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RESOLUTIONS OF TYPE A QUANTUM SURFACE SINGULARITIES
SIMON CRAWFORD AND SUSAN J. SIERRA

ABSTRACT. Let B = ]kq[u,v]c"*l be a Type A, quantum Kleinian singularity, which is an
example of a noncommutative surface singularity. This singularity is known to have a noncom-
mutative quasi-crepant resolution A, which is an “algebraic” resolution of B. We construct a
category X which serves as a “geometric” resolution of B by adapting techniques from quiver
GIT and show that X and mod-A are derived equivalent. Furthermore, we show that the in-
tersection arrangement of lines in the exceptional locus of X corresponds to a Type A,, Dynkin
diagram. This generalises the geometric McKay correspondence for classical Kleinian singular-

ities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout, let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. Let g € k*, and let

k{u,v)

A, =k = —
a = kqlu, ] (vu — quv)

be the g-quantum plane. The cyclic group Cj,4+1 of order n + 1 generated by

9= <g <91> ’

where ¢ € k is a primitive (n + 1)th root of unity, acts on A, via graded automorphisms.
Let By = chn“ be the invariant ring of this action. This is a well-known quantum Kleinian

singularity, as studied in [Cral8| [(CKWZ18| [CKWZ19] and others. In particular, By is singular,
i.e. it has infinite global dimension, and this singularity can be resolved, in an appropriate sense,
by the smash product A, := A, #G. Further, there is a noncommutative McKay correspondence
linking the representation theory of G, of By, and of Ay; see [CKWZI18, [CKWZ19).

In this paper we extend the McKay correspondence for B, by establishing a (derived) geomet-
ric McKay correspondence. That is, we construct an N-graded ring 77 using methods inspired
by geometric invariant theory, and a further construct a category X, from T, by generalising
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standard techniques of noncommutative geometry. We show that &7 is also a resolution of (the
module category of) By, again in an appropriate sense and, further, that &; and mod-A, are
derived equivalent. This establishes an analogue of the derived geometric McKay correspon-
dence, as given in [BKROI], for the quantum Kleinian singularity B,. Thus we have quantised
the full classical McKay correspondence for type A Kleinian surface singularities.

In order to describe our results in more detail, we first review the classical (commutative)
McKay correspondence for Kleinian surface singularities. The finite subgroups of SLo(k) were
famously classified by Klein in the case k = C. Any such subgroup G acts on A? by construction,
and the quotient singularity

X = A?/G := Speck[u, v]¢

is known as a Kleinian (surface) singularity. These were studied by Du Val [DV34], Artin
[Art66], and many others from a geometric perspective, but in 1981 McKay [McK80] estab-
lished a beautiful relationship between the geometry of X and its minimal resolution and the
representation theory of GG, later extended and deepened by many others. We shall now give an
ahistorical survey of the McKay correspondence for Kleinian singularities.

A finite subgroup G of SLy (k) acts naturally on V = k? and thus on A := S(V) = k[u, v]. Set
B = A%, and let X = A?/G = Spec B be the associated Kleinian singularity. Let W, ..., W,
be the irreducible representations of G, up to isomorphism, where W = k is the trivial repre-
sentation. As k has characteristic 0, there are non-negative integers m;; so that

Veow; = w™.

The McKay quiver @ associated to the action of G on V has vertex set Qo = {0,...,n} and
mj; arrows from vertex i to vertex j. (Since G < SLa(k), we in fact have m;; = my; [LWI12,
Lemma 6.25].) Auslander had observed [Aus62] that A#G = Endp(A), and Reiten and Van
den Bergh later showed (see in particular the proof of [RVdB89, Lemma 2.13]) that A#G is
Morita equivalent to the preprojective algebra I1(Q) of the McKay quiver, which is the path
algebra of @) factored by certain natural relations; see [CBH9S]| for the definition. In fact, if G
is cyclic, then A# G = T1(Q). There are many relationships between the representation theory
of G, of A :=TI(Q), and of A#G; see [LW12, Chapter 5] for a discussion.

In 1981, McKay [McKS80] observed that the McKay quiver can also be obtained from the
geometry of X. Let ¢ : X — X be the minimal resolution of X , which exists and is unique for
surface singularities. The exceptional divisor of ¢ is a union of irreducible curves, each of which
is a P! of self-intersection —2, and it was known that there are n of these (recall that G has
n + 1 irreducible representations). McKay showed:

Theorem 1.1. ([McKS80|) Let L1, ..., Ly be the irreducible components of the exceptional locus
of . Form the dual graph I' of the exceptional divisor by replacing each curve by a vertex and
drawing #(L; N L;) edges between the vertices corresponding to L; and L; if i # j. Then T is
a Dynkin diagram of type A, D,, or E,, and is equal to the graph obtained from the McKay
quiver of G by removing the vertex 0 and replacing each pair of opposing arrows by an edge.

McKay'’s result is essentially combinatorial, but it was later extended, originally by Kapranov
and Vasserot, to a derived correspondence between X and A:

Theorem 1.2. ([KV00]) Let X and A be as above. The categories coh X and mod-A are derived
equivalent.

It is well-known that the resolution ¢ : X > Xis crepant: that is, ¢*wx = wg, or equivalently
the relative dualising complex ¢'Ox is trivial. Further, the algebra A# G is Van den Bergh’s
original example [VdB04al, Example 1.1] of a noncommutative crepant resolution. We do not
give Van den Bergh’s full definition here, which relies on the assumption that the singularity
being resolved is commutative. Instead we note that A# G is 2-Calabi-Yau (see Remark

and A% is Gorenstein. The dualising complexes of A# G and of A® are both trivial and so one
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expects the “relative dualising complex” to be trivial: in other words, it makes sense to regard
A#G as a crepant resolution of A%, See [VdB23] for more discussion.

We briefly mention one more aspect of the commutative McKay correspondence: it is possible
to construct the minimal resolution X of X from the preprojective algebra A, as in [BKRO1].
This is done by using quiver GIT to construct a graded ring T so that X = ProjT. See the
beginning of Section [4] for details.

We now discuss how to quantise the above. The appropriate analogue of a finite subgroup of
SLa (k) in the noncommutative context is a quantum binary polyhedral group: a pair (H, A) where
A is a two-dimensional Artin-Schelter regular algebra and H is a semisimple finite-dimensional
Hopf algebra, acting on A inner faithfully, homogeneously, and with trivial homological deter-
minant. These pairs were classified in [CKWZ16]; the cyclic group C),11 acting on the quantum
plane A, as above is an example. If (H, A) is a quantum binary polyhedral group, then it makes
sense to call the invariant ring A” a quantum Kleinian singularity.

It is known that many aspects of the classical McKay correspondence extend to quantum
Kleinian singularities. Let (H, A) be a quantum binary polyhedral group. By [CKWZIS,
Theorem 0.3] the noncommutative version of Auslander’s theorem holds: the natural map

v:A#H — Endyu(A), ~(a#h)(b) =a(h-b)

is an isomorphism of rings. It makes sense to view the nonsingular ring A# H (or, equivalently,
End 4c(A)) as a resolution of singularities of A%; this is called a noncommutative quasiresolution
in [QWZ19].

Furthermore, one may construct the McKay quiver @ of the pair (H, A) (see [CKWZ19]),
and A# H is Morita equivalent to a quotient of A of k@ [Cra22]. The relationships between the
representation theory of H and of the preprojective algebra in the commutative context carry
over to our situation; see [CKWZ19].

In the case of the pair (Cy41,A4y), the McKay quiver @ is the quiver corresponding to an
affine A, Dynkin diagram. Further, A,# Cp41 is itself a basic algebra and may be viewed
as a quotient of kQ). We set Ay := A;#Cy,41. We refer to this as an algebraic resolution of

B, = Ag"“, as it clearly parallels the (algebraic) NCCR of a commutative Kleinian singularity.
We show in Section |§| that A, is also a crepant resolution of By, suitably defined.

In the commutative case the Kleinian singularity X = Spec(A®) has two resolutions: the
algebraic resolution A and the geometric resolution X. In this paper, for the case that (H, A) =
(Cnt1,44), we use techniques of noncommutative algebraic geometry to construct a category

n+1

X, which gives a second resolution of B, = ch . That is, there is a pair of adjoint functors

Xy

ﬂ Jqﬁ* 13

Mod-B,

(These functors are the appropriate noncommutative analogue of a morphism of schemes; see
[Smi04] and Section [2.4}) We show:

Theorem 1.4. The category X, is a resolution of mod-B,. That is:

(1) (Theorem [7.2.7) &, has finite homological dimension;

(2) (Theorem [6.3.1[(1)) X, is proper over mod-By in the sense that ¢, takes noetherian objects
to noetherian objects; and

(3) (Proposition away from the singularity of mod-By the functors become inverse

equivalences.

We also show that &) contains exceptional objects Li,..., L, whose noncommutative in-
tersection theory gives an A, Dynkin diagram, extending the classical McKay correspondence
Theorem [I.1l See Theorem [9.3
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The construction of &; comes from a graded ring 7; which generalises (in fact deforms) the

construction of X via quiver GIT. In particular, we also deform the representation variety of A to
construct a “representation ring” of the algebraic resolution A4, which we show (Theorem
is universal for a certain class of representations of A,. However, to prove most of Theorem
we must approach X, in another way: we show that X; may also be viewed as a noncommutative
toric variety (Theorem . This allows us to access &j via charts and local techniques and
in particular is needed to prove Theorem [1.4(1): that X, is nonsingular.

Our other main theorem is an extension of Theorem to show that the geometric and
algebraic resolutions are derived equivalent.

Theorem 1.5. (Theorem [8.3.3) The derived categories of X, and mod-A, are equivalent.

When ¢ = 1, the proof of Theorem recovers the proof of Theorem [1.2| given in [Wem16].

Since A, is a crepant resolution of B, in an appropriate sense, as discussed above, and &
and A, are derived equivalent, one expects that X is also a crepant resolution of B,. We prove
this at the end of Section [8.3

In [Kaw24], Kawamata considers a closely related family of noncommutative singularities,
namely the deformations of type A Kleinian singularities defined in [CBH9§|, and constructs
noncommutative schemes which serve as resolutions of these singularities. See also [Kaw25|.
We note that the singularities Kawamata considers, as well as the techniques employed, are
distinct from those in this paper.

By adapting the methods in this paper, it should be possible to construct an analogue of the
category X, for other quantum Kleinian singularities A in work in progress, we consider the
case of an L; singularity.

Organisation of the paper. In Section[2] we give some definitions and basic results, and recall
the notion of a noncommutative crepant resolution and a generalisation to noncommutative
singularities. Section (3| introduces the singularities B, of interest, constructs algebraic and
categorical resolutions of these singularities, and discusses their crepancy.

The remainder of the paper is dedicated to constructing and studying a geometric resolution
of B,;. Motivated by quiver GIT, in Section @ we define the representation ring of A, and
show that it is universal in an appropriate sense. We then use this in Section [5| to construct
the ring T, which gives rise to the geometric resolution, and outline some of its properties. In
Section |§|, we define the category &j; which is our geometric resolution of B, and calculate some
related cohomology groups. To establish further properties of X, in Section |Z| we show that
A&, is equivalent to a noncommutative toric variety, i.e. the category of coherent sheaves over a
noncommutative ringed space X with a suitable action of a quantum torus. This allows us to,
in Section [§] establish a derived equivalence between our algebraic and geometric resolutions.
Finally, in Section [9] we compute the intersection arrangement of the lines in the “exceptional
locus” in Aj.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Conventions. Throughout k will denote an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0.

Let R be a Z-graded ring. We write Gr-R (respectively, R-Gr) for the category of Z-graded right

(respectively, left) R-modules with degree-preserving morphisms, and gr-R (respectively, R-gr)
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for the full subcategory of noetherian objects. More generally, if Xyz is an abelian category,
then xyz is the full subcategory of noetherian objects. Given M € Gr-R, we define M (i) to
be the graded module which is isomorphic to M as an ungraded module, but which satisfies
M (i), = M;yn. The categories Mod-R and R-Mod are the ungraded right and left module
categories of R.

If M, N € Gr-R, then we write Homg,.r(M, N) for the space of graded (i.e. degree-preserving)
morphisms. By Hompg (M, N) we mean Homyjoq.z(M, N). We have

Homp (M, N) = @ Home,-r (M, N(s)).
SEZL
If Mp is finitely generated, then Homp(M, N) = Homp(M, N).
We write ® for ®,. The set of non-negative integers is denoted by N.

2.2. Definitions and basic results. We begin by recalling some definitions and basic results
that we will use without mention throughout the paper.

Definition 2.2.1. Suppose that R is a k-algebra. We say that R is connected graded if it is
N-graded with Ry = k. We say that M € Gr-R is locally finite if dimy M; < oo for all i € Z.
The graded module M is called left bounded if M; = 0 for i < 0, right bounded if M; = 0 for
1 > 0, and bounded if it is left and right bounded. If M € Gr-R is locally finite, the Hilbert
series of M is the formal Laurent series

hilb M =) " (dimy M;)t".
1€EZ
The following notion provides a suitable concept of dimension for a noncommutative k-
algebra:

Definition 2.2.2. Suppose that R is a k-algebra and M is a right R-module. The Gelfand-
Kirillov (GK-) dimension of M is
GKdim M := sup limsup log,, (dimy MyV"™)
Mo,V n—oo
where the supremum is taken over all finite-dimensional subspaces My of M and V of A.

We will freely use standard results about GK-dimension, proofs of which can be found in
IKLO00], for example. If R is a connected graded k-algebra which is locally finite and M € gr-A
(which forces M to be left bounded) then, by [KL0O0O, Proposition 6.6], we have

GKdim M = lim sup log,, (dimy M,,) + 1.

n—oo
Definition 2.2.3. Let ¢ € k*. The quantum plane is the ring
k{u, v
Ay =kqlu,v] = #
(vu — quv)

This ring is a connected graded noetherian domain. We will sometimes suppress the ¢ and let
A = A,. Throughout this paper, we will reserve the letter A for the quantum plane as presented
above.

More generally, if q = (¢;;) € My(k) is a multiplicatively antisymmetric matrix, then to this
data we can associate a quantum polynomial Ting, or quantum n-space, as follows:
kzy,...,z,)

Kk = '
al#1, - ] (zj@i — qijwizy | 1< 4,5 <n

As before, this ring is always a connected graded noetherian domain.

We will frequently work with rings which are (factor rings of) quantum polynomial rings.
When performing computations in such rings, the following notation will be convenient: if
q € k*, we will use ¢* to mean an unspecified power of g. For example, in ky[u,v], the
monomials u’ and v/ ¢*-commute. Moreover, we will sometimes write kgs[z1,...,2y] for a
quantum polynomial ring where the generators x;, z; commute up to some power of ¢ (possibly
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depending on ¢ and j) which can be calculated in principle, but whose specific value does not
affect the result.

We will frequently need to invert elements of noetherian domains; the next definition mainly
establishes notation.

Definition 2.2.4. Suppose that R is a noetherian domain. Then the set X = R~ {0} forms
a left and right Ore set in R, so we can form the quotient ring Q(R) == RX~ ' = X 'R.
If, in addition, R is graded by some semigroup 35, then the set Y of nonzero »-homogeneous
elements of R forms a left and right Ore set in R |GS00, Theorem 5(a)], so we can form the
graded quotient ring ngr(R) = RY~! = Y7'R. When the grading is clear from context, we
will simply write Q, (R).

We remark that the hypotheses imposed on R in the above definition are stronger than
required, but all rings to which we need to apply this construction will be noetherian domains.

We will be interested in rings which have various good homological properties. We recall the
relevant definitions below:

Definition 2.2.5. Let R be a ring and M a right R-module. The grade of M is defined to be
§(M) = inf{i | Ext’y(M, R) # 0} € NU {00},

with the definition for left modules being similar. We say that M satisfies the Auslander
condition if for all i > 0 and all left submodules N C Ext’»(M, R) we have j(N) > i.

We say that R is Gorenstein if R has finite injective dimension when viewed as a right or left
R-module, and that that R is Auslander—Gorenstein if it is Gorenstein and every right or left
R-module satisfies the Auslander condition. If R is Auslander-Gorenstein and has finite global
dimension, it is Auslander regqular.

In many cases, the properties of rings of infinite global dimension are encoded by properties
of their so-called maximal Cohen—Macaulay modules, whose definition we now recall:

Definition 2.2.6. Let R be a Gorenstein ring. We say that a finitely generated R-module M
is mazimal Cohen—Macaulay (MCM) if it satisfies Ext (M, R) = 0 for all ¢ > 1.

In [CKWZ19|, the authors give a more general definition which specialises to the above
definition when R is Gorenstein.

We will assume that the reader is familiar with the language of sheaves and derived categories;
[Har77] and [Wei94] are standard references for the definitions and results we will use. We will,
however, set some notation. If C is an abelian category, we will write D(C) and D®(C) for its
derived and bounded derived categories, respectively. If R is a noetherian ring, we write D(R)
for D(Mod-R) and Perf(R) for the full subcategory of perfect complexes. We write Z(R) for
D®(mod-R), following [VdB23].

2.3. Noncommutative crepant resolutions. Suppose that X is a normal variety with reso-
lution of singularities 7 : X — X. This resolution is said to be crepant if the canonical sheaves
wx and wy satisfy 7*wx = wg. In some sense, crepant resolutions are the “best” nonsingular
approximation of a singular variety. In particular, if X is Gorenstein and we want X to also be
Calabi—Yau, then the resolution must be crepant.

In [VdBO04bl, Theorem 4.4.2], Van den Bergh proved the following result, which we paraphrase:

Theorem 2.3.1. Let R be a (commutative) Gorenstein k-algebra which is a normal domain,
and let 7: X = X = Spec R be a crepant resolution of singularities. Assume that the fibres of
7 have dimension at most 1. Then there exists an MCM R-module M such that A == Endg(M)
is MCM as an R-module and has finite global dimension. Moreover, X and A are derived
equivalent.

This motivates the following definition, which is equivalent to the original one due to Van
den Bergh:
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Definition 2.3.2. Let R be a commutative CM normal domain. A noncommutative crepant
resolution (NCCR) of R (or of Spec R) is a ring of the form A := Endg(M) for some reflexive
R-module M, such that A has finite global dimension and is an MCM R-module.

For example, by [VdB04al, Example 1.1], if G is a finite subgroup of SLa(k) then k[z, y|# G =
Endy(, o (k[z,y]) is an NCCR of the Kleinian singularity k[z, y]¢. If R is a CM local normal
domain of dimension < 3, then it is known that all crepant resolutions and NCCRs of R are
derived equivalent [[W13| Theorem 1.5].

If we replace R by a noncommutative ring, then there are several ways to generalise the
definition of an NCCR. One such way is the noncommutative quasi-crepant resolution defined
in [QWZ19]. We begin by recalling some more definitions.

Definition 2.3.3. We say that a k-algebra R is GK-Cohen—Macaulay if
GKdim(M) + j(M) = GKdim(R) < oo,
for all finitely generated nonzero right R-modules M.

If R is commutative and noetherian, then [BMI17, Theorem 4.8] shows that R is GK-Cohen—
Macaulay if and only if it is Cohen—Macaulay and equicodimensional (i.e. all of its maximal
ideals have the same height).

Definition 2.3.4. Suppose that R and S are locally finite noetherian N-graded k-algebras with
finite GK-dimension. We say that two graded (R, S)-bimodules M and N are n-isomorphic,
denoted M =, N, if there exist a graded (R, S)-bimodule P and bimodule morphisms

f:M—P and g:N—>P
such that the kernels and cokernels of f and g have GK-dimension at most n.

We are now in a position to define the notion of a noncommutative quasi-crepant resolution,

as given in [QWZ19|.

Definition 2.3.5. Suppose that R is a locally finite noetherian N-graded k-algebra and that
GKdim R = d < co. A noncommutative quasi-resolution (NQR) of R is a triple (S, M, N') where
S € A is Auslander regular and GK-Cohen—Macaulay with GKdim S = d, and g¢Mg and rNg
are bimodules which satisfy

M@RNg()S and N@SMgOR.

If, in addition, R is Auslander—Gorenstein and ¢Mpr and rpNg are reflexive on both sides, then
we call this triple a noncommutative quasi-crepant resolution (NQCR) of R.

By [QWZ19, Example 8.5], if S is a (commutative) Type A, Kleinian singularity, then an
NCCR of S is also an NQR.

There is also a notion of a categorical resolution, due to Kuznetsov [Kuz0§|, which may be
weakly or strongly crepant. This is discussed in Section

2.4. Maps of noncommutative spaces. It will be useful to be able to use the language of
maps of noncommutative spaces to discuss functors between categories. Following [Smi04], let
A B be (possibly triangulated) categories. A map ® : A — B is a pair of (triangulated)
functors

A

@H@*

B
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so that (®*, ®,) is an adjoint pair. This is by analogy with the fact that, if 7 : ¥ — X is a
morphism of schemes, then there is an adjoint pair

Qcoh Y

Qcoh X
For example, if R, S are rings, then an (R, S)-bimodule M induces a map ® : Mod-S —
Mod-R given by
Mod-S

o* = — ®RM/{ ltﬁ* = Homg(M,—)
Mod-R

3. A NONCOMMUTATIVE SINGULARITY
3.1. The singularity of interest. We now introduce the main protagonist of this paper.

Notation 3.1.1. Fix n > 2 and ¢ € k*. The cyclic group G of order n + 1 generated by

g = (8 491> 9

where ¢ € k is a primitive (n 4 1)th root of unity, acts on A, = k,[u, v] as a group of graded
automorphisms. Explicitly, we have

g-u=Cu, ¢g-v=_ 1t
To this data we can associate the skew group ring A,#G. As an abelian group this ring
is equal to A; ® kG, and we write a#g for the simple tensor a ® g. On simple tensors, the
multiplication in A# G is given by
(a#g)(b#h) = a(g - b)#gh,
which is then extended linearly to all of A#G.

We write By := AS for the invariant ring of the action of G on A,. By [CKWZIS, Table 3],
B, is generated by the elements

xTr = un+17 Y = 1}"+1’ Z = uv,

and can be presented as a quotient of a quantum polynomial ring by the ideal generated by a
single homogeneous, normal, nonzerodivisor:

ke k
g = 4 [1x,y, j] ,  where Kkge[z,y,2] = <x,y,,lz>2 . (3.1.2)
<$y o qf§n(n+ )Zn—‘r1> YT — q(n+ ) Ty
2z —¢" oz
zy —q "yz

Following [CKWZ18|, we call By a quantum Kleinian singularity of type A, or a quantum type
A singularity. The singularity category of B, is that of a commutative type A singularity by
[Cral8 Theorem 8.2.7].

We now recall various properties of A, By, and related rings. We begin by noting that By,
although singular, has good ring-theoretic and homological properties:

Lemma 3.1.3. The ring B, = Ag:
(1) is a noetherian domain;

(2) is Auslander—Gorenstein of injective dimension 2;
(3) is GK-Cohen—Macaulay;
8



(4) has GK-dimension 2; and
(5) has infinite global dimension.

Proof. These are all established in |[Cral8, Lemma 6.1.3, Proposition 6.1.6]. U

The ring B, has an important family of modules M () where 0 < i < n, which we now define.
We first define (left and right) B,-modules M*% for 0 < i < n as follows:

MY ={ac A, |g-a=(""a}.
As right B;-modules, these have the explicit form
M%¢ =B, MY =y""B, +0'B, 1<i<n.
In terms of the isomorphism , we can write these modules as
M® =B, MY =gB,+:B, 1<i<n.
Under the grading inherited from A,, there are graded isomorphisms
M@ = MG 1<i<n,

induced by multiplication by u!. We are particularly interested in these modules because they
are maximal Cohen—Macaulay and they form essentially a complete list of such modules:

Proposition 3.1.4. ([CKWZ19, Theorem C]) The modules M) are indecomposable and maz-
imal Cohen-Macaulay. Moreover, any indecomposable MCM Bg-module is isomorphic (in the
ungraded category) to some MO,

We now determine the Hilbert series of B, and the M (1), Note that these Hilbert series are
independent of ¢ so, in particular, we can restrict attention to the case ¢ =1 (i.e. when A4, and
B, are commutative). In this case, by [BH93, Theorem 6.4.8] we have

n

oG L ¢V
hilb M = Ty ;) (1— (1 — ¢ty

A tedious calculation, similar to [CGW25, Example 6.19], gives a closed form for this Hilbert
series:

) tl 4 tn-‘rl—i
hilb M*C =
' (1—2)(1— vty
and hence
. 2i | 4m+l
hilb () =~ *1 (3.1.5)

(1 —¢2)(1 —tntl)’
Lemma 3.1.6. For 0 <7 < n, there is a short exact sequence of right By-modules given by
(nb 1) . (I:llzi)‘ (2 2): 0
0— M"Y (=2i) ——— By(—(n+1)) & By(—2i) —— M — 0,
where the maps are given by left multiplication by the indicated matrices.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that the given maps are well-defined and that the sequence
forms a complex. For exactness, it suffices to verify that the Euler characteristic of the sequence
is 0; indeed, by (3.1.5)), the Euler characteristic is

;i 2(nt1—i) 4 yntl 14 ¢ntl {20 4 gntl

i ea—en T T oy a e T Goea e =

as desired. O

We will also require the following fact:



Lemma 3.1.7. There is an isomorphism
Homp, (MY, By) = M=)
given by n: MH=0 — Homp (MY, By), n(m)(m') = 2 lmm’.
Proof. By the proof of [CKWZ19| Corollary 2.6], there is an equivalence of categories
{graded projective A;# G-modules} — gr-B;, N — N =

Using this, and letting V; denote the kG-module with character y; satisfying x;(g) = (¢, we
obtain a chain of isomorphisms

Homp, (M"“, By) = Homyg ((V; ® Ag)%, AT)
= Homy, #6(Vi @ Ag, Aq)
= Homy, (V; ® Ay, A,)°
=~ Homa, (Aq, Vi ® Ag)°
=~ Homy, (Ag, Vg1 ® 4g)%
= (Vg1 ® Ag)©
o~ pyntl—iG

Identifying M*C with M® and chasing through the isomorphisms shows that the map giving
rise to this isomorphism is as claimed. O

3.2. An algebraic resolution of B. Write M = @}, M® for the direct sum of the inde-
composable MCM Bj;-modules. We in fact have M = A, as objects of mod-B,; we obtain an
isomorphism of graded modules if we replace each M® by M*G. The endomorphism ring of
this module will play an important role. By [CKWZ18, Theorem 0.3], the Auslander map

v: Ag#G — Endp, (4,), ~(a#g)(b) =a(g-b) (3.2.1)

is an isomorphism, and there is a similar isomorphism when we view A, as a left B,-module.
By [Cra22, Example 6.6], there is a ring isomorphism

A #G = A, (3.2.2)
where A, is the quotient of the path algebra of the following quiver by the given relations:

@

0o /1
_ (&7s) _
7% ]
n 2
Ap—1 (0%)]
Qp—1 [e3)

Q0 = QOG4+10G 41 for 0 <i<n. (3.2.3)

(Note that our convention is to compose arrows in quivers from left to right.)

Moreover, we have egAqeq = B, and, under this isomorphism, we can identify the right Bg-
module M*% with the right eoAgeo-module e;Ageq and identify M = A, with Ajep. Under this
identification, we can rewrite the isomorphism of as

7' Ag = Endegaeo(Ageo), 7' (x)(yeo) = xyeo. (3.2.4)

The algebra A, is of particular interest to us because it is an NQCR of B,,.
10



Lemma 3.2.5. The triple (Ay, eoAq, Ageo) is an NQCR of By = egAqgep.

Proof. That (Ag, eoAq, Ageo) is an NQR of By is [QWZ19, Example 8.5] (where they show that
the isomorphic algebra A,# G is an NQR). Since B, is Auslander-Gorenstein, it remains to
show that epA, and Agep are reflexive on both sides; by symmetry, it suffices to show this for
Aqeo.

Reflexivity of Agep as a left Aj-module follows from the fact that Ageq is a direct summand
of A4, hence projective. To prove that Ageq is reflexive as a right egA4ep-module, we use .
Multiplying this isomorphism on the left by ey gives Homeya e, (Age0, €0Aqe0) = €Ay, and
similarly we have Homeya e, (€0Ag, €0Age0) = Ageo. Therefore

Homey a0 (Homeya, e (Ageo, eoMgeo), eoAgep) = Homeya e (€0Aq, eoMgeq) = Agep,
so that Agep is reflexive as a right egAgeg-module. O

Another good property of A, is that it is Morita equivalent to B, “away from the singularity”.
This term is imprecise for a noncommutative ring which has no associated geometry, but note
that B[z, B[y, B4[z~!] are all localisations of quantum planes and so have finite global
dimension. On the other hand, B, has infinite global dimension, and by the previous sentence
it makes some sense to view the singularity of B as being concentrated where x =y = z = 0.

Lemma 3.2.6. Letw € {z,y,z}. Then the algebras By[w™!] and AyJw™1] are Morita equivalent.

Proof. First let w = x. Tt is clear that M®[z~!] = B[z~!] for all 4, and hence M[z~!] =
Blz~1]""!. Therefore, combining (3.2.2)) with the fact that the Auslander map is an isomor-
phism and localising, we obtain

Aqle™) = Endp, (M)[z "] = Endp, 1 (Mle™"])  Endp, o1 (Byle ™) 2 My 1 (Byle ™),

and hence B,[z~!] and A4[z~!] are Morita equivalent. The same proof will work to show that

By[y~'] and A,4[y~!] are Morita equivalent, provided we can show that M®[y~1] = B,[y~!] for
1 <@ < n (the claim for ¢ = 0 is clear). Indeed, this follows from the fact that the maps

a; : MOy = B[y,  ai(m) = 2" 'ym

are easily seen to be well-defined maps of right By[y~!]-modules which are invertible. Finally,
if w = z then the relation zy = 2" means that we have also inverted x and y, and so the
previous arguments apply. O

Remark 3.2.7. By [RRZ14, Theorem 4.1(c)], A, is twisted 2-Calabi-Yau (sometimes called
skew 2-Calabi-Yau). While we do not give a precise definition, in particular this says that A,
is homologically smooth, in the sense that A, has a finite length projective resolution in the
category of A,-bimodules such that each term is finitely generated. By [YZ06, Lemma 4.3(b)],
this implies that A, has finite global dimension, although not all rings of finite global dimension
are homologically smooth. Since A, is twisted 2-CY, it is reasonable to view mod-A, as being
“smooth”.

3.3. The algebraic resolution is categorical. Let A = A, and B = B;. As in Section
the functors

Mod-A
Y* = — ®p el /{ l 1, = Homy (egA,—)

Mod-B

give a map of noncommutative spaces ¥ : Mod-A — Mod-B.
Since A has finite global dimension, we think of the category Mod-A as being nonsingular,
and ¥ : Mod-A — Mod-B may be viewed as a resolution of singularities, in a sense we will
11



now make more precise. Let~l~? be a triangulated category and suppose that there is a map of
noncommutative spaces ¥V : D — Z(B), that is, an adjoint pair of triangulated functors

U*:Perf(B) - D,  W,:D — 2(B).

Following [Kuz08], D is a categorical resolution of Z(B) if D is “smooth” and the natural
morphism of functors idpe,¢(gy — W« W™ is an isomorphism. The term “smooth” is somewhat
open to interpretation, but it is reasonable to consider the derived category of an abelian
category of a homologically smooth algebra to be smooth. (Recall from Remark that A
is homologically smooth.) A categorical resolution is said to be weakly crepant if (U, U*) also
form an adjoint pair. If X is a variety with rational singularities then a resolution of singularities

U : X — X is crepant exactly when D’(X) is a weakly crepant categorical resolution of D°(X).
We will see that Z(A) is a weakly crepant categorical resolution of 2(B). We need some
preliminary results first.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let R be a right noetherian ring, let D be a triangulated category, and let
a,f: Z(R) — D be triangulated functors. Suppose that

(a) there is an isomorphism 0 : a(R) — B(R); and

(b) for all v € R, the following diagram commutes:

a(r-—)

Then o = 8 as functors from Perf(R) — D.

Proof. Consider the full subcategory of Z(R) with one object, R. The hypothesis is that «, 3 are
naturally isomorphic as functors from this subcategory to D. The result follows since Perf(R)
is the triangulated envelope of this subcategory. O

Consider now the two other natural functors between Mod-A and Mod-B, namely

Mod-A
’(/}! = — QA A60 ‘/ }\ w! = HomB(Aeo,—)

Mod-B
given by the isomorphism A = Endp(Aeg). Note that (i,7)') are also an adjoint pair.

Lemma 3.3.2. There is a natural isomorphism . = 1y, and the functors ¥* and ¢' are
equivalent upon restriction to the full subcategory of projective B-modules.

Proof. We first consider the claimed natural isomorphism ), = 1y. A straightforward adapta-
tion of [AF92, Proposition 20.11] shows that there is a natural isomorphism

Hompy (A, —) ®a Aeg = Homy (Homy (Aeg, A), —).
However, the left hand functor is naturally isomorphic to ¢ and, since Homp (Aeg, A) = epA,

the right hand functor is naturally isomorphic to v, giving the claimed result. Explicitly, the
natural isomorphism 7 : ¥y — 1, arising this way is given by, for N € Mod-A,

nn : N ®p Aeg — Homp (egA, N), nn(n® zep)(eoy) = nzepy.
For the second claim, it is straightforward to verify that 6 : ¢* — ' defined on K € Mod-B

via
Ok : K ®p egA — Homp(Aey, K), Ox(k® epx)(yep) = keoxyep,
12



is a natural transformation. To show that this is an equivalence upon restricting to projective
modules, by [AF92, Lemma 20.9], it suffices to check that ¢* and Y agree on B = egAe.
Indeed,

Y*(B) = B®p egA = egA = Homp(Aeg, egAeg) = Homp(Aey, B) = ¢!(B),
where the isomorphism egA = Homp(Aeg, egAeg) follows from (3.2.4]). O

Proposition 3.3.3. Since ¥* and 1, are left exact and right exact, respectively, we may derive
them to obtain functors Perf(B) — D(A) and D(A) — 2(B), which we will also call ¥* and
Uy This data gives a weakly crepant categorical resolution of 2(B).

Proof. The functors ¥* = — ®p epA and 1, = Homy(egA, —) form an adjoint pair, and the
same is true for their derived analogues. There is an isomorphism

Y™ (B) = Homy (egA, B ®p egA) = Endy (egA) = egAeg = B,

from which it follows that the natural morphism idyog.p — Y«%™ restricts to an equivalence
on projective B-modules. Lemma then shows that 4* and v, give rise to a categorical
resolution of Z(B). Moreover, if N € Mod-A and P is a projective B-module then

Homp (1), (N), P) = Homp (¢ (N), P) = Homy (N, ¢'(P)) 2 Homy (N, ¢*(P)),

where we have used Lemma and the fact that (¢,%') form an adjoint pair. Thus (¢, ¢*)
are an adjoint pair on the level of modules and hence the same is true for their derived coun-
terparts, and so this categorical resolution is weakly crepant. O

There is also a notion of a strongly crepant categorical resolution [VdB23], corresponding to
triviality of the relative dualising complex; we believe this resolution to be strongly crepant,
but have not been able to prove it. By [VdB23l Lemma 2.2.1], NCCRs of normal Gorenstein
algebraic varieties are strongly crepant.

There is another sense in which A = Endg(M) is a “crepant” resolution of B: the module
Mp is reflexive and the inclusion B = A%+ C A#Cphy1 =2 A makes A an MCM left and right
B-module. Indeed, as a (left or right) B-module we have A#C,, 1 = A""! and A is an MCM
B-module by [CKWZ16, Theorem A]. Thus A satisfies the definition of an NCCR if we allow
the singular ring to be noncommutative.

4. THE REPRESENTATION RING

Lemmata and show that it is reasonable to think of A, as an algebraic resolution
of singularities of B,. The rest of the paper will be devoted to constructing a more “geometric”
resolution of By, studying it, and comparing this resolution to A,.

We begin by reviewing the geometric resolution X of X = A2 /G = Spec B;. This can be
constructed via quiver GIT (geometric invariant theory), since G = Cp4+1 < SLa(k) is cyclic.
This is essentially due to [BKROI], but we follow [VdB23, Theorem 6.3.1], as explained in
[Wem16l, Section 3.

Let ¢ = 1 and let A = Ay be the ring defined by , which we have seen is an NCCR
of the type A singularity B = B;. Let Y = Rep(A, (1,1,...,1)) be the variety parametrising
representations of A with dimension vector (1,1,1,...,1). Such a representation is given by
a choice of 2(n + 1) scalars, by which the generators of A act, satisfying the relations of A.
Equivalently we have

]k[Y] = k[ao, ceey Ay, Ao,y - - ,an]/<a060 =a1a1 =... anan>.

Let R := k[Y]. There is a natural action of T"*! = (k*)"*! on Y, given by scaling the
coordinates in such a way as to preserve agag, and two representations are isomorphic if and
only if they are in the same T"*!-orbit. Equivalently, there is a natural Z"*!-grading on R given
by setting dega; = e;, dega; = —e;. Note that the invariant ring RT = Rj is isomorphic

to the singularity A%+ = k[X] = By; that is, X is isomorphic to the the categorical quotient
13



Y//T"*L. Moreover, the GIT quotient Y/ X T™*!, for a suitable weight x, gives the minimal
resolution X of X. Explicitly, let x = (—n,1,...,1) and define
X =Y/, T"! = Proj (@ Rnx).
n>=0

Thus it is natural to attempt to construct an alternative resolution of our noncommutative
singularity B, is by quantising the representation variety Y, or at least its coordinate ring R.

4.1. Defining the representation ring. Let Y = Rep(A;) := Rep(A1,(1,1,...,1)) be the
representation variety of Ay, where we have suppressed the dimension vector in the notation.
We refer to the coordinate ring of Y, that is

k[ai,ai ’ 0<1< n]

Ry = k[Y] = k[Rep(A1)] = P

4.1.1
<a060 = alal - .. ’ ( )

as the representation ring of Ay.

Now let ¢ € k* be arbitrary. As usual, we cannot expect a geometric object to parametrise
representations of A, but we can still define a useful deformation of the representation ring R;.
Definition 4.1.2. The representation ring of A, is

R .— k{a;,@; | 0 <i < n)

q —— —— .
a;a; = a;a; a;a; = A;44 .o
< J J J J ng,jén

a;a; = qa;a; apay = Q;a;

When the values of n or ¢ are clear from context or immaterial, we will simply write R (or
sometimes R,) for this ring.

We begin by recording some basic properties of R((In).
Lemma 4.1.3. Let R™ = R((Jn). Then R™:
(1) is connected graded with Hilbert series
- (1 o t2)n
hge (t) = (1= 20w
if we set dega; =1 = dega; for all i;
) has GK-dimension n + 2;
) is a domain;
) is noetherian.

2
3
4

Proof.
(1) Consider the monomials of R(™ under the graded lexicographic ordering with

(
(
(

ap<ap<a<ar <--<ap<ap.

It is then straightforward to check that the given generators for the ideal of relations defining
R™ form a Grobner basis. Therefore a basis for the degree d piece of R is
{aifalatial . .aln |0 < iy <d, 0< jo <dyig+jo+is+-+in=d oy € {ar,ar}}.
In particular, it follows that ag is a nonzerodivisor which is also normal, and therefore we have
R g () ()
hpm (t) = —L200 2
rm (1) Ty
Now define an auxiliary algebra
k(ai,m | 1 <1< n)

ait; = a;Q; A;a; = aQ;a; ..
J J J J 1<z,]<n>

g .—

a0 = qaia; a;a; =0

and note that

R™ /{ag) = S™[ay; 6].
14



is a skew polynomial ring for an appropriate choice of automorphism 6 : S — S Tt follows
that

hsmia () hgm (t)
O (=

so it suffices to determine the Hilbert series of S(™.
By an argument similar to the one used for R(™, a basis for the degree d piece of S™ is
given by
{Jflllx%” ‘ O0<i<d, i1+ -+1i,=d, x1 € {ak,ak}}.

We can decompose this set as

n
u{mjjll...xj;“ | 1<, <d, ij, +---+1ij, =d, x € {ar,ar}, 1 <j1 <jo<---<jp<n}
£=0

In each disjoint subset of this union, there are (Z) choices for (ji,...,7¢) and then 2¢ choices
for (z;,,...,xj,). Therefore the generating function for the fth stratum is

2 _ (e
-t (1-n°

It follows that

- (?) (2t)" - 1 Zn: <n> (2t)€(1 _ t)nfé _ ((1 —1)+ (Qt))n (1—¢2)n

(1=t ~ (1t ¢ 1-—t"  (Q-o2

hgm (t) =

{= =0

Therefore,

_ hs(n) (t) _ (1 — t2)n
(1—1)2 (1 —t)2nt])’

(2) In reduced form, the Hilbert series of R(™ is

hpo (t) = (il—t;)‘;

hR<n> (t)

Since this has a pole at 1 of order n + 2, we have GKdim R = n + 2.
(3) The proof of part (1) shows that z := apap is a normal nonzerodivisor in R™ 5o we have
an inclusion

R™ s RM[;71.
It is straightforward to see that there is an isomorphism

klaZ!, ..., a1 (z*h)

’'n

1

R [zfl]

(za; = qa;z | 0 < i < n)’
which, being a localisation of a quantum plane, is a domain, and hence the same is true of RM,
(4) Since R™ is a quotient of a quantum polynomial ring, it is noetherian. O

4.2. A universal property. Let R = R,(In). If ¢ = 1 then R is the coordinate ring of the
representation variety of Aj. It is thus reasonable to ask if R is “universal” for representations
of A, for arbitrary ¢. In this section we show that this is true at least when ¢ is not a root of
unity, or when we consider R, as a family parametrised by g.

We first give a general definition.

Definition 4.2.1. Let K be a commutative ring, let @ be a quiver, and let A = KQ/I be a

basic K-algebra. We assume here that I C (K@Q)s2 is a graded ideal with respect to the path

length grading on K@. Let I' be an N-graded K-algebra, and induce a grading on Mg, (") by
15



giving the matrix units degree 0. A graded I'-representation of A is an N-graded K-algebra
homomorphism
v =1r: A — Mg, (T') = Endp (')
which sends, for each i € Q)p, the vertex idempotent e; to the matrix unit e;;, and which is does
not send any arrows (length 1 paths in A) to 0.
Thus t(e;Ae;) C e;Mg,(I')e; = e;;I', which we identify with I We will abuse notation and
write (e;Ae;) C T

Remark 4.2.2. Technically, this should be called a graded I'-representation with dimension
vector (1,---,1), but we will suppress the dimension vector in the notation.

Given a graded I'-representation of A, then ¢ induces an action of A on T'?°, which is thus a
representation of A in the usual sense: the arrows in A take us from one copy of I' to another.
This corresponds to a right action of A on IT'?°, and so we regard I'?0 as a row vector.

We now formally define the family of the R,. Let K = k[g, ¢~1], where ¢ is an indeterminate.

Fix n and let Rg = Rﬂ(g ) be the K-algebra defined by the presentation
K(ai,m | 0<t < n>
(oo o =wn Toc )
ajai = qaiaj apapg = a;a;
Let Ak be the path algebra over K of the quiver () with relations as in (3.2.3). Further, let
Ax = K(u,v)/(vu — quv).
Lemma 4.2.3. The K-algebras Ak, Rk, and Ax are flat over K.

Proof. For Ax the statement is obvious. For Rx and Ag it follows from Lemma M(l) and
[Mat89, Theorem 23.1] (see also [Har77, Theorem II1.9.9]). O

Rk :=

In this section we will prove that Rk gives a representation of Ax which is universal for
graded Ag-representations, and that the same holds when we specialise to let ¢ € k* be any
non-root of unity.

Theorem 4.2.4.

(1) There is a graded Rg-representation g, of Ax given by sending o; — a;, @; — a;. This
specialises to give a graded Rq-representation of Aq for any q € k™.

(2) Rx is universal for graded Ag-representations of Ak in the sense that given a graded Ag-
representation 14 of Ak, there is a unique K-algebra homomorphism ¢ : Rg — Ax so that

the diagram

L
Ak —R> MQO (RK)

R‘ J,MQO (¢)

M, Qo (AK)
commutes.

3) If q is not a root of unity, then R, is universal for graded A,-representations of A, in the
q q q
sense defined by the obvious modification of (2).

Remark 4.2.5. As usual, it follows from the universal properties in Theorem that Rg
is unique up to isomorphism, and similarly for R, when ¢ is not a root of unity. This justifies
calling R the representation ring of A.

Before giving the proof of Theorem we give two quick lemmata about multiplication in
Ag and A,.

Lemma 4.2.6.
(1) Let f,g be nonzero elements of (Ag)n+1. Then gf = q("+1)2fg if and only if g € Komtt,
f e Ku™tl,
16



(2) Suppose that q is not a root of unity, let A= A4, and let f, g be nonzero elements of Api1.
Then gf = ¢V’ fg if and only if g € ko™, f € ku"+!,

Proof. The proofs are similar; we prove (2). We have

uvbuco? = gbem 9y ydyie?, (4.2.7)

and sufficiency follows immediately. For necessity, first suppose that g = u*T1=b?, f = ycpntl—c

are monomials. From (4.2.7), gf = q("“)2 fg, and the assumption that ¢ is not a root of unity,
we have
n+1)2=bc—(n+1-b(n+1—c)=n+1)(b+c—(n+1));
in other words b+ ¢ = 2(n+1). As 0 < b,c < n+ 1, the only way this can happen is if
b=c=n+1.
For general f,g, put a monomial order on monomials in A so that u > v, so v"*! is the
smallest monomial in A,1;. The leading monomials of f, g must q(”+1)2—commute, and the

monomial case forces g = A", It is then easy to see that for f to q(”H)Q—commute with ¢

forces f = pumt!. O

Lemma 4.2.8.

(1) Letxg,...,z, € (Ag)1 be nonzero. Then xoxy ...z, € Kut! if and only if zg, . .., x, € Ku,
and Tox1 . ..z, € Ko™ if and only if zo, ..., z, € Ku.

(2) Let g € k* be arbitrary and let A= A,. Let xo,...,z, € Ay be nonzero. Then xoz ..., €
ku"t! if and only if xo, ..., x, € ku, and xoxy ... 2, € k"L if and only if zo, . .., x, € ku.

Proof. For the first claim, consider the leading term of xg . .. z,, in a monomial order with v > w.
For the second claim, use an order with u > v. O

Proof of Theorem [{.2.4} (1) We wish to define a homomorphism ¢p : Ax — Mg, (Rk) by send-
ing

Qi . €544104, QO > €41 04,
where the subscripts are interpreted modulo n 4+ 1. By construction, ¢g respects the relations
of K@Q. Moreover, we have

LR(GG)LR(0) = €i41,i41Gi0; = q€i41,i410i+1Gi+1 = qLR(it1)LR(Ciy1),

so g respects the relations of Ag and gives a well-defined homomorphism. It is clear that tg
specialises as claimed.

Statements (2) and (3) have similar proofs; we prove (2). A graded Ag-representation of Ak
is equivalent to a choice of nonzero ag, ..., an,ag,...,a, € (Ax)1 so that

A;Q; = Q1041
for i € {0,...,n}, where the subscripts are understood modulo n + 1. We will show (abusing

notation) that ag, ..., an,do,. .., a, satisfy the relations of Rk.
Let f=ag...an, g =ay...a9. Then

gf =qay.. .Eg(ﬁlal)QaQ ...ap

= q¢%ay, ... a3(a2a2) as . . . an

L4 (g a,)™ ! = ("3 g

T n+1 (

=...=gq aoao)n+1'

Likewise,
fg= q_(ngl)(aoao)nﬂ,
so gf = q(”+1)2fg. Combining Lemmata |4.2.6| and |4.2.8|, we see that ag,...,a, € Ku, and

aop, ..., an € Ku. It follows immediately that the relations for Rk hold for ag, ..., ay, o, ..., @y.
O
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Remark 4.2.9. If ¢ = 1, then the representation variety of A parametrises all (commuta-
tive) representations of A, and so R is universal for (ungraded) representations of A into any
commutative ring, using the obvious slight generalisation of Definition Since any graded
A-representation of A is a commutative representation, it follows that R is also universal for
graded A-representations. The argument here is quite different, however, than the proof of

Theorem [£.2.4]

Example 4.2.10. If ¢ is a root of unity then R, need not be not universal in the sense of
Theorem (3), even given the universality of Rx. For example, fix n and suppose that ¢ is
a primitive (n + 1)th root of unity. Let A = A,, A = A,, and define an A-representation of A
by

) — —2i
LA : A— MQO (A), a; = UV € i+1, Qi+ (q "u €it1,i-
This gives an A-representation of A since

B - q_Qiuv _ q—2(i+1)+1
1A(@ia; — qai11Gi11) = g 2"uv — quu = q

vu = q Puv — ¢ 20D 24 =0 if i #£n,
“2nuw — ¢Puv =0 if i =n.

However, it is easy to see that this representation does not factor through R,.

4.3. An embedding of R. Fix n,q and let R = RE.,”). For later use, we note that R embeds
in an iterated Laurent polynomial ring over A.

Lemma 4.3.1. There is an embedding

Siv1 s
@:R%A[soil,...,sil], a;i — ut G e v

Si Si+1

Proof. 1t is straightforward to verify that ¢ respects the relations of R. Let
i i : + +
R’:k<u5—+1,vsjﬁ|0<z<n>§fl[s Lo st (4.3.2)

S;i ren

be the image of ¢. Note that uv is a normal element of R’ and that

R(uwv) Y =kq [(vi—é)il, (vz—f)il, ey (vi—g)il, (uv)ﬂ],

which is a localisation of some quantum polynomial ring in n 4 2 variables and hence has GK-
dimension n + 2. It follows that GKdim R' = n + 2. We therefore have a surjection R — R’
between domains of GK-dimension n + 2. By [KL00, Proposition 3.15], this map must be an
isomorphism. O

5. A GEOMETRIC RESOLUTION: THE RING

In this section we construct an N-graded ring 7" which will give our “geometric” resolution of
B = B,. Unsurprisingly, 7" will be a deformation of the semi-invariant ring used to define the
minimal resolution of a commutative A,, singularity.

5.1. The ring T. We first define T, or Tq(n) if we want to make the dependence on n and ¢
explicit. Again, let A = A, and R = Rgn). If we give k[s%l, ..., 51 the standard Z"+!-grading
with degs; = e;, then there is an induced Z"*!-grading on A[soil, ...,551] and on R via the
embedding in Lemma We will refer to this grading as the weight grading on R, and write
wt(a) for the degree of a weight-homogeneous element a.

Following the approach of quiver GIT, set

x=(-n,1,1,...,1) € Z"*!

and let T = Tq(n) be the ring of semi-invariants of R corresponding to x:

T =P Riy.
keN
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That is, T is the N-graded ring whose kth graded piece consists of elements of R of weight
kx. We will refer to this as the projective grading on T, to avoid confusion with the other
gradings that we can (and will) use. If k£ € N, then T}, is always the kth graded piece under the
projective grading. Later we will use the projective grading on 7' to define a category qgr-7', as
in noncommutative projective geometry.

Before doing this, though, we need to study the elementary algebraic properties of T. We
can view T’ = Tq(n) as a subring of R = Rgn) as given in (£.1.1), or as a subring of A, [sE1] via
Lemma both perspectives will be useful.

We first record a generating set for 7'

Proposition 5.1.1. Fixn and let T = Tq(n). Then T is generated by the elements

T = apai...an, Yy :i=apai...an, 2 = agay,
n—i, n—i— 1 2 — —2 —i—1
ti=ay "a 001G 1 T o Ty

Further, To = B and GKdimT > 3.
Remark 5.1.2. We will see later that GKdim T = 3.

Proof of Proposition|5.1.1. Observe that x,y,z € Ty and tg,...,t, € T1. A general element of
R is homogeneous of projective degree d if and only if each monomial in the a; and @; appearing
in it with nonzero coefficient has projective degree d, so it suffices to show that the claimed
generating set generates all monomials in T, for all d € N. We will prove this by induction on
d.
We first show that x, y, and z generate Ty. Any monomial in R can be written in the form
a=al.. a’”a%o. @,

where all of the exponents are non-negative. So suppose a monomial a as above has projective
degree 0. For 0 < k < n, if ¢ and ji are both nonzero, then we can pull out a factor of z = axa.
Therefore we may assume that at least one of i and ji is 0 for all 0 < k£ < n. By considering
the n + 1 components comprising the weight of a, we obtain n + 1 linear equations:

—ig + ig—1 + Jk — Jr—1 =0, 0<k<n,

where the subscripts are interpreted modulo n+1. First assume jy = 0, so that —ig+i, —j, = 0.
For contradiction, suppose j, > 0. By our earlier assumption, this forces i,, = 0, and hence
1o + jn = 0, which is absurd. Therefore j, = 0, which also gives iy = i,,. Repeating this with
the other equations shows that ig = i1 = --- =i, = c and jp = 0 for 0 < k < n. Therefore
a = aga§ .. which is a scalar multiple of x¢. If instead 7o = 0, we find that a is a multiple
of y°.

This shows that Ty is the subring of A generated by z,y,z. Under the embedding in
Lemma we can identify z = u"!, y = v", 2 = wov, and therefore Ty = A% = B.
As R is a domain and t( clearly ¢®-commutes with z,y, the subring k(z, y, to) of T is isomorphic
to a quantum 3-space and hence GKdim T > 3.

Now suppose that m € T is a monomial of projective degree d > 1. Write

a’
Ay,

_ %001 —Jo J1 7jn
m = agay .. aln ay ay ...a,

for some g, ji > 0. By factoring out a power of z = agay, up to rescaling m we may assume
that i =0 or jp =0for 0 <k < n.
First assume that at least one 7 is nonzero, and fix

k == max{/ | i, # 0}.
Therefore i1 =--- =1, =0, iy = 1, and ji = 0. The kth coordinate of the equation
wt(m) =d(—n,1,1,...,1), (5.1.3)
(where here we 0-index this vector), tells us that
d=ig—1— Jk-1 — ik,
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where ip_1 =0 or jp_1 = 0. If ix_; = 0 then we obtain

d=—jr_1—ir <0,
which is absurd, so we must have j;_; = 0. It then follows that

gy =dtig>1+1=2
Repeating this argument along the entries of shows that
ie>1, i1 =2, igo>3, ..., ig=k+1.
Similarly, if we look at the (k + 2)nd coordinate of (5.1.3)), we obtain the equation
—Jk+1 + Jk+2 = d.

If jriro = 0 then this equation cannot be satisfied, so we must have jpio > 1. An argument
similar to the one used for the iy shows that

jk+2>17 jk+3>27 ceey jn?n_k_l

This shows that a*T'a¥ ... a2 aparioG2 ....a" " 2av*=1 = ¢ . | is a factor of m, so we
0 1 k—1 +2%E1 3 n—1 n )

can write m = \t,,_,_1a’ for some \ € k* and a monomial @’ € R. If instead all of the i, are 0,
a similar argument shows that m = \,ad’.

By the above, we have m = Atya’ , where ' € R is a monomial and A € k*. We have
wt(a') = wt(m)—wt(t;) = (d—1)x, s0 @’ € Tg_1 = R(g_1),- The claim follows by induction. [

5.2. A presentation for 7. We now seek to give a presentation for T'. Define

k{z,y,z,to,... ,tn)
yr = ¢t zy 2z = q" oz 2y =q

kqlz,y, 2, t0, ..., tn] = ", )

tir = q(n+1)(i§1)xti tiy = qf(n+1)(n72i+1)yti tiz = q%(n+1)(2z‘—n)zti
tit; = qi(n+1)(i—j)(2ij—n(i+j+1))titj
(5.2.1)
which is a skew polynomial ring, and hence AS regular [AS87]. We note that the exponent

i(nJr 1)(i — 5)(2i5 — n(i + j + 1))

is always an integer, so the last relation is well-defined. Also set

ﬂ{q[:r,y,z,to, v 7tn]

T = n ’
pres Ty = q_< -29—1)2”+1
xt; = q¥iz2';_q for1<i<n
ytz = qﬁiznilti_i_l for 0 < ) <n-— 1

ticitjn = q 27t for1<i<j<n—1

)1 1)
%j:_(jﬂ)(n—gﬂ)_(n_j)@') _(j_¢+1)<n—;+1)_(j—;'+1>.

As suggested by our choice of notation, we claim that 7" and Tpes are isomorphic. As a first
step, we show that the generators of 7" satisfy the relations in Tjyes:

where

Lemma 5.2.2. The elements x,y, z,t; € T' satisfy the relations in Tpres.

Proof. Let x,y,z,tg,...,t, € T be as in Proposition We begin the proof by show-

ing that these elements satisfy the skew-commutativity relations given in the presentation for

kqlz,y, 2, to, ..., tn]. It is clear that any pair of generators ¢®*-commute, for some power ¢* of q.
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To determine the precise povver of ¢, we will view the generators as elements of A[SO e sfl]
via Lemma Ifa e A[SO sy 54, write a & f(u,v) for the image of a in
AlsEh, . sE /(s —1]0<i<n) 2 A

It suffices to work in this quotient ring to determine the power of ¢ in the ¢®-commutativity
relation between two generators.
With this notation, we have

1 1
TR U , Y=wv , Z/Ruv, ti%u(n22+)v(l;)'

Direct calculation now gives
n+l, n+1 __ (n+1)2un+1vn+1 g (n+1)2

Yyr = v u =4q q Ty,
2T RS U - un+l — qn+1un+1 CuY A qn+1xz7
2y & uv - ol — q—(n—l-l),un—i-l Cu A q—(n—i—l)yz'

For the commutativity relations involving ¢; and one of x,y, or z, we have

Pt 2 () () (5 e gt D)

tix%u( 2 =gq ~q xt;,
by o (") (B D () e () (5Y) g ()

tiz w2 (3w = (25 ) (") (51 = gD @imn)
The only remaining commutativity relation left to determine is that relating ¢; and ¢;:
tit; 2 ul" 3 )2 )y (") (7))
— D03, () (), (031
(2O =ED 03, (2 ) (5, (M3, (5

L (n+1)(i—5)(2i5— n(l+j+1))tzt]

=4q

q

where the equality in the exponent of ¢ is an easy computation.
We now show that the generators satisfy the relations by which we factor kq|z, v, 2, to, . . . , 5]
to obtain Tpres. The first three are relatively straightforward. First,

Ty~ un-l—lvn-i-l _ q,(ngl)(uv)n_i_l ~ q (n+1) n+1

n+1
Since zy, 2"t € Ty C A, this suffices to show that zy = q_( 2)gnt,
Likewise,
oty e

e e Wy

= _i(n7;+2> uiviu(n}ij%) v(;)

Similar to the above, xt;,z't;_1 € As;y"s1...s, and so the above suffices to show that the
relation holds. Finally,
yt; ot () ()

= q(z’+1)("7;+1)vn—iun—i+(";i)vi—i—l—i—(izl)

= DSOS ()i ("2 )y ()

. n—i+1 .
~ q(z+2)( 5 )zn—th_l,
and again this is sufficient.
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The final relation requires a little more care. Again, it suffices to check the relations are
satisfied up to ~. If 1 <i < j<n—1, then

tioatior ~ul"2 )y (") (27)

w5 (5) g (127) i1+ CE)

—GHAD("57) i =i i gy ("5 i+ () (") (5

("27) == (G+0+() =1 o (51 1y () =i+ (7)o (3)

G () ) (3) G (M) =it i =iy () i () i+ (157) (51
(

~GHD (")) () =G () () iy

—(j+1)

=q
Thus the generators of T' satisfy all the relations in Tjyes. O
By Lemma there is a surjection Tpres — 1'. To show that there are no more relations

between the elements x, y, z, t; other than those given in T},es, we first make the following useful
observation.

Proposition 5.2.3. R = R™ has a Z*-grading given by
deg(a;) = (0in,0,0in—1 — Oin)
deg(a;) = (1 — dipn, 1, —0in—1+ 6in),
where 0; j is the Kronecker delta. Under this grading T is N3-graded with
degz = (1,0,0), degy = (n,n+1,0), degz=(1,1,0),

1 1+1 .
L= <1< n.
= ((O)-(“31).2). o<icn

Proof. The relations of R are homogeneous with respect to this grading on the generators, giving
the first statement. The second statement is a consequence of Proposition [5.1.1 U

We often refer to the grading on T' given in Proposition [5.2.3| as the the toric grading of T.
Since the relations in Tjes are a subset of those of T' (and ultimately we will show they satisfy
precisely the same relations), this also gives an N3-grading on Tyres which we also call the toric
grading. One reason that this grading is useful is because the graded pieces of T},es are at most
one-dimensional.

Proposition 5.2.4. The graded pieces of Tyres in the toric grading satisfy dim(Tpres)n < 1 for
all i € N3,

Proof. Let
S={a"F i, k>0 u{yF|j>1k>0} (5.2.5)
U {a®2F 0 | ik, b > 0} U {y 2Ftlr |j,k l, >0} (5.2.6)
n—1
u | {Ft k>0, 6, =1} U U [t | ke 2 0, by b > 1. (5.2.7)

We first show that S spans Tres. By applying the relations in kg, y, 2, to, . . ., t,], @ monomial in
Tores can be written as xlyd zktgo ... th"up to multiplication by a scalar, where all the exponents
are non-negative. Moreover, repeated application of the relation ¢;,_1t;41 = q*2 _thitj to the
flanking ¢; terms in this monomial shows that, up to scaling, we can write it as

iyl z tfmmtrgjll

for some 0 < m < n — 1 and exponents 4, j, k, £, some of which are possibly 0. Additionally, the
relation zy = ¢®2" 1! allows us to assume i = 0 or j = 0.
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If i = 0 = j then this element is in S, so assume that j = 0 and ¢ > 0; the case ¢ = 0 and

Com 4fm+1

ity lies in span S.

j > 0 is similar. We prove by induction on i that the the monomial z?z*t
If £,,+1 > 1, then the relation zt,,;1 = ¢®m+12m 1, gives

; L — / lma1—1
xzzktf{l”tmfll = ¢*z 1k tf{l”'*'ltmfll )

By induction, this element lies in spanS. Now suppose £,,11 = 0; we consider two subcases.
If m =0, or if m # 0 and ¢,, = 0, then this monomial is already an element of S. Otherwise
m # 0 and ¥, > 1, and we have

wioktlm = oMy gtm=]

and this element lies in span S by induction.
We now show that distinct elements of & have different toric degrees. By considering the
third coordinate, it is clear that the sets in ((5.2.5)) are disjoint from the other sets. Moreover,

degz'z¥ = (i + k, k,0), degy/ 2 = (in+K,jn+1)+K,0),

and these are distinct for 7, k, k' > 0 and 7 > 1.

It remains to show that the toric degrees of elements in the remaining four sets in and
are distinct. Call these four sets (a), (b), (c), and (d), in the order given; in principle we
need to show that two distinct elements chosen from these four sets (possibly chosen from the
same set) have distinct degrees. Most of these are routine, so we give only some of the proofs.

For example, consider elements x°2Ft§ and y/'2¥'t¢ from sets (a) and (b), which have the
same weight. Equating weights gives three equations:

|
i+k:j’n+k’+€’<g>, k:j’(n+1)+k/+€’<n; ) (=

Subtracting the second equation from the first and using the third equation gives i = j' — /n,
where the left hand side is non-negative and the right hand side is negative, a contradiction.

bt (41 5o sets (c) and (d). Equating

~ I, K
As another example, consider elements 2"¢,» and 2" ¢ 77t " 1)

degrees gives three equations

m\ m/ m' +1
k+€m(2>—k +em,(2>+em,+l< ; )

1 ' ey
k;+€m<m; >:k’+£m/<m; >+€m/+1<m; )

lry = Ly + Ly 1.
Subtracting the first equation from the second gives
lym = L + L1 (M + 1) = (b + Ly 1)m + L1 = Lym + L 1.
Therefore
Cn(m —m') = Ly,
Now, if m’ > m then ¢,,,.1 < 0, which is a contradiction, so we must have m > m’. But then
Cpri1 = Ln(m —m') = by = Lo + L1 > L
which is also a contradiction. The remaining cases are similar and left to the reader. O

With this result in hand, we are now able to show that T},.s gives a presentation of T

Theorem 5.2.8. There is an isomorphism T = Tjres of N3-graded rings. Moreover, these rings
are domains of GK-dimension 3.

Proof. We first note that, as T is a subring of the domain R, it is also a domain. Now,
temporarily denote the generators of 1" by x,y,z,tg,...tn. Let v : Tjes — T be the obvious
“boldface” map sending x — x, etc., which exists by Lemma
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Since we know that v is surjective by Proposition to show that it is an isomorphism
it remains to show that it is injective. It suffices to show that its restriction to each (toric)
graded piece (Tpres)s is injective; since each of these are at most one-dimensional, we only need
to show that the restriction is not the zero map when dim(Tpres) = 1. Indeed, if s € S then
v(s) is nonzero, since it is a monomial in the (nonzero) generators of the domain 7. Thus v is
injective, and hence an isomorphism.

We will now make the identification T = T},yes; in particular, we will drop the bold notations
X, etc., for generators of T'. It remains to show that GKdim 7T = 3.

Let ¥ = {fi | Ty # 0} be the sub-semigroup of N3 on which T is supported. If vy,..., v} are
nonzero N3-homogeneous elements of T and V =k - (v, ...,v;), we write

Yy = {deg(v1),...,deg(vg)} C X.

Since 1 € ¥ if and only if dim Ty = 1, we see that dimV = #Xy.

Now let W be an arbitrary finite-dimensional subspace of T', and let V' be a finite-dimensional
N3-graded subspace containing W. Then dim W" < dim V" = #(3y)", and so GKdim T is
bounded above by the growth of ¥. As ¥ is a sub-semigroup of N3, which has cubic growth,
GKdim T < 3. But by Proposition GKdim T > 3. Thus GKdim T = 3. O

5.3. The toric embedding of T'. We now construct a useful embedding of T into a quantum
3-torus which is compatible with the toric grading. Let

k(aﬂ, bil, sil)

ba = ¢"lab
< sa = as >
sb = q_(ngl)bs

This has a Z3-grading given by declaring
dega = (1,0,0), degb=(0,1,0), degs=(0,0,1).

D=

(5.3.1)

Let ng (T) be the Z3-graded quotient ring of T obtained by inverting all Z3-homogeneous
elements.

We claim that ng (T') = D as graded rings; we will use this to construct an embedding
T < D. We first require a lemma:

Lemma 5.3.2. We have dim ng (T)z =1 for all @ € Z3.

Proof. Let D' = ng (T'). We first show that dim D7, < 1. Suppose that u,v € DL are nonzero.
By multiplying by a suitable homogeneous element d € Ty; (essentially clearing denominators),
we obtain ud,vd € Ty 5. Since T is one-dimensional by Proposition it follows that
ud = \vd for some A € k*. Multiplying by d~! shows that u = \v, so that dim DL < 1. Since
D' contains the elements x, tg, yz~™ whose respective degrees are (1,0,0), (0,0,1), and (0,1,0),
the reverse inequality also holds. U

Now define a map

0 :k{a,b, s) — QX (T),

a—x, b—yz™", st

The following calculations shows that this descends to a map 6 : D — ng (T):
@(ba) =yz g = yq—n(n—f—l)l,z—n _ q(n+1)2—n(n+1)xyz—n _ q”+19(ab),
0(sa) = tox = xtg = 0(as),

1

g(sb) = toyz " = q—%n(n—kl)?ytoz—n _ q—%n(n+1)2+%n2(n+1)yz—nt0 _ q_Qn(n+1)§(b8).

Moreover, it is straightforward to check that 6 : D — ng (T) is a graded map.
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Proposition 5.3.3. The map
6:D—>Q§S(T), a—z, b—yz " s,
is an isomorphism of Z3-graded rings.

Proof. We first show that 6 surjects. Indeed, we have

) =a™(yz"")" = gy(ayz ) = gty
0(ab) = zyz"" = ¢*z(zyz" ")) = ¢z (5.3.4)
. (igl)to = q'(qjy)(;)z_n(igl)yito

= q'z(nJrl)(; zfn(hgl)zinf(;)ti = q°t;.
Since D and ng (T') are 1-dimensional in each graded piece (the latter by Lemma , it
follows that 6 is in fact an isomorphism. O

Now define n : T — D to be the map n = (9~ 1)
into D. From (5.3.4), we have

n(z)=a, n(y)=q¢"a"®", n(z)=q%ab, n(t;)= q'a(;)b(igl)s. (5.3.5)

The precise powers of ¢ in the above are not important for our needs, but can be calculated
with a bit of care. We call the map n: T — D the toric embedding of T, and we write

1+ Which is necessarily an embedding of T’

Tronic = k(a, a1, ab,a@b(2)s |0 <i < n)

for the image of 7. These will play a major role in later calculations.

6. A GEOMETRIC RESOLUTION: THE CATEGORY

We will now use the ring 7" and methods of noncommutative algebraic geometry to construct
a category X, which we will see is also a resolution of B,.

In this section we consider T" with its projective grading; that is, T" is N-graded with Ty = Ry, .
We will define a category qgr-T', a suitable localisation of the graded module category of T', and
give many of its properties. Much of this is standard noncommutative geometry as in [AZ94],
but we need to give some proofs as the standing assumption of [AZ94] is that the degree 0 part
of the ring is a finite module over a commutative ground ring.

We begin, however, by recalling the basics of local cohomology.

6.1. Local cohomology. In this paper we will be primarily interested in local cohomology of
graded T-modules with respect to Ty = s>1 Ls. However, we recall the basic definitions more
generally. Thus, in this section let {2 be a ring, I an ideal of 2, and M an 2-module. Recall
that the jth local cohomology of M with respect to I is

J _ 1 J s
HI(M) —SlggloExtQ(Q/I , M).

Equivalently, the H}(—) are the right derived functors of HY(—) = lims_ Homgq(2/I%, —).
Since /I° is an Q-bimodule, H7 (M) is an Q-module. Note that H(M) is a submodule of M;
we refer to it as the I-torsion submodule of M.

Lemma 6.1.1. Local cohomology modules are I-torsion. That is, for all j € N and for any
Q-module M, we have

HY(H}(M)) = H{(M).
Proof. As I*(Q2/I°) = 0, we have Homgq(Q/I°, M)I* = 0, and thus HY(H?(M)) = H?(M). The

general result follows by dimension shifting. O
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If Q is commutative then it is well-known that local cohomology may be computed via Cech
cohomology. The same is true if 2 is noncommutative and I is normally generated. Indeed,

suppose now that I = (zo,...,x,), where g, ..., 2, are normal elements of {2 and let M be
a right Q-module. The Cech complex C(xq,...,x,; M) of M with respect to I is defined as
follows, where we use the (slightly nonstandard) notation that [n] = {0,...,n}:

Clao,..,wa; M) 0= MO DM % 225 @ M) S 5 M ] =0,
1=0

JC|[n]
|J|=s

Here, we define
Mz ' = Mz;' | j € J].

The differential is defined on m; € M(z;'] by
dyg(my) = (=1 Pm 0,

keJ
where 0 (k) denotes the number of elements of J which are less than k, and m Ju{k} is the image
of m; € M[z;'] in M[xyé{k}] = Mz [z 1.
Proposition 6.1.2. If xq,...,z, are normal elements of Q and I = (xg,...,xy,), then the

cohomology of the Cech complex computes the local cohomology of M with respect to I: that is,
HI(C(xo, ..., a3 M) = Hj (M)
for all j > 0.

Proof. The proof given in [BS13, Theorem 5.1.19] for commutative rings also works in our
situation. U

6.2. Defining the category A;. We now consider 1" with its projective grading. Let M be
a graded (right) T-module. The torsion submodule 7(M) of M is the T -torsion submodule;
that is, 7(M) = H%+(M). If M = 7(M) then M is torsion. As usual, let Tors-T be the
full subcategory of Gr-T consisting of torsion modules, and let Qgr-T' = Gr-T'/ Tors-T. Let
m: Gr-T — Qgr-T be the quotient functor.

More explicitly, the objects of Qgr-T" are the same as the objects of Gr-T', and the maps are
defined by

Homqg,.7(7M,7N) = lim Homg,.r(M', N/7(N)).

M'CM
M/M' is torsion

If M is finitely generated, then
Homqgr.7(7M,7N) = @HomGr_T(M>S, N).
S

By definition, the elements of Homg,.7(M, N) are degree-preserving, and thus the same is true
for elements of Homgqg,7(M,N) for M, N € Qgr-T. We will also sometimes need

ngr—T(M’N) = @HOngr_T(M,N(S))-
SEL
Recall our convention that if Xyz is an abelian category, then xyz is the full subcategory of
noetherian objects. Since T' is noetherian, qgr-T" ~ gr-T'/ tors-T.
By construction, the functor 7 : Gr-T' — Qgr-T is exact and preserves colimits. By the adjoint
functor theorem, therefore, 7 has a right adjoint, which we denote w. If N € Qgr-T, s € Z then

(wN)s = Homgy.7 (T, wN (s)) = Homqe.7 (7T, N (s))

and so
wN = Homq,, (7T, N).
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If N € Qgr-T then the (B, T)-bimodule structure on 7' coming from the inclusion B =Ty C T
gives Homqgy7 (7T, N') the structure of a B-module. We denote the functor

HOQgr-T(_) = Homqg,.7(7T, —) : Qgr-T" — Mod-B

by ¢«. As this functor is left exact and preserves limits, the adjoint functor theorem guarantees
that it has a left adjoint ¢*. We thus have a map of noncommutative spaces ¢ : Qgr-T — Mod-B
given by

Qgr-T

o] |

Mod-B
We now show that ¢* = n(— ®@pT).

Proposition 6.2.1. Let ¢, = H%gr_T(_) as defined above and let ¢* = n(— @5 T). Then
(¢*, p«) are an adjoint pair.

Proof. Let M € Mod-B, N € Qgr-T. We have

Homqg,-7(¢* M, N') = Homqg,-7(7(M ®@p T),N) by definition
=~ Homg,.7(M @p T, wN) as (m,w) are an adjoint pair
= Hom; (M @5 T, wN)o
=~ Homp (M, (wN)o) by hom-tensor adjointness.

Now, (wN)o = Homg.7(T,wN') = Homqg7(7T, ), using adjointness of (r,w) again. But
this last group is ¢+« by definition, proving that

Homqg.7(¢* M, N') = Homp(M, ¢ N).
The isomorphisms used in the proof are all natural in N and (where relevant) M. O

It is clear from the definition that ¢*(mod-B) C qgr-T. We will see later that ¢ is “proper”:
that is, that ¢.(qgr-7') € mod-B, and that the map ¢ = (¢*, ¢.) : qgr-T — mod-B is a
resolution of the singularity of B.

Similarly to Lemma [3.2.6] we now show that the the map ¢ : Qgr-T' — Mod-B is an isomor-
phism above the “nonsingular locus” of B.

Proposition 6.2.2. Let w € {z,y,z}. Then ¢*, ¢, restrict to inverse equivalences between
Qer-T[w™!] and Mod-Blw™!].

Proof. We give the proof for w = w; the other cases are similar. In T[z~!] we have t; =
¢z 124 for all i > 1, so
Tz~ '] = Bz~ Y[to; 6]
for a suitable automorphism 6 of B[z ~!].
Let N € Gr-T[z~!] and let N = 7 N. Then wA\ = Nlt;'], so

¢«N = Nlt5']o. (6.2.3)

As Nty o Rp-1 Tz = Nlty']>0, which is isomorphic to N[ty'] in Qgr-T, we see that
O PN =N
If M € Mod-B|z~ 1], it follows from (6.2.3) that

$u*M = (M @p—1; Tl ])o = M. 0

We now define cohomology in Qgr-7', that is, the derived functors of ¢, = H%gr_T(—). This
is similar to the first few pages of [AZ94, Section 7], and we refer the reader there for proofs.

As Qgr-T is a quotient category of Gr-T', it has enough injectives. In particular, we have:
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Lemma 6.2.4. Let I be a graded-injective T-module. Then wl is an injective object of Qgr-T .
As a consequence, Qgr-T has enough injectives. O

It follows that if AV € Qgr-T then we can define Extégr_T (N, —) to be the jth right derived

functor of Homqgy.7(N, —). We similarly define M{Qgr—T(N ,—) as right derived functors of
Hom,, (N, —), where we recall that Hom,, (N, M) = @, Homg,.7(M, N (s)).
We define the jth cohomology of N to be

H) o (N) = Bxt)y, (7T, N),

and we also define ‘ |
HY, +(N) = Ext{, (T, N).

Thus Hyy, 1 (N) = wN.

We can relate cohomology He),, 1(—) on Qgr-T" to local cohomology H}Il(—), as usual.

Proposition 6.2.5. Let M, N be graded right T-modules, with M finitely generated.
(1) If j = 0 then
m&gr_T(ﬂ'M, wN) = lim Ext}.(Msq4, N)

d—o00
and ' '
ﬂngr_T(WN) =~ lim M{F(T%I,N).

d—00

(2) There is an exact sequence
0= 7(N) = N — HQgr(7N) = Hp (N) = 0,

and for j > 1,

. R
H{, o (7N) = HJTH(N).

Proof. This is [AZ94), Proposition 7.2], and the proof there works in our situation. O

Corollary 6.2.6. Let N be a graded right T-module. Then N and w(mwN) are isomorphic in
Qgr-T.

Proof. This follows from Proposition and Lemma [6.1.1 U

6.3. Properness. The goal of this section is to prove the following “relative Serre finiteness”
result for qgr-T'.

Theorem 6.3.1. (cf. [Har77, Theorem I11.5.2], [AZ94, Theorem 7.4]) Let N € qgr-T. Then:

(1) for everyi >0, Hbgr_T(N) is a finitely generated right B-module; |

(2) for everyi > 1, Hgyy p(N) is right bounded: that is, there is so € N so that Hy,, 7(N(s)) =
0 for s > sg.

Theorem (1) may be thought of as establishing the properness of ¢, asif ¢ : Y — X is a
proper morphism of noetherian schemes, then Rét),(cohY') C coh X for all i by [Gro61} 3.2.1].
Theorem [6.3.1)(2) shows that 7'(1) is relatively ample (over B) and so we may think of qgr-T
as being projective over mod-B.

We will prove Theorem by establishing the Artin—Zhang y conditions for T'. We give
the relevant definitions here, generalised from [AZ94]. As in Definition we say that a
graded vector space V is left bounded if Vs = 0 for s < 0, right bounded if Vs = 0 for s > 0, and
bounded if it left and right bounded. Let € be a left and right noetherian N-graded k-algebra
and let ¢ € N. Then Q satisfies x{ if Ext},(2/€4, N) is bounded for all j < ¢ and for all finitely
generated graded (2-modules N. Further, (2 satisfies x; if for all finitely generated graded (2-
modules N, for all d, and for all j < i, there exists an integer s so that Ext{,(Q/Qxs, N)>q is
a finitely generated (2-module for all s > sg. If 2 satisfies x; for all ¢, we say that () satisfies
Xx°, and if € satisfies y; for all ¢, we say that Q) satisfies y.
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We will see in this section that 1" satisfies x, and as a consequence that Theorem holds.
To do this, we generalise a number of results from [AZ94], as to use [AZ94] directly we would
need Ty to be module-finite over a commutative ring.

We first give some general facts about bounds on Ext groups. Note that if € is an N-
graded k-algebra and N is a finitely generated graded €2-module, then all MZQ(Q/ Qss,N)
are automatically left bounded (cf. [AZ94, Proposition 3.1(c)]). If €2 satisfies x;, then since
the modules Ext},(Q/Qs5, N) are automatically -torsion, we see that Ext},(2/Qss, N) is
bounded for j < ¢ and s > 0.

Lemma 6.3.2. (cf. [AZ94, Lemma 3.4]) Let 2 be an N-graded k-algebra and let i € N. Let
M, N be finitely generated graded Q-modules, with M bounded with left bound £ and right bound
r. Let \ be the minimum left bound and p the mazimum right bound of MQ(Q/QJF,N) for
Jj <1 (note that we may have |\, |p| = o). Then for j < i, the left bound ofmg)(M, N) is at
least A — r, and the right bound is at most p — £.

Proof. The proof of [AZ94, Lemma 3.4] does not use the standing assumption in [AZ94] that
Qg is finite-over-commutative, so may be used unchanged. O

Proposition 6.3.3. Let Q be a left and right noetherian N-graded k-algebra that satisfies x;.
Then 2 satisfies x; .

Proof. We follow the proof of [AZ94, Corollary 3.6(2)]. Let N be a finitely generated graded
Q-module. By assumption, using the comment before Lemma there exists s so that
@é(Q/Q>S,N) is bounded for j < i.

Fix j < i. By induction, Ext¥(2/Q,, N) is bounded for k¥ < j and so by Lemma m
M{{l((u /=5, N) is bounded. From the exact sequence

Exct{, ! (Q4 /s, N) = Bxt(Q/Q, N) — Bxt},(2/Qsq, N),
we see that @é(Q/QjL7 N) is bounded. O

We now consider the x condition for the graded ring
S =kqlz,y, 2, t0, ..., tn)

defined in (5.2.1). Here the grading on S is such that x,y, z are in degree 0 and degt; = 1 for
all i. As T = T},1es by Theorem the obvious map S — T is well-defined.
We define torsion S-modules as we did torsion T-modules.

Proposition 6.3.4. (cf. [AZ94, Theorem 8.1]) Let M, N be finitely generated graded S-modules
such that M is torsion. Then Exts(M,N) is bounded for all i. Further, Ext(S/S>s, N) is a
finitely generated S-module for all i and s, and in particular S satisfies x.

Proof. As S is noetherian, we have M S>; = 0 for some s. From the long exact Ext sequence, it
is enough to prove the first statement in the case that M Sy = 0, i.e. that M is an S/S-module.

First assume that M = S/S; and N = S. From the Koszul resolution of S/S; as an
S-module we immediately compute that

; So(n+1) ifi=n+1,
Exts(5/54,9) = { ol 0 ) otherwise.

It follows immediately that the proposition holds if Mg, and Ng are projective.

Now let N be an arbitrary S-module and consider a partial resolution 0 - N - P — N — 0
of S-modules, where P is projective. By induction on pdg N and the long exact sequence in
Ext we see that Exts(S/Sy, N) is bounded and finitely generated over S for all i.

Using the long exact Ext sequence and the conclusion of the previous paragraph, we see that
Ext’%(S/S>s, N) is finitely generated and bounded for all 4,s, and that if M is an arbitrary
finitely generated torsion module than MQ(M ,N') is bounded for all i. O

29



Before we can prove that T satisfies y, we will need to consider bounds on the (.S, T')-bimodules
Tor? (S/Sss, T), which have a Z-grading induced from the gradings on S and 7.

Proposition 6.3.5. (cf. [AZ94, Proposition 2.4]) Leti,s € N. Then Tor? (S/Ss,T) is a finitely
generated and bounded T-module, and if 1 > 1 the left bound is at least s.

Proof. That Tor? (S/Ss,, T) is finitely generated over T' follows by resolving S/Sss by finitely
generated graded S-modules. Resolving T as an S-module, we see that Tor?(S/Sss, T) is
torsion, and thus bounded since it is finitely generated. To compute the left bound, we follow
[AZ94]. For i > 2, Tor?(S/Sss, T) = Tory {(Sss,T). Taking a resolution of T by finitely
generated graded S-modules, we can see the left bound of Tory | (S, T) is at least s. Further,
Tor{(S/Sss,T) C S>s ®g T, which has left bound s. O

Proposition 6.3.6. (cf. [AZ94, Lemma 8.2|)

(1) T satisfies x and x°. '

(2) Let M, N be finitely generated graded T-modules with M torsion. Then all Exttr(M, N) are
bounded.

Proof. We prove (1) following the proof of [AZ94, Lemma 8.2]. By induction, assume 7" satisfies
X;j_1- Let N € gr-T' and s € N, and consider the spectral sequence

EY" = Ext.(Tor? (S/S5s,T), N) = Ext%"(5/S5s, Ns)
and the edge map
By’ = Ext/p(T/Tss, N) — Extis(S/Sss, Na). (6.3.7)
Let r > 1. By Proposition the left bound of Tor?(S/Sss, T) goes to oo as s — co. By
the induction hypothesis, Exth. " (T/T, N) is bounded and so by Lemma the right bound
of EY ™" = Exth " (Tor? (S/Sss,T), N) goes to —occ as s — oo. For d € Z, therefore, by taking

5> 0 we may assume that (Ej "")s4 = 0 and thus that (6.3.7) is an isomorphism in degrees
>d.
By Proposition

Ext/(T/Tss, N)>a = Ext§(S/Szs, Ns)>a

is a finitely generated S-module and thus a finitely generated T-module. Thus T satisfies y;,
and by Proposition it satisfies x;.
Part (2) is a consequence of the fact that T satisfies x° and Lemma m (]

We need two subsidiary results before proving Serre finiteness for 7.

Proposition 6.3.8. (cf. [AZ94], Proposition 3.5]) Let M, N € gr-T.
(1) For alld € Z and i € N there is so € Z so that for all s > so we have

Bty (M /Mg, N)sa & Exth (M/Msy, N)so
(2) For alld € Z and i € N there is so € Z so that for all s > sg we have
Ext/ (M0, N)zd & Exti(Mzs, N)>q.
(3) For alli € N, there is £ € Z so that for all s € Z we have
Ext (M, N)>¢ 2 Extlr (M, N)>p.

Proof. By Proposition m T satisfies x°. Then the proof of [AZ94, Proposition 3.5] goes
through in our context, using Lemma instead of [AZ94, Lemma 3.4]. O

Proposition 6.3.9. (cf. [AZ94, Proposition 3.13]) Let N € gr-T.
(1) For alld € Z and for all s > 0, we have
Homp (755, N)>dq = (W N)>q.

(2) There is ¢ € Z so that
Nep & (W)
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Proof. We follow the proof in [AZ94]. By definition
wrN = lim Homp(Tss, N). (6.3.10)

S5—00

Then (1) is (6.3.10) combined with Proposition [6.3.8(2). For (2), by Proposition [6.3.8|3) there
is £ so that N>y = Homp (75, N)>y for all s. But by (1) this is (wmN)>y. O

We can now prove relative Serre finiteness for qgr-7'.

Proof of Theorem[6.3.1. Let N € gr-T so that TN = A, and let 7 € N. By Proposition m(l)
there is sg so that for all j < i we have

Hagr rN) = lim Ext}(Tss, N) = Exti(Tos,, N).

Similarly to Proposition |6.2.5(2), if j > 1 then

HJQgr T(N) = m%“Jrl(T/T?So» N)7

and there is an exact sequence
0 — Homp(T/Tssy, N) = N = HQyr p(N) = Extp(T/Tss, N) — 0.

Since T satisfies , therefore, ﬂfggr_T(/\/' )>0 is a finitely generated T-module, and thus HQgr 7 (N)
is finitely generated over Ty = B. Further, if ¢ > 1 then EQgr-T(N)>O = HH (N)>o is torsion,
and as it is finitely generated it must be right bounded. U

6.4. The local cohomology of 7. It will clearly be useful to be able to compute some (local)
cohomology groups. The goal of this section is to show that the Cech complex C' (toy ... tn;T)
of T is exact in degree 0. Recall from that we can embed T into the quantum polynomial
ring kge[a, b, s] C D, where D is defined in , by setting

A i+1
r=a, y= q.anbn+1, zZ = q.ab, tz = q.a,(2)b(J2r )37

for suitable scalars ¢®, and that this induces the toric grading on 7', where deg a’b’s* = (i, j, k).
In particular, the third component records the projective grading of 7. Thus, any graded
localisation of T can be viewed as living inside the quantum torus D, and the degree 0 part
(with respect to the third component of the grading, i.e. the projective grading) of any such ring
can be viewed as living inside the quantum division ring Q(k,n+1[a*!, b*1]). (Here we recall
from that a and b ¢"*!-commute.) Therefore we have the following:

Lemma 6.4.1. (1) For 0 < k < n, we have

kqn+1[.’L’ tlta ] ifk = 0,
Tit o= kgnst[teo1ty ,tk+1tk N if1<k<n-1, (6.4.2)
kq”+1[tn 1t ,y] ka =n.

If we identify T with Tioric, then
Tt o = kgner[a™F~ Dok aFph ).

In particular, the given generators ¢"T'-commute.
(2) For 0 < k <n—1, we have
Tt 61 ]y = kg [z, (toty )] if k=0,
koo Pk+110 ko [ty ' (Bt ) ] if1<k<n
If we identify T with Tioric, then

Tl 0 Jo = kgnos [a_(k_l)b_k, (a’“b’”l)ﬂ} . (6.4.3)

(3) For0 < j <k <n withk—j=>2 we have

Tlt; "t o = kg [@™, 7. (6.4.4)
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(4) If J C {to,...,tn} with #J > 3, then
Tt;'] = kyn1[a™, 6] (6.4.5)

Proof. (1) It is clear that any element of T[t,:l]g is a linear combination of products of z,y, z
and elements of the form t]-tgl, where 0 < j < n. In each case, the claimed generators of
T [t,;l]o are monomials in a, b, and s, and hence generate a subalgebra of D which is isomorphic
to a quantum plane. We write this as kge |2, 1, e Tty 1o, for example, and have similar
containments in the other cases.

For the reverse inclusion, we consider the three cases separately, beginning with k£ = 0; the
case k = n is similar and hence omitted. The relations in 7" allow us to write

z= q_o‘lactltal, Y= qﬁoz”tltgl,
the first of which clearly lies in kg [x, 112, 1], from which it follows that the same is true of y.
Moreover, for 2 < j < n, the relation tot; = q'zj_ltltj_l implies that
— i — —1
tito t=¢" 1(751750 1)(tj—1to ),
and induction shows that t;t;" € kye [, t1t5].
Now suppose that 1 < k < n. The relation t;_1tx+1 = q’zti in T gives
z=q"(tiat; (bt ')
in T[t, '], which lies in kge [tx—1t; ', tx41t;, ). We also have
v=q"P et y=q" ety
from which it follows that z,y € kge [tk_ltlzl,tk_i,_ltlzl]. Moreover, if j > k + 2, then tt; =
q’zjfkiltkﬂtj_l, and hence
~1 o j—k—1 ~1 -1
ity =q"27 T (bt ) (t—ty ),
and induction shows that tjtlzl € kgo [tk,ltlzl,tkﬂt;l]. Similarly, one can show that tjtlzl €
kge [tk_ltlzl, tkHt,;l] when j < k — 2, establishing the claimed equality.
Finally, it is straightforward to check that the given generators are identified with a=(*=Dp—*

and a®b**! under the toric embedding, which gives the final equality. Direct calculation shows
that these elements ¢"*'-commute:

b . gDk — q—(n+1)((k+1)(k—1)—k2)a—(k—l)b—k LA bl = g Bk L ghpktl

q
(2) It is clear that, for all values of k, the right hand side is contained in the left hand side; we
now consider the reverse inclusion. Suppose that 1 < k < n — 1. By part (1), we have

Tlt; o = kgnai [tre1ty, S trenty '] and Tt ) Jo = Kgnsa [ttty terati s

so that T[t, ", t; ),

lo is the subring generated by these elements:
~1 ,—1 -1 —1 %1 -1
Tty tyqlo = k{te—1ty, ", Gkt 1) ™ s teaaty ),

It therefore suffices to show that tk+2t,;i1 lies in kynt1 [tk,ltlzl, (tkt,;il)ﬂ]. From the relations

in T', we have
te-1ligr = "2t 1 = ¢ bk,
and hence
—1 . -1 —1\2 -1 -1 \*1
tk+2tk+1 =4q (tk—ltk )(tk—i-ltk ) S ]kq“+1 [tk—ltk ’ (tktk+1) ]7
as desired.
The cases kK = 0 and k = n are similar; we prove k = 0. In this case, it suffices to show that
tot7! lies in knta [z, (tot7 )*!]. To see this, note that we have
xt = ¢ ztot? = ¢ tat,
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and hence

taty ! = gz (tity")? € kynta [z, (tot; 1)),
(3) It suffices to show that ajEl bl e Tty Lt 1o when 0 < j < k < n with k — j > 2. Since
z €T, we have a € T[t] ] We also have

T[t;l,tlzl]o 5 Zk_l(tk—lt]zl) =g *qF—1pk—1 —(lc l)b :q.b_l,
so that b~ € T[tj_l, t,;l]g. Additionally, we have
T[tj_l,tl;l]() 5 (tj-&-ltj_l)kil(tkflt};l)j — q0(ajbj+1)k71(a*(kfl)b*k)j — qobk*j*17
where k—j —1 > 1. Multiplying by a suitable power of b~! shows that b € T[tj_l, t;l]o. Finally,
T[tfl,tlzl]o = ak_2bk(tkz—1t];1) _ qoak—Qbk a—(k—l)b—k _ qoa—l’
so that a=! € T[t;l,tlzl]o. Thus T[t;l,tlgl]o = kgn+1[at?, bH].
(4) This follows from (3). O

The computations in Lemma show that qgr-T" is “locally nonsingular” and so it is
natural to expect that it has finite homological dimension. We will prove that this is the case
in Section [

Let C* = C(tg,...,tn;T)o. Note that for all (i,5) € Z? and s € N we have

L A n-+1

S

from Lemma [6.4.1)(4).

Lemma 6.4.6. For all (i,j) € Z2, the Euler characteristic of C‘('i i) 15 0: that 1s,

> (=D)Fdim Cf ;) =

k=0
Proof. If X C kyn+1[a™, b*] is bigraded, define supp(X) = {(4, /) | a’b’ € X}.

We now describe a partition of Z2. Let Q1 = N x N~ {(0,0)} be the “first quadrant” and

let Qm ={(i,j) € ZxZ|i,j <0} be the “third quadrant”. For 1 < k < n let

o k+1 g k

= R -l —
= { e @] == < <)

and also define

] n+1
i

< }u{O}

w={(i.j) € Qr
Moreover, let
Lo={(i,j)€Z*|i>0, j <0}
and, for 1 <k<n—1,let
k+1 j k
Lk—{(ZJ)GQHI‘ <1.<—}.

Finally, set

Z:{(z,j)€Z2’z<0, %<n—1}'
We observe that as Ty = k(a,a"b" ™!, ab) C k,n+1[a, b] we have
suppTp =N-(1,0) +N-(n,n+1)+N- (1,1) = W.
Let 0 <k < n. From we calculate:
suppT[t,;l]OzN-(—(k—l) —k)+N-(kk+1)=Lp U ULgUWUU, U+ UUpyq.
Likewise, ) tells us that, if 0 <k < n —1, then

suppT[tk ,tk+1]0:N-(—(k—1),—k)+Z'(k,k?—i—l):Lku-"l_lL()UWl_lUnl_l”-lJUkJrl.
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Combining these computations with (6.4.4) and (6.4.5)) we obtain that

("jl) if s >3 or (i,5) e W,
(5) if s=2 and (i,7) € Z,
(72‘)+k if s=2 and (i,j) € Uy,
diva’(si’j) =¢ (5)+n—k ifs=2 and (i,j) € Ly,
k if s=1 and (i,7) € Uy,
n—k if s=1 and (i,5) € Ly,
0 otherwise.
The result follows. O

We can now compute the degree 0 local cohomology of T'.
Proposition 6.4.7. The Cech complex C* is exact, and Hi. (T)o =0 for all s.
Proof. We first observe that dim Hp, (T')o does not depend on ¢. To see this, note that for any

J C [n] and any (i,7) € Z2, T[t;l](
q. Thus if we define

i,j) 1s either 0 or ka’t’, and which occurs is independent of

mii — { @' i Tl ) # 0,
J 0  otherwise,

then ds : C° — C**! is given by ds(mff’j)) = ka(—l)w(k)mgﬁgk}, which again does not

depend on ¢. It thus suffices to compute Hi (T)o if ¢ = 1.

If ¢ = 1 then X = Proj(T) is the minimal resolution of X = k2/C,,41, constructed via quiver
GIT as explained in [Wem16]. The singularity of X is rational by [Art66]; that is, if 7 : X — X
is the morphism associated to the resolution then

0 ifs>1,
Ox ifs=0.

But coh X ~ qgr-T by [Sta25, Tag 0BXD] so by Proposition [6.2.5(2) for s > 2 we have
Hi (T)o = H*"Y(X,0%), giving the result for s > 2.

As T is a domain, H:(A (T) = 0. The complex C*® is thus exact except possibly at s = 1.
Applying Lemma we see that C'*® is exact, as claimed. (]
Corollary 6.4.8. Let N be a finitely generated Z3-graded right T-module that is locally free in

the sense that N(t; o is a free T[t; *Jo-module for all 0 < i < n. Then Hi, (N)o =0 for all
s = 3.

H(X,0%) =R°m, 05 = {

Proof. Since N is locally free, the Cech complex for A is isomorphic to that of 7% in cohomo-
logical degrees > 2, where d is the uniform rank of A’. Thus if s > 3 then HE. (N)o = Hf, (T)8.
The result follows from Proposition [6.4.7} O

7. A SYSTEM FOR LOCALISING T-MODULES

Let ¢ € k* be arbitrary and let 7' = Tj,. In this section we prove two main results: first, that
many computations in qgr-7' can be done locally, i.e. on “charts”; and, second, that qgr-T" has
finite homological dimension. This is done by establishing an equivalence of categories between
qgr-T and the category of coherent sheaves over a certain noncommutative ringed space X.

7.1. A noncommutative toric variety equivalent to qgr-7. By (/5.3.5)), we can view T' C D
via the toric embedding with, up to scalars,

r=a, Y= anbn—f—l’ z = ab’ t; = a(;)b(igl)s,

Any two of the generators {x,y, z, %o, ..., t,} ¢*-commute, and as a result the generators of T'
are all normal.
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Define a topological space X to be the set of Z3-graded prime ideals of 7" which do not contain
the irrelevant ideal Ty = (to, ..., ty), in the Zariski topology.

Lemma 7.1.1. The elements of X are:
0

[0 = <yazvtl7"'atn>
[i = <l’,y,Z,t0,...,ti,Q,ti+1,...tn> fOTl <i1<n
=

[n+1 $,Z,t0,...,tn,1>

pi = (9,2, t0, - s tio1, i1, b)) for 0 < <n.
In particular, X is a two-dimensional topological space.

Remark 7.1.2. The reason for the notation here is that we may define cyclic T-modules
L; = T/l and P, = T/p;. We will see in Section @] that these are, respectively, line and
point modules, and that they have the (noncommutative) intersection theory of an A,, Dynkin
diagram.

Proof of Lemma[7.1.1. We view T as a subring of D via the toric embedding of Section [5.3
For any 7 € N* we have dim Tj; < 1 from the inclusion 7' C D. Thus an ideal of T is Z3-graded
exactly when it is generated by monomials in a, b, s; but an element of 7" is a monomial in a, b, s
exactly when it is a monomial in x,y, z,tg, ..., t,. As these elements are all normal, an ideal n
of T is Z3-graded and prime if and only if n is generated by some subset of {z,y, z,tg,...,tn}.

Let 0 # p € X. If 2 & p then from the relation zy = ¢®2"*! we see that =,y ¢ p. But now
some t; € p as p # 0, and then from the relations t;_1y = ¢°t;2" ! and t; ;120 = ¢°t;2'T! and
the assumption that z & p we have tg,...,t, € p. This contradicts the assumption that p 2 T'.
It follows that z € p. Now for all 1 <@ < j <n — 1 we have t;_1t;j11 = q'zj*i“titj € p, so if
0<i<jyj<nwithj>7+2thent; €port;cp.

By hypothesis there is some t; € p; let ¢ be the minimal such index. We therefore have
p D (to,...,ti—1,tit2,...,tn) by the observation in the previous paragraph. If i < n — 1 then
tiy = q*tip12" P Epsoy Epast; €p. Likewise if i > 1 then = € p. Thus if 1 <i < n — 1 then
p 2 lit1 and

_ { liq1 if tip1 €,
P=U b ifti €.
If i = 0 then p D (z,y,ta,...,t,). Since xty = q®zty € p, either x € por t; € p. If © & p then
p=1Iy. Ift; &pthen p=1. If z,t; € p then p = pg. Finally, if i = n then p D [, and
p:{[n-‘rl lfy%/F‘? O
pn ity €Ep.

We now make X into a ringed space by defining a sheaf &y of noncommutative rings on X.

Our conventions for ringed spaces will in general follow [Har77], except, of course, that our rings

are noncommutative.
For notational purposes let t,+1 =y and t_y =x. Let I C {—1,...,n+ 1}, and let

V() = V<Hti> = {p cx | []t ep}.

el el

The subsets V(I) generate a topology on X, where the closed subsets of X are the (necessarily
finite) intersections of the V/(I). If I C {—1,...,n+ 1}, define Ur to be X \ V(I). We refer to
the Uy with I # @ as principal open subsets of X or as principal open sets. We will omit curly
braces from our notation and write, for example, U; for Uy and Uj; for Uy ;.

Let Uy be a principal open set, and define the coordinate ring of Ur to be

Ox(Ur) =T[t; ! | i € Io.
Recall that the 0% (Uj) were computed in Lemma In particular, Ox(U;) = kn+1[u, v] for
all 7.
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As an intersection of principal open sets is again principal, any open subset of X has a cover
by principal open sets. If V' is any non-principal open subset of X write V' = (JU; where the
U; are principal, and put

Ox(V) = 0x(Uy).
J
As all the Ox(Uy;) are subalgebras of Dy = k,n+1 [a*!, b™1], this intersection makes sense.

Now if V' C U are open subsets of X then there is an inclusion 0x(U) C Ox (V) C Dy so that
Ox(V) is an Ox(U)-module. These inclusions make O a sheaf of noncommutative algebras on
X, and we will refer to X as a noncommutative ringed space. If we need to keep track of ¢, we
will refer to X as X.

Remark 7.1.3. In [Kaw24, Kaw25|, Kawamata gives a definition which generalises our con-
struction of X: he shows how to construct a noncommutative scheme or NC scheme from a
collection of associative algebras parameterised by a poset. The main result of [Kaw25] is that
a titlting bundle F° on a commutative scheme X deforms over an Artin local base to a tilting
bundle F' on any NC scheme X that deforms X, and that Endx(F) is derived equivalent to X.

If we vary g, then X, is a NC scheme over Speck|q, ¢™!], in Kawamata’s sense. Further, at
qg = 1 we recover the minimal resolution of the Kleinian singularity X;, regarded as a toric
variety. Thus it is not surprising that X, ~ qgr-7, has a tilting bundle, although note that
[Kaw25|] only considers formal deformations over an Artin local base.

We make the expected definition of an Ox-module: a (left or right) Ox-module is a sheaf
A of abelian groups on X so that each .Z(U) is a (left or right) @ (U)-module and if V' C U
are open subsets of X then the restriction maps .#(U) — .# (V') are compatible with the re-
striction Ox(U) C Ox(V). Let 4, A be Ox-modules. The notion of a morphism .# — A4 of
Ox-modules and thus of Homy (., /") is the obvious generalisation of the standard commuta-
tive definition; cf. [Har77, p. 104]. The category of left, respectively right, &x-modules is called
Ox-IMo0, respectively Mo0-O%. By restriction, each open subset U of X is also a noncommuta-
tive ringed space and we thus have categories Oy-900 and 2Mo0-Oy of Oy-modules, where Oy
is our notation for Ox|y.

Note that X = |J_, U;. Concretely, we have

Ui ={0,l;,lix1,pi} for0<i<n, U_1={0,l}, Upy1=1{0,lns1}.

We will see that principal open sets are affine in the appropriate sense, and use them to define
(quasi)coherent left and right @x-modules. We will only give definitions on the right as those
for the left are the same, mutatis mutandis.

Let us consider U; for 0 < ¢ < n. Define a functor ~: Mod-0x (U;) — 9Mod-U; as follows: if V'
is an open subset of U; and M € Mod-Ox (U;) then set M(V) := M ®¢, (v,) Ov,(V). Now, M
is certainly a presheaf, but note that U; has no proper covers: if {V;} is a set of open subsets of
U; with | i Vi="U then some V; = U;. This means the glueing and vanishing sheaf conditions

are trivial and any presheaf on U; is automatically a sheaf. In particular, M is a sheaf.

Fix I and let U = Uy and C = Ox (Ur). Given C-modules M, N and a C-module homomor-
phism p : M — N, we define p : M — N as follows. Let V be an open subset of U. Then
(V) : M(V) — N(V) is given by 1® p for left modules and p® 1 for right modules. Note that
the functor ~ is exact and fully faithful, with left inverse given by .# — .# (U).

Summarising the construction and discussion of =~ we have:

Proposition 7.1.4. Let Ur be a principal open set. For every right Ox(Ur)-module M, the
assignment V — M ®g. () Ox(V) defines a sheaf M of right Oy, -modules. This assignment

induces an equivalence of categories Mod-Ox(Ur) — Mod-0y,, with quasi-inverse given by
M — M (Ur). Analogous results hold on the left. O

We say that a (left or right) &x-module .# is quasicoherent if for all i there is an Ox (U;)-

module My, so that 4|y, = My,, and coherent if the My, are finitely generated. The full subset
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of Ox-9Mod of quasicoherent (respectively, coherent) sheaves is denoted @x-Mod (respectively
Ox-mod). Likewise on the right we define Mod-0x and mod-0x. These categories are abelian
given the standard notions of sheaf kernel (which is the same as presheaf kernel) and sheaf
cokernel of a morphism of sheaves on X. Likewise, the image of a morphism of (quasi)coherent
Ox-modules is (quasi)coherent.

We now define a functor w : Gr-T — Mod-Ox as follows. Given a graded T-module M,
the sheaf wM is defined by wM(U;) = M[ti_l]o for 0 < i < n. For any open V' C U, define

—_—

wM (V) = M(U;)(V) as in Proposition For any other open set V', use the glueing axiom
of sheaves to define wM (V). By construction, 7w M is quasicoherent.

A homomorphism f : M — N of graded T-modules induces a morphism of &x-modules
wM — wN in the obvious way.

Lemma 7.1.5. wM = 0 if and only if M is T -torsion.

Proof. By Proposition M = 0 if and only if # M (U;) = 0 for all 0 < ¢ < n. By definition,
this is if and only if all M[t; '] = 0, or if and only if all M[t;'] = 0 as the rings T[t; '] are
strongly graded. This is if and only if for all homogeneous m € M there is r € N so that
mt] =0 for all 0 < ¢ < n. But the chain of ideals {(t{, ..., t},)}r>0 is cofinal with {7%,}, so this
last condition occurs if and only if M is torsion. O

Corollary 7.1.6. There is an induced functor 7 : Qgr-T — Mod-O%. O

We will show that 7r is an equivalence of categories. To construct the inverse functor to 7,
we need a bit more notation.

First, if .# is a right Oy-module and .4 is an Ox-bimodule, we can define the right &-
module .#Z ®x ./ in the usual way, as the sheafification of the presheaf given by .# @x A4 (Ur) =
M (Ur) @p.wyy A (Ur). For any d € Z, let 0(d) := wT(d). This is an invertible Ox-bimodule
under the obvious convention, as 7'(d) is an invertible 7-bimodule. The inverse of €'(d) is 0(—d).
Note that {tg,...,t,} € H°(X, 0(1)). Given a right Ox-module .#, let . (d) := A4 ®x O(d).

Now, given .# € Mod-Ox, define

T.(4) = H(X,.4(d)),
deZ
where HO(X,—) is the global section functor. We claim that T',(.#) is a (graded) right T-
module. To see this, let m € I',(# )4 and let t € T,. Now, m is determined by a compatible
choice of
mi € M (U;) Qg Od)(Ui) = A (Ui) @o,y Tlt; a
for 0 < i < n. Thus we may write m; = b; ® r;, where r; € T[t;l]d. Then mt = (m;t);, where
mit = b; @rit € M (Us;) @p (v, T[t; Yare. The compatibility relations on the m; ensure that the
m;t are also compatible, that is that mt € HO(X, .4 (d + €)), as needed.
Before proving that I'y induces a quasi-inverse equivalence to 7r, we need a lemma.

Lemma 7.1.7. (cf. [Har?7, Lemma I1.5.14]) Let .# € Mod-O%, and let m; € .4 (U;) for some
0 <i<n. Then for some d, mit? € .#(d)(U;) extends to a global section of 4 (d).

Proof. We will be careful with the restriction maps: for 0 <i,j < n, let @;; : A4 (U;) — A (Uyj)
be the restriction. For j # i, define m; = ¢;;(m;). As 4 (U;;) = ///(Uj)[(titj_l)_l], for some
d; € N and n; € .#(U;) we have m; = nj(tz-tj_l)_df, SO M ?j = njt;lj € #(d;)(Uj). Taking
d = max; d; we see that m;t¢ € .#(d)(U;) for all j. These choices are compatible, so give a
global section of .# (d) extending m;t¢. O

Proposition 7.1.8. Let # € Mod-Ox. Then nl M = A .

Proof. We first define a map ¢ : wl'.(#) — .#. By the local nature of a sheaf and by
Proposition it is enough to define ¢ on the open sets U; for 0 < i < n: that is, to define

i wl (M) (Ui) — A (U;)
37



for all 0 < 4 < n. Now, an element of wT.(.#)(U;) has the form mt; ¢ where d € Z and
m € A (d)(U;). But t;? € 0(—d)(U;) = T[t;']_a, so we may regard mt; ¢ as an element of
A (d) @x O(—d)(U;). Let 1;(m) be the image of m under the natural isomorphism

M (d) @x O(—d) — A .

Note that ¢;(m) # 0 if m # 0. Thus ¢ is injective. That ¢ is surjective follows from
Lemma [7.1.7] O

We now use local cohomology to show that 7 and I', are quasi-inverse equivalences. Recall
that 7 : Gr-T' — Qgr-T is the natural (quotient) functor.

Proposition 7.1.9. Let M € Gr-T. Then in Gr-T we have T'ywM = ﬂ%gr_T(’/TM), which is
isomorphic to M in Qgr-T.

Proof. That M and ﬂ%gr_T(wM ) are isomorphic in Qgr-T" is Corollary
To complete the proof, let .# = wM. It suffices to show that we have an isomoprhism
H(X, ) = lig Homgy.7(T>q, M). Now H°(X,.#) may be identified with

{m = (m;) € @Mt o ‘ i (mi) = s:(m;) for all zg} (7.1.10)
=0

where @;; : A (U;) — A (Usj) is restriction.

Let f € Homgy7(T>q, M). Then n; := f(tz‘-l) € M for all i, and nit;d = njtj_d as elements
of M[t;l,tj_l]o = # (U;j). Thus the restrictions of niti_d and njtj_d give the same element of
A (U;j), and so the nit;d glue to give an element of H°(X,.#). This element is clearly nonzero if
f # 0. In other words, we have constructed an injective homomorphism hﬂ Homgyr (154, M) —
HO (X, .4).

To see this map is surjective, let m = (m;) € H*(X,.#) as in (7.1.10). There are d € N and
n; € My so that we can write m; = niti_d for all 4. This induces a degree 0 homomorphism
i t;iT — M defined by )\i(tldr) = n;T.

The compatibility between the m; means that nit;d = njt;d € M[t; L t;l]o, or that
nit? = q'njt;-i, where tgt;l = q't?t;-i. Thus on th N t?T = tft;lT we have

)\i(tft?r) - nit;lr = q'njt?r = )\j(q't?t?r) =\ (t?t?r),

and A;, A; agree. They thus glue to give a well-defined map A € Homg,.7(> j t;.lT, M) defined
by A\(>_ t?rj) = >_n;r;. To finish, we just note that >, t;lT D T., for appropriate r. O

Combining Propositions and we have proved:

Theorem 7.1.11. The functors I'y and T induce quasi-inverse equivalences between Mod-Ox
and Qgr-T', which restrict to equivalences between mod-O% and qgr-T .

Proof. All that is left is to prove that if M € gr-T', then the image of I'y,wM is in qgr-T. This
follows from Proposition as M, is finitely generated for all /. O

7.2. Finite homological dimension. We now turn to proving that qgr-7' (or equivalently,
mod-0O%) has finite homological dimension. We will use a version of the standard Grothendieck
spectral sequence relating Ext and &xt; parts of the commutative proof go through with little
change, but there are some important differences.

As Qgr-T ~ Mod-0%, by Lemma[6.2.4 Mod- 0% has enough injectives. We wish to understand
injective objects in Mod-O% in more detail. Here we have:

Lemma 7.2.1. Let .Z be a (right or left) Ox-module. Then & is injective if and only if the
stalk %, is an injective Ox p-module for all p € X.

Before proving Lemma we need an auxiliary lemma. The stalk 0% is not a local ring,

except in the weak sense of being Z3-graded local. Instead we have:
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Lemma 7.2.2. Letp € X. Then
kQ' [ui’ U:t] ifp=0,
Oxp={ kelu® o] ifp=1,
kq‘ [’LL, U] pr = pi.
Further, there is an open subset V, of X so that Oxp, = Ox(V;).

Proof. By definition, the stalk O is
by OV = 3 0x)
{V|p€VVOpen}

(Here recall that each Ox (V) is a subalgebra of k,n+1[a™, b*] with the restriction maps all being
inclusions.) But as X is a finite space, the intersection

Vo == ){V |p €V, Vopen}

is itself open, so Oxp = Ox(V,). Further, we have

Vo = {0},
Vi, = {l;, 0},
Vo = {pi> li, i1, 0},
and the result follows, using the computations in Lemma [6.4.1 O

Proof of Lemma[7.2.1, (<) Let A4, A be Ox-modules and let v : # — A and v: M — I
be morphisms, where « is monic. Now, v being monic means by definition that its sheaf kernel
is trivial; that is, that v is injective on stalks. So for all p € X we have 7, : 4, — 4, and
L My — F. As F has injective stalks, ¢, extends to create a commutative diagram

My — s

The j, glue to give a morphism j : A" — . of Ox-modules so that

-y

| A

54

commutes, as needed.
(=) The restriction of an injective sheaf to an open subset is injective, so #|y, is injective
for all p € X. The result follows from Lemma O

Remark 7.2.3. Note that by the stalk criterion of Lemma [7 if # € Mod-0O% is injective,
then .# is also injective considered as an object of Mod-O%.

As in the commutative setting, if .#, 4" are quasicoherent sheaves on X then the presheaf
U — Homg, (A |v, -/ |u) is a sheaf (of abelian groups), which we call Homx (.4 ,.4"). As usual,
we have Homy (.4, ) = HY (X, Homx (M, N)).

For our Grothendieck spectral sequence, we will need that Homx(.#,—) takes injective ob-
jects to I'-acyclic objects.

Proposition 7.2.4. Let I be a graded injective T-modiule and let .# be a quasicoherent Ox-

module. Then Homx (A ,wI) is a flasque sheaf on X.
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Proof. Without loss of generality I is graded uniform and T, -torsionfree. There is thus a finitely

generated graded uniform submodule H of I and a non-irrelevant graded prime ideal q of T" that

is the assassinator of H, by [GW04, Lemma 5.26]. (Note that here we are using the projective

Z-grading of T where the t; have degree 1 and z,y, z have degree 0.) Let .# = wl and 7 = wH.
Let V C U be open subsets of X. We need to show:

Homy (A |y, ¥ |v) — Homy (A |y, Z|v) is surjective, (7.2.5)

where the map is induced by restriction. Writing Z = X \ V, we have Z = V(n) where n is a
non-irrelevant Z3-graded ideal of 7. We make and prove two claims.

Claim 1: If ¢ D n then .#|y = 0.

To see this, it suffices to show that #|y» = 0 where V' is an principal open subset of V.
There is a Z3-homogeneous w € n so that w is invertible in @x(V’) and, because w € q and
Hq = 0, we have (V') = 0 by the equivalence from Proposition between Mod-&0y and
Mod-&'(V'). Thus # (V') =0 as S is essential in .#, establishing the claim.

Claim 2: If g 2 n and if # € Mod-0O% is supported on Z in the sense that

Zg{pe}:‘yp#o}v

then Homy (Z |y, #|u) = 0.

To establish this, we may assume without loss of generality that U is principal, by the local
nature of a sheaf, so we seek to show that Homy (-#(U),.# (U)) = 0, using Proposition
Now, q corresponds to a prime ideal P of C' = 0x(U), which is the assassinator of the essential
submodule #(U) of .#(U), and n corresponds to a Z2-graded ideal N of C with P 2 N. Also,
Z(U) is w-torsion for any Z2homogenous w € N. Choose some such w € N ~\ P and let
v € Home(# (U), #(U)) = Homy(F(U), #(U)). If v # 0 then P is the annihilator of the
nonzero module imy N .7 (U). This contradicts the fact that im~ is also w-torsion and w ¢ P,
and thus Homy (Z |y, #|v) = 0, as claimed.

We return to the proof of the proposition. We must establish (7.2.5). By Claim 1, we may
assume without loss of generality that n  q. We will show that (7.2.5)) is an equality.

Let j : V' — U be the inclusion and let % be the kernel of the natural map 7|y — j(&|v).
Now % is supported on Z by definition and by Claim 2 the inclusion #° C .|y must be the
zero map; that is, # = 0. So Iy C j«(#|v) and as #|y is injective the two must be equal.

Now consider the equivalent restriction map ¢ : A& |y — ju(A|v) for . Let o/ = ker p and
% = coker ¢. Both are supported on Z and so, by Claim 2, Homy (<7, .#|y) = Homy (48, S|v) =
0. Using injectivity of .#|y we see that

Homy (A |v, S |v) = Homy (ji (A |v), |v) = Homy (j« (A |v ), j:(F|v))-
This last is easily seen to be equal to Homy (A |y, Z|y). O

As Mod-X has enough injectives, we may construct the right derived functors of Homy (.7, —)
and Homx (.4, —), which we call Ext% (., —) and Ext (.4, —) respectively. We thus define the
groups Exti(.#,.#) and the sheaves xti(.#,. /). Note that we can do this entirely with
resolutions using injectives of the form =/ for I a graded-injective T-module, by Lemma
and the equivalence of categories Theorem

Remark 7.2.6. Note that 9t00-X also has enough injectives, using the construction of [Har77,
Proposition I11.2.2]. Thus we can derive Homy (.#, —) either as a functor from 9t0d-X — Ab
or as a functor from Mod-X — Ab. By Remark the two agree on Mod-X, and similarly
for Hom.

If we regard .# simply as a sheaf of abelian groups on the topological space X then we have
the usual sheaf cohomology H(X,.#) by deriving the global section functor I' = H°(X, —). Of
course, I'(.#) = H°(X,.#) = Homx(Ox,.#). As injective objects in Mod-X are flasque, by
Proposition with .# = O, they are I'-acyclic by [Har77, Proposition II1.2.5]. We can
thus compute H*(X,.#) by taking an injective resolution of .# in Mod-X: in other words,

HY(X, #) = Exty(Ox, ).
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We can now prove our desired nonsingularity result for X.

Theorem 7.2.7. The categories Qgr-T and Mod-X have finite homological dimension. In
particular, if s > 4 then Ext5%(F,9) = 0 for all quasicoherent sheaves F,9 on X.

Proof. This is a standard Grothendieck spectral sequence. We have
Homy(#,9) = T'(Homx(.7,9)).
By Proposition Homyx(F, —) sends injective objects in Mod-X to flasque, and thus T'-
acyclic, sheaves. By [Wei94, Theorem 5.8.3], there is a convergent spectral sequence
HP(X,Et%(F,9)) = ExtY (7, 9). (7.2.8)

Now, by Grothendieck vanishing [Har77, Theorem II1.2.7] and our observation that dim X = 2,
we have HP(X,8) = 0 for any p > 3 and any sheaf & of abelian groups on X, and so in
particular for & = &th(F#,%). And since by Lemma Ox(Uj) has global dimension 2 for
all 0 < j < n, for r > 3 we have &ty (F,9)(U;) =0 for all 0 < j < n and thus &ty (F,9) = 0.
The result follows. U

Theorem and Proposition establish that the morphism ¢ = (¢*, ¢x) : Qgr-T" —
Mod-B can legitimately be considered a resolution of singularities of B. It turns out that ¢ is

a weakly crepant categorical resolution of B in the sense discussed in Section This can be
proved directly, but it is easier to first prove that qgr-T° and mod-A are derived equivalent and
then use the corresponding facts about ¢ : Mod-A — mod-B, proven in Proposition [3.3.3]

8. A DERIVED EQUIVALENCE OF RESOLUTIONS

In this section, we give our noncommutative version of the derived geometric McKay cor-
respondence: that is, we show that qgr-T is derived equivalent to mod-A. We will do this by
constructing a tilting object in qgr-7". We then use this derived equivalence to show that qgr-T
is also a weakly crepant categorical resolution of mod-B.

8.1. The modules of interest and their first properties. We begin by defining some
modules that will play an important role for us.

Definition 8.1.1. For 1 < i < n, define
MDD = 2T + 2T,

n
N = Z z~ Mt where m;; = min{i, j},
j=1
viewed as objects in gr-T" or qgr-T. Note that, since M® and N are generated by normal

elements, they are both graded T-bimodules. It will also be convenient to write M©) =T =
N©) and to set

M= @M(i).
i=0

Our first goal is to show that the modules M® and N are mutually inverse in qgr-T, in
an appropriate sense. We begin by proving some local behaviour of these modules.
Lemma 8.1.2. We have
(=1 _ xﬁ(Uk) ifogkgi—l,
Mt o { 220Ug) ifi<k<n.
Proof. Tt is clear that M@ [t; Yo = 20(Uy) + 2°O(Uy). If 0 < k < i — 1, then

L=kt e 2 0(Uy).

Zi — Zk—‘rltkt’:lzi—k—l — q.xtk;_i,_lt];
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If instead i < k < n, we have

x =ttt = "t = ¢t Tt € 2P O(Uy).
In either case, the result now follows. O
Lemma 8.1.3. We have

(=11, _ x ﬁ(Uk) Zfogkg’b—l,
NI ]0_{ 2T OUR) ifi<k<n.

Proof. As in the previous lemma, it is clear that N[t 1]y = > i1 z~Miit it O(Uy). First let
0<k<i—1,s0that m;pi1 =k + 1. Then
= q'z_(kﬂ)tkﬂt;l = q.Z_mi’k+ltk+1t;1 e N [t,;l]o.
Conversely, for 1 < j < n we have
pTMitit = gty Mgttt = ¢t Tttt € a7 O(Uy),

so that N[t 1]y = 2710(Uy).

If instead 7 < k < n, then m;; = 7, so that

27l = Mgt € NO[ .
On the other hand, for 1 < j7 < n we have
Mttt =gt Mt € 2T O(Uy),

from which it follows that N[t 'y = 272 O(Uy). O
Corollary 8.1.4. For1 <i<n, M(i) and N are are mutually inverse in qgr-T' in the sense
that MW @p N = N @p MO 2= T in qer-T. As a result, — @7 MD and — @70 N are

(quasi-inverse) autoequivalences of qgr-T', and similarly on the left.

Proof. Since there is an equivalence qgr-7 ~ mod-0C%, it suffices to prove these isomorphisms
locally; this follows quickly from Lemmata and U

We next aim to show that the tensor product
My @ -+ @1 M,

is isomorphic to T'(1) in qgr-T; geometrically, this means that this object is “ample”. We first
require an easy lemma:

Lemma 8.1.5. For 0 < k < n, we have T[t;l]l =t O(Ug).
Proof. Tt is clear that t,0(Uy) C T[t;']1. For the reverse inclusion, it suffices to show that
t0s- -+ sty € tO(Uy,), but this is clear, since t; = t3(t, 't;) € t,0(Uy) for 0 < i < n. a

Recall that the graded quotient ring of T' (in the projective grading) is

Qu(T) = QL(T) =T[h™" | 0 # h € T for some d € N].

Lemma 8.1.6. The graded module homomorphism

B: MDY @r MP @p - @p M™ Qe(T)(1), B(m1 @+ @my) =mima...mptoz™"
has image in T'(1).
Proof. It suffices to show that the generators of the domain of 5 get sent to an element of T
Suppose that m; ® --- ® m,, is such that each m; is either x or 27, and suppose that exactly
n — 14 of my,...,my are equal to . Then the product of the remaining m; is equal to 2" for
some r, where necessarily r > 1+2+ -+ (i — 1) +4 = 3i(i + 1). Then

B(ml R ® mn) — qozrl,n—itol,—n
_ qozrf%i(iJrl) (zimfl) (ziflel) o (221,71) (zlel)to
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— ¢ i) (27N () L (ZP )

_ qozrf%i(zﬂrl) (Zixfl) (Ziflel) o (stfl)tz

1./- .
_ q.ZT_§l(Z+1)ZZSC_1ti,1

_ qozr—%i(z‘—i—l)ti’
which lies in T'. O
Proposition 8.1.7. In qgr-T', we have

MDD @p MPD @p - @0 MM 2 T(1).

Proof. Let 8 be as in Lemma and fix 0 < k < n. From the equivalence qgr-7T' ~ mod-O% it
suffices to show that g is locally an isomorphism onto 7'(1). Localising 3 at tj, by Lemma
in degree 0 we obtain

Bi(z0Wn@2 oW e... 2 0UY)@ @O - ©aOUL) — t OUL),

Vv
n—k terms

k terms
where the tensor products are over €(Uy). The domain of this map is free of rank 1, with

1k(k+1)xn—k:

generator z2 , and we can identify it with the map

1
8 2 2Rk+D) pn—k OUy) =t O(Ug), m— tox™"m.
By the proof of Lemma [8.1.6] we have
-1 1
5(z§k(k+1)xn_k) = tox_"zik(kﬂ)x”_k =q° (zk:c_l) (zk_lac_l) e (zx_l)to = q°ty,
which shows that B is an isomorphism. Thus S is locally an isomorphism, and hence an isomor-
phism in qgr-T'. O

We end this section by identifying some short exact sequences of qgr-T-modules in which the
modules M® and N sit.

Proposition 8.1.8. Write
v:T =T, ~(t)=ats™!

which is an automorphism of T', and which restricts to an automorphism of any right (or left)
ideal of T'. Then, for any 1 < i,j < n, the sequence

m@jﬁw

05T —— 25 MO g MO

s exact in qgr-T.

m i /
) | =y(m)@z+2'@m
m

MO @r MU =0 (8.1.9)

Proof. 1t is not immediately obvious, but nevertheless straightforward to check, that the second
map in is T-linear and that this sequence forms a complex. It remains to verify exactness,
and it suffices to check this locally by the equivalence qgr-T' ~ mod-0%. Assume first that i < j.
Localising at t;, we obtain the following sequences:
0— OUg) = x20(Uy) ®20(Uy,) — 220(U;,) — 0 ifO<k<i—1
0— OU) — 2°0(Uy) ® 20 (Uy,) — x2°0(Uy) — 0 ifi<k<j—1
0— OUy) — 220U) ® 2 0Uy) — 2 0U,) -0 if j<k<n,

<
<

each of which are exact. We obtain similar exact sequences when ¢ > j. The result now
follows. 0
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Corollary 8.1.10. For any 1 < 1,5 < n, the sequence

—In

“1(21)\®n _
) ) (mg?”)}—)'y(m)anrz’r

e |
0— NV MDD 50 (8.1.11)

(MD @ N0y & T

is exact in qgr-1. In particular, for any 1 < i < n, the sequence

() e

1s exact in qgr-1, where the maps are given by multiplication from the left by the indicated
matrices.

0— N® 792 MO 0 (8.1.12)

Proof. There is a commutative diagram

()t .
t@n— ('Y (z*) ®n> < m®n,> »—)’y(m)®$®n+zz®m/®n/

—xt®n m’@n

05 TOND — 5 (MO oND) & (MDaND) — MO g MO @ N0 - 0

tRn—in < men > — (m@n) mem’@n—m(m'n’)
J{ m'@n’ m'n’ J{
0 NO) y MO N e T »y MO —— 0
n— <'y_1_(z’)®n> <m(t®n> =y (m)zntzir

where the top row is obtained by applying the exact functor — @7 N'U) to (8.1.9), and hence
is exact, and whose vertical arrows are isomorphisms. This implies exactness of the bottom

row, which is precisely (8.1.11]). Finally, exactness of (8.1.12)) follows by specialising to the case
J=t O

8.2. M is a tilting object. Recall our notation

M = éM(i) and M= é/\/l(i)
=0 i=0

from Sections and The goal of this subsection is to determine Extfggr_T(M, M) for all
i > 1. We first consider the case ¢ = 0, i.e. we determine the endomorphism ring of M. We
begin with some preparatory lemmata.

Lemma 8.2.1. As right T-modules, M® = (M® @5 T)/tors(M® @p T). In particular, there
1 a short exact sequence of T-modules

0 — tors(M®D @5 T) - M®D @5 T — M — 0. (8.2.2)
Proof. We show that
M9 @p Tt o 2 MO, (8.2.3)

and the statement will then follow from the category equivalence of Theorem To see
this, first note from Lemma that M is freely presented via the exact sequence

(q.(nJrl)zi ( +5y )
—x —("3) gnt1-i x zt .
B2 1 B? ( ) M9 0.
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Applying the right exact functor — ®p T[tj_l]o gives a commutative diagram:

B*@p T[t; "o — B*@pT[t;Jo — MY @T[t; g — 0

where the top row is exact and the module X is a suitable cokernel. The bottom row is simply

a free presentation of M@ [tj_l]o, and the dashed arrow exists and is an isomorphism by the

Five Lemma. Thus M® @ T[tj_l]o ~ M) [tj_l]o, as desired. O
Lemma 8.2.4. We have Qgr(T)o = Q(B).

Proof. Since B = Ty, the inclusion Q(B) € Qg (7)o is clear, so we consider only the reverse
inclusion. It suffices to show that any tﬁ;l lies in Q(B). We prove this by induction on |j — i|,
with the case |j — i| = 0 being clear. If |j — i| = 1 then either j =i —1or j = ¢+ 1. In the
former case, the relation xt; = ¢®2't;_1 implies t; tl 1= ¢*z~'2" € Q(B). Similarly, in the latter

case we havettH_l—q y~ 12"t € Q(B).

Now assume that |j — i| > 2; again, we consider two cases. If j > ¢ then

tit; ! = tity ot ot = ¢ tity 02T % = ¢ttty by oty

which lies in Q(B) by the induction hypothesis. Similarly, if 7 > j then
tit; ! = titi oty ot = g 2t] gttt = %2 tiaty tiat)
which again lies in Q(B) by the induction hypothesis. O
Lemma 8.2.5. For 0 < i < n we have:
(1) Homqg (T, M®) = M(i) ; and
(2) Hy, (M)o = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 2) ifu suffices to prove that H71“+ (M) =0 for 0 <i < n. We
begin by showing that Hh (./\/l(z))o is an B 4+ yB-torsion B-module. Since local cohomology
commutes with localisation (see, for example, [Rot09, Theorem 10.67], the proof of which holds
in our situation with minor modifications) we obtain
Hi, (MD)olz™") = Hp, (T)olx™],

since it is clear from the definition of M® that M®[2z=1] = T[z~']. The right hand side is 0
by Proposmon so Hp 1 (M(i))o has z-torsion and, similarly, it has y-torsion. In particular,
GKdim H}, L (M ‘ )0 = 0.

Now, since M g) is maximal Cohen-Macaulay and B is Auslander—Gorenstein of dimension
2, Mg) is reflexive. By [RSS15, Lemma 4.11(1)], if M’ is a B-module satisfying M) € M’ C
Q(B) with GKdim M’/M® = 0, then M’ = M®. We seek to apply this result when M’ :=
Homgqg,. (T, M®). Note that we have

M' € Homqge1(T', Qg (T) = Endqer-1(Qg(T)) = Qg(T)o = Q(B),

where the last equality is Lemma [3.2.4
We now show that GKdim M’/M® = 0. Consider the exact sequence in Proposition [6.2.5{2)

with N = M@ and take degree 0. Since M@ is torsion-free and /\/l(()i) = M® we obtain an
exact sequence

0= MY — M — HE (MD)g— 0. (8.2.6)
Thus

GKdim M’ /M® < 0,
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by the first paragraph of the proof. The second paragraph implies M’ = M (@), establishing the

result. (]
Corollary 8.2.7. Homgqg,.7(T, M) = M.

Proof. This follows from Lemma (1). O
Lemma 8.2.8. We have Hj, (M) =0=Hj, (ND) for alli >3 and all 0 < j < n.

Proof. This follows from Corollary and Corollary O

With these in hand, we are able to determine the desired endomorphism ring.
Proposition 8.2.9. Endqg.7(M) = Endg(M) = A.
Proof. Since M is torsion-free, by applying Homg,.7(—, M) to the sum of the short exact

sequences (8.2.2)), we obtain
Endg-r (M) = HomGr_T(M ®p T, M)
We then have a chain of isomorphisms
Endqgr-7(M) = nh_{lgo Homgy-7(Msp, M)
=~ lim Homg,7(M ®p T>p, M)
n—oQ
~ lim Homp(M, Homgy.7(T>n, M))
n—oo
=~ Homp(M, lim Homg,7(Tsn, M))
n—oo
= Homp (M, Homqg (T, M))
>~ Endp(M),
where we have used Corollary and the fact that Homp (M, —) commutes with direct limits
since M is finitely presented. O
Finally, we are able to show that the higher Ext groups of M in Qgr-T vanish.

Proposition 8.2.10. For s > 1, we have
EthQgr-T(M7 M) =0.
Proof. We have

Ext{yg.r (M, M) = @ EXtSQgr_T(M(j),M(k))
7,k=0

= P BExtéy o (T, MP) @7 N)

J,k=0

n
- @ Hagr_T(M(k‘) R _/\/’(J)),
J,k=0

and from ({8.1.11]) and Proposition it suffices to prove that Hagr_T(./\/l(")) = Hgp 7V @) =
0 for ¢,s > 1. Taking cohomology of (8.1.12)) and using Proposition we obtain an exact
sequence ' ' ‘

0 = HYu (V) = B2 = HY, p(MD) = HE, p (WD) = 0 (8.2.11)
and an isomorphism ‘ A

H(lggr—T(M(l)) = H2Qgr—T(N(Z))‘

This last is 0 by Corollary and Lemma so we consider (8.2.11]). Now, H%gr_T(M(i)) =

M®  and applying the proof of Proposition to Hongr_T(M(i),T) shows that

H%gr—T (N(i)) = Hongr—T(M(i)» T)= HomB(M(i),T).
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By Lemma this is M ™+1=9) and so (8.2.11)) becomes
0— M= o B2 M@ - Hl (V) - 0.

The first three terms of this are from the short exact sequence of Lemma [3.1.6| and one can
check that the maps between them are also those of Lemma S0 H(lggr_T (N = 0. O

8.3. The proof of the derived equivalence. In this subsection we prove that the two reso-
lutions qgr-7" and mod-A of the singularity B are derived equivalent.

Let (M) denote the subcategory of qgr-T given by the closure of M under taking finite direct
sums, direct summands, and kernels of epimorphisms. (We caution that this is nonstandard
notation.)

Proposition 8.3.1.
(1) Let k € N and let i1,...,ip € {0,...,n}. Then

N (i) Q- - ®T_/\/‘(ik) e (M).
(2) If s >0 then T(—s) € (M).

Proof.
(1) We prove this by induction on k. By [8.1.12), N € (M) for 0 < i < n. Now suppose that
k > 2, and consider the short exact sequence in qgr-T'

0— T — MU= g M) 5 Ar-1) @0 M) 5

from (8.1.9). Applying the functors N @ @p N-1) @p — and — @7 N )| both of which
are exact since the N9 are invertible objects in qgr-T', yields an exact sequence

0= N @p ... @p N (N(il) Q7 - - @p Nk=2) ®TN(ik)) @ (/\/‘(2'1) ®T...®T./\/'(’ik71))
= N @p . @p N2 — 0,

The middle and right-hand terms both lie in (M) by the induction hypothesis, and so the same
is true of N @ - - - @p N k),

(2) By Proposition we have MW @7 - @0 MM 2 T(1) in qgr-T, and so N @7 - - - @7
N = T(-1). Hence in qgr-T we have

(N @p - @ N = T(—s),
and this object lies in (M) by part (1). O

A set of objects S in an abelian category A is said to generate A if, for every object A € A,
there exist objects By, ..., By € A and an epimorphism

B @@ By — A
Lemma 8.3.2. (cf. [AZ94, Proposition 4.4]) qgr-T is generated by {T'(—s) | s > 0}.

Proof. The proof of [AZ94], Proposition 4.4(1)] works in our situation but, as it is short, we give
it here. Let F = 7(F) be an object of qgr-T', where F' € gr-T. Then F = w(F>1) as F/F>; is
torsion. Taking a set of homogeneous generators for -1, we obtain a surjection

T(—Sl) D---D T(—5k> — F;l

of graded right T-modules for some positive integers si,...,sg. Since the quotient functor
7 gr-T — qgr-T is exact this gives a surjection

T(—s1)® - DT (—s) > F
in qgr-T', as desired. ([

We are now in a position to prove our noncommutative McKay correspondence.
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Theorem 8.3.3. M is a tilting object for D*(qgr-T) and the functor RHomqg, 7(M, —) induces
a triangle equivalence

Db(qgr-T) — Db(mod-A) = 2(A).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [Kel07, Proposition 4.6], once we verify the hypotheses
of that result. We need to show the following:

(1) Qgr-T is locally noetherian and M is a noetherian object in Qgr-7

(2) Qgr-T has finite homological dimension;

(3) Exthr (M, M) =0 for all i > 0;

(4) (M) contains a set of generators of Qgr-T';

(5) Endqgr-7(M) = A; and

(6) A is noetherian.
As T is noetherian, Qgr-T is a locally noetherian category, and M is noetherian since it is a
finitely generated T-module, establishing (1). Properties (2) and (3 ( ) are proved in Theorem|[7.2.7]
and Proposition [8.2.10] respectively. Combining Proposition 1] and Lemma [8.3.2 shows that
(4) is satisfied. Finally, (5) is established in Proposition The result now follows since
A =2 A#G is noetherian. O

Remark 8.3.4. It is possible to define a triangulated functor
—®% M : D(A) = D®(qgr-T)

using ® on charts of the noncommutative toric variety X and the equivalence of Theorem [7.1.11
between mod-Oy and qgr-7. One can then show that — ®H/§ M is quasi-inverse to the functor
RHomgg.7(M, —) from Theorem Since we will not need the quasi-inverse explicitly, we
omit the details.

Let us now give the promised proof that the map ¢ : qgr-T — mod-B is a weakly crepant
categorical resolution.

Recall that ¢, = HQng( ) : qegr-T" — mod-B and ¢* = n(— ®p T) : mod-B — qgr-T,
and that (¢*,¢,) are an adjoint pair. We will denote the associated right derived functor
D%(qgr-T) — D(B) also by ¢,. Likewise, we will use ¢* : D(B) — D(qgr-T) to denote
the triangulated functor associated to the abelian functor ¢*, which we note is right exact
as a consequence of Proposition It will be helpful to have more compact notation for
the triangle equivalence between D°(qgr-T') and 2(A), so temporarily let © be the functor
RHomgg7(M, —) from Theorem

The following diagram records the action of these functors:

D(Mod-A) <—DQng

\\ // .

D(Mod-B)

Note that is not commutative: for example, O(M) = A # "¢ (M) = AepA. The
quotient A/AegA is the type A, preprojective algebra, by [Cral8, Theorem 8.2], which has
dimension (n;r2) and in particular is nonzero.

However, there are some nice relations between these functors, which we give in the next two

results.
Lemma 8.3.6. The functors ©¢* and * from D(B) — Z(A) agree on Perf(B).

Proof. We use the criteria of Lemma [3.3.1] First,

@¢*B — @(ﬂ'T) = Homqgr—T(Myﬂ-T) = M* — w*B,
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where we have used Proposition for the isomorphism between M* and Homqg,7(M, 7T).
If b € B, let Ay = (b- —) denote the corresponding endomorphism of Bp. Note that A, also
gives an element of A = Endy(A), from the inclusion B = egAeg C A. Then

©¢*(\p) : Homqgr.1 (M, 7T) — Homqgr1 (M, 7T")
is given by f — Ay o f. On the other hand, ¥*(\y) = Ay, ® 1 : B&p M* — B®p M* is also
given by left multiplication by b. The result follows by Lemma [3.3.1 U
Lemma 8.3.7. The functors ¢. and 1.© from D(Qgr-T) — D(R) agree on D°(qgr-T).

Proof. Let us first check that these functors agree on M and on endomorphisms of M. We
have g M = HQy (M) = M, and .OM = A = A®y M = M. Since A = M = ¢.M
and A = O(M), there are homomorphisms

A =Endy(A % Endqgr.7(M

\/

Endp(M

These maps induce the canonical identifications, where we have used Proposition[8.2.9]to identify
Endp(M) with A. It follows that the functors agree on endomorphisms of M.

Since A has finite global dimension, we obtain Z(A) = Perf(A), which is the image under
© of Perf(D(Qgr-T)) = D’(qgr-T). Further, A = ©(M). The result follows from applying
Lemma to Perf(D(Qgr-T)), using that © is a triangle equivalence. O

We can now prove that ¢ is a weakly crepant categorical resolution.

Theorem 8.3.8. The map ¢ = (¢*, ¢s) of noncommutative spaces is a weakly crepant categor-
ical resolution of D(B).

Proof. We have seen in Proposition that (¢*, ¢«) are an adjoint pair and so do give a map
of noncommutative spaces. It follows from Theorem and Remark that D®(qgr-T) is

smooth. To show that ¢ is a categorical resolution, it remains to verify that ¢.¢" = idpe(p)-
This can be checked directly, or using Lemmata [8.3.6) and B:3.7 we have

G+ " = hOG" = apyap”

as functors from Perf(B) to D(B). This last is naturally isomorphic to idpey(p) by Proposi-

tion [3.3.3
To show that ¢ is weakly crepant, we need that ¢* : Perf(B) — D(Qgr-T) is also a right
adjoint to ¢., that is, that there are natural isomorphisms

RHomg(¢.F, N) = RHomqg-7(F, $*N) (8.3.9)

for all N € Perf(B) and F € D(Qgr-7"). But by Proposition 1 is weakly crepant, and
Lemmata [8.3.6) and [8.3.7 show that © and quasi-inverse transport the corresponding adjunction
to (8:3.9). 0

We believe that D(Qgr-T') is also a strongly crepant categorical resolution of Z(B), as with
D(A), but again we have not been able to prove this.

9. INTERSECTION THEORY

Recall that, given suitable finiteness on Hom and Ext groups, one may define an “intersection
product” on an abelian category C with enough injectives by

A-B=> (—1)"* dimy Exti (A, B).
=0
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(This is, for example, the intersection product defined in [MSO01].) We say that A - B is well-
defined if dimy Extis(A, B) < oo for all i and all but finitely many Exti (A, B) are zero. In
this section, we consider the intersection theory of the “exceptional locus” of the map ¢ :
qgr-T' — mod-B defined in Section [6.2] and show that it consists of a chain of n lines, each with
self-intersection —2: in other words, the classic resolution graph of an A,, singularity.

In this section, for 1 < i < nlet L; = T'/I;, where [; is defined in Lemma We comment
briefly on the term “exceptional locus of ¢”. Each of the L; is annihilated by the ideal (x,y, z)
of B and so is supported on the singularity of B. By Proposition [6.2.2] this is, morally, the locus
where ¢ : qgr-T' — B is not an isomorphism.

Our analysis of the L; begins with the observation that the L; are line modules.

Lemma 9.1. The composition kg [t;—1,t;) — T — L; is an isomorphism of graded rings, and
thus L; has Hilbert series

hr,(t)=(1—1)2 O
Remark 9.2. The homomorphisms T — L; give an inclusion of qgr-L; in qgr-7. Since, as

is well-known, qgr-kgs[z,y] ~ cohP! [AVAB90], it is reasonable to think of the L; as being
projective lines inside qgr-T'.

The main goal of this section is to prove that the line modules L; have the intersection theory
of an A,, singularity. More specifically:

Theorem 9.3. Let 1< 1,57 <n.
(1) The intersection product L; - L; is well-defined.
(2) We have
9 ifi=],
Li-L;= 1 dfli—jl=1,
0 otherwise.

The proof of this result will take up most of the section. Our first step will be to prove that
the line ideals [; are invertible in qgr-T', in the sense of Corollary Our candidate for the
inverse of [; will be

Jj =T+ 2" 14T, 1<j<n.
(Note that J; € Qg (T).) We first require some preparatory lemmata.
Lemma 9.4. The multiplication map J; @7 |j = Qg (T) has image in T

Proof. 1t suffices to show that multiplication by zfltj,ltj maps the generators of [; into T.
This is clear for z. Using the relations in T', we have

z_ltj,ltj cx = q'z_ltj,lzjtj,l = q'zj_ltg_l,
ziltj_ltj cy = q'zfltjznfjﬂtj = q'z”fjt]z,
both of which lie in T since 1 < j < n. Moreover, for k # j,j — 1, we have
Z oty = { q:zjtﬂkﬁfj}fﬁl - q.Zkijiit?t_kE_lz 2 %f kel
q*z tpt1tj—1 = q*2/ Ui gtk if k<j—2,
and this lies in T in both cases. O
Recall our notation &(Uy) = T[t; ']o.

Lemma 9.5. We have
O(Uyg) ifk#3,5—1,
Gt o = OUk)testy' if k=3,
OUk)te—aty," ifk=j—1,

with the understanding that t,ltal =x and tnt;}rl = .
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We warn the reader that the convention on ¢_; and t,, in the lemma is slightly different from
the convention in Section [Z.1l

Proof. We necessarily have [;[t;']o € O(Uy). If k # j,j — 1, then 1 = t3t;* € L[t; Yo, so we
have equality.
Now suppose that k = j; in particular, we have k > 1. It suffices to show that

z,y, z, tet; L € OUp)tpsit,t for 0€{0,1,....k—2,k+1,...n}.
k +1vg

We need to consider the cases k # n and k = n separately.
First suppose that k % n. Then, using the relations in 7" and the fact that 1 <k <n—1, we
have

2= q"tpaty ety | € O(Ur)trsaty
This also implies that z,y € &(Ug)tp11t; ', since
T = q'zktk_ltlzl and y= q'zn_ktkﬂt;l
again using that 1 < k < n — 1. To show that tgtlzl € ﬁ(Uk)tkHt;l, we consider two cases:
14
1

>h+1: titg=q 2" "ty = bt =g ety ety

Sk—2: toty = ¢ " Tt =ttt = ¢t et ety

in the first case, this element plainly lies in & (Uk)tkﬂt,;l, while the same is true in the latter

case since z € ﬁ(Uk)tkHt;l and k—/¢—-12>1.
Now suppose that & = n. We need to show that [,

O (Uy,)y and

t:Yo = O(Uy,)y. Wehave z = ¢®yt,_1t, ! €
o — ° — +1
z=q"y 1zn+1 =q yn(tn—ltnl)n c ﬁ(Un)y
Finally, for £ <n — 2:
e _n—0—-1 -1 _ e_n—0-1 -1 —1
tety, = q 2 toy1tn—1 = i, =q=z toy1t, tn—1t, € ﬁ(Un),

since 2" € O(U,).

The case k = j — 1 is similar, except one must consider the subcases kK = 0 and k # 0
separately; we omit the proof. O
Lemma 9.6. We have

oWs)  ifi#Fj,5-1,

«J]'[t;l]o = ( z)tz H—l Zfl = ja
O( Z)1tlt o ifi=7—1,
again with the understanding that t_1t5 =x andt tn}rl =

Proof. First suppose that i 7& j,j — 1; we need to show that Jj[t;l]o = 0(U;). Since T C J,
the inclusion @(U;) C J;[t; Yo is clear. For the reverse inclusion, it suffices to show that

27V qtit;? € O(U;). Since i # j,j — 1, we have j —i > 2 ori—j > 1. If j —i > 2, then the
relatlons in T give

tit; = g2t = it =gt T et
= 2ttt =" Tt € O(U).
If instead ¢ — j > 1, then
tioati =q* 2" Ititioy =ttt =gttt
= 2ttt = ¢ T St € o(U).
Now suppose 7 = j, so that we need to show Ji[ti_l]g = O(U)t; ifl+1 We consider the cases

1 <i<n-—1andi=n separately.
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First suppose that 1 < i < n — 1. In this case, the claim essentially follows after observing
that

L=tit; it and  ¢®2 'tatit; 2 = it

If instead i = n, then we need to show that J;[t; ']o = €(U;)y~'. This follows since

1 1

l=y-y ' and 2z ', qtut, 2 =2 Yt at  =q¢®y L
The case ¢ = j — 1 is similar and therefore omitted; we remark that the proof in this case
requires analysing the subcases j = 1 and 2 < j < n separately. O

We can now establish invertibility of the line ideals [;:
Proposition 9.7. The [; are invertible T-bimodules in qgr-T', in the sense of Corollary|8.1.4}

Proof. As before, Theorem allows us to prove this locally, and this is precisely the content
of Lemma [9.6] O

Our basic strategy to prove T heoremis to use the local-to-global spectral sequence (7.2.8]).
We thus need to compute &xt5(mwL;, wLj). Since L;, L;j are T-bimodules, this will be an Ox-
bimodule. We first compute:

Lemma 9.8. Identify O(Uy) with Kge [tp—1ty " tri1ty, '), using Lemmal6.4.1(1). Then

ke [tioot_y, titi )/ (tiati ) if k=11,
(wLi)(Ux) = q Kgoltioaty S tivat; ]/ (tiat; ) if k=14,
0 otherwise.

Further, (wL;)(Uy) is a GK I1-critical O(Uy)-module provided that it is nonzero, i.e. it has
GK-dimension 1 and any proper quotient is finite-dimensional.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma [9.5 (]
Corollary 9.9. If |j—i| > 2 then Ext3(wL;, wL;) = 0 for all s and so L;-L; = 0 is well-defined.

Proof. This follows from (7.2.8)) and the observation that on all charts Uy either wL;(U) = 0
or wL;(Uy) = 0. O

We further have the following computation, which we give without proof.

Lemma 9.10. Let C' = kq[u,v] be a quantum polynomial ring, let L,L" be C/(u) and C/(v),
respectively, and let P = kq[u,v]/(u,v). Then

Homg(L,L) =2 L = Exty(L, L), Exti(L,L') = P,
and all other Ext&(L, L) and Ext: (L, L) vanish. Thus

R ' R ifs=1
Eaty(mLi, wlis1) = { 0  otherwise,

where Py =T/ (l; + li11). O

Lemma 9.11. We have
k ifs=1
s . . — )
Bxty(mLi, wLit) = { 0 otherwise,
so L; - Lixq =1 is well-defined.
Proof. By Lemma the local-to-global spectral sequence ([7.2.8]) collapses to give

Ext}(wLi, wLit1) = H* (X, Ewty (wLi, wLit1)) = Hy 1 (P).

A local cohomology computation gives the result. U

We now complete the proof of Theorem
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Proposition 9.12.
wl; if s =0,
oty (wli,wl;) = ¢ wLli(—2) ifs=1,
0 otheruwnse,
and L; - Ly = —2 is well-defined.
Proof. Consider the exact sequence 0 — I; — T° — L; — 0 and the associated long exact
sequence

0 — Homx(wL;,wL;) ER Homyx (7T, wL;) 2 Homy (wl;, 7 L) LN Ertx(wLi, L) — 0, (9.13)

where all other terms in the long exact sequence vanish. On each open set Uy, by Lemma [9.10
we see, first that f, h are isomorphisms and g = 0, and second that

Extk(mwLy, wLi)(Uy) = (wL;)(Uy,)  for all k. (9.14)
Thus f is a global isomorphism and
Homx(mwL;, wL;) = Homx(wT,wL;) = wL;.

We can therefore compute Sxt%E(ﬂ'Li,ﬂ'Li) as Homx(ml;, wL;). This object is isomorphic to
7 (J; @7 L;) by Proposition and the equivalence qgr-7 ~ mod-O% in Theorem [7.1.11} Again
using Proposition Ji @1 L =2 J;/ Jil; is isomorphic in qgr-T to
-1
z ti_ltiT
T —
‘71/ W, 4, TNT
Since z7't;_1t;l; C T, there is a surjection
Z_ltz;ltiT Z_ltifltiT
- .
2 1t W T NT
Applying 7(—)(Ug), both terms in (9.15) become isomorphic to (wL;)(Ux). By the GK-
criticality in Lemma the surjection (9.15) must be an isomorphism on all charts and thus
an isomorphism in qgr-7'. Thus

(9.15)

2 Mt
Zlilli?) = w(T(-2)/li(—2)) = w(Li(-2)).

By the above computations, the Es-page of (7.2.8) for Ext3(wL;, wL;) is
HY(X,7wL;i(-2)) HY(X,wL;i(-2))

Extk(mwLi, wL;) = 71'(

HO(x,mL;) HY(X,mL;)
where all the maps are zero as we are on the Fs-page. Thus
Homy (7L, wL;) = HY(X,wL;),
Exty(mL;, wL;) = HO(X,wL;(—2)) ® H' (X, wL;),
Ext}(mwL;, wL;) =2 H (X, wLi(-2)).

P

1

We see that
Li- Li = =x(L;) + x(Li(=2)),
where for a graded T-module M we have
X(M) = " (=1)" dimy H' (X, M) = (—1) dimy Hygy (M),
i>0 i>0
where the second equality follows from the equivalence between mod-0% and qgr-T.

We will now show that x(L;(n)) = n+1 for all n € Z, from which the fact that L;-L; = —2 will
follow. We calculate this via a local cohomology computation. If k & {i — 1,7} then L;[t; '] = 0.
The Cech complex for L; is thus

0— L = Lift; ) @ Lilt; Y] — Lit; 4, t;'] — 0.
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From Lemma this is the complex

0 — kti1, ;] — kitF, ;] @ k[ti1, '] = k[t 671 — 0

of k-vector spaces. Thus Hp, (L;) =0 for s # 2, and

That x(L

0 if n >0,

n+1) ifn< -1 (9.16)

dimy H7, (Li)n = { (

i(n)) = n+ 1 follows from (9.16) and Lemma9.1] O

Remark 9.17. The computations in Proposition show that

for 1 <1

Hogrr(Li(—=1)) = Rou(Li(=1)) = 0
< n. Thus the L;(—1) are contained in the kernel of ¢.. We conjecture that the

modules Ly(—1),...,L,(—1) generate the kernel of ¢,.. This is the subject of ongoing research.
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