A is selfinjective
all the components of the AR-quiver of the category K°(P) of bounded complexes
of projective modules are of the form ZA.,.

The paper is organised as follows. In section 1 we give some background material
from [HI] on the categories DP(A) and mod A, including properties of almost split
triangles. In section 2, we give an example showing that in general, the embedding
D®(A) C modA is not universal among triangle functors from D?(A) to triangulated
categories with almost split triangles. We also show that the embedding mod A C
m_odK has a weak universal property with respect to triangle functors from D?(A)

to triangulated categories where the Nakayama functor becomes an equivalence. We
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deduce that if A is Gorenstein, there is a natural triangle functor from m_od/A\ to
DP(A). In section 3 we show that even when A is selfinjective, there is an infinite
strictly descending chain of triangulated subcategories of m_odK with almost split
triangles and containing D°(A). In section 4 we show that irreducible maps in
D’(A) stay irreducible in modA , and give sufficient conditions for the existence
of irreducible maps in D?(A) of the form S[—1] — T where S and T are simple
A-modules. In section 5 we show that almost split triangles in D°(A) stay almost
split in m_od/A\, and give the shape of the components of the AR-quiver of K°(P)
for selfinjective algebras. We also give necessary conditions for having irreducible
maps not coming from almost split triangles for Gorenstein algebras, and deduce the
result on irreducible maps in D?(A) when A is selfinjective. In section 6 we deal with
arbitrary finite dimensional algebras, and give some results supporting the suspicion
that there are very few irreducible maps not associated with almost split triangles.
We also show that the natural questions of a connection between irreducible maps
between infinite complexes of projective modules and their finite parts have negative
answers.

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we will fix the notation and recall some of the results frequently
used in the subsequent sections. For the proofs of the stated propositions we refer
to [H1]. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra over a field k.

We denote by mod A the category of finitely generated left A-modules and by AP
(resp. AZ) the full subcategory of projective (resp. injective) A-modules. For a simple
A-module S we denote by P(S) (resp. I(S) ) the projective cover (resp. injective
envelope) of S. We denote by vy: AP —, Z the Nakayama functor defined by
van = D Hom(—,s A), where D is the duality with respect to k, and by vy : A\Z =5 P
the inverse Nakayama functor which is defined by vy, = Hom(DA,, —). We denote
by D®(A) the bounded derived category of mod A. The Nakayama functors v, and v
induce inverse equivalences of triangulated categories still denoted by vy : Kb(,P) —
K®(\Z) and vy : K*(4Z) — K*(4P). We denote by K~*(4P) the homotopy category
of complexes over P bounded above with bounded cohomology groups. Note that
K=*(,P) =~ D(A). For a complex Z = (Z%,d*) in D’(A) and n € Z we always have
a triangle Zs,, — Z — Z., — Z>,[1] in D’(A), where Z%, = Zifori >n, Z., = Z°
for ¢+ < n, and zero otherwise, with the induced (/i\ifferenﬁals. R

To A we may associate the repetitive algebra A and its category mod A of finitely
generated modules. The A-modules X are given by X = (Xj, f;) where X; € mod A
and X; = 0 for almost all i, f;: X; — vy X;41 such that fiv, (fir1) = 0 for all 4.
A morphism of A-modules is defined in an obvious way. There is an automorphism
VR mod A — mod A defined by (v3X)i = Xiy1. The inverse is denoted by v7. The

category mod A is a Frobenius category in the sense of [HI]. The indecomposable
projective-injective A-modules are given by [ = P = (Xi, fi) with X; = P(9), X;11 =
I(S), fi = idp(s) and zero otherwise. Note that top P = vgsoc P. Clearly there are
enough projectives. So for each X we obtain exact sequences 0 — X — [(X) —
QX = 0and 0 = QX — P(X) - X — 0. We denote by modA the stable
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category. This is a triangulated category where Q{I\ serves as a translation functor.

It X e m_odK, we may choose a representative again denoted by X € mod A without
indecomposable projective direct summands. This fact will be used frequently later
on.

There is a triangle functor p: DY(A) — modA which is full and faithful such that
p extends the identity functor on mod A where mod A is embedded in D?(A) (resp.
modA) as complexes (resp. modules) concentrated in degree zero. It is known [H2)]
that p is an equivalence if and only if gl. dim A < oo.

In general we recall from |GK] the following description of Imu. Z = (Z;,¢;) €
Im e if and only if there is some n > 0 such that (Q7"Z); = 0 for j > 0 and

(Q%Z)j = 0 for j < 0. Also note that for a A-module Z = (Z;, g;) with Z; = 0 for
i <0also (2%Z); =0for j <0andallr=>0.

This has the following immediate consequence for Gorenstein algebras (see also
ICZ]).

Corollary 1.1. Let A be a Gorenstein algebra. Then imp = {Z = (Z;,9;) €
mod A | pdyZ; < oo fori # 0}

Proof. 1f A is a Gorenstein algebra then the modules of finite projective dimension
coincide with the modules of finite injective dimension. Moreover this dimension
is bounded by the projective dimension of DA, which coincides with the injective
dimension of pA. Suppose that Z = (Z;,¢9;) € mod A satisfies pd,Z; < oo for i #
0, then it follows immediately from the criterion mentioned above from [GK] that
Z € im p. Conversely let Z = (Z;, g;) € im p and assume that Z = (Z;, ;) € mod A
satisfies pd, Z; = oo for some ¢ # 0. We may assume that ¢ > 0. Choose ¢ maximal
with this property. So pd,Z; < oo for j > ¢. By the first part of the proof and
the fact that im y is a triangulated category the factor module Z' = (ZJ’-, gj) with
Z; = Zjfor j <iand Z; =0 for j > i is contained in imy. But then (Q2Z"Z'); # 0
for all n > 0, in contrast to [GK] O

Let C be a triangulated category which is Krull-Schmidt. Let Z be an object in C.
We say that there is an almost split triangle ending at Z provided there is a triangle
in C of the form

X5y 5725 X[
where (i) X is indecomposable, (ii) for all f: W — Z not split epi there is some
g: W — Y with f = gv and (iii) w # 0.

We refer to [HI|] for equivalent formulations and the connection to irreducible
maps.

In case there is an almost split triangle ending at Z, the starting term X is uniquely
determined up to isomorphism. We then define 7.7 = X. R R

It easily follows from the existence of almost split sequences in mod A that modA
has almost split triangles. It is well known and can be shown using the definition of
7 that for Z € modA indecomposable, then 737 = VKQ%X.

In the case of D’(A) the following is known [H2]. Let Z € DY(A) be indecom-
posable. Then there is an almost split triangle X — Y — Z = X[1] if and only if
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Z € K*(,P). In this case mps(y)Z = vaZ[—1]. Thus D’(A) has almost split triangles
if and only if gl. dim A < oo.

2. A COUNTEREXAMPLE AND A WEAK UNIVERSAL PROPERTY
Problem: Let A be an artin algebra and
1 DY(A) = mod A
the embedding of [H1]. Let C be a triangulated category with Auslander-Reiten
triangles and F' : D?(A) — C a triangle functor. Does there exist a triangle functor
G :modA — C

such that F' = puG 7
The following example shows that the answer is no, in general.

Example: Let A be given as a factor algebra of a path algebra of a field k£ by an
ideal:

6CT<O‘—S ) <627a6>
Let S, T be the two simple A-modules. Then

P(S):(?) andP<T):<§;)

are the indecomposable projective A-modules and I(S) = S and

S T
(%7
the indecomposable injective A-modules. It is easy to see that A is not Gorenstein
(I(T) is of infinite projective dimension). Let I' = End,(P(T)), so I' = k[z]/(2?)
and let ' = Hom(P(T'),—) be a functor from mod A to modI". Now F' is exact, so
F induces a functor D?(A) — D®(T"). Since I is selfinjective, there is a functor [Ric]

7: D) - modT,

so there is a triangle functor ¢ : D®(A) — modT' and modI' has Auslander-Reiten
triangles. We are now going to show that there is no triangle functor G : m_odK —
mod I" such that ¢ = uG.

Suppose there exists a triangle functor G : mod A — mod T such that ¢ = pG. Let
X = (X, fi) be an object ofm_od/A\ with X; = S and X; = 0 for ¢ # 1. Then Q/I\X =
P(5), the stalk module concentrated in degree zero. So GQZX = ¢(P(S5)) =T and

GOLX = OrG(X) = GX |

so GX = T. Also G(S) = ¢(S) = 0 and G(T) = ¢(T) = T. But then also
G(QiT)=T. Now QT = (Y}, f;) where Yo =T, Y, = I(T) and fy : T — P(T) the
canonical map, and Y; = 0 for ¢ # 0, 1. Consider the exact sequence in mod A:

0—-T7T—PT)—T—0.
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It gives rise to a triangle
T-1]-LT S PT) =T (»
in D’(A). Since ¢(P(T)) = 0, the map ¢(f) is invertible. Now we also have the
exact sequence of mod A:
0—=Z =T —=T—0.

This gives rise to a triangle

Z 07" 7)),

which identifies with the image of the triangle (x) under p. Applying G then shows
that GZ = 0 because uG(f) = ¢(f) is invertible. Now Z = (Z;, f;), where Z; = I(T)
and Z; =0 for ¢ # 1. Let U = (U;, f;) with Uy =T and U; = 0 for ¢ # 1. Then we

obtain an exact sequence in mod A
0—-U—-2Z—-UdsX—0,
which gives rise to a triangle

U—7Z—->UdX —U[l]

in mod A and so
GU - GZ - GU & GX — GU[1]

is a triangle in mod I'. Now GZ = 0 by the computation above and G(X) =T, so
the triangle is of the form

GU—-0—->GUasT — GU[1],

a contradiction.

A weak universal property. As the above counterexample shows, the repetitive
category is not the ‘universal triangulated category with Auslander-Reiten triangles
containing the derived category’. However, we will see that if we take into account
additional structure, we do get a weak universal property for the embedding

mod A — mod A.

Roughly speaking this embedding is the ‘universal functor to a triangulated cate-
gory where the Nakayama functor becomes an equivalence’. In the case where A is
Gorenstein, we will use this property to construct a natural triangle functor from
the stable category of the repetitive category to the bounded derived category.

Let us now construct the additional structure we need: For short, let us write M
for mod A and R for mod A. We write ¥ : M — M for the right exact extension of
the Nakayama functor defined in section 1: Thus, we have XM = (DA) ®, M for all
M in M. We now define an exact functor R — R, which we will also denote by ..
Namely, we put

X =1 (QX),
where € is the syzygy functor R — R constructed as follows: If X is an object of R
with structure maps f;, ¢ € Z, we define the object PX to have the ith component

(A ®k Xi) @ (DA @k Xi-1)
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and the structure maps

10

Thus, the object PX is projective-injective. We define the canonical map PX — X
to have the components

[ 00 ] (PX); — (PX)i1.

[Can,gi,l] : (PX)Z — XZ
where can is the canonical map from A®; X; to X; and ¢g; 1 is the map DA®, X, | —
X; induced by v(f;_1). Thus, the map PX — X is a functorial projective right
approximation of X. We define (2.X to be the kernel of PX — X.
The functor ¥ : R — R is exact, preserves projective-injectives and induces
an equivalence in the stable category (namely, the Serre functor). Moreover, if
Fy: M — R denotes the canonical embedding, we have a morphism of functors

¢0 By — Y E.

Namely, for an object M of M, the only non vanishing component of the morphism
FoX(M) — Y Fy(M) is induced by the canonical map DA ®x M — DA ®, M. It is
easy to check that if P is a projective A-module, then ¢qP becomes an isomorphism
in the stable category of R. To summarize, we have

e a k-linear Frobenius category R endowed with an exact functor X : R —
R preserving projective-injectives and inducing an equivalence in the stable
category,

e an exact functor Fy: M — R endowed with a morphism

(]50 : F(]E — EFO

such that ¢y P becomes an isomorphism in the stable category for each pro-
jective module P.

Theorem 2.1. Let £ be a k-linear Frobenius category endowed with an exact functor
Y 1 £ = & preserving projective-injectives and inducing an equivalence in the stable
category. Let F' : M — & be an exact functor endowed with a morphism ¢ : X F —
Y such that ¢P becomes an isomorphism in the stable category for each projective
module P. Then there is a triangle functor

G:R—E,

such that G commutes with ¥ up to isomorphism and the triangle

MR

BN

The theorem will be proved below. Note that it does not make any claim about
uniqueness. In fact, one could obtain a more intrinsic formulation and a uniqueness
statement by working in a more sophisticated framework based on towers of trian-
gulated categories [K2], or derivators [G] or the homotopy category of dg categories
[Ta] [To] [K1]. However, this would go beyond the scope of this article.

commutes up to isomorphism.
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Corollary 2.2. Suppose that A is Gorenstein. Then there is a a triangle functor
G :mod A — DY(A)

which commutes with the inclusion of mod A and such that we have a functorial
1somorphism
oGS GEoY,

where ¥ : mod A — mod A is the Serre functor and ¥ : DY(A) — DP(A) the functor
L
M — DA ®p M.

Proof of the corollary. Let £ be the category of right bounded complexes of projec-
tive A-modules with bounded homology. Then the stable category of £ is triangle
equivalent to the bounded derived category. For each A-bimodule B, write p(B)
for a projective bimodule resolution of B. Let ¥ : £ — & be the (total) tensor
product over A by the complex of bimodules p(DA). Let Fy be the functor taking
a module M to p(A) ®y M. To construct ¢ : FoX — XFy, it suffices to construct a
quasi-isomorphism of bimodule complexes

¢ : p(DA) @5 p(A) = p(A) @4 DA.
Indeed, since the morphism
p(DA) ®, p(A) — DA
is a projective resolution, it lifts (in the homotopy category) along the quasi-isomorphism
p(A) @y DA — DA

and we define 5 to be a representative of a lift. If P is a projective module, then in
the square (commutative in the homotopy category),

P(DA) @A p(A) @A P——= DA ®, P

or | l

the two horizontal morphisms are quasi-isomorphisms and so the left vertical mor-
phism is a homotopy equivalence. This means that ¢ P becomes an isomorphism in
the stable category. Thus, the hypotheses of the theorem are satisfied and we get, if
A is Gorenstein, a natural triangle functor

G :mod A — D’(A)

which extends the inclusion of mod A and commutes with ¥ up to isomorphism of
triangle functors.

Proof of the theorem. It is not hard to see that it suffices to define a functor with
the required properties on the full subcategory of objects X of R with X; = 0 for
1 > 0. Let X be such an object of R with structure maps f; : ¥X; — X;,1, 1 € Z.
We define G1 X to be the complex over £ with components 3*F (X ;) and with the
differential

EZ(FX,Z) — Ei71<FX,Z‘+1)
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given by (X771¢X ) (ZLEf;). Tt is straightforward to check that the square of the
differential vanishes and that with the natural definition of G; on morphisms, we get
a k-linear functor

G, : R — C(€)

taking exact sequences of R to componentwise conflations of the category C*(&)
of bounded complexes over £. Moreover, the functor (G; takes an indecomposable
projective injective object given by a projective P (put in degree —1, for simplicity
of notation) and the identity X P — X P to a complex of the shape

--—>0—>Z(FP)£>F(ZP)—>O—>---
Now since € is a Frobenius category, we have a canonical triangle functor [KV] [Ric]
D'(&) =&
extending the natural projection functor &€ — £. We define G5 to be the composition
C'(&) =D& =&

and we put G3 = Gy 0 Gy : R — £. Then G35 takes projective-injectives to zero-
objects: Indeed, a complex of the form

e 0= (FP) L P(EP) ) ——

is the cone over the morphism ¢P (between complexes concentrated in degree 0).
Since ¢ P becomes invertible in £ by assumption, the image of the cone under G, is a
zero object. Thus, (G5 induces a k-linear functor G. It is clear from the construction
that FyG is isomorphic to F'. Since (G; takes conflations to componentwise conflations
and the projection C*(£) — DP(€) transforms each componentwise conflation into a
canonical triangle, the functor G is in fact a triangle functor. Therefore, to construct
a commutation isomorphism XG — G it suffices to construct such a commutation
isomorphism for Q7! o ¥. Now in R, the composition Q! o ¥ is isomorphic to the
degree shifting functor v;. For an object X, the image G;(v3X) is isomorphic to
(G X)[—1], where we denote by ¥ the functor from C*(€) to itself obtained by
applying ¥ : £ — £ to each component. Now the canonical triangle functor

D'(&) =&

is functorial with respect to exact functors preserving projective-injectives and thus
canonically commutes with 3. Moreover, since it is a triangle functor, it is compatible
with shifts. So we get a canonical isomorphism

Q7ING(X) = Go(R(G1X)[~1]) = G1Go20 L (X).

Note that for Gorenstein algebras we now have a positive answer to the question
posed in the beginning of the section.
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3. INFINITE CHAIN OF SUBCATEGORIES

In this section we construct triangulated subcategories of modA containing D°(A)
for A a selfinjective algebra. Recall from Section 1 that in this case D°(A) can be
identified with the full subcategory of modA with objects X = (X, f;) such that X;
is a projective A-module for i # 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a selfinjective algebra. Let I C Z and letC; C {X = (Xi, f;) €
modA | X; is a projective A-module if i ¢ 1}. Then the following hold

i)C; C m_odK 15 a triangulated subcategory.

ii) 0 € I if and only if D*(A) C C;.

iii) If I,1' CZ with I C I', then C; C Cpr.

Proof. 1f P is a projective-injective A -module, then P € Cy, since A is selfinjective.
So C; C modA.

Let X € C; and consider an exact sequence 0 = X — I(X) — QX — 0
with 7(X) injective in mod A. Then for each i € Z we have an exact sequence
0= X; = I(X;) v I(Xit1) = Z; — 0 where 1(X;) is the A-injective envelope of
X;. If ¢ ¢ I, the sequence splits, since X; is projective, hence Q/I\X € C;. Thus C;
is closed under the translation functor in modA. Finally, let X — Y — Z — C[1]
be a triangle in m_odK with X,Y € C;. Then the triangle gives an exact sequence
05X = I(X)®Y — Z — 0 in modA. So for each j € Z we obtain an exact
sequence 0 — X; — I(X); ®Y; —» Z; — 0 in modA. If i € I then X,,Y; are
projective, so Z; is projective, hence Z € C,, so C; is a triangulated subcategory of
modA.

(ii) and (iii) are obvious. O

Example 3.2. Let n € N and let I = (n+ 1)Z. Let C,, = C;. Then I/%LJFI is an
automorphism on C,. In fact, if X = (X, f;) € C,, then (I/%J’lX)i = Xiint1. Since
JE€m+1)Z if and only if j+n+1¢ (n+ 1)Z we see that 1/%“)( € C,.

If we choose n+1 = 2F and let Dy, = C,, we obtain a descending chain of subcate-
gories --- C D, C D, C m_odK and clearly D*(A) = (., D

i>1 5

Let A be a symmetric algebra and let F' = v3{2; be the Serre functor on m_odx.
So for all X,Y € mod A we have nxy: Hom(X,Y) = DHom(Y, FX) natural in X
and Y. We will show that F"™! is a Serre functor on C,,. For this we will construct
nx: F" X — FX such that nx is natural in X and for all X, Y € C, we have that
Hom(Y, F*"1X) = Hom(Y, FX). This then implies that F"™! is a Serre functor on
C,,, hence C,, has Auslander-Reiten triangles.(Compare [RV])

X

Lemma 3.3. For all X € mod A there is an ezact sequence 0 — Ky %5 F(X)—=
X — 0 which is natural in X.

Proof. Since A is finite-dimensional, there is a functor P: mod A —, P and an exact

sequence 0 — QX 5% P(X) 2%, X — 0 natural in X for X € modA (compare
section 2). Now let X = (Xj, f;) € mod A. Applying vy if necessary we may assume



10 DIETER HAPPEL, BERNHARD KELLER AND IDUN REITEN

that X; = 0 for 2 < 0. Now P extends to a functor P: mod A —3 P and we have

an exact sequence 0 — (7 X — IB(X ) = X — 0. Explicitly we have for i > 0 a
commutative diagram of the form

(ngl) QA?M)

Xio1) ® QX P(X;) @ WX

($oxl,)
<_P(fi—1) P(Of )) 0ax;,

1 i
P(Xi1) @ P(X;) P(X;) ® P(Xit1)

(s%) (65 )

fi
Xi Xi—l—l

/N

O ~—~
Q

O

-

N——

Bx;
The map mx: FX — X is now defined by (7x);: P(X;) ® QX1 M) X;. Clearly
mx is surjective and Ky is described by the following commutative diagram

(Q(lfi) QA(JO%H))
ox;yy 0

(3 D) <P(fi)Q (?‘ )) < 0 1)
P(X) ® QX)) "L P(Xi11) @ QUXip)
(%) (Pn)

fi
X; Xit1

Q(X;) ® Qp(Xig) Q(Xiv1) ® UXiy2)

Since P, P are functors, the exact sequence 0 — Kx 25 F(X) ™5 X — 0 is
natural in X. O

So for each 1 <7 < n we obtain an exact sequence
(%); 0 = F'Kx — F'"'X — F'X — 0

Now (x); induces ny: F""X — FX natural in X. Thus for all X|Y € mod A we
have nxy: Hom(Y, F""'X) — Hom(Y, FX) natural in X and Y.

For the following lemma we need some notation. Let X € modA and denote by
64(X) = (Z;,;) the A-module with Z; 1 = Z; = X, Z; =0for j #i—1,i,vi-1 = 1x
and v; =0 for j # 7 — 1.

Lemma 3.4. If X € C,, then Kx ~ @, (,y1)7 9 (2X) in modA

Proof. It X = (Xj, fi) € C,, then by definition X; is projective for i ¢ (n + 1)Z.
Moreover it follows that 6°(QX;) is projective as a A-module if X; is projective. It
follows from the previous lemma that for each i we have that §'(Q.X;) is a submodule
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of Kx. Explicitly consider the following commutative diagram

QXi_}_l ! QXi-i-l

l(O 1) <in 0 ) l(l Qfiv1)
1 Qf;
QX @ QX1 = QX @ QX0

Soif i & (n+1)Z we see that §°(Q2X;) is a direct summand of Kx. But then it follows
from the description of Ky in the previous lemma that Kx >~ €D, 11z §1(2X;) in

modA O

Lemma 3.5. Let X € mod A and i € Z. Then
P)FS(X) ~ 6 HQX) in modA.
W)IfY € C,, then Hom(Y,6(X)) =0, ifi € (n+1)Z

Proof. 1) Clearly, if X,Y € mod A then Q;6°(X) = §°(Q2,X) in modA and v (Y) =
§71(Y), so the assertion follows.

ii)Let Y = (V;,9;) € C, and let ¢ € Hom(Y,§(X)). So we have the following
commutative diagram with ¢ = (g;)

gi—2 gi—1 gi
(AP N e

=

0 X ——=X 0
Consider §°(P(X)) & §(X), then §'(P(X)) is a projective A-module. Since i ¢
(n 4+ 1)Z, we have that Y; is a projective A-module, so there is some «;: Y; = P(X)
such that a;m; = ¢;, where 7 = (7;) and 7; =0 for j #i— 1,7 and m_y = 7 = Sx.
Set i1 = g;—1a; and a; = 0 forj #i—1,4. Then a = (o ) isamap Y — 6 (P(X))
such that ar = ¢, hence Hom(Y, §*(X)) = 0 O

Proposition 3.6. For all X,Y € C,, the natural transformation
nx.y: Hom(Y, F""'X) — Hom(Y, FX) is an isomorphism

Proof. By the previous considerations we have for each X € C,, and each 1 <i < n
an exact sequence 0 — F'Kyx — F'' X — X — 0 in mod A which gives rise to a
triangle FIKy — F'"'X — F'X — FiKx[1] in m_od]\\. Applying Hom(Y, —) to this
triangle for Y € C, gives an exact sequence

Hom(Y, F'Kx) — Hom(Y, F""' X) — Hom(Y, F'X) — Hom(Y, F'Kx|[1])

By the description of Kx and the previous lemma we see that Hom(Y, F'Kx) =0 =
Hom(Y, F'K x[1]), hence Hom(Y, F"'"1Kx) = Hom(Y, F'X).

For each 1 < i < n we also have an exact sequence 0 — K¢ — F'*1X — FX — 0
in mod A which gives rise to a triangle K' — F*1X — FX — K'[1] in modA
where "X — FX is obtained from the composition F*""'X — X — FX.
By the octahedral axiom we have a triangle F'Ky — K' — K'"™!' — F'Kx[l]
. By induction and the previous considerations we have that Hom(Y, K*) = 0 =
Hom (Y, K[1]), hence Hom(Y, F""' X)) ~ Hom(Y, FX), thus nxy is an isomorphism
forall X,Y €C,. O
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As pointed out above this implies

Corollary 3.7. For each n € N the category C,, has almost split triangles

4. IRREDUCIBLE MAPS IN DP(A)

In this section we study the behavior of the embedding p: D’(A) — modA under
irreducible maps. If X = (X7, f%) € Db(A) we write u(X) = (X;, f;). If X = (X7, f)
satisfies X? = 0 for ¢ < 0, then X; = 0 for i« < 0. Here of course, we assume that
1(X) has no projective-injective indecomposable summands. If X = 0 for i > 0
then X; =0 for ¢ > 0.

We denote by mod>° A = {(Xl,fl)|X = 0,7 < 0} and mod”® A = = {(X;, fi)|Xi; =
0,7 < 0} The categorles mod<° A and mod<0A are defined analogously. Clearly
mod=° A and mod>® A are stable under Q23. Moreover we clearly have Hom(X,Y) =0
for X € modZ°A and Y € mod<"A. This yields the following easy lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let X € mod=° A and Y € mod<"A. Then Ext:(X,Y) = 0.
Proof. We have Ext/lA\(X, Y) ~ Hom(X, Q7Y) =0, since Q7Y € mod<?A. O

Lemma 4.2. Let Z = (Z,, f;) € mod=° A with Z € Imu. Consider the ezact
sequence 0 = 270 — 7 — Zy — 0. Then v3;Z7° € Im p.

Proof. We verify the condition mentioned in section 1 from [GK]. Since v;Z7° €
mod=" A we have that Q%(VKZ>O) € mod=" A for all » > 0. The exact sequence

0— 27" = Z — Zy — 0 gives a triangle 32y — Z°° — Z — Zy in modA. So for
each n > 0 we obtain a triangle

-n —n—1r7>0 —n—1 —n—1
QK ZO—>QK Z —>QK Z—>QK Z

For each n > 0 we clearly have Q[I\”ZO € mod=A. Since Z € Im g there is ng
such that Q"7 € mod=C A for all n > ng by [GK]. Let n > ny and assume that
VA mod=" A. Then there is X € mod”° A such that Hom(X, 01 Z70) #
0. Since Hom(X, Q27" Zy) = 0 = Hom(X, Qi"‘lZ) we obtain a contradiction. O

Theorem 4.3. Let X,Y be indecomposable in D°(A) and let f: X — Y be irre-
ducible. Then p(f): pX — pY is irreducible in modA.

Proof. We consider the almost split triangle (*) 7zuY = E LN pY 5 muYl] in
m_od]\\. Now u(f) is not split epi, since f is irreducible, hence we get g: uX — FE
such that u(f) = gB8. Let uX = (X, fi) and pY = (Y, ;). We may assume that
pX, Y € mod= OA. Now Y = VAQA[LY (Z;, h;) satisfies Z; = 0 for i < —1,
Z_1 = 0%Y,. Thus E = (El,u,) satisfies B; = 0 for 1 < —1, E_; = Q3Y; and
U_q: QAYO — v Ey. Let P 5 QAYO be epi with P a projective A-module. Let
E = (EZ,UZ) € mod A defined by E; =0 fori < —1, E_, = P, E; = E; for i > 0,
Vo1 =Tu_1, v; = u; for i > 0.
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Now Q%MY € Im p, since Im y is a triangulated subcategory. By Lemma [3.2 we

have that v; E~° € Im p1. Since 4 P € Im pi we see that E € Im . The construction
of E clearly yields a triangle

vip(Kerm) SESEDL vy p(Ker m)[1]
The factorization u(f) = gf induces another factorization as follows:

I
lg g
Y

vy pu(Ker ) g EF——F Ty p(Ker m)[1]

|
| B ‘/ﬁ
v

pwY —=—puY

where E = ¢f. Since gn = 0 by Lemma B.1] we obtain g with ge = g. Now ﬁg =
geB = g8 = u(f). B

Since E € Imp and f is irreducible, we get that ¢ is a split mono or 3 is a split
epi. If E is split epi, there is 51: uy — E such that Blﬁ = 1,y. Set 5 = glc. Then
58 = Elcﬁ = B}B =1,y, so ( is a split epi, in contrast to (*) being an almost split
triangle. So g is split mono, hence there is some ¢ : E — pX such that gg1 = 1,x.
Since Hom(vy Kerm, uX) = 0 , we have dg; = 0, so there is some ¢;: £ — puX such
that egy = g1. Now gg1 = gegi = gg1 = 1,x shows that g is split mono, hence X is
an indecomposable direct summand of F and pu(f) is a component of 3, hence pu(f)
is irreducible. O

Next we show how certain irreducible maps in D°(A) arise quite naturally from
extensions of simple A-modules. This will be of interest in section 5.

Proposition 4.4. Let S and T be simple A-modules with Ext}y(S,T) # 0. If
rad P(S) and I(T')/T are both semisimple, then there is an irreducible map f: S[—1] —
T in Db(A).

Proof. We will show that there is an irreducible map ¢: u(S[—1]) — u(T) in modA.
For simplicity set u(S) =S and u(T) = T. Then S[—1] = Q35 ~ rad; P(S), where

P(S) is the A-projective cover of S. We consider the almost split sequence in mod A
starting in S[—1] = rad; P(S). It is well-known [AR] that this is of the form

0 — rad; P(S) —3 P(S) ®@rad; P(S)/sociy P(S) = P(S)/socz P(S) =0

Clearly, socg P(S) = vz S. Let 0 = 5 5 1(S) LN I1(S)/S — 0 be exact in mod A,
with 7(S) the A-injective envelope of S. Applying the Nakayama functor v, =
Hom(DA,, —) yields an exact sequence

0 — Hom(DAy, S) 2% P(S) = Hom(DAy, I(5)) %% Hom(DA,, 1(S)/5)

Let ¢ be the composition of rad P(S) = P(S) LGN viI1(S)/S, so g =~vyB. Then
I'adKP(S)/SOCKP<S) = (Zz,gl) = Z with ZO = radAP(S), Zl = [(S)/S, go — ¢,
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and zero otherwise. By assumption, rad P(S) is semisimple and Ext}(S,T) # 0,
so T is an indecomposable direct summand of rad P(S). Let 0 # 6: I(T) — I(5)
be a map which is not an isomorphism. Since I(7")/T is semisimple, ¢ factors over
a, hence g(T') = 0, or equivalently 7" is an indecomposable direct summand of Z.
Hence there is an irreducible map f: Q3;S — T in m_odK, so there is an irreducible

map f: S[—1] — T in D*(A) O

5. COMPONENTS

We consider the embedding p : DY(A) — m_odK. The category m_odK has al-
most split triangles, where for an indecomposable X &€ m_od//{, the translate 73 X =
v;[—2]X. In general, D?(A) will not have almost split triangles. However it was
shown in [H2] that for each P € K’(,P) indecomposable there is an almost split
triangle in D?(A) of the form vP[—1] % E % P =5 vP where v : K'(,P) — Kb(L7)
is the Nakayama functor. We will show first that this triangle is sent under y to the
almost split triangle in modA ending at w(P) and then apply this to determine the
structure of the components of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of K®(,P) in case A is
a Gorenstein algebra.

Lemma 5.1. If P € K°(,P), then 7xu(P) € Im p.

Proof. Let P = (P',d") € K°(,P). Since g commutes with the translation functors
we may assume that P = 0 for ¢ > 0 and it is enough

to show that vzu(P) € Impu. Since P € K°(,P) there is mg such that P™ = 0
for m < mgy. We proceed by induction on myq. If my = 0, then P is a stalk complex
concentrated in degree 0, so pu(P) is the stalk module P° concentrated in degree
zero. But v; P° = vPY[1] shows that v P € Im p. If mg < 0, let P’ = (P",d") with
PP = Pifori<0and P°=0,d" =d fori < —1 and d* = 0 for i > —1 be the
truncated complex.

We clearly have a map of complexes P'[—1] = P° whose mapping cone is P. So
we obtain a triangle P’[—-1] — P° — P — P’ in K’(,P). This yields a triangle
vipuP'[-1] = v PY — vzuP — vip P’ in modA.

By induction the first two terms belong to Im y, hence so does the third, since p
is a triangle functor. 0

Proposition 5.2. Let P € K*(,P) and let vP[-1] = E = P = vP be the almost
split triangle in D°(A) ending at P. Then uvP[—1] Hy wk Hy) uP gy

almost split triangle in modA ending at uP.

uvP s the

Proof. Let
P =5 F 5 pP = mpP[l] (%)

be the almost split triangle in modA ending at uP. By LemmaB.Ilthere is X € D?(A)
such that pX = 7z P[1]. So there is some w' : P — X such that pw’ = w. Let

! ! /

X% ESPYS X (%)
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be a triangle in D?(A). By construction uX|[—1] — uE — uP = pX is isomorphic
to (x). Since p is an embedding and (x) is an almost split triangle, we infer that ()
is the almost split triangle in D°(A) ending at P. O

In the following let A be a Gorenstein algebra. Then the Nakayama functor v :
K°(,P) — K®(,Z) is an endofunctor, hence K°(4P) has almost split triangles, which
are almost split triangles in D’(A), and therefore by Proposition (.2 also almost split

triangles in modA. Hence we get

Corollary 5.3. Let C be a connected component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of
Kb(\P). Then C is a connected component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of modA\.

We will now investigate the shape of the components of the Auslander-Reiten
quiver of K?(4P) for A a selfinjective algebra.

Theorem 5.4. Let A be a connected selfinjective algebra, which is not semisimple.
Let C be a connected component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of K®(AP). Then C
1s of the form ZA

Proof. Let C be a connected component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of K°(,P).
By Corollary b.3, C is a connected component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of
modA. In fact C is a connected component of the Auslander—Relten quiver of modA
since otherwise there would exist an indecomposable projective A-module P such
that rad P € C, in particular rad P € Im pks(, p)-

But it follows from the description of Im y in Section 3 that Im pyxe(,py = {(Xi, fi) |
X is a projective A-module}, so rad P ¢ Im pyxe(,py, since A is not semisimple.
Consider [ : C — N defined by [(X) = | X]|, the length of X as a A-module. Then I
is an additive function on C, since C is a component of the Auslander-Reiten quiver
of modA: If P € K(,P) and pu(P) = (X;, f;) we have that X; = 0 for |i| > m and
some m and X; is projective for |i| < m. Since A is selfinjective there exists n € N
such that v} P = P for each projective A-module P. If u(P) = (Xj, fi), so that
(4P = X, 1, then [(QzuP) = 37, s X

So l(uP) = [(Q3uP), hence (77 uP) = (uP), showing that [ is a 7z-periodic
additive function. Let X € C and let 0+# f: P — X with P an indecomposable
projective A-module. Since C does not contain any projective A-modules we obtain
for each i a chain of irreducible maps X; LN Xig— =X EN Xo = X such that
fi-..fi #0and X; € C. By Harada-Sai (see [ARS]) we know that the length of the
indecomposable modules in C is unbounded; so [ is unbounded on C. In particular C
contains infinitely many 75-orbits. By [F] the tree class of C is A. Trivially C does
not contain any 73;-periodic vertices. So C = ZA .. U

If //\\ is a Gorenstein algebra, then in Section 2 we constructed a functor G :
modA — D(A) such that Gu =2 1% (A). Let 7 : D’(A) — D’(A) be the equivalence
induced by vy = D Hom(—, yA), then we obtain a commutative diagram

modA —<— DP(A)

ll’x Lﬁm

modA —— DP(A)



16 DIETER HAPPEL, BERNHARD KELLER AND IDUN REITEN

Proposition 5.5. Let A be a Gorenstein algebra and X,Y € D®(A) indecomposable.
If f: X =Y is irreducible and Y & K°(\P), then X = vY[-1].

Proof. We consider the almost split triangle in modA

=Y 5 E LA pY 2 pY 1] (%)
Since f : X — Y is irreducible and by Theorem 4.3, also pu(f) is irreducible, we see
that £ = pu(X) @ C and 8 = (u(f), g)" for some g : C' — pY. Since 73 = v;0% and
using the diagram above we see that G applied to (x) yields a triangle in D?(A)

-9 xeco Wy Wy (%)
We claim that G(y) = 0. Otherwise, let h : Z — Y be a map which is not a split
epi, then u(h) is not a split epi. But then u(h)y = 0, hence 0 = G(u(h)y) = hG(7y).
Since Y and 7Y [—1] are indecomposable, (x*) would be an almost split triangle in
DP(A). Since Y ¢ K°(,P) this contradicts [H2]. So G(v) = 0, hence G(f3) is a split
epi. Since X is not isomorphic to Y, we get that X = vY[—1]. O

We will now show that for selfinjective algebras A irreducible maps in D?(A)
outside K°(,P) are rare. For this we will need the following easy fact, but first we
will define the relevant class of algebras A, for n > 1. Let A; = k[z]/(2?) and A,, for
n > 2 defined by the following quiver

with relations ;o1 = 0 for 1 < i < n where a,, 11 = ag.
We collect the relevant information in the following well-known lemma (see [ARS])

Lemma 5.6. Let A be a basic selfinjective algebra which is not semisimple.
(1) rad* A = 0 if and only if A = A,, for some n.
(2) If S(i) is a simple A,-module, then vS(i) = S(i — 1) where S(0) = S(n).
(3) A, is symmetric if and only if n = 1.

Theorem 5.7. Let A be a basic selfinjective algebra which is not semisimple. Let
Y € DY(A)\ K®(4P) be indecomposable. There exists an irreducible map f: X —Y
in DU(A) if and only if A=A, Y 2 S(GE—1)[j], X 2 S(i)[j—1] for some1 <i<n
and j € 7.

Proof. If A = A,, for some n, we have seen in Proposition 4.4 that for each arrow «;
we have an irreducible map vS(i)[—1] — S(i+1) in D(A). Since pd,, S(i+1) = oo
we have S(i + 1) € K°(LP).

Conversely, let f: X — Y be irreducible in D°(A) and Y & K°(,P). We choose
Y € K*(,P) and may assume that Y = (P! d%) satisfies Y? = 0 for i > 0 and
H°(Y') # 0. By Proposition 5.5 we know that X 2 7Y [—1]. Since A is selfinjective,

07

we have that v, is exact, hence 7Y = (v P?, vpd?). Consider the triangle vy P°[—1] =
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Y[-1] & Y[—1]<o = vp P°. Since Hom(vy P°[—1],Y) = 0, there is some f such that
f = Bf. H°(Y) # 0 implies that o # 0. Thus 3 is not split mono, so f is split
epi, since f is irreducible. Hence H'(f) : H' (7Y [—1]<o — H(Y) is split epi for all
i. Since v is exact, we have that H'(7Y) = vy H(Y) for all . Also we have that
H (Y [-1]<o) = H'(pY[-1]) for all i < —1 and H'(PY|[-1]) = H"'(7Y). Since
Y € K%, P) there is ng < 0 such that H*(Y) = 0 for all n < ng. Choose ng
maximal with this property, so H"™(Y) = 0 and H™"(Y) # 0. We claim that
Y € modA or equivalently ny = —1. Otherwise ny < —2. But then 0 = H™(Y) =
H™ (DY) = H* T (DY [-1]) = H T (0Y[-1]=0) - H™(Y), hence H™(Y) = 0
in contrast to the choice of ng. Hence ng = —1, so Y is an indecomposable A-module.
But then Y="! 2 O, Y[1], so Y="! is indecomposable, since A is selfinjective. But
then 7Y [—1]=" is indecomposable, so f is an isomorphism, so vAQ\Y =2 Y. If Y is
not simple, there is a proper epi Y - S for some simple S. So thereis h:Y — I(S5),
with Ker h # 0 and Coker h # 0. Since Hom(I(S),Y[1]) = Ext}(1(S),Y) = 0 we
obtain a triangle
G115y L 1(8) = ¢,

with C},[—1] indecomposable and H°(C},[—1]) = Ker h, H'(C},[—1]) = Coker h. Since
Hom(vpY[—1],1(S)) = 0, there is f": vpY[—1] — C[—1] such that f'g = f. Since
h # 0, g is not split epi, hence f’ is split mono, since f is irreducible. Since Cj,[—1]
is indecomposable, we have that f’ is an isomorphism, in contrast to H°(Cj,[—1]) #
0 # H'(C,[—1]), so X is a simple A-module. Since Y = 1, Q,Y, we see that QY
is a simple A-module. But then rad® A = 0, since A is selfinjective and the assertion
follows from Lemma [5.6] 0

6. BEHAVIOR OF IRREDUCIBLE MAPS

In this section we show that beyond the Gorenstein algebras the behavior of irre-
ducible maps in D?(A) is not so regular. In particular, we show that some natural
conjectures have a negative answer.

For a non-zero map f : P — Q between indecomposable objects in D®(A) but not
in K°(,P) we investigate the connection between f : P — Q and f>_, : P>, —
()>_n being irreducible for some n. We also give some sufficient condition for an
irreducible map in modA not be irreducible in D?(A).

We start with a general result on mapping cones of irreducible maps, where the
analogous result in abelian categories is well known.

Proposition 6.1. Let X andY be indecomposable in D(A), for a finite dimensional
algebra A, and assume that we have an irreducible map f : X — Y. Then the
mapping cone Cy is indecomposable.

Proof. This can be proved in a similar way as the abelian analog. Here we give a
slightly shorter proof using Theorem 4.3. Let u : D°(A) — m_odK be as usual the
natural embedding. Then we know from Theorem 4.3 that u(f) : u(X) — p(Y) is
irreducible in modA. This is induced by an irreducible map f’ : w(X) — p(Y) in
modA. If fis mono, we have an exact sequence 0 — w(X) = pw(Y) = wY)/uX) —
0, and if f" is epi, we have an exact sequence 0 — Ker f' — u(X) — u(Y) — 0.
We know that in the first case u(Y)/u(X) is indecomposable and in the second case
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L . . f
Ker f’ is indecomposable, see [ARS]. So in any case we have a triangle pu(X) ey

1(Y) = Z in modA, where Z is indecomposable. Since u(Cy) = Z, it follows that
Cy is indecomposable. O

Let 0 = A — B — C — 0 be an almost split sequence in modA. Then it is known
that if idy A < 1 and pd, C < 1, then the sequence gives rise to an almost split
triangle in D°(A) [H1]. Consequently the corresponding irreducible maps f; : A — B;
and g; : B; — C stay irreducible, where B = @2:1 B; with B; indecomposable. But
the normal behavior is that irreducible maps in modA do not stay irreducible in
D’(A). We illustrate this with the following result.

Proposition 6.2. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra, X and Y indecomposable
A-modules with pdy X < oo and pd, Y > pdy X + 2. Then there is no irreducible
map f: X —Y in D°(A).

Proof. Assume that we have an irreducible map f : X — Y in modA, with X and
Y indecomposable, pd X =i < oo and pdY >i+2. Let P:--- = P+ 5 ...
P~ — P% — 0 be a minimal projective resolution of Y and Q : 0 — Q=% — --- —
Q' = Q" — 0 a minimal projective resolution of X. Let C' denote the complex
0— P 0+H) ... 5 Pl PO 0. Thenf:Q%PfactorsasQ&CgP,
since we have the commutative diagram

0 — Q7" — ... —=Q'—=0Q"—0

I ol el ol
0 — pH _ 5 pi_5 5 pl_5 Pl
= P pGH) s P s P PO

We want to show that g is not a split monomorphism and A is not a split epimor-
phism. If g : Q@ — C was a split monomorphism, the induced map H°(Q) = X —
H°(C) =Y would be a split monomorphism. Since X and Y are indecomposable
nonisomorphic modules, this is impossible.

The diagram

Q—(i+2)Y
p-G+y 5 5 p-l _y po
Y

gives rise to the triangle Q=F2Y[i + 1] — C — Y[0] = Q=+2Y[i + 2]. Here «
is given by the sequence 0 — Q- (+2y — p~(+h) ... 5 p=1 4 PO 4y 0,
which does not represent the zero element since pd, Y > i+ 2. Hence, h: C' — Y|0]
or equivalently h : C' — P is not a split epimorphism. It follows that f: Q — P is
not irreducible. O
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Note that if A is hereditary, then each irreducible map in modA stays irreducible
in Db(A). In this case pd X is 0 or 1, hence we can never have pdY > pd X + 2.

The next natural question is to which extent we have irreducible maps X —
Y[1], where X and Y are indecomposable in modA, corresponding to elements of
Ext}(X,Y). Here we have seen some sufficient conditions in Section 3. Normally,
we do not have such irreducible maps.

Proposition 6.3. Let f : X — Y[1]| be an irreducible map, where X and Y are
indecomposable A-modules. Then' Y must be a summand of QX .

Proof. We have the factorization X % QX[1] it Y[1] of f: X — Y[1], as is seen by
considering the diagram

0 994 P_x X 0
©,
v v

0 Y FE X 0

Then h : X — QX][1] is not a split monomorphism since H°(h) is not a split
monomorphism. Since f : X — Y[1] is irreducible, it follows that g : QX — Y is a
split epimorphism, so that Y is a summand of 2.X. O

We now give another situation where there are no irreducible maps, containing
the case X — Y[2], corresponding to elements of Ext3 (X,Y), as a special case.

Proposition 6.4. Let P and Q be indecomposable objects in D°(A) for a finite
dimensional algebra A, represented by complexes of projective A-modules with no
split exact summands, with P° # 0, P* =0 for i > 0 and Q* = 0 fori > —1. Then
there is no irreducible map f: P — Q in D°(A).

Proof. Let f : P — @ be a map in D’(A). Consider the factorization of f given by

. — P2 Pt 5P 0 P
b [
. — P2 S5 Pt 50 —0 P<
o Js
= — 0 Q

We have H°(P) = PY/Ima, which is not zero since P has no split exact direct
summands. Since H°(P<_1) =0, h: P — P<_; cannot be a split monomorphism.

Assume now that g is a split epimorphism, and consider the triangle P<_; LS
Cy —. Then u: Q — C, must be homotopic to 0, that is, we have the diagram

b72 b—l

-3 Q—Q 0

et

L P—2 P Q_3 6725 P—l o) Q_2 - 0
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where b_;js_; + s_(i41)C—(i+1) = (0,1) for all 7 > 1. Using the same maps s; we see

that in the triangle P EN Q> Cy —, the map v must be 0, so that f would also be a
split epimorphism. Since P and @) are indecomposable, f would be an isomorphism,
which is impossible because H°(P) # 0 and H°(Q) = 0. We conclude that g is not
a split epimorphism. Since we already have that h is not a split monomorphism, it
follows that f : P — @ is not irreducible. O

The following sufficient condition for the mapping cone to be indecomposable will
be useful. We formulate the result in the more general setting of Krull-Schmidt
triangulated categories.

Lemma 6.5. Let f : P — @ be a map between indecomposable objects in a Krull-
Schmidt triangulated category C with shift [1] and assume that f is not zero and not

invertible. Complete to a triangle P EN Q % C — P[1]. If Hom(Q, P[1]) = 0, then
C s indecomposable.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that C is not indecomposable, and write C' = @;_, Z;,
where > 1 and each Z; is indecomposable. Let g = (g1,...,¢-) and h = (hy, ..., ;)"
Then we know from [R] that g; # 0 and h; # 0 for each i =1,...,r.

Consider the map

1 0 0
Y= O C = C,
0O ... ... 0

where 1 = 15,. We then have the diagram

oot
&
Py 20— Pl

Since by the assumption Hom(Q, P[1]) = 0, it follows that gph = 0. Hence there

is a map pg : @ — @ such that g9 = gp. We have gp = (¢1,0,...,0) and

0o = (pQg1,---,900r), so that gg1 = ¢1 and pgg; = 0 for 2 < i < r. Since
©? = ¢, we have 069 = g¥" = gy, so that g1 = g1 and g, = 0 for 2 <7 < 7.
Since () is indecomposable, any map ¢ : () — () is nilpotent or an isomorphism, so
that we have a contradiction. It follows that C' is indecomposable. U

p ! Q g

P

We now consider the following question. If we have an irreducible map f: P — @)
between unbounded complexes of projective modules, not objects in K?(,P), is then
f>—n @ P>_, = @Q>_, irreducible for all n where f~_, is a nonzero map between
indecomposable objects?

For selfinjective algebras A, the existence of an irreducible map f: P — @ not in
K"(,P) implies that A is selfinjective with rad®* A = 0 and that we have f : S — T/[1],
where S and T are simple A-modules. In this case f>_, : P~_,, = ()>_,, is irreducible
for n > 2.
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We now give an example which gives a negative answer to the above question. Let
A be the path algebra of the quiver

WC1<“—2

with relations yao = 0, ¥ = 0. Denote by S the simple module at vertex 1 and by
T the simple module at vertex 2. Then the indecomposable projective A-modules
have Loewy series ¢ and %, and we have T and ! for the indecomposable injectives.
We know from Proposition 4.4 that the map f : T — S[1] is irreducible, and we can
write this as f : P — @ given by

S S T
S S S
S S

S S 0

We then have the following.

Proposition 6.6. Let A be as above. In the above notation we have that f : P — Q)
is irreducible, while f>_1 1 Ps_; — @Q>_1 s a map between indecomposable objects
which 1s not irreducible.

Proof. We have already seen that f : P — @ is irreducible. We now want to show
that f>_; : P>y — @>_; is not irreducible. We have Q>_; = (2)[1], and hence
vQ>_1 = 3, so that we have an almost split triangle %/ — (3 = %) — 9[1] —,
where Ima = S. We claim that X = (3 = %) is indecomposable. For this, it is

sufficient to show that Hom (%, 2[1]) = 0 by Lemmal6.5 that is that Ext} (37, 2) = 0.

This follows by considering the injective resolution 0 — 2 XN ST 4 T — 0, which

gives rise to the exact sequence Hom (%', $") % Hom (3!, T) — Ext (%, %) — 0, and
using that ¢ is clearly an epimorphism. Hence we conclude that X is indecomposable.
Alternatively we could prove that X is indecomposable by considering the homology
of X and how it could decompose.

Since H(P>_;) = T while H°(X) = S @ T, P>_; cannot be isomorphic to X.
Hence f>_; : P_; = ()>_; is not irreducible. O]

We now give an example of a nonzero map f : P — ) between indecomposable
objects which is not irreducible, but such that f~_, : P~_, = >_, is an irreducible
map between indecomposable objects for some n.

Let A = k[z]/(2?), and consider the complexes of projective modules:
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Q SABSASAS -0
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where the right hand terms are in degree 0, as objects in D?(A). Consider the map
f: P — Qin D°(A) induced by the commutative diagram

z2
A—y A2 A9 Aga B p

e

A— A" A" A —0
We have the following

Proposition 6.7. With the above notation and assumptions we have the following
(1) The induced map fs>_o : Ps_o — Q>_o is an irreducible map between inde-
composable objects in D°(A).
(2) The map f : P — Q is a map between indecomposable objects which is not
irreducible.

Proof. (1) The map f>_» is given by the following diagram

0 AT A B A 0
| lo ]
0 A —Z A 0 0

Since A = k[z]/(2?) is symmetric, we have 7(Q>_2) = @>_3[—1], and hence an
almost split triangle Q> o[—1] = E — Q>_5 — Q>_5. The map a : Q>_5 — Q>_»
inducing the almost split triangle is easily seen to be given by the diagram

0 A —5 A 0
Ll
0 A —5 A 0

For it is clear that the induced map is nonzero and is in the socle of End(Q>_2).
Taking the mapping cone of o we obtain P>_»[1], so that E' = P>_5. This shows
that fs>_o: Ps_5 — (Q>_5 is irreducible.

We next show that P-_, is indecomposable. We give a proof which at the same
time illustrates the previous theory, rather than giving a direct computational proof.
We know from Theorem 5.4 that the components of the AR-quiver of K°(,P) are
of the form ZA.,, and that the image of a component for K’(,P) is a component
of the AR-quiver for m_odK. All A-modules in such a component C are given by
projective modules, the same ones as for K’(,P). Then C is also a component for
modA. This follows since any indecomposable projective object in modA has an
irreducible map to this object modulo its socle, and this object is not given by only
projective modules.

If P~_, was not indecomposable, then A -5 A would not be at the border of
the ZA -component. Hence we would have an irreducible epimorphism starting at
A 5 A, which would then have to end at A, since the terms must be projective.

But on the other hand we have an almost split triangle A[—1] — (A Y A) - Ain
K°(,P), which gives a contradiction.



BOUNDED DERIVED CATEGORIES AND REPETITIVE ALGEBRAS 23

(2) We first show that P and ) are indecomposable. This is obvious for (). Assume
P = P'@& P” is a nontrivial decomposition. Then we have P>_o = P'>_5 & P"> .
Since HY(P) = S, H'(P) = % and H™(P) = 0 for ¢ # 0,1, we must have, say
P'~ S and P” = (3)[1]. But then P's_5 and P”~_, are both nonzero, contradicting
that P~_5 is indecomposable.

That f : P — @ is not irreducible follows since A is selfinjective and rad* A # 0
and P and Q are not in K®(,P). We could alternatively give a direct argument by
considering the following factorization of the map f: P — Q:

I N N U WS W S I P
] ao | | ,
N W N N W EC N W S I U
| | @ 6 | h
Ly N N N N — Q

and showing that g is not a split monomorphism and A is not a split epimorphism.
The first claim follows directly by considering the homology of P and U, and the
second claim is also not hard to show. 0
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