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Introduction

Triangulated categories are of central importance in many branches of mathematics, 
providing a common framework for algebraists, geometers, topologists and theoretical 
physicists, amongst others. Perhaps the most famous illustration of their utility is Beilin-
son’s equivalences between the derived categories of coherent sheaves on projective spaces 
and representations of certain finite-dimensional algebras [7], which provided deep con-
nections between algebra and geometry.

In algebra and geometry, the triangulated categories we have in mind are derived cat-
egories and categories constructed from them, for example, cluster categories. However, 
despite their utility, there is a major drawback: the construction of derived categories 
is abstract and explicit computation is often difficult. Indeed, much intuition is often 
obtained from examples of homological dimension one (= hereditary), owing to par-
ticularly nice homological properties which allow one to reduce computations to the 
(well-understood) abelian categories with which one starts.

Developing intuition in such an abstract setting requires a good collection of exam-
ples, for which computation becomes straightforward and non-trivial phenomena can be 
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