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SHARD THEORY FOR g-FANS

YUYA MIZUNO

Abstract. For a finite dimensional algebra A, the notion of g-fan Σ(A) is defined from
two-term silting complexes of Kb(projA) in the real Grothendieck group K0(projA)R.
In this paper, we discuss the theory of shards to Σ(A), which was originally defined
for a hyperplane arrangement. We establish a correspondence between the set of join-
irreducible elements of torsion classes of modA and the set of shards of Σ(A) for g-finite
algebra A. Moreover, we show that the semistable region of a brick of modA is exactly
given by a shard. We also give a poset isomorphism of shard intersections and wide
subcategories of modA.
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1. Introduction

Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. One of the fundamental aims of the represen-
tation theory of algebras is to study important objects and subcategories of the module
category modA or its derived category Db(modA). For this aim, many interesting notions
and theories have been developed such as τ -tilting modules, semibricks, silting complexes,
simple-minded collections and so on (see [AIR, Ri, MS, A1, AI, KV, KY] for example).
Recently, it has been found that combinatorial viewpoint plays an important role to investi-
gate these notions. Among others, we can define a fan Σ(A), called g-fan (Definition 2.11),
which is defined in the real Grothendieck group K0(projA)R by the notion of g-vectors of
two-term silting complexes of Kb(projA). Surprisingly, the g-fan reflects not only the prop-
erty of the partial order and mutation of the two-term silting complexes, but also uncovers
several nontrivial results, which are difficult to know in a purely representation-theoretic
way as shown in [AHIKM, AMN].
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2 YUYA MIZUNO

In this paper, we study further property of g-fans and, in particular, we explain that
we can understand bricks, wide subcategories and canonical join representations in terms
of g-fans. Our results can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra which is g-finite (Definition 2.8) and
Σ(A) the g-fan of A. From Σ(A), we can determine the following objects.

• Join irreducible elements of the set torsA of torsion classes.
• A canonical join representation of elements of the set torsA of torsion classes.
• The set brickA of bricks.
• The set sbrickA of semibricks.
• The set single-wideA of wide subcategories generated by a single object.
• The set wideA of wide subcategories.
• The partial order of wideA.

Thus the g-fan contains several fundamental data of the representation theory. To
establish the theorem, we use the theory of shards. Shards are certain codimension 1
cones and they were originally introduced by Reading for a hyperplane arrangement (see
[Re1, Re3, Re4]). Shards allow a new construction of noncrossing partition lattices and
they were also used to provide a geometric description of lattice congruences [Re4]. We
extend the notion of shards to our setting (since g-fan is not necessary a hyperplane
arrangement) and show that shards are quite natural and important objects to study bricks
and wide subcategories. The key ingredient of our results is the following relationship
between bricks and shards through King’s stability conditions [Ki].

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.8). A shard gives precisely the semistable region of a brick.
Moreover, we have a bijection between the set brickA of bricks and the set shardA of shards
of Σ(A) by

Θ(−) : brickA // shardA,

where Θ(X) := {θ ∈ K0(projA)R | X : θ-semistable}.

The main result of [DIRRT] gives a bijection between forcing equivalence classes of
arrows of the Hasse quiver of torsion classes of modA and isomorphism classes of bricks.
From this viewpoint, the above result shows that shards give a geometric counterpart
of forcing equivalence classes. Moreover, this result can be regarded as a generalization
of [T1]. Indeed, let Π be a preprojective algebra of Dynkin type. Then the g-fan Σ(Π)
is the Coxeter fan [AHIKM, Theorem 8.4] and Σ(Π) is a hyperplane arrangement and
shards in our definition coincides with the original definition. In particular, Theorem 1.2
implies [T1, Theorem 6], where it was shown that a shard in the Coxeter arrangement
gives precisely the semistable region of a brick of modΠ.

Moreover, we can give an explicit relationship between join-irreducible elements, wide
subcategory, bricks and shards together with several known results [A1, BCZ, DIRRT,
MS, Ri].
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Theorem 1.3 (see Theorems 3.11,4.8 for details). We have the following commutative
diagrams, and all maps are bijections.

j-irr(C(A)) shardA

brickA single-wideA

Σ(−) //

J (−)
oo

B(−)

��

T(−)

OO

W(−)

��

Θ(−)

OO

Filt(−)
//

sim(−)
oo

Thus shards are also quite fundamental objects from the viewpoint of the representation
theory. Moreover, we study intersections of shards (Definition 5.1). It was shown in [Re3]
that the partial order of shard intersections admit several nice properties such as being
graded. From the viewpoint of the representation theory, this partial order corresponds to
the one of wide subcategories, and they also provide a geometric description of canonical
join representations in terms of g-fans.

Theorem 1.4 (see Theorems 3.11, 5.4 for details). (1) For any R ∈ C(A), we have

R =

k∨

i=1

J (Σi),

where Σi runs over all lower shards of R and it is a canonical join representation.
(2) There exists a poset anti-isomorphism

wideA
Θ(−)

//
shard-intA.

W(−)
oo

(3) We have the following commutative diagrams, and all maps are bijections.

C(A) shard-intA

sbrickA wideA

⋂
Σ(−)

//
∨

J (−)
oo

{B(−)}

��

∨T (−)

OO

W(−)

��

Θ(−)

OO

Filt(−) //

sim(−)
oo

Theorem 1.4 provides a direct connection between shard intersections and wide subcat-
egories. In [En], he explained how to obtain the partial order of wide subcategory from
the one of torsion classes. Theorem 5.4 can be regarded as a geometric counterpart of
this relationship. As an application, we can also show that the partial order of wideA is
graded.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give some background materials and recall necessary results.
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2.1. Finite lattice. We recall basic terminology of a partially ordered set.

Definition 2.1. Let P be a partially ordered set.

(1) For x, y, z ∈ P , the element z is called the meet of x and y if z is the maximum
element satisfying z ≤ x and z ≤ y. In this case, z is denoted by x ∧ y.

(2) For x, y, z ∈ P , the element z is called the join of x and y if z is the minimum
element satisfying z ≥ x and z ≥ y. In this case, z is denoted by x ∨ y.

(3) The set P is called a lattice if P admits the meet x ∧ y and the join x ∨ y for any
x, y ∈ P .

In this paper, we basically consider finite lattices.

Definition 2.2. Let P be a finite lattice.

(1) An element of x ∈ P is called join-irreducible if it is not the minimum element
of P and if x = y ∨ z for some y, z ∈ P , then y = x or z = x, or equivalently,
the join-irreducible elements are those which cover precisely the one element. We
denote by j-irr(P ) the set of join-irreducible elements in P .

(2) We call C ⊂ P a canonical join representation if
(i) x =

∨
c∈C c.

(ii) For any proper subset C ′ ( C, the join
∨

c∈C′ c never coincides with x.
(iii) If U ⊂ P satisfies the properties (i) and (ii), then, for every c ∈ C, there exists

u ∈ U such that c ≤ u.
In this case, we also call x =

∨
c∈C c a canonical join representation. Note that

if x =
∨

c∈C c is a canonical join representation, then it is unique and each element
c ∈ C is join-irreducible.

(3) P is called semidistributive if it satisfies the two following conditions:
(i) For a, b, c ∈ P , a ∧ b = a ∧ c implies a ∧ b = a ∧ (b ∨ c).
(ii) For a, b, c ∈ P , a ∨ b = a ∨ c implies a ∨ b = a ∨ (b ∧ c).

Let P be a finite poset. For x, y ∈ P , if x covers y, that is, x > y and there does not
exist z ∈ P satisfying x > z > y, then we denote by x ·> y. Recall that the Hasse quiver
Hasse(P ) of a poset P has the set P of vertices, and an arrow x → y if x ·> y.

2.2. Torsion classes, wide subcategories, semibricks and 2-term silting com-

plexes. Throughout the paper, let A be a finite dimensional algebra over a field k. We
denote by modA the category of finitely generated right A-modules and by projA the cat-
egory of finitely generated projective A-modules. We denote by Db(modA) the bounded
derived category of modA and by Kb(projA) the bounded homotopy category of projA.
For an object X, we denote by |X| the number of non-isomorphic indecomposable direct
summands of X. For a full subcategory C ⊂ modA, Filt C consists of the objects M such
that there exists a sequence 0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Mn = M with Mi/Mi−1 ∈ addC.

We recall the notion of torsion classes.

Definition 2.3. (1) A full subcategory of modA is called a torsion class (respectively,
torsion-free class) if it is closed under extensions and factor modules (respectively,
submodules). A torsion class T (resp. torsion-free class F) is called functorially
finite if there exists M ∈ modA satisfying T = FacM (respectively, F = SubM).

(2) A full subcategory W of modA is called a wide subcategory if it is closed under
kernels, cokernels, and extensions of modA.
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(3) A wide subcategory W is called single if W has only one simple object (i.e., W =
Filt(S), where S is the simple of W). Moreover, a wide subcategory W is called
functorially finite if the smallest torsion class containing W is functorially finite.

We denote by torsA (respectively, f-torsA, torfA, f-torfA, wideA, single-wideA) the set
of torsion classes (respectively, functorially finite torsion classes, torsion-free classes, func-
torially finite torsion-free classes, wide subcategories, single wide subcategories) in modA.
These categories are naturally regarded as posets defined by inclusion.

Next we recall some objects which give the above categories.

Definition 2.4. (1) A module S in modA is called a brick if EndA(S) is a division
K-algebra. We denote by brickA the set of isoclasses of bricks in modA.

(2) A subset S ⊂ brickA is called a semibrick if HomA(Si, Sj) = 0 holds for any
Si 6= Sj ∈ S. We denote by sbrickA the set of semibricks in modA.

(3) We say that a semibrick S is left finite (resp. right finite) if the smallest torsion
class (resp. torsion-free class) T(S) ⊂ modA (resp. F(S) ⊂ modA) containing S is
functorially finite. We denote by fL-sbrickA (resp. fR-sbrickA) the set of left finite
(resp. right finite) semibricks in modA.

Definition 2.5. Let T = (T i, di) ∈ Kb(projA).

(1) T is called presilting if HomKb(projA)(T, T [ℓ]) = 0 for all ℓ > 0.

(2) T is called silting if it is presilting and Kb(projA) = thickT , where thick(T ) denotes
the smallest thick subcategory containing T .

(3) T is called 2-term if T i = 0 for all i 6= 0,−1.

We denote by 2-siltA (resp. 2-psiltA) the set of isomorphism classes of basic 2-term
silting (resp. 2-term presilting) complexes of Kb(projA). For an integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
we define

2-psilti(A) := {T ∈ 2-psilt(A) | |T | = i}.

Recall that a 2-term presilting complex T is silting if and only if |T | = |A| holds and hence
2-psiltn(A) = 2-silt(A) [AIR, Proposition 3.3]. Moreover, for any U ∈ 2-psiltA, there exists
T ∈ 2-siltA such that U ∈ addT ([AIR, Theorem 2.10]).

Moreover, for T,U ∈ 2-siltA, we write T ≥ U if HomKb(projA)(T,U [ℓ]) = 0 holds for all

positive integers ℓ. Then (siltA,≥) and hence (2-siltA,≥) is a partially ordered set [AI].
Then we recall an important connection between torsion classes, 2-term silting com-

plexes and semibricks as follows.

Theorem 2.6. [AIR, A1] We have a bijection

T(−) : fL-sbrickA −→ f-torsA.

Moreover, we have a poset isomorphism

Fac(H0(−)) : 2-siltA −→ f-torsA.
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Theorem 2.7. [Ri, A1] We have bijections

sbrickA
Filt(−) //

wideA,
sim(−)

oo

fL-sbrickA
Filt(−) //

fL-wideA,
sim(−)

oo

brickA
Filt(−)

//
single-wideA,

sim(−)
oo

where sim(−) takes the simple objects.

Definition 2.8. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. We call A g-finite (or τ -tilting
finite) if |2-siltA| < ∞ (or equivalently, |f-torsA| = |fL-sbrickA| < ∞).

In this paper, we always consider g-finite algebras. The following theorem gives a
characterization of g-finiteness.

Theorem 2.9. [DIJ, A1] Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. Then A is g-finite if and
only if torsA = f-torsA if and only if sbrickA = fL-sbrickA.

Moreover, we recall the following result, which is fundamental in this paper.

Theorem 2.10. [DIRRT] Let A be a finite dimensional algebra and assume that A is
g-finite. Then torsA = f-torsA is lattice and semidistributive.

2.3. g-fans. Recall that, for an exact category (resp. a triangulated category) C , the
Grothendieck group K0(C ) is the quotient group of the free abelian group on the set of
isomorphism classes [X] of C by the relations [X] − [Y ] + [Z] = 0 for all short exact
sequences 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 (resp. all triangles X → Y → Z → X[1]) in C .

Let A be a finite dimensional algebra and assume that A is g-finite. Let P1, . . . , Pn

(resp. S1, . . . , Sn) be all the non-isomorphic indecomposable projective A-modules (resp.
all the non-isomorphic simple A-modules). Then the K0(projA) (resp. K0(modA)) is a
free abelian group of rank n having a Z-basis [P1], . . . , [Pn] (resp. [S1], . . . , [Sn]) and it is
isomorphic to K0(K

b(projA)) (resp. K0(D
b(modA)). Let K0(projA)R := K0(projA)⊗ZR ∼=

R|A|.

Definition 2.11. For T = T1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Tj ∈ 2-psiltA with indecomposable Ti, we define a
convex polyhedral cone

C(T ) := {

j∑

i=1

ai[Ti] | a1, . . . , aj ≥ 0} ⊂ K0(projA)R.

We call the set

Σ(A) := {C(T ) | T ∈ 2-psiltA}

of cones the g-fan of A. Moreover, we define

C(A) := {C(T ) | T ∈ 2-siltA}

and the elements of C(A) is called chambers of Σ(A).
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Via bijection 2-siltA → C(A), T 7→ C(T ), we regard C(A) as a poset. Thus, we have
poset isomorphisms 2-siltA, torsA and C(A) and hence Hasse(2-siltA) ∼= Hasse(torsA) ∼=
Hasse(C(A)). To specify this poset structure, without particular reference to which ground
set is used to define it, we simply write HasseA := Hasse(2-siltA) and j-irr(A) := j-irr(2-siltA).

We recall the basic properties of Σ(A).

Proposition 2.12. [DIJ] Let A be a finite dimensional algebra with n := |A|.

(1) Σ(A) is a nonsingular fan in K0(projA)R.
(2) Any cone in Σ(A) is a face of a cone of dimension n.
(3) Any cone in Σ(A) of dimension n − 1 is a face of precisely the two cones of

dimension n.
(4) A is g-finite if and only if Σ(A) is complete.
(5) Σ(A) is sign-coherent, that is, for each σ ∈ Σ(A), there exists ǫ1, . . . , ǫn ∈ {1,−1}

such that σ ⊆ {
∑n

i=1 ǫiai[Pi] | a1, . . . , an ≥ 0}.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let Hi be the hyperplane in K0(projA)R which is orthogonal to [Pi]
and we call it the basic hyperplane. By Proposition 2.12, if A is g-finite, then any basic
hyperplane is contained in the boundaries of the cones of Σ(A).

For L ∈ 2-psiltn−1A, we define

H(L) := span(C(L)),

that is, H(L) is the hyperplane containing C(L). We remark that a g-fan is not necessary
a hyperplane arrangement, so that H(L) (L ∈ 2-psiltn−1A) is not necessary contained in
the boundaries of the cones of Σ(A). For example, for the quivier Q := (1 → 2), let
A := kQ be the path algebra of Q. Then the g-fan of A is given as follows:

• [P1]

[P2]

❄❄
❄❄

❄❄
❄❄

❄

The aim of this paper is to extend the theory of shards, which was originally introduced
by Reading to hyperplane arrangements [Re3, Re4], to g-fans and explain a relationship
with several important objects of representation theory.

We also recall the following result.

Proposition 2.13. [DIJ] Let L ∈ 2-psiltn−1A. Then the hyperplane H(L) divides K0(projA)R
into a half-space containing C(A) and a half-space containing C(A[1]).

We call the half-space containing C(A) (resp. C(A[1])) the positive half-space (resp.
negative half-space) defined by the hyperplane H(L). Then we have the following impor-
tant theorem.

Theorem 2.14. [DIJ] Let M,N ∈ 2-siltA such that they are mutation of each other. The
following are equivalent, where L ∈ 2-psiltn−1A such that addL = addM ∩ addN ,

(a) M ·> N
(b) C(M) belongs to the positive half-space defined by H(L).
(c) C(N) belongs to the negative half-space defined by H(L).
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2.4. Reduction technique. Let U ∈ 2-psiltA. Define

2-siltUA := {T ∈ 2-siltA | U ∈ addT}.

For U := C(U), it is naturally identified with

C(A,U) := {T ∈ C(A) | U is a face of T } = {C(T ) | T ∈ 2-siltUA}.

For a fan Σ in K0(projA)R ∼= Rn and σ ∈ Σ, we define the reduction of Σ at σ by

Σ/σ := {π(τ) | τ ∈ Σ, σ ⊆ τ},

where π : Rn → Rn/Rσ is a natural projection. Then Σ/σ is a fan in Rn/Rσ.

Theorem 2.15. [J, A2, AHIKM] Let U ∈ 2-psiltA such that |U | = i (1 ≤ i ≤ n).

(1) There exists a finite dimensional algebra B such that |B| = n − i and a poset
isomorphism

2-siltUA ∼= 2-siltB.

(2) The isomorphism K0(projA)R/K0(addU)R ∼= K0(projB)R gives an isomorphism of
fans

Σ(A)/C(U) ∼= Σ(B).

As a consequence of Theorem 2.15, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.16. Let U ∈ 2-psiltn−2A. There exists a finite dimensional algebra B such
that |B| = 2 and 2-siltUA ∼= 2-siltB. In particular, there exist

Tmax, Tmin, T1, T2, . . . , Tℓ, T
′
1, T

′
2, . . . , T

′
m ∈ 2-siltUA

and Hasse(2-siltUA) is given as follows.

Tℓ
// Tℓ−1

// · · · // T2
// T1

!!❈
❈❈

❈❈
❈❈

❈

Tmax

<<②②②②②②②②

""❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉
Tmin

T ′
m

// T ′
m−1

// · · · // T ′
2

// T ′
1

==④④④④④④④④

Furthermore, Σ(A)/C(U) ∼= Σ(B) has the following picture:

•
...

...

✎✎✎✎✎✎✎

✴✴✴✴✴✴✴

✴✴
✴✴
✴✴
✴

✎✎
✎✎
✎✎
✎

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘

✉✉✉✉✉✉✉✉

✇✇
✇✇
✇✇

❈❈❈❈❈❈❈

where the top chamber is the maximum element and the bottom chamber is the minimum
element, and these chambers are given by the same two hyperplanes.

Let U ∈ 2-psiltA. Via the identification of 2-siltA with torsA, let T(U)max (resp.
T(U)min) be the maximum torsion class (resp. minimum torsion class) of 2-siltUA. Then
we have the following result.

Proposition 2.17. [AIR, Proposition 2.9] Let U ∈ 2-psiltA. Then we have

T(U)min = Fac(H0(U)) and T(U)max = ⊥H−1(νU).
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3. Shards

In the rest of this paper, let A be a finite dimensional algebra which is g-finite (hence
Σ(A) is complete). In this section, we define shards for g-fan Σ(A) and study their
fundamental properties. In the case of a hyperplane arrangement, the partial order of
chambers is defined by the the set of hyperplanes which separates a chamber from the
base chamber. However, we can not apply this argument to the g-fan (since it is not
necessary a hyperplane arrangement) and hence many previous results in [Re3, Re4] need
to be shown in our setting. In particular, we will give a bijection between shards of
Σ(A) and join-irreducible elements of C(A). Moreover, we will provide a canonical join
representation in terms of shards.

First we prepare some terminology.

Definition 3.1. We call an (n−1)-dimensional cone U of Σ(A) a small wall if there exists
U ∈ 2-psiltn−1A such that U = C(U). Note that U is a face of precisely the two cones of
dimension n by Proposition 2.12.

Definition 3.2. (1) Take a small wall U ∈ Σ(A) and let H := span(U). The plate
P containing U is the maximal collection of small walls of Σ(A) containing U and
contained in H such that, for any two small walls F ,F ′ contained in P , there is
a sequence of small walls F = F1, . . . ,Fk = F ′ with F i and F i+1 intersecting in
a cone of dimension n− 2 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. We denote by P(A) the set of all
plates of Σ(A).

(2) Let P ∈ P(A) be a plate. Let U ∈ C(A) be a small wall such that L := U ∩P
is an (n − 2)-dimensional cone. We say that U cuts P along L if U is a facet of
maximum or minimum cones of C(A,L) and P contains neither a facet of maximum
nor minimum cones of C(A,L).

(3) For a plate P ∈ P(A), we remove all points that cut by small walls of Σ(A), that
is, consider P \

⋃
(U ∩P), where the union is taken over all small walls that cut P

(Thus we could divide a plate into a small pieces of connected components). The
closure of a connected component of P \

⋃
(U ∩P) is called a shard. Thus, a shard

consists of a union of small walls of Σ(A) belonging to the same hyperplane. We
denote by shardA the set of shards of Σ(A).

Example 3.3. (1) Let A be a rank 2 g-finite algebra. Then Σ(A) is given as follows:

• ...

...

C(A)

C(A[1])

C1

Cℓ

C ′
1

C ′
m

✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏

✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳

✳✳
✳✳
✳✳
✳✳
✳✳

✏✏
✏✏
✏✏
✏✏
✏✏

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋

♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

✐✐✐✐
✐✐✐✐

✐

◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆

where C1, · · · , Cℓ, C
′
1 · · · , C

′
m are one-dimensional cones generated by an indecom-

posable presilting complex. Then the shards are illustrated as follows:
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• ...

...

C(A)

C(A[1])

C1

Cℓ

C ′
1

C ′
m

✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏

✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳

✳✳
✳✳
✳✳
✳✳
✳✳

✏✏
✏✏
✏✏
✏✏
✏✏

❊❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊

♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤

◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆

Namely, two lines intersecting at the origin bounding C(A) (and C(A[1])) are
two shards, and C1, · · · , Cℓ, C

′
1 · · · , C

′
m are distinct shards. Note that all shards

contain the origin, but they do not continue through the origin. This is a natural
analog of the original definition of shards [Re3, Re4].

(2) Let A be a preprojective algebra of Dynkin type. Then Σ(A) is the Coxeter fan
[AHIKM, Theorem 8.4] and hence it is a hyperplane arrangement. Thus, the
shards of Σ(A) are exactly the same as the original shards of [Re3, Re4].

(3) Let A be a finite dimensional algebra. Then a basic hyperplane is a shard. Indeed,
a basic hyperplane is a plate by Proposition 2.12 (5). Moreover, for a basic hyper-
plane, consider a small wall U in it and an (n− 2)-dimensional cone L = C(L) for
some L ∈ 2-siltn−2A such that L is a face of U . Then Theorem 2.14 implies that
U is a facet of the maximum chamber of C(A,L) and hence it is not cut along L.
Thus a basic hyperplane itself is a shard.

Definition 3.4. (1) The unique hyperplane containing a shard Σ is denoted by H(Σ).
(2) We call a chamber T ∈ C(A) an upper chamber of shard Σ if dim(T ∩Σ) = dim(Σ)

and T belongs to the positive half-space defined by H(Σ). Or equivalently, an
upper chamber of a shard Σ has a facet contained in Σ such that the chamber
adjacent through that facet is lower in the poset C(A). Dually, we can define a
lower chamber of a shard Σ. We denote by Up(Σ) (resp. Lo(Σ)) the set of upper
chambers (resp. lower chambers) of Σ.

(3) We say that a shard Σ is a lower shard of R if R is an upper chamber of Σ.
(4) For a shard Σ, we denote the set of small walls in Σ by s.w(Σ), that is,

s.w(Σ) = {C(T ) | T ∈ 2-psiltn−1A, C(T ) ∈ Σ}.

The following lemma is an analog of [Re4, Lemma 9-7.7].

Lemma 3.5. Let Σ ∈ shardA.

(1) Let M and N be chambers of Up(Σ). Then there exists a sequence F0 := M∩Σ,
F1, · · · ,F ℓ−1,F ℓ =: N ∩Σ of small walls in s.w(Σ) such that F i−1 and F i are
adjacent (1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1).

(2) For F i defined in (1), we denote by Ri (resp. Qi) the corresponding upper chamber
in Up(Σ) (resp. lower chamber in Lo(Σ)), that is, Ri ∩Σ = F i (resp. Qi ∩Σ = F i)
and Ri (resp. Qi) belongs to the positive (resp. the negative) half-space defined by
H(Σ). Then we have Ri−1 < Ri and Qi−1 < Qi, or Ri−1 > Ri and Qi−1 > Qi,.
In particular, the partial order Up(Σ) is connected.

Proof. (1) follows from the definition. (2) Take an (n − 2)-dimensional cone Li :=
F i−1 ∩F i ∩Σ. Then we have Qi−1,Qi,Ri−1,Ri ∈ C(A,Li). Moreover, by definition of
shards, Σ is not cut along Li, and Ri ·> Qi. Since Corollary 2.16 implies that C(A,Li) is
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isomorphic to C(B), where B is an algebra of rank 2, Ri (resp. Qi−1) is the maximum ele-
ment (resp. the minimum element) of C(A,L) or Ri−1 (resp. Qi) is the maximum element
(resp. the minimum element) of C(A,L). Thus, we get the desired conclusion. �

Let Σ be a shard and R1,R2,R3 ∈ Up(Σ). For simplicity, we use the same notation as
Lemma 3.5, that is, we let Fk := Rk ∩Σ for k = 1, 2, 3. Assume that R1,R2,R3 ∈ Up(Σ)
are adjacent, that is, Ri and Ri+1 share an (n− 2)-dimensional cone Li := F i ∩F i+1 for
i = 1, 2. Under the above setting, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let Σ be a shard and R1,R2,R3 ∈ Up(Σ) three adjacent upper chambers.
If R1 < R2 > R3 and R1 6= R3, then there exists M ∈ Up(Σ) and increasing chains in
Up(Σ) such that M < R1 and M < R3.

Proof. By our assumption R1 < R2 > R3, R2 is the maximal element of C(A,L1) and
C(A,L2). In particular, R2 covers 3 different chambers since it also covers Q2, where Q2

the corresponding lower chamber of R2.
(i) Assume that |A| = 3. In this case, R2 is the unique maximal chamber C(A). Thus Σ

is a basic hyperplane, and hence there is a unique chamber M in Up(Σ) which covers the
minimal element C(A[1]). By Theorem 2.14, M is a unique minimal element of Up(Σ),
and hence M < R1 and M < R3.

(ii) Assume that |A| = n. Let N be (n− 3)-dimensional cone given by the intersection
L1 and L2. By applying Theorem 2.15, we have an isomorphism of fans

π : Σ(A)/N ∼= Σ(B),

where B is a finite dimensional algebra such that |B| = 3 and π(R2) ∈ Up(π(Σ)) is the
maximal chamber in Σ(B). Thus π(Σ) is a basic hyperplane and hence there is a unique
minimal element M′ in Up(π(Σ)) as (i).

Since π is a natural projection, for each chamber P ′ in Up(π(Σ)), there exist a chamber
P in Up(Σ) such that π(P) = P ′. Hence there is an element M in Up(Σ) such that
π(M) = M′, which is a unique minimal upper chamber of Up(Σ) in Σ(A)/N and, in
particular, we have M < R1 and M < R3. �

The following proposition gives a connection between shards and join-irreducible ele-
ments, which is a natural generalization of [Re3, Proposition 3.3] in our setting.

Proposition 3.7. For any shard Σ, there exists a unique minimal element of Up(Σ) and
it is join-irreducible. Thus, we can define the map

shardA −→ j-irr(C(A)), Σ 7→ J (Σ) := minUp(Σ).

Proof. In the case of |A| ≤ 2, the statement is clear. Thus we only consider the case of
|A| ≥ 3.

(1) First we show that a minimal element is join-irreducible. This is shown by the
same argument of [Re2, Proposition 2.2]. Let J be a minimal element of Up(Σ). Assume
that J covers more than one element. We can take J ·> J 1 and J ·> J 2 such that J 1

is a lower chamber of Σ, that is, J ∩J 1 belongs to Σ. Then, we can take an (n − 2)-
dimensional cone L = J ∩J 1 ∩J 2 and J is the maximum of C(A,L). By Corollary 2.16,
we have the following picture.
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• ...

...

J

J 1

R

J 2

✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏✏

✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳✳

✳✳
✳✳
✳✳
✳✳
✳✳

✏✏
✏✏
✏✏
✏✏
✏✏

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋

♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

✐✐✐✐
✐✐✐✐

✐

◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆

Therefore, we can take R, which belongs to Up(Σ) by definition of shard, and J > R.
This contradicts the minimality of J .

(2) Next we show that a minimal element of Up(Σ) is unique. Let J be a minimal
element and assume that it is not the unique minimum of Up(Σ). Let Ω be the set of
chambers of Up(Σ) such that they are greater than J and they cover a chamber of Up(Σ)
which does not greater than J , that is,

Ω := {X ∈ Up(Σ) | J ≤ X and Y <· X for some Y ∈ Up(Σ) s.t. J � Y}.

Since J is not the unique minimal element, Ω is not empty from the connectedness of
Up(Σ) by Lemma 3.5 (2). Take a minimal element R of Ω and an increasing chain

J = R0 <· R1 <· · · · <· Rk−1 <· Rk = R .

By the definition of Ω, R covers some Y ∈ Up(Σ) which is not above J . Then, by
applying Lemma 3.6 to Rk−1 < Rk > Y, there exists M ∈ Up(Σ) such that Rk−1 > M
and M < Y. Since M < Y, we have J � M. On the other hand, consider the decreasing
chain from Rk−1 to M and we have the following sequence of chambers

Rk−1 = R0
k−1 ·> R1

k−1 ·> · · · ·> Rm−1
k−1 ·> Rm

k−1 = M .

Then, since J ≤ Rk−1 and J � M, there exists an integer 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ m − 1 such that

J ≤ Rℓ
k−1 and J � Rℓ+1

k−1. Namely, we haveRℓ
k−1 ∈ Ω, but this contradicts the minimality

of R since Rℓ
k−1 < R. Therefore, J is the unique minimal element of Up(Σ). �

Next we recall the following important result.

Theorem 3.8. [T2, RST] For a Hasse arrow a → b ∈ HasseA, we have the minimum
element in {x | b ∨ x = a} and it is join-irreducible. In particular, we have a map

γ : HasseA −→ j-irrA, (a → b) 7→ min{x | b ∨ x = a}.

We also define the following terminology.

Definition 3.9. Given M ·> N in C(A), there is a unique shard containing M∩N ,
which we denote by Σ(M ·> N ). If M is join-irreducible, then there exists a unique
element M∗ such that M ·> M∗. In this case, we simply denote by Σ(M) instead of
Σ(M ·> M∗). Thus, via identification C(A) with 2-siltA ∼= torsA, we can define a map

Σ : HasseA −→ shardA, (a → b) 7→ Σ(a ·> b).

Theorem 3.8 and Definition 3.9 can be related as follows.

Corollary 3.10. Let a → b be a Hasse arrow of HasseA. Then we have

J (Σ(a → b)) = γ(a → b).
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Proof. Let j := J (Σ(a → b)). It is enough to show that b ∨ j = a and b ∧ j = j∗

since no element smaller than j can be in the set {x | b ∨ x = a} and hence j is the
minimum (see [En, Lemma 2.7] for example). Let Σ := Σ(a → b). By Propositon 3.7,
we can take Ri ∈ Up(Σ) and Qi ∈ Lo(Σ) (1 ≤ i ≤ k) such that j =: R0 < R1 < · · · <
Rk := a, j∗ =: Q0 < Q1 < · · · < Qk := b and Ri−1,Ri,Qi−1,Qi ∈ C(A,Li), where
Li := Ri−1 ∩Ri ∩Σ = Qi−1 ∩Qi ∩Σ is an (n − 2)-dimensional cone.

Now observe R0 � Qk . Indeed, assume that R0 ≤ Qk . Since we have R0 ∨Q1 = R1

by Proposition 2.17, we get R0 ∨Q1 = R1 ≤ Qk because Q1 ≤ Qk and R0 ≤ Qk.
Similarly, since R1 ∨Q2 = R2, we get R2 ≤ Qk. By repeating this argument, we finally
get Rk−1 ≤ Qk, which is contradiction because Corollary 2.16 implies that the poset of
C(A,Lk) is given as follows :

· // // · · · // · // Rk−1

&&▼▼
▼

Rk

;;✇✇✇✇

##●●
●

Qk−1

Qk
// // · · · // · // ·

88♣♣♣♣♣

Thus, we conclude R0 � Qk and similarly Rj � Qk for any 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. Hence we
have R0 ∨Qk = Rk and R0 ∧Qk = Q0. �

Then we can establish a bijection between j-irr(C(A)) and shardA. Moreover, shards
provide a canonical join representation of C(A), which is an analog of [Re3, Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 3.11. (1) There exists a bijection

j-irr(C(A))
Σ(−)

//
shardA

J (−)
oo

(2) For any R ∈ C(A), we have

R =
ℓ∨

i=1

J (Σi),

where Σi runs over all lower shards of R and it is a canonical join representation.

Proof. (1) By Proposition 3.7, we can show the map J (−) is well-defined and injective.
We will show that the map J (−) is surjective. Let M ∈ j-irr(C(A)). Then M ∈
Up(Σ) and the only chamber covered by M is in Lo(Σ(M)). Since J (Σ(M)) ≤
M, we conclude J (Σ(M)) = M.

(2) By Theorem 2.10, C(A) is semidistributive and hence the result [Go, Theorem 1]
implies that any element of C(A) admits a canonical join representation. Moreover,
[B, Lemma 19] implies a canonical join representation of R is given by

∨

R >· R′

{γ(R → R′)},

where R′ runs over all elements covered by R. Then Corollary 3.10 implies that
γ(R → R′) = J (Σ(R → R′)) and hence

R =
∨

R >· R′

J (Σ(R ·> R′)) =

ℓ∨

i=1

J (Σi).

Consequently, we get the desired result.
�
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4. Shards and semistable regions

In this section, we discuss a relationship between shards, bricks, semistable modules
and wide subcategories. In particular, we show that a shard gives precisely the semistable
region of a brick and it allows us to give one-to-one correspondence between the set of
shards and bricks.

Let A be a finite dimensional algebra which is g-finite. We define the Euler form

〈−,−〉 : K0(projA)×K0(modA) → Z

by

〈T,X〉 :=
∑

i∈Z

(−1)i dimk HomDb(modA)(T,X[i])

for any T ∈ Kb(projA) and X ∈ Db(modA), which is a non-degenerate Z-bilinear form.
The Euler form is naturally extended to an R-bilinear form

〈−,−〉 : K0(projA)R ×K0(modA)R → R,

where K0(projA)R := K0(projA) ⊗Z R and K0(modA)R := K0(modA) ⊗Z R. We regard
θ ∈ K0(projA)R as an R-linear form 〈θ,−〉 : K0(modA)R → R and we write θ(M) :=
〈θ,M〉.

We recall the notion of semistable modules as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let θ ∈ K0(projA)R.

(1) We call a module M ∈ modA θ-semistable (resp. θ-stable) if θ(M) = 0 and,
for any quotient module M ′ of M , we have θ(M ′) ≥ 0 (resp. for any nonzero
proper quotient module M ′ of M , we have θ(M ′) > 0). Moreover, we define
the θ-semistable subcategory W(θ) as the full subcategory consisting of all the
θ-semistable modules in modA. It is a wide subcategory and the simple objects of
W(θ) are precisely θ-stable modules (see [BST, Proposition 3.24] for example).

(2) For R ⊂ K0(projA)R. We define

W(R) := {X ∈ modA | X : θ-semistable for all θ ∈ R}.

Note that we have

W(R) =
⋂

θ∈R

W(θ)

and in particular W(R) is a wide subcategory.
(3) For any X ∈ modA, we define

Θ(X) := {θ ∈ K0(projA)R | X : θ-semistable}.

Moreover, for a subcategroy C ⊂ modA, we define

Θ(C) := {θ ∈ K0(projA)R | X : θ-semistable for all X ∈ C}.

Note that it is a convex cone and we have

Θ(C) =
⋂

X∈C

Θ(X).

We remark that, for a simple module Si, Θ(Si) is nothing but a basic hyperplane Hi.
Then we have the following fundamental property. The author would like to thank

Haruhisa Enomoto for pointing out this proposition.
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Proposition 4.2. (1) The map

{subcategories of modA}
Θ(−) // {subset of K0(projA)R}
W(−)

oo

gives an antitone Galois connection, that is, Θ and W are order-reversing, and
(−) ⊂ ΘW(−) and (−) ⊂ WΘ(−). In particular, ImΘ and ImW are anti-
isomorphic posets.

(2) In the above setting, we have

ImW = wideA.

(3) Let W be a wide subcategory such that {Bi}
ℓ
i=1 are simple objects of W,i.e, W =

Filt(B1, . . . , Bℓ). Then we have

Θ(W) =
ℓ⋂

i=1

Θ(Bi).

Proof. (1) This follows from Definition 4.1.
(2) Since A is τ -tilting finite, wide subcategories and semistable categories coincide by

[Y]. Thus this follows from (1).

(3) Clearly, we have Θ(W) ⊂
⋂ℓ

i=1 Θ(Bi). On the other hand, let θ ∈
⋂ℓ

i=1Θ(Bi).
Then, for any i, Bi is θ-semistable and belongs to W (θ). Since W (θ) is wide, we have
W = Filt(B1, . . . , Bℓ) ⊂ W(θ) and hence θ ∈ Θ(W). �

Next we recall the notion of brick labeling.

Definition-Theorem 4.3. [DIRRT] There exists an arrow q : T → U of Hasse(torsA) if

and only if the set of bricks in T∩U⊥ contains exactly one element Bq. In this case, we

have T∩U⊥ = Filt(Bq). We denote Bq by B(T → U). Thus, we have a map

HasseA → brickA, (a → b) 7→ B(a → b).

In this way, for each arrow q of HasseA, we can associate a brick Bq and we call this
label brick labeling. If a ∈ j-irr(A), then there exists a unique element a∗ such that a ·> a∗.
In this case, we write B(a) instead of B(a → a∗).

From now on, we fix U ∈ 2-psiltn−2A. Recall that there exists a finite dimensional
algebra B such that |B| = 2 and

2-siltUA ∼= 2-siltB.

Thus, there exist

Tmax, Tmin, T1, T2, . . . , Tℓ, T
′
1, T

′
2, . . . , T

′
m ∈ 2-siltUA

such that Tmin < T1 < T2 < · · · < Tℓ < Tmax and Tmin < T ′
1 < T ′

2 < · · · < T ′
m < Tmax.

The Hasse quiver is given as follows:

Tℓ
// Tℓ−1

// · · · // T2
// T1

""❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉

Tmax

<<②②②②②②②②

""❉
❉❉

❉❉
❉❉

❉
Tmin.

T ′
m

// T ′
m−1

// · · · // T ′
2

// T ′
1

==③③③③③③③③
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By Theorem 2.6, we have the corresponding torsion classes, which are defined by
Tmax := Fac(H0(Tmax)), Tmin := Fac(H0(Tmin)), Ti := Fac(H0(Ti)) (1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ) and
T′
j := Fac(H0(T ′

j)) (1 ≤ j ≤ m). We also define bricks Bi := B(Ti → Ti−1) (1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ)

and B′
j := B(T′

j → T′
j−1) (1 ≤ j ≤ m) and, moreover, Bℓ+1 := B(Tmax → Tℓ) (resp.

B′
m+1 := B(Tmax → T′

m)).
Let [Tmin,Tmax] be the interval of torsion classes in torsA between Tmin and Tmax .

Recall that [Tmin,Tmax] ∼= 2-siltUA by Theorem 2.15. We also recall the following result
by [J, AP].

Lemma 4.4. [J, AP] In the above setting,

(1) we have a lattice isomorphism

[Tmin,Tmax] // torsB.

Moreover, the isomorphism preserves the brick labeling.
(2) we have B1

∼= B′
m+1 and B′

1
∼= Bℓ+1, which are the simple objects of Tmax ∩T⊥

min.

Proof. (1) These statements are [J, AP]. (2) By [AP, Theorem 4.2], the simple objects

of Tmax ∩T⊥
min are {B1, B

′
1}, which coincide with {B′

m+1, Bℓ+1}. Moreover, since B1 ∈ Ti

and B′
1 /∈ Ti (resp. B′

1 ∈ T′
j and B1 /∈ T′

j ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ (resp. for 1 ≤ j ≤ m), we get

B1 = B′
m+1 and B′

1 = Bℓ+1. �

Then we get the following conclusion.

Lemma 4.5. B1, B2, . . . , Bℓ, B
′
1, B

′
2, . . . , B

′
m are all distinct.

Proof. By our assumption, T1,T2, . . . ,Tℓ,T
′
1,T

′
2, . . . ,T

′
m are all distinct. By Lemma 4.4,

we can check that Ti (resp. T
′
j) is the minimal torsion class containg Bi (resp. B

′
j) . Thus

we get the conclusion. �

We also recall the following fundamental result by [BST, Y].

Proposition 4.6. [BST, Y] Let T ·> T ′ in C(A). Then we have

W(T ∩T ′) = Filt(B(T → T ′)).

Using the above result, we can give the following corollary.

Corollary 4.7. (1) We have

W(T max ∩T ℓ) = W(T min∩T ′
1) and W(T ∩T ′

m) = W(T min ∩T 1).

(2) For arbitrary 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ and 1 ≤ j ≤ m, W(T i ∩T i+1) and W(T ′
j ∩T ′

j+1) are all
distinct.

Proof. (1) We will only show the first statement. The second one is similar. By Proposition
4.6, we have W(T max ∩T ℓ)) = Filt(Bℓ+1). Similarly, we have W(T min ∩T ′

1) = Filt(B′
1).

Thus, by Lemma 4.4, we get the conclusion.
(2) This is shown by the same argument of (1) and Lemma 4.5. �

Finally we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 4.8. (1) A shard gives precisely the semistable region of a brick. Moreover,
we have a bijection between the set brickA of bricks and the set shardA of shards
by

Θ(−) : brickA // shardA.
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(2) We have the following commutative diagrams, and all maps are bijections

j-irr(C(A)) shardA

brickA single-wideA.

Σ(−) //

J (−)
oo

B(−)

��

T(−)

OO

W(−)

��

Θ(−)

OO

Filt(−)
//

sim(−)
oo

Proof. (2) Recall that the upper horizontal maps and lower horizontal maps are both
bijections by Theorems 3.11 and 2.7, respectively. Moreover, we have a bijection

j-irr(C(A))
B(−)

//
brickA

T(−)
oo

by [DIRRT, Theorem 3.3],[BCZ, Theorem 1.5]. Thus the left vertical map is also bijection.
Let T ∈ j-irr(C(A)) and T ·> T ∗. We will show that the diagram is commutative, that

is,
Θ(Filt(B(T )) = Σ(T ).

We have Θ(Filt(B(T ))) = Θ(B(T )) by Proposition 4.2 and hence it is enough to show
Θ(B(T )) = Σ(T ).

Recall that B(T ) is semistable on T ∩T ∗ by Proposition 4.6. Consider the facet of
T ∩T ∗, which is codimension 2, and given as U1 := C(U1) for some U1 ∈ 2-psiltn−2A. If
T ∩T ∗ is a facet of the maximum or minimum cone on C(A,U1), by definition of shards,
then a small wall in C(A,U1) adjacent to T ∩T ∗, which we denote by L1, is contained in
Σ(T ∩T ∗). In this case, by Corollary 4.7, B(T ) is also semistable on L1.

Next we take a facet of L1 which is not U1, and it is given as U2 := C(U2) for some
U2 ∈ 2-psiltn−2A. If L1 is a facet of the maximum or minimum cone on C(A,U2), then a
small wall in C(A,U2) adjacent to L1, which we denote by L2, is contained in Σ(T ∩T ∗).
Similarly, B(T ) is also semistable on L2. We can repeat this argument for small walls
L1, · · · ,Lk of Σ(T ∩T ∗), where Li and Li+1 are adjacent. Thus we conclude that B(T )
is semistable on Σ(T ∩T ∗) and Θ(B(T )) ⊃ Σ(T ).

Take a small wall Lk+1 on H(T ∩T ∗), which is adjacent to Lk and Lk+1 /∈ Σ(T ∩T ∗).
Let U := Lk ∩Lk+1, which is an (n − 2) dimensional cone. Then, by the assumption, Lk

is not a facet of the maximum or minimum cone on C(A,U) and Corollary 4.7 implies
that B(T ) is not semistable on Lk+1. Thus, B(T ) is never semistable on the outside of
Σ(T ∩T ∗) and hence Θ(B(T )) = Σ(T ).

Hence the map Θ(−) : single-wideA → shardA is well-defined and hence, the map is
bijection. Since Θ(Filt(−)) = Θ(−), (1) immediately follows from (2). �

5. Shard intersections

In this section we discuss shard intersections and their several properties. One of the
main results in this section is a poset isomorphism between shard intersections and wide
subcategories. Moreover, we study several properties of shard intersections.

Definition 5.1. Let shard-intA be the set of arbitrary intersections of shards. We regard
the entire space V := K0(projA)R is the intersection of the empty set of shards. Then
shard-intA is a poset by inclusion and it is lattice. The unique maximal element is V and
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the unique minimal element is the intersection of the set of all shards, which is the origin
0. The meet operation is intersection and the join operation Γ1 and Γ2 is given by the
intersection of all shards containing Γ1 and Γ2.

We remark in [Re3] the partial order of shard-intA is defined by reverse containment,
so that it is opposite of our partial order.

Example 5.2. Let A be a rank 2 g-finite algebra. We use the same terminology of
Example 3.3. Then the Hasse quiver of shard-intA is given by

V

tt✐✐✐✐
✐✐✐✐

✐✐✐✐
✐✐✐✐

✐✐✐✐
✐✐

vv♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠♠♠

♠♠♠
♠

||②②
②②
②②
②②

�� ""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊

((❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘

**❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱

++❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳❳

❳❳❳❳❳
❳❳❳❳❳

❳

C1

**❯❯❯
❯❯❯❯

❯❯❯❯
❯❯❯❯

❯❯❯❯
❯❯❯

((◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗◗

◗◗◗
◗◗ · · ·

""❊
❊❊

❊❊
❊❊

❊ Cm

��

C ′
1

||②②
②②
②②
②②

· · ·

vv❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧❧❧

❧❧❧
❧

tt❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤❤

❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤❤

❤❤❤❤
❤❤❤❤ C ′

ℓ

ss❢❢❢❢❢
❢❢❢❢❢

❢❢❢❢❢
❢❢❢❢❢

❢❢❢❢❢
❢❢❢❢❢

0.

To discuss our main result, we recall the result of [AHIKM, Propsition 3.13] (which was
also discussed in [DIRRT], [BCZ], [A1]).

Theorem 5.3. We have a bijection

C(A)
{B(−)} //

sbrickA,
∨{T(−)}

oo

where we define {B(T )} := {B(T → T ′) | T ·> T ′} and ∨{T(S)} :=
∨
{T(Bi)}

ℓ
i=1 for

S := {B1, . . . , Bℓ} ∈ sbrickA.

Then we give the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4. (1) There exists an anti-isomorphism

wideA
Θ(−) //

shard-intA.
W(−)

oo

(2) We have the following commutative diagrams, and all maps are bijections

C(A) shard-intA

sbrickA wideA

⋂
Σ(−) //

∨
J (−)

oo

{B(−)}

��

∨T (−)

OO

W(−)

��

Θ(−)

OO

Filt(−)
//

sim(−)
oo

where we define
⋂

Σ(T ) :=
⋂

T ·> T ′ Σ(T ·> T ′) and
∨

J (Γ) :=
∨

Σ⊃Γ J (Σ).

Proof. (1) By Proposition 4.2, we have an anti-isomorphism ImΘ ∼= ImW = wideA.
Hence it is enough to show ImΘ = shard-intA. Let C ⊂ modA be a subcategory. Then
Θ(C) = Θ(W(Θ(C))). Since W(Θ(C)) is wide, there exists a semibrick {B1, · · · , Bℓ} such
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that W (Θ(C)) = Filt(B1, . . . , Bℓ). Moreover, Theorem 4.8 implies that there exists a shard
Σi such that Σi = Θ(Bi). Thus, Proposition 4.2 implies

Θ(W(Θ(C))) = Θ(Filt(B1, . . . , Bℓ)) =

ℓ⋂

i=1

Θ(Bi) =

ℓ⋂

i=1

Σi

and hence ImΘ ⊂ shard-intA.
On the other hand, let

⋂m
i=1Σi ∈ shard-intA. Then Theorem 4.8 implies that there

exists a brick Bi such that Σi = Θ(Bi). Then, for X := B1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Bm, we have Θ(X) =⋂m
i=1 Θ(Bi) =

⋂m
i=1 Σi and hence ImΘ ⊃ shard-intA.

(2) Left vertical maps, lower horizontal maps and right vertical maps are all bijections
by Theorem 5.3, Theorem 2.7 and (1), respectively. Thus, the commutativity of Theorem
4.8 implies the commutativity

⋂
Σ(−) = Θ◦Filt◦{B(−)} and the map

⋂
Σ(−) is bijection.

We will show that
∨

J ◦
⋂

Σ(−) is the identity map.

Let T ∈ C(A) and T =
∨ℓ

i=1 J (Σi) be a canonical join representation, where Σi runs
over all lower shards of T . Let Γ :=

⋂
Σ(T ) and we will show T =

∨
J (Γ). Since Γ ⊂ Σi,

it is enough to show that for any shard Σ containing Γ, we have J (Σ) ≤ T .
For each Σi, the shard contains a facet of the region T . Thus Γ contains the face F of

T obtained by intersecting the facets of T separating T from regions T ′ having T ·> T ′.
Then any shard Σ containing Γ contains F . Hence there is a region P ∈ U(Σ) such that
P contains F . By Theorem 2.15, the set I := {T ∈ C(A) | F ⊂ T } is an interval in
C(A), and T is the maximal element of I. Therefore we have P ∈ I and J (Σ) ≤ P ≤ T .
Consequently

∨
J ◦

⋂
Σ(−) is the identity map. �

As a corollary, we get the following result, which can be regarded as a refinement of
[T1]. Note that it is also shown in [En, Corollary 4.33] in a different formulation (see also
Proposition 5.12 below).

Corollary 5.5. Let ∆ be a Dynkin graph, Π∆ the preprojective algebra of ∆ and Σ(∆)
the Coxeter fan of ∆. Then the shard intersection poset of Σ(∆) is anti-isomorphic to
wideΠ∆.

Proof. By [AHIKM, Theorem 8.4], we have Σ(Π∆) coincides with Σ(∆). Thus Theorem
5.4 implies the conclusion. �

We fix a 2-term presilting complex U and the corresponding face U := C(U) of Σ(A).

Proposition 5.6. (1) Let W(U) := ⊥H−1(νU) ∩ Fac(H0(U))⊥. Then

W(U) = W(U)

and ♯sim(W(U)) = |A| − |U |. Thus it is a semistable wide subcategory. Moreover,
there exists a finite dimensional algebra B such that equivalence W(U) ∼= modB.

(2) There exists surjection 2-psiltA → wideA, U 7→ W(U).

Proof. The statement is the consequence of [BST] and [Y], where they gave an explicit
relationship between semistable regions and the associated wide subcategories. For the
convenience of the reader, we provide a brief explanation. [BST, Theorem 3.14] and
[Y, Theorem 1.4] show that the semistable subcategories given by two-term presilting
complexes can be obtained as wide subcategories associated to the two-term presilting
complexes. It implies W(U) = W(U) and (2). Moreover the rank of the wide subcategories
also explicitly given by [BST, Theorem 3.14], which completes (1). �

The following definition provides a canonical description of the shard intersections.
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Definition 5.7. Let U be a face of Σ(A). We define

Γ(U) :=
⋂

{Σ(T (U)max ·> T )| T (U)min ≤ T <· T (U)max},

where T (U)max (resp. T (U)min) the maximum chamber (resp. the minimum chamber) of
C(A,U). Note that it is clearly a shard intersection.

Theorem 5.8. In the above setting, we have

W(U) = W(Γ(U)).

Proof. Let T(U)max (resp. T(U)min) be the corresponding torsion class to T(U)max (resp.
to T(U)min). By Proposition 2.17, we have

[T(U)min,T(U)max] = [Fac(H0(U)),⊥H−1(νU)].

Since W(U) = ⊥H−1(νU)∩Fac(H0(U))⊥, by applying [AP, Theorem 1.4] to this interval,
we have

W(U) = Filt({B(Tmax → T)|T(U)min ≤ T <· T(U)max}).

By Theorem 5.4, the right-hand side coincides with

W(
⋂

{Σ(Tmax → T)) | T(U)min ≤ T <· T(U)max}) = W(Γ(U)).

Thus we get the conclusion. �

The following proposition is the same type of Proposition [Re3, Proposition 4.4], but
our proof is different.

Proposition 5.9. Let U ∈ Σ(A) be a face and Γ a shard intersection such that dim(U) =
dim(Γ) and U ⊂ Γ. Then we have Γ = Γ(U). Moreover, Γ is the intersection of all shards
containing U .

For a proof of Proposition 5.9, we recall the following basic result.

Proposition 5.10. [BM] Let A be a τ -tilting finite algebra and W,W ′ wide subcategories
of modA. If W ′ ⊂ W and ♯simW = ♯simW ′, then W = W ′.

Proof of Proposition 5.9. Since U ⊂ Γ, we have W(U) ⊃ W(Γ). Because ♯sim(W(U)) =
♯sim(W(Γ)) by dim(U) = dim(Γ), Proposition 5.10 implies W(U) = W(Γ).

On the other hand, Proposition 5.6 and Theorem 5.8 imply that W(U) = W(U) =
W(Γ(U)). Therefore, we get W(Γ) = W(Γ(U)). Since Γ and Γ(U) are both shard inter-
sections, we have Γ = Γ(U) by Theorem 5.4. Thus we get the first assertion. Let Γ′ be
the intersection of all shards containing U . Then we have U ⊂ Γ′ ⊂ Γ and hence U is a
full-dimensional face contained in Γ′. Hence the first assertion implies Γ′ = Γ(U) = Γ. �

Finally we discuss two important properties of shard intersections. The first one is a
relationship with the core label order.

Definition 5.11. (1) For R ∈ C(A), we define R↓ :=
∧
{R′ ∈ C(A)|R ·> R′}. More-

over, for R,S ∈ C(A), we define

j-irr[R,S] := {γ(T → T ′) : R ≤ T ′ <· T ≤ S}.

Then, for R,T ∈ C(A), we define the core label order R ≤CLO T by j-irr[R↓,R] ⊂
j-irr[T ↓,T ].
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(2) By Theorem 5.4, any shard intersection Γ ∈ shard-intA is given by S(R) = Γ for
some R ∈ C(A), where S := ∩Σ(−) : C(A) → shard-intA is the bijective map.
Then we define the shard intersection order R ≤SI T if S(R) ⊂ S(T ). Thus the
partial order of shard-intA is identified with (C(A),≤SI).

The following theorem, which corresponds to [Re3, Proposition 5.7], relates the above
two partial orders.

Proposition 5.12. We have

R ≤SI T ⇐⇒ R ≥CLO T .

Thus we have an anti-isomorphism (C(A),≤SI) ∼= (C(A),≤CLO).

A proof of this proposition can be shown by the similar argument of [Re3, Proposition
5.7]. For the convenience of reader, we give a proof.

Proof. The interval [R↓,R] coincides with C(A,U), where U is the intersection of R with
all chambers T such that T <· R. Then S(R) contains U and dim(U) = dim(S(R)).
Thus, by Proposition 5.9, a shard Σ contain S(R) if and only if it contains U . On the
other hand, a shard Σ contains U if and only if it separates two adjacent cones V and V ′

of [R↓,R]. Thus the set j-irr[R↓,R] and {J (Σ) | S(R) ⊂ Σ} coincide.
Moreover R ≤SI T , which is equivalent to S(R) ⊂ S(T ), if and only if {Σ | S(R) ⊂ Σ} ⊃

{Σ | S(T ) ⊂ Σ}. This is also equivalent to {J (Σ) | S(R) ⊂ Σ} ⊃ {J (Σ) | S(T ) ⊂ Σ},
that is, j-irr[R↓,R] ⊃ j-irr[T ↓,T ]. �

We note that by Theorem 5.4, shard-intA is anti-isomorphic to wideA. Then, we can also
get Proposition 5.12 by [En, Theorem 4.25], which implies that wideA ∼= (C(A),≤CLO).

The second important property is gradedness. Recall that a finite poset P is graded if
it is equipped with a rank function ρ : P → N such that ρ(x) = ρ(y) + 1 if x ·> y. Then
we have the following result [Re3, Proposition 5.1].

Proposition 5.13. The partial order shard-intA and hence wideA is graded. More pre-
cisely, the rank of S(R) ∈ shard-intA is given by the number of lower hyperplanes of R
and the rank of W ∈ wideA is given by the number of sim(W).

Proof. Assume that Γ ⊃ Γ′ for Γ,Γ′ ∈ shard-intA. Let U ′ be some full-dimensional face in
Γ′. As in [Re3, Lemma 2.10], we can take a face U of Σ(A) which is full-dimensional in Γ
and U ′ is a face of U . If dim(Γ) = dim(Γ′), then dim(U) = dim(U ′) and hence Γ = Γ(U ′) =
Γ′ by Proposition 5.9. Moreover, if dim(Γ) > dim(Γ′) + 1, then dim(U) > dim(U ′) + 1.
Hence we can take a face U ′′ such that U ′ ( U ′′ ( U and Γ′ ( Γ(U ′′) ( Γ. Thus we get
the conclusion for shard-intA. The statement for wideA follows from Theorem 5.4 and the
first statement. �

The gradedness of wide subcategories can be directly shown by τ -tilting theory (without
using shards). The author would like to thank Haruhisa Enomoto for pointing out this
fact.
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