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QUANTUM ELLIPTIC CURVES I: ALGEBRAIC CASE
MICHAEL LARSEN AND VALERY LUNTS

ABSTRACT. A complex elliptic curve E can be defined as the quotient of the analytic
space C* by a discrete action of the cyclic group ¢” for |q| # 1. We study the boundary
case when |g| = 1, which leads to the notion of a quantum elliptic curve and a conjectural

equivalence of categories that one might call a noncommutative GAGA.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Fix ¢ € C* and let ¢* C C* be the cyclic subgroup generated by g¢.
Assume that |q| # 1. Then the action of g% on C* is discrete and the quotient C*/¢” is an

elliptic curve E,;. The quotient map

7:C" = E,
induces an equivalence of categories of analytic coherent sheaves
(1.1) " : Cohffl — Coh22?,

Z
where Coh?CC”’q is the corresponding category of ¢%-equivariant analytic coherent sheaves
on C*. By GAGA, the analytic category Coh‘r’LE]i‘Z is equivalent to the category Cohpg, of
algebraic coherent sheaves on E,. Thus the equivalence (1.1) combined with the classical

GAGA may be considered as the algebraization of the analytic category Cohgf’qzz
(1.2) Cohy, — Cohd™".

Let O be the algebra of analytic functions on C*. The group ¢Z acts on @ and we let At
be the corresponding crossed product algebra. This algebra consists of non-commutative
Laurent polynomials in a variable o over the ring O where o f(z) = f(qz)o.

In [SV], Soibelman and Vologodsky showed that the sheaves in the category Cohfchf’qz
are actually globally coherent and hence this category is equivalent to the category of Af"-
modules which are finitely presented as O-modules.

When |¢| = 1 and ¢ is not a root of unity, the orbits of g% on C* are no longer discrete, so
the geometric quotient F; no longer makes sense. But the algebra AJ" is defined and one

can still consider the category of A%"-modules which are finitely presented as O-modules.
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Let us denote this category Mg". Soibelman and Vologodsky called it the category of
(analytic) coherent sheaves on the quantum elliptic curve.

One may ask for an algebraization of the analytic category MJ" in case |g| = 1 which
would be the analogue of the equivalence (1.2). We propose a conjectural answer. Namely
let A = C[z,27'] be the algebra of Laurent polynomials. The group ¢ acts on A and we
let A, be the corresponding crossed product algebra, i.e. A, = (z,27 1, 0,071) /(02 = gz0).
Let M, be the abelian category of A,-modules which are finitely generated as A-modules.
The natural embedding of algebras A < O extends to the embedding 4, < AJ" and we

obtain the functor of extension of scalars
(1.3) F:/\/lq—>./\/lgn, M— O®s M.

Conjecture 1.1. (i) Suppose that |q| = 1 and q is not a root of 1. Then the functor F is
full and faithful.
(ii) Suppose in addition that there exists L > 0 such that for every 0 # n € Z we have

|¢g" — 1| > L™. Then F is an equivalence of categories.

One may consider the equivalence (1.2) and the conjectural equivalence (1.3) as two
instances of noncommutative GAGA. If |q| # 1, then the algebraic structure on E, plays
the role. But in the limit case |g| = 1 the algebraic structure on C* appears.

We will address Conjecture 1.1 in the next paper [LaLul].

1.2. The present paper. In this paper, we study the algebraic quantum elliptic curve.
That is we assume that ¢ € C* is not a root of unity and study the algebra A,. More
precisely, we study the corresponding category M, which we consider to be the category of
(algebraic) coherent sheaves on the quantum elliptic curve.

We establish a number of structural properties of the algebra A, and of the category M.
In particular we study the cohomology of objects in M. For the structure sheaf O € M,
we have h?(0) = h!(O) = 1, as in the case of a usual elliptic curve. Also the Picard group
Pic(M,) is isomorphic to the quotient C*/¢%, as in the classical case.

We prove a “Riemann-Roch” theorem and a “Serre duality” theorem. Both look rather
different from their classical counterparts. For instance, a non-trivial line bundle cannot
have a non-zero section in the algebraic quantum setting. This is in agreement with the
analytical picture. Indeed, in the classical analytic setting, a non-zero section of such a line
bundle has a Laurent series which is unbounded on both sides because it is formally that
of a theta function. Whether such a series can actually converge depends on whether the
degree of the line bundle is positive or negative and on whether |¢| < 1 or |¢g| > 1. When

lg| = 1, there are no non-zero sections.
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For non-trivial line bundles L € M, h'(L) is the absolute value of the degree of L. Thus,
“Serre duality” (which is no longer a duality theorem but just a comparison of dimensions)
compares hi(, L) to b/ (L~1') for i = j rather than i + j = 1.

We also establish the symmetry property of the Euler form of the category M,: for
F,G € M, we prove that x(F,G) = x(G, F'), where

X(F,G) = Ext’(F,G) — Ext!(F,G)

We notice that the same symmetry property holds in the category of holonomic modules
over the Weyl algebra [Sa]. This underlines the analogy between the Weyl algebra and its
“multiplicative analogue” A,.

Also in contrast with the classical case, every object in M, has finite length and there
exist simple objects whose rank is greater than 1.

In the last Section 12 we discuss some applications to the category M, of some results
of A. Elagin [El]

We gratefully acknowledge useful conversations with A. Elagin, M. Kontsevich, T. Stafford
and Yu. Berest.

2. THE ALGEBRA A,

2.1. The algebra A,. Fix ¢ € C* such that ¢" # 1 for any 0 # n € Z. Let R = C[F}]
denote the complex group algebra of the free abelian group on generators o and z. Consider

the noncommutative algebra
Ay :=R/R(0z — qz0)R.

It is clear that every group element g € F» is congruent modulo R(oz — gzo)R to a mono-
mial of the form z™¢"™, and that these monomials are linearly independent over C modulo
R(0z — qzo)R. We therefore think of A, as the ring of Laurent polynomials in variables
o and z whose commutation rule is 0z = ¢gzo. It contains the following two commutative

subalgebras:
A=Clz,2z7Y, S=Clo,o7 Y.

We denote by K(A) the fraction field of A.

Every element x € A, can be expressed uniquely either as
T =2p(2)0™ + Tpy1(2)e™ T 4 4z, (2)0",  where z(2) € A

or as

z = x,(0)2" + 2p1(0) X+ 4 2y(0)2,  where (o) € S.
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Assuming that x,,(z), zn(2), zx(0), z1(0) # 0 we call n —m (resp. | — k) the o-degree of z,
denoted deg, = (resp. the z-degree of z, denoted deg, z). These degrees satisfy

deg,(vy) = deg, x +deg,y and deg,(ry) = deg,z + deg, .
Note that in the above notation we also have
2 =0"0m(q " 2) + 0" g (T 2) - 4 0 (g 2).

The algebra A, has a distinguished automorphism of order 4 (the “Fourier transform”)
given by
¢(z) =0, ¢(o)=2"".
It also has a distinguished anti-automorphism e : A; — A,, defined by €(2) = z and
e(o) =071 Soif w =3, w;(z)0", then

‘w = Zafiwi(z).

The units in the algebra A, are the monomials cz™o™, m,n € Z, c € C*.

Given z,y € A, we will denote their product either by zy or by x - y.

Lemma 2.1. The algebra A, has the following properties
(1) Ay is a domain (has no zero divisors).
(2) Aq is simple (has no nontrivial two-sided ideals).
(3) Aq is left and right Noetherian.
(4) Aq has global homological dimension 1.

Proof. (1) is obvious;

(2) is [GW, Thm 1.17];
(3) is [GW, Cor 1.15];
(4) is [MR, Ch 7, Thm 5.5]. O

Remark 2.2. There exist non-principal left (and right) ideals in A,. An example of such

an ideal is given in Example 3.12.

Definition 2.3. We denote by O the left Aj;-module A with its Ayz-module structure deter-
mined by o-1=1. So O~ A;/A; - (0 —1).

2.1.1. Division with remainder in A,.

Lemma 2.4. (o-division) Let w = w(z,0), r = r(z,0) be nonzero elements in A;. Assume
that deg, w < deg,r. Then there exist nonzero g = g(z) € A and h = h(z,0) € A, such
that

(2.1) deg, (gr — hw) < deg, w.
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In case the coefficient of the highest (or the lowest) power of o in w is a unit, one may

choose g(z) to be a unit as well.

Proof. Write w and r as Laurent polynomials in o
w = wi(2)o* + lower, 7 =r(2)o! + lower,
where wg(z),7(2) # 0. To find g and h as required we first take
s =s(z,0) = wy(¢ *2)r — r(z)o"Fw.

Then deg, s < deg, r. If deg, s < deg, w, then we are done. Otherwise, by induction on
the difference deg, r — deg, w we may assume that the assertion holds for the pair (s, w),
hence it also holds for the pair (r, w).

One could alternatively write
w = wy(2)o® + higher, r = r;(2)o! + higher,

where wg(z),7(2) # 0. Then the same algorithm applies again.

The last assertion of the lemma is now clear. OJ

The proof of the next lemma is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.5. (z-dwision). Letw = w(z,0), r =1r(z,0) be nonzero elements in Ay. Assume
that deg, w < deg,r. Then there exist nonzero g = g(o) € S and h = h(z,0) € A, such
that

(2.2) deg,(gr — hw) < deg, w.

In case the coefficient of the highest (or the lowest) power of z in w is a unit, one may

choose g(o) to be a unit as well.

3. THE CATEGORY M

3.1. The definition and first properties of objects in the category M. By an A,-

module we will always mean a left A,-module.

Definition 3.1. Let A,-Mod be the abelian category of left Ay-modules, and M = M, C
Ay-Mod its full abelian subcategory consisting of modules which are finitely generated as
A-modules. We regard M as the category of “coherent sheaves” on the algebraic quantum

elliptic curve with the parameter g € C*.
Question 1. Let ¢ = e2™@ ¢/ = ¢2™® Suppose that o/ = o~ !. Is then Mg = My?

Lemma 3.2. Any object in M is a free (finitely generated) A-module.
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Proof. Let M € M and denote by My, C M its A-torsion submodule. Then o(Mioy) =
Mior. Hence the support Supp Mo, C Spec A = C* is invariant under multiplication by
q. However M, is a finitely generated torsion module, so its support consists of a finite
number of points. As ¢ is not a root of unity, Supp Mo = 0, and M., = 0. It remains to

note that any finitely generated torsion-free A-module is free. O

We immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. The abelian category M is Artinian. In other words, every object in M
has finite length.

Corollary 3.4. Every object in M is a cyclic Ag-module.

Proof. The algebra A, is simple, and A, has infinite length as a left A,-module. Therefore
by a theorem of Stafford, every A,-module of finite length is cyclic [Bj, Ch 1, Thm 8.18]. O

Definition 3.5. We call a nonzero element p(z,0) = pm(2)o™ + -+ - + pp(2)c™ o-good if
pm(2),pn(2) € A are units.
Similarly, we call an element 1(z,0) = ryn(0)2™ +- - +7rn(0)2" 2-good if rin(0), mn(0) €

S are units.

Remark 3.6. Let p,r € A,. Then the product p - r is o-good (resp. z-good) if and only if

p and r are so.

Lemma 3.7. Let I C A, be a nonzero left ideal and let M = Agy/I be the corresponding
cyclic Ag-module. Then the A-rank rkaM is the minimum of the o-degrees of nonzero
elements in I. (Similarly, the S-rank tkeM is the minimum of the z-degrees of nonzero

elements in 1.) In particular, tka M, rkgM < oco.

Proof. We prove only the first claim, the second being completely analogous.
Let e € M be the image of 1 € A,. The collection of elements {o*e}xecz generates the
A-module M. Let 0 # w(z,0) = wp(2)c™ + -+ + wp(2)c™ € I be an element of minimal

+1 n—1

o-degree n —m. Any A-linear relation among c™e, ™ e, ...,0" "e would give an element

of I of lower o-degree than n — m, contrary to assumption, so
B:={1®dcme,...,1®0" e}

is an independent set in the K (A)-vector space K(A) ®4 M. On the other hand, for any
k € Z we have

n—1 n—1
(3.1) wn(¢*2)0™F = oFw, (2)o™ = — Z oFwi(z)o’ = — Z wi(q"2)q"*,
i=m i=m
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so by induction on k > 0, all 1 ® o™"%e lie in the span of B. Likewise,

n n
(3.2)  wm(g *2)0™* = o Fw,(2)0™ = — Z o Fwi(2)o = — Z wi(q "2) gk,
i=m-+1 i=m+1

so by induction on k > 1, all 1 ® w,,—r(z) lie in the span of B. It follows that B is a basis
for K(A) ®a M.
O

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 # I C Ay be a left ideal and let M = Ay/I be the corresponding cyclic
Ag-module. Then M € M if and only if I contains a o-good element.

Similarly, M is a finitely generated S-module if and only if I contains a z-good element.

Proof. Again, we prove only the first claim.
Let e € M be the image of 1 € A;. Let p(z,0) = pm(2)0™ + -+ 4+ pp(2)0™ € I be a
o-good element, so py,(2), pn(2) € A are units. Then for any k € Z the element

O'kp(Z,O') :pm(qkz)o_m+k 4. +pn(qkz)gn+k cl

is also o-good. By (3.1) and (3.2), it follows that for any [ € Z,
n—1 A
ole e Z A-cd'e.

=0

Conversely, assume that M € M. Then for some m < n € Z, M is generated as an

A-module by ¢™e,c™tle, ..., o". It follows that the ideal I contains elements
=1 (2)0™ + 1 (2)0™ T 4 (2)0™ + o™
and also
s =0 £ 50(2)0™ + spy1(2)0™ T £ 4 s, (2)0™
Then r + s € I is a good element. O

Remark 3.9. Let 0 # I C Ay be a principal ideal generated by p(z,0). Then M = A,/I €
M if and only if p(z,0) is o-good. Similarly, M s finitely generated over S if and only if
p(z,0) is z-good.

Definition 3.10. An object M € M is called good if M ~ A,/I, where I is a principal

ideal (generated by a o-good element).
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3.2. The presentation of an object in M.

Proposition 3.11. Let I C A, be an ideal such that M := A,/I € M. Then I is either
principal generated by a o-good element (Remark 3.9), or else it has 2 generators. More
precisely, let p(z,0) € I be any o-good element and 0 # w(z,0) € I be any element of the

lowest o-degree. Then I is generated by p and w.

Proof. Assume that I is not principal. By Lemma 3.8 it contains a o-good element p € I.
Let 0 # w € I be an element of the lowest o-degree. Assume that such a w can be chosen
to be o-good. Then by Lemma 2.4, for any r € I there exist a unit ¢ € A and an element
h € A, such that

deg, (gr — hw) < deg, w,

which means that gr = hw, hence r € A, - w, i.e. the ideal I is principal, a contradiction.
So w is not o-good. (In particular deg, p > deg, w.) This implies that p ¢ A, - w, i.e. I
is not principal.
Let J := A, -p+ Ay - w C I be the ideal generated by p and w. Then N := A4,/J € M,
hence is A-torsion free. Choose r(z,0) € I. Then deg,r > deg, w, and we can o-divide
r by w (without remainder). That is there exists 0 # g(z) € A and h € A, such that

g-r = h-w. This means that the image of r in the module N is A-torsion. Hence r € J. [

Example 3.12. The following example shows that the second possibility in Proposition 3.11
indeed occurs. Consider the left ideal J = Ay - (0 — 1) C Ay and the corresponding object
M=A,/J e M. Let e € M be the image of 1 € A;. Then M = A-e, ce =e and M ~ O.
This object is simple and therefore generated by any of its nonzero elements. Choose the
generator f = (1+z)e e M. Let I :== Ann(f) C A;. We have pf =wf =0, where

p=p(z,0)=0>—(q+1)o+q, and w=w(z+1)o— (qz+1).

Then w € I is an element of the smallest o-degree, and p € I is a o-good element (of
the smallest o-degree). By Proposition 3.11, I = Ay -p + Ay -w. We have the relation
(qgz+ 1)p= (0 — qQ)w, i.e. p is o-divisible by w.

Of course, in the above example, for any n € Z, the annihilator of the generator z"e is a
principal ideal generated by the o-good polynomial o — ¢". This raises the question if every
0# M e M is good.

Question 2. Let 0 # M € M. Is there a generator m of M, whose annihilator is a

principal ideal (generated by a o-good element)?
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3.3. Analyzing the A-rank and S-rank of an object in M. Let 0 # I C A, be a left
ideal, M := A;/I. Recall (Lemma 3.7) that the A-rank rkyM (resp. the S-rank rkgM)
is the smallest o-degree (resp. z-degree) of a nonzero element r(z,0) € I. The following

lemma will be important to us later.

Lemma 3.13. (1) Suppose that I contains a o-good element (i.e. Ay/I € M). Let 0 #
r(z,0) € I have the smallest z-degree. Then r is o-good.
(2) Similarly, suppose that I contains a z-good element. Let 0 # r(z,0) € I be an element

of the smallest o-degree. Then r is z-good.

Proof. We only prove (1), since the proof of (2) is completely analogous.

Assume not. Choose a o-good element p = p(z,0) € I. By assumption deg, p > deg, r.
Then we can z-divide p by r (Lemma 2.5). That is there exists 0 # g(c) € S and h(z,0) € Ay
such that gp = hr. However, the element gp is o-good and hr is not (since r is not o-good).

A contradiction. O

4. TENSOR STRUCTURE AND INNER Hom IN THE CATEGORY M

In this section we denote the A-rank of an A;,-module simply by rk M. When no ring is
indicated, tensor products in this section should be understood to be over A.

The category A,-Mod has a symmetric tensor structure. Namely, given M, N € A,-Mod
the A-module M ® 4 N (where am®n = m®an) is also an Aj-module: o(m®n) = o(m)®
o(n). The Aj-modules M ®4 N and N ®4 M are isomorphic via the map m ®@ n — n ® m.
The Aj-module O (Definition 2.3) is the unit for this tensor product. This tensor structure
restricts to the subcategory M and clearly tk M ® 4 N = (rk M )(rk N).

For M, N € A;-Mod the A-module Homy4 (M, N) is an Ag-module:

a(f)(m) = o(f(o™'m)).

We denote this A,-module by Hom(M, N). Clearly the bifunctor Hom(—, —) preserves the
subcategory M.

Using the A;-module O we define the duality (contravariant) functor
(=) : M — MPP M Hom(M,O).
It is an involution, i.e. MYV = M via the map
M — MY, me (f— f(m)).
For M, N € M we have a natural functorial morphism of A,-modules

Hom(M,N)®s M — N, fom— f(m).
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In particular there is a canonical pairing - the evaluation map (a map of A,-modules)
ev={(—,—): MY @M — O.
The standard canonical isomorphism of A-modules
MY @ M — Hom(M, M)
is a map of A;,-modules. Hence the map of A;,-modules
O — Hom(M,M), 1—id
gives the coevaluation morphism of A,-modules
coev: O — MY @M

such that the composition

id®coev ev®id
M=M®O0 — MM &M —— M

is the identity.
This makes M into a symmetric rigid monoidal category [EGNO].

The next lemma will be useful for us later.
Lemma 4.1. (1) For any M,N € M there is a canonical isomorphism of C-vector spaces
Hom, (M, N) = Homu, (A, Hom(M, N)).
(2) For M € M and N € A,-Mod there is a canonical isomorphism of Ag-modules
Hom(M,N)=M"® N.
(3) For M,N, K € M there is a canonical isomorphism of As-modules
Hom(K @ M,N) = Hom(K,Hom(M, N)).
In particular (also taking into account (2)) we have
(M®NY)Y =Hom(M @ NY,0) =Hom(M,N") = Hom(M,N) = M" & N.

(4) For any M € M and N € A,-Mod there is a canonical functorial isomorphism of

C-vector spaces

Homy,(Ay ® M, N) = Homa(M, N).

In particular the Ag-module Aq @ M is projective.
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Proof. (1): Given a morphism f € Homy, (A, Hom(M,N)) the map f(1) : M — N is a
morphism of A,-modules. This gives the bijection.

(2) and (3): One only needs to check that the standard isomorphisms of A-modules are
compatible with the action of o.

(4) Given f € Homy, (A, ® M, N) define the A-map g: M — N as g(m) := f(1 ®@m).

To define a map in the other direction notice that any element in A, ® M has a unique
presentation as a finite sum Y, 0°®m;. Also recall that the A,-module structure on A,® M
is given by o(z ® m) = ox ® o(m).

For g € Hom(M, N) define the corresponding f € Homy, (A, ® M, N) as

I o omi) =3 o'(glo ™ (mi))).

One checks that f is indeed a morphism of A,-modules and the correspondence g — f is

the inverse to the map f +— ¢ defined above. O

5. IMPORTANT SUBCATEGORIES OF THE CATEGORY M

Given an object M € M we may consider it as an S-module.

Definition 5.1. An object M € M is free (resp. torsion, resp. torsion free) if it is so

as an S-module. Let Mpee C Mys and Moy be the corresponding full subcategories of M.

Lemma 5.2. Let M € M and let Mio, C M be its torsion S-submodule. Then Mo, is an
Ag-submodule, i.e. Myoy € Mior.

Proof. It suffices to prove that z¥ M, C Mio,. But this is clear: if V € M is an S-

submodule which is a finite-dimensional C-vector space, then so is 2*V. ([l
Corollary 5.3. For any M € M we have the functorial short exact sequence in M

0— Myoy = M — My — 0,
where M € Mo and My € Mis.

Lemma 5.4. Let M € M. Then M is finitely generated as an S-module if and only if
M € Miree.-

Proof. If M € Mipee, then M is a finitely generated S-module because rkgM < oo by
Lemma 3.7. Conversely, let M be a finitely generated S-module. Then arguing as in

Lemma 3.2 (after interchanging the algebras A and S) we find that M is free over S. [
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6. DESCRIPTION OF THE CATEGORY Mo,

Let Stq be the full subcategory of S-mod consisting of S-modules finite-dimensional over
C. It is a tensor category with respect to the tensor product over C. Via Jordan decompo-
sition, Siq is equivalent to the tensor category of finite dimensional C*-graded vector spaces
with a nilpotent operator. Let C,; € Siq be the 1-dimensional S-module where o(v) = qv.
The tensor product functor C,® (—) is an autoequivalence of the abelian category Stq which
generates the action of the group ¢% on Sgq. The quotient category Sgq/¢” (the orbit cate-
gory) is equivalent to the tensor category of finite dimensional C*/q¢”-graded vector spaces
with a nilpotent operator.

Recall that by definition the objects of the category Siq/q% are the same as objects in

Stq and the morphisms between V and W are given by the direct sum

@ Homg,, (V,v(W).
vE€T”
We have the exact functor
(6.1) 0:Siq — Mior, Vi—=ARcV,

where (2" ®@v) = 0(2") @ o(v) = ¢"2" @ o (v).
Lemma 6.1. The functor 6 induces the equivalence of categories
(62) g : Sfd/qZ — Mtor

Proof. Let M € Mio,. Then M = ®M,, where M, C M is the generalized \-eigenspace
of o, i.e. it consists of elements m € M that are annihilated by some power of o — A.

Choose a set I' C C* of coset representatives for the subgroup ¢% c C*.

Let m € M. Then o(zm) = ghzm, i.e. z(My) = M,. It follows that the A,-module M
is generated by its subspace

§(M) = @5 M,.
el

Moreover M is freely generated by d(M) as an A-module. In particular, the space 6(M) is
finite dimensional, i.e. §(M) € Sgq, and we have an isomorphism of A,-modules 0(5(M)) ~
M. Therefore the functor 6 is essentially surjective.

To show that # induces a fully faithful functor 6 : Sg / qZ — Mor, it suffices to notice

that for V, W € Siq we have an isomorphism of vector spaces

Homy, (6(V'),0(W)) ~ Homg(V,0(W)) = @ Homgy, (V,7(W)) = Homg,, /2 (V, W).
yeqr
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Lemma 6.1 (and its proof) have the following immediate consequences which we record

for future reference.

Corollary 6.2. Let M € Mior. Then

(1) There is an isomorphism of Agz-modules M = A ®@c V' for a finite dimensional S-
module V.

(2) M is a direct sum of its finite dimensional S-submodules and every o-eigenvalue in
M has finite multiplicity.

(8) In particular, the spaces of o-invariants and o-coinvariants of M have the same finite

dimension.

6.1. The category My, is preserved by the duality (—)" : M — M" and the tensor
product.

Lemma 6.3. The category Moy is preserved by duality. More precisely, if M = A®c V
for a finite dimensional S-module V' (Corollary 6.2), then MV = A @¢c V*.

Proof. Indeed, we have the sequence of natural isomorphisms of A,-modules

MY = Homa(A ®@c V,A) = Hom¢(V, A) = A ®c Home(V,C) = A ®@c V*.

Lemma 6.4. If M, N € Mo, then M ® N € Mygr.
Proof. Ut M = A®cV and N = A®c W, then M @4 N = A®c (V @c W). O
Remark 6.5. The above results show that the functor 0 in Lemma 6.1 is an equivalence of

rigid tensor categories.

7. STRUCTURE OF THE CATEGORY Mg

Remark 7.1. Clearly, Hom(Myor, My) = 0. Also it follows from Lemma 5.4 that
Hom(Mfreey Mtor) = 0.

Indeed, for any M € Mgee, N € My the image of a homomorphism f: M — N is an
Ag-submodule which s finitely generated over S. By Lemma 5.4 this submodule is free over

S, hence is zero.
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7.0.1. Do the abelian categories Mior and Mpee generate M ? One might hope that for any

M € My there exists a short exact sequence in M
0 = Mpee > M — Moy — 0,

where Mpee € Mpee and My € Myor.

This is not the case. We construct a counterexample in Lemma 7.2.

Lemma 7.2. Consider the element s(z,0) =z — (c +o~1) € Ay and let
M :=A,/A; - s.

Then
(1) M is finitely generated over A (i.e. M € M) and not finitely generated over S.
(2) tkaM =2 and rkgM = 1.
(3) M € M.
(4) M is a simple Ag-submodule.

Proof. (1) This follows from Remark 3.9, since the polynomial s is o-good and not z-good.
(2) We have rkyM = deg, s = 2 and rkgM = deg, s = 1.
(3), (4) Since My, is an Ag-submodule of M it suffices to prove that M is simple, i.e.
that A, - s is a maximal left ideal.
Let e € M be the image of 1 € A,. It is clear that {e,oe} is an A-basis of M. The action

of ¢ in this basis is given by the formulas
(7.1) e oe, o€ qzoe —e.

Suppose that M contains a proper Ag,-submodule N C M. Then tkyN =1, ie. N is a
line bundle. Therefore there exists 0 # n € N such that (¢ — cz¥)n = 0 for some z € Z
and ¢ € C* (see (9.1)). Suppose we have such an element 0 # n € M, n = pie + paoe for
p1,p2 € A. Then we have

(7.2) on = c2¥(pre + paoe) = pioe + p3(qzoe — ),
where p? := opo~!. Equating the coefficients of e and oe in (7.2) we find that

Czkpl = —p5, CZkPQ = pi +qz2p3.

ko k, o1

Substituting ps = —cqg~"2"p] = into the second equation we get

(7.3) — g7 pT g g R py — pf = 0.

If £ > 1 and [ is the highest integer such that the z! coefficient of p; is non-zero, then
the 2!72% coefficient in (7.3) is non-zero. If k = 1 and [ is the lowest integer such that the

2! coefficient of p; is non-zero, then the z! coefficient in (7.3) in non-zero. If k = 0 and I is



QUANTUM ELLIPTIC CURVES I: ALGEBRAIC CASE 15

the highest integer such that the z! coefficient of p; is non-zero, then the z/*1 coefficient in
(7.3) is non-zero. Finally, if k < —1 and [ is the lowest integer such that the z' coefficient

I+2k

of p1 is non-zero, then the z coefficient in (7.3) in non-zero. In every case, therefore, p;

is non-zero, and this implies po = 0, so n = 0, which completes the proof of the lemma. [

7.1. The structure of M € M as an S-module. The algebra A = C[z,2z7!] can be
considered as the group algebra of the cyclic group I' with the generator z. This group acts
on the algebra S = C[o, 01| via conjugation in Ay:

2(0) == z02"t = ¢ to.

It induces the T'-action on Spec S = C*: z(p) = gp. Let N be an S-module. For A\ € C*
denote by N, C N the submodule consisting of elements annihilated by some power of the
operator ¢ — A. If NV is a torsion S-module, then N = @ cc«Ny. If moreover N is an
Ag-module, then zNy = Ny.

If M € My, then the structure of the S-module gM is given by Corollary 6.2. The next

proposition determines the S-module structure of M € Mj;s.

Proposition 7.3. Assume that M € Mys. One can choose a free S-submodule My C M of
full rank, so that the S-module M /My is torsion and has the following properties: M /My =
@rec+(M/My), where each (M/My)y is finite dimensional and the collection of N’s for
which (M /Mp)x # 0 is contained in a finite number of T'-orbits.

Proof. Let M = A,/I (Corollary 3.4). Let w € I be a nonzero polynomial of the smallest
z-degree. Then rkgM = deg, w (Lemma 3.7). Let deg, w = k. We may assume that

w = wo(o) +wi(0)z + - - - + wy (o)~

Let e € M be the image of 1 € A, in M. The elements e, ze, ..., zF=1e are S-independent
and we take My := @f;olSzie.

Denote by M[mm] C M the S-span of the elements {zke}k:m,m,n, where m may be —oo
and n may be oo (for example My = M)y ;,_y)). For any t € Z we have

2w =wolg o)t + - Fwplg o) TR e T,

which means that wo(q o) My 4x) C Mpyy1 g4k and wi(q~ o) My C My yyp—1). This
implies that the S-module M is the sum of submodules M o) and M|_, ;1) which have

filtrations

(7.4) Mo = Mg 1) C Mjo ) C Mg 4] C -+,

(7.5) Mo = Mg —1) € Mj_1 —1) C M|_g 1] C -+,
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where all subquotients are finite dimensional and the subquotient My ,,;/M[y,—1) (resp.
M_p—1k—1]/M[—m k—1)) is annihilated by the polynomial wy(¢* ") (resp. by the poly-
nomial wo(¢™*10)). Therefore any point A € Spec S = C* is contained in the support of
only finitely many subquotients of the two filtrations. It follows that (M /M), is finite
dimensional for each A € C* and the set of \’s for which (M /Mj)y # 0 is contained in the
I-orbits of the roots of wy(o) and wy (o). O

Remark 7.4. We believe that the conclusion of Proposition 7.3 holds for any choice of a
free S-submodule My C M of maximal rank.

7.2. The S-rank of a tensor product. We do not know how to compute the S-rank of

a tensor product M ® N in general. However there is the following fact.
Proposition 7.5. Let M, N € M and assume that tkeM =0, i.e. M € Myo. Then
rks(N ® M) =rkg(N) - rka(M).
Proof. By Corollary 6.2, M = A®c V for a finite dimensional S-module V. (In particular
rk4 (M) = dimc V.) Then
N@aM=N®@sA®cV =N®&cV,
i.e. the S-module N ®4 M is the tensor product of the S-modules N and V with the
o-action
o(n®@v)=oc(n)®av).
Let Ng C N be a free S-submodule as in Proposition 7.3, so that N/Ny is a direct sum of
finite dimensional S-modules. Hence (N/Ny) ®c V is also a direct sum of finite dimensional
S-modules and therefore rkg N = rkgNy and rkg(N ®c V) = rkg(Ny @c V). So we may
and will assume that N = S.

Notice that the S-module V has a filtration with 1-dimensional subquotients. Now it

suffices to notice that for any a € C* there is an isomorphism of S-modules

¢:8 = Sec(S/(c—a)), ¢1)=1x1.

7.3. The category M;s is not preserved by the duality.

Example 7.6. Consider M € Myt such that M = Ae; & Aea € Myt where o(e1) = ze;

and o(ez) = e1 + ea. Then we have the exact sequence in M
(7.6) 0— Aey - M — M/Ae; — 0,

where Aeyp € Mgee and M/Aeyr ~ O € Mior. Applying the duality functor to the sequence
(7.6) we find that OV ~ O (which is in Moy ) is a submodule of M.
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Notice however that the module M in the above example does not belong to M.

8. DUALITY PRESERVES THE S-RANK AND THE CATEGORY Mo

In this section we prove the following two theorems.
Theorem 8.1. Let M € M. We have the equality tkeM = rkgM".
Theorem 8.2. The category Miee is preserved by the duality.

The following key proposition is the main step in the proof of both theorems. Recall the
anti-automorphism € : A, — A, (Section 2.1).

Proposition 8.3. Lett > 0 and let M = Ay/A, - p(z,0), where p(z,0) is a o-good polyno-
maal
p(z,0) =po(2) + p1(2)o + -+ p_1(2)ot L + ot
(po(z) € Aq is a unit). Put
®1) r(z.0) = pl(z,0) -po(z)

(so that r(z,0) is also a good polynomial). Then there exists an isomorphism of Ag-modules
Ag/Ag - r(z,0) ~ MY,

Remark 8.4. Since po(z) € Ay is a unit, we also have an isomorphism of modules
AgJAg - p(z,0) ~ MY,

Howewver in the proof of Proposition 8.3 it is more convenient to work with the polynomial

r(z,0).

Proof. Let e € M be the image of 1 € A,. Then the elements

form an A-basis of M.

Recall that we have the canonical perfect pairing
<—,—> :MV®AM—>O

which is also a morphism of A,-modules (Section 4). For m € M and mY € M"Y we have

{(om",om) = o(m",m), which implies that
(8.2) (c7FmY m) = o % (m", o"m).
Let f € MV be an element such that

(8.3) (f,e) =1 and (f,o%e)=0, for k=1,...,t—1.
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This defines a morphism of Aj-modules ¢ : A; — M"Y where ¢(1) = f. We claim that ¢ is
surjective and the kernel of ¢ is the left ideal A, - r(z, o).
Since (Zf:o pt,iat*i)e =0, for all s € Z we have

t t
(8.4) 0= (0 (3 pio')e) = 3w (f.0" ).
=0

=0
Let X s denote the set of ordered tuples of integers in [1,¢] whose coordinates sum to s
(which is the empty set if s < 0 and the one element set consisting of the empty tuple if
s=0). For z = (z1,...,2) € Xy, let

k z1+ +z
= Ht ~

We claim that for s > 0, we have

(85) Zpt ) Z H =0.

IGXt s—i

To see this, we express X, as the disjoint union over 1 < ¢ <t of tuples (z1,...,z}) with
rp = 1. Since
oT1t Tt

Way,zy) = —Pi-ay Wiz, ,ar 1)

we have
t

Z I, = Z Z _pgjiH(xl,...,xk,ly

r€X¢, s =1 (xl,...,xkfl)EXt’S,i
which implies the claim.

Likewise, for s > 0, we have

(8.6) Zpt ; Z H" =

CIZEXt s—1

Indeed, expressing X;, as the disjoint union over 1 < i < ¢ of tuples (z1,...,z;) with
T =1, since
H(azl,...,:r;) pt 1 ((j’xg,.‘.,:pk)’
we have
t
DR ED DD DI
reXt s =1 (CCQ,...,CCk)EXtVS,i

which implies (8.6).

For s > ¢,

(87) <f7 Js@) = —Do Z II,.

r€Xt,s—t
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For s = ¢, this is immediate from (8.4) and the definition of f. For s > ¢, it follows by
induction from (8.4) and (8.5).

Claim. For s > t, we have

t

< (Z Uﬁi(pt—i/pO)) fs 056> =0.

=0
Proof. By (8.6),
t
Dy ) W =0,
=0 2€X; o

and applying ¢~ to both sides, we obtain

t
S Y ng T =o,
j=0

xEXtys,j

Substituting j = ¢ — 4, this implies

t . .
Zp?_}l( > H?Z) =0.
1=0

TEX¢t sti—t

By (8.7), this implies
t

S we-i/po)” T ((f. o)) = 0,

1=0

which means
t

(Do pr-i/po) o) f0%e) 0.

1=0

Since

__ €

(pe—i/p0)” 0 =0 "pipy " = “(pi—io")pg
we have for any s > ¢
(8.8) {(P)py " fr0%¢) = 0.

As any t consecutive terms of o’e span M, the proposition implies that left multiplication
by r = “p-py ! annihilates f. Thus, there is a map of left Agmodules A, /rA, — MV sending

the residue class of 1 to f. This map is surjective since the matrix
(0 f 07 e i<

is unitriangular. As A,/rA, has A-rank n, it is isomorphic to M". (I
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8.0.1. Proof of Theorem 8.1. Let M € M be a nonzero object, M ~ A,/I for a left ideal
I C A,. We show that rkgM" < rkgM.

Let p € I be a o-good element such that rkgM = deg, p (Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.13).
Put N := A,;/Aq - p € M with the canonical surjection N — M. We have

(8.9) rkgM = deg, p = rkgN.
Consider the dual inclusion MY < NV. By Proposition 8.3 NV ~ A,/A, - r where
r(z,0) = po(g™"2) - p-po(2)~".
Then
tkgNY = deg, r = deg, p = rkgN.
Hence
rkg MV < rkst =rkgN =rkgM.
Applying the same argument to M"Y instead of M we find that rkgM = rkgM", which
proves Theorem 8.1.
8.0.2. Proof of Theorem 8.2. Let M be a good module as in Proposition 8.3. In the notation
of that proposition M = A;/A,-p and MY = A,/A, - r. Then
M € Mpyee < pis z-good < ris z-good & MY € Miee.
This proves Theorem 8.2 for good modules.
Let M € My be any module. By Lemma 3.8 the ideal I contains elements x and y
which are o-good and z-good respectively. For n > 0 put
p=(c"+o M+ "+ "y.

For n > 0 the polynomial p € I is both o-good and z-good.

Let N := Ay/A, - p. Then N € My and M is a quotient of N, so MY C NVY. Since
N is good, by the above argument we have NV € M. Hence also MV € Miee. This
completes the proof of Theorem 8.2.

9. THE PICARD GROUP OF THE CATEGORY M

Line bundles over A, are by definition objects L € M of tkyL = 1. The collection of
isomorphism classes of line bundles is an abelian group Pic(M) under the tensor product.
Let us describe this group.

Let L € Pic(M) and choose an isomorphism of A-modules ¢ : A 5 L. Then for the

C-linear automorphism ¢ : L — L we have

(9-1) o(p(1)) = cz™ - (1)
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for some ¢ € C* and m € Z. So L ~ A;/A, - (0 — c2™) and rkgL = |m| (Lemma 3.7). If we
change the isomorphism ¢, say consider ) := dz’ - ¢, d € C*, i € Z, then

o((1)) = ¢'cz™ - (1)
This defines a bijection Pic(M) — (C*/¢%) x Z, which is clearly an isomorphism of groups.

We call the integer m in (9.1) the degree of L and denote it deg(L). For L € Pic(M)
the dual module LV is the inverse line bundle L= € Pic(M); in particular, deg(L~!) =

—deg(L).
10. COHOMOLOGY OF OBJECTS IN M

Given objects M, N € M we denote by Ext’(M, N) the group computed in the ambient
category A,-Mod. Then by Lemma 2.1, Ext'(M,N) = 0 if i # 0,1. We do not know if

these groups coincide with the ones computed in the category M.
Definition 10.1. For M € M we define its cohomology groups H' (M) as Ext' (O, M).

Lemma 10.2. Given M € M consider the complex (of C-vector spaces)
(oe-1)-
KM):0 M —— M — 0.
Then H*(K(M)) = H*(M), i.e.
H(M) =ker(oc — 1), HY(M) = coker(o — 1).

Proof. We have the projective resolution
(10.1) 0—>AQE>AQ—>O—>O.
Then for any M, the cohomology H*(M) is the cohomology of the complex
0 — Homy, (A4, M) ﬂ Hom g, (Ag, M) — 0,
which is exactly the complex K (M). O

Remark 10.3. Lemma 10.2 shows the cohomology H®*(M) for M € M depends only on
the S-module structure of M.

10.1. The Riemann-Roch and Serre duality theorem for line bundles in M.

Theorem 10.4. (1) H°(O) ~ H'(O) ~ C. (So the genus of the quantum elliptic curve is
indeed 1).

(2) Let L € Pic(M), deg(L) =0, L 2 O. Then H°(L) = H*(L) = 0.

(3) (Riemann-Roch) Let L € Pic(M), deg(L) # 0. Then HY(L) = 0 and h'(L) =
|deg(L).
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In particular, for any L we have h°(L) # 0 if and only if L ~ O and
X(L) = h(L) = h'(L) = | deg(L)| < 0
(4) (Serre duality) For any L € Pic(M) we have h*(L) = h*(L™1), i =0, 1.

Proof. (1) This is obvious from the complex K (O).

(2) If H°(L) # 0, then there exists a nonzero morphism O — L, which is necessarily an
isomorphism. If deg(L) = 0, L 2 O, then one sees immediately from the complex K(L),
that the map o — 1 : L — L is surjective, i.e. H'(L) = 0.

(3) Suppose deg(L) = d # 0, (say d > 0) and choose an isomorphism of A-modules
L ~ A. Under this isomorphism (1) = cz¢, ¢ € C*. Then the images of 1,z2,...,2¢71 € L
in H*(L) form a C-basis.

(4) This follows from (1), (2), and (3). O

10.2. Cohomology of a general object in M.
Lemma 10.5. For any M € M we have h°(M) < rk(M).

Proof. We claim the natural map of A;,-modules
O®c H' (M) - M

is injective. Indeed, if m; € HY(M) C M are linearly independent over C and Y ¢; jz'm; is
zero, then left-multiplying by o*, we obtain > ciyjqikzim]- = 0 for all k. As ¢ is not a root

of unity, this implies all ¢; ; are 0. O
Proposition 10.6. Let M € M. Then h®(M) =0 and h*(M) = rkgM.

Proof. The first assertion is immediate from Lemma 10.2. Let us prove the second one. By
Lemma 3.7 we know that d := rkgM < oo.

First assume that S¢ ~ gM € Miee. Consider the map M : M. Then HY(M) =
coker(o — 1) ~ C<.

For a general M € Myt we can find a free S-submodule N C M of rank d such that the
S-module M /N is torsion. (Note that N and M /N may not be A,-modules.) Assume that
we chose N as in Proposition 7.3, so that the torsion S-module M/N has the form

M/N = P (M/N)y,
AxeC
where o — X acts nilpotently on (M/N)y and each (M/N), is finite dimensional.

This gives the short exact sequence of S-modules

(10.2) 0—-N—-M— M/N—DO0.



QUANTUM ELLIPTIC CURVES I: ALGEBRAIC CASE 23

The cohomology H*®(M) depends only on the S-module structure of M (Remark 10.3). In
fact, this cohomology in the category of S-modules coincides with the functor Exty(C, M),
where C = S/(o — 1). Therefore the sequence (10.2) gives rise to the long exact sequence
of cohomology

0 — Homg(C, N) — Homg(C, M) — Homg(C, M/N)
— BExt4(C, N) — Ext5(C, M) — ExtL(C, M/N) — 0.

Clearly Homg(C, N) = Homg(C, M) = 0, and we have the exact sequence
(10.3) 0 — Homg(C, M/N) — Ext}(C, N) — Ext5(C, M) — ExtL(C, M/N) — 0

As we showed above the space Ext}(C, N) has dimension d. Hence the space Homg(C, M/N)

is also finite dimensional. The proposition now follows from the equality
dim Homg(C, M/N) = dim Extg(C, M/N),

which is an immediate consequence of part (3) of Corollary 6.2.
O

10.3. Riemann-Roch theorem for general objects in M. We summarize the results

on cohomology of objects in M in the following theorem.

Theorem 10.7. Fiz 0 # M € M. Then

(1) h°(M),h (M) < oo, and h°(M) < tka M.

(2) If M € Mg, then h°(M) =0 and h*(M) = rksM > 0.

(8) x(M) := h%(M) — h'(M) = —tkgM. In particular, x(M) = 0 if and only if M €
Meor.

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from Lemma 10.5 and Proposition 10.6.

(3) Consider the short exact sequence
0 — Mior — M — My — 0,

where Mo, € Mior and My € My, Then X(M) - X(Mtor> +X(Mtf)' We have X(Mtor) =0
by part (3) of Corollary 6.2. Also x(M;¢) = —rkgMis < 0 by part (2) above. It remains to
notice that rkgM = rkgM;;. ]

10.4. Serre duality for general objects in M.

Theorem 10.8. (1) For any M € M we have x(M) = x(M").
(2) If M € Moy or M € Myee then h'(M) = hi(MV) fori=0,1
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Proof. (1) This follows from Theorem 8.1 and part (3) of Theorem 10.7.

(2) If M € Mo, then M = A®c V for a finite dimensional S-module V' (Corollary
6.2). Let V = @,Vy, where V), is the generalized \-eigenspace for o. Then both h°(M) and
h'(M) are equal to the number of Jordan blocks in V;. By Lemma 6.3 we have MY = AQV*
and (V*)y = (Vy-1)*. It follows that h*(M) = hi(M") for i = 0, 1.

Now let M € Mgee. Then MY € My by Theorem 8.2. By Proposition 10.6 we have
RO(M) = 0= h°(MV) and h*(M) = rksM, h'(M) = rkgM". Tt remains to apply Theorem
8.1. ]

11. THE EULER FORM OF THE CATEGORY M
Consider the Fuler form on the category M:
(11.1) x(M, N) := dim Hom(M, N) — dim Ext!(M, N)

(where Ext!(—, —) is computed in the abelian category A,-Mod). Theorem 10.8 implies

that the Euler form is symmetric.
Corollary 11.1. The Euler form (11.1) is symmetric, i.e. for any M, N € M we have
X(M,N) = x(N, M).
We need a lemma.

Lemma 11.2. For M, N € M we have an isomorphism
H*(Hom(M,N)) = Ext*(M,N).

Assume the lemma for now. We know that Hom(M,N) = MY ® N and (M"Y ®@ N)V =
NY ® M (Lemma 4.1). So Theorem 10.8 and Lemma 11.2 imply that

X(M,N) = x(M" @ N) = x(N" @ M) = x(N, M),
which proves the corollary. So it remains to prove the lemma.

Proof. Recall the standard projective resolution of the A,-module O = A
((0—1)
(11.2) 0—=+A4;, —— A, =0 —=0.
We apply the exact functor (—) ® 4 M to the sequence (11.2) to get a resolution of M
((c—1)®id)
(11.3) 0—=+A4,OM ——— Ay M — M — 0.
It follows from part (4) of Lemma 4.1 that the object A, ® M € A,-Mod is projective, so
the complex

((c—1)®id)*
0 — Homy,(Ag ® M,N) ———— Homy, (A; ® M,N) — 0
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computes Ext®(M, N). It also follows from part (4) of Lemma 4.1 (and its proof) that it is
isomorphic to the complex

(o-1).

0— Hom(M,N) —— Hom(M,N) — 0
which computes H®*(Hom (M, N)) by Lemma 10.2. This proves the lemma. O

12. SOME ADDITIONAL RESULTS ABOUT THE CATEGORY M
The results of this section were suggested to us by Alexey Elagin.

12.1. The derived category D°(M). For M, N € M we defined the groups Ext?(M, N)
as the corresponding Ext-groups in the category A,-Mod. However, these groups coincide

with the ones computed in the category M.

Proposition 12.1. (i) The abelian category M is hereditary.
(ii) The natural functor D*(M) — DS (Aq-Mod) is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. (i) The category A,-Mod is hereditary and M is its thick abelian subcategory. Hence
M is also hereditary by [RVdB], (Lemma A.1, Prop. A.2).
(ii) This is [Br] (Th. 5.1) or [Kr] (Prop. 4.4.17). O

12.2. The quiver description of the category M. Let § C M be the collection of all
simple objects in M. Consider the following quiver @): the set of vertices is the set S. For
M, N € S the number of arrows from M to N is the dimension of the space Ext!(N, M).

Remark 12.2. The quiver @) is symmetric, i.e. the number of arrows from M to N is the
same as the number of arrows from N to M. Indeed, if M, N € S are non-isomorphic, then
Hom(M, N) = Hom(N, M) = 0, hence Ext'(M, N) = Ext'(N, M) by Corollary 11.1.

Let Mod-CQ be the category of all right modules over the path algebra of the quiver CQ.
Let modp-CQ C Mod-CQ be the full abelian subcategory of finite dimensional nilpotent
representations. This is the thick abelian subcategory generated by 1-dimensional (right)

representations of CQ).

Proposition 12.3. There is a natural equivalence of abelian categories
M — mody-CQ

which takes a simple object M € M to the 1-dimenional module supported at the corre-
sponding vertex of Q.

Proof. This is Theorem 4.12 and Corollary 4.14 in [El]. O

Proposition 12.3 has several applications.
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12.2.1. The group of auto-equivalences Aut(M). Recall that a right CQ-module P consists
of the following data: to each vertex v one assigns a vector space P, and for any two vertices
v, w one specifies a linear map P, : C*» — Homg¢(P,, P,), where dy, is the number of
arrows from v to w.

Let Auteq(Mod-CQ) be the group of auto-equivalences of the abelian category Mod-CQ
(up to an isomorphism of functors).

Fix vertices v, w. Then there is a homomorphism
apy © GLg,,, (C) — Auteq(Mod-CQ)

defined as follows: for a right CQ-module P the homomorphism P,,, as above is replaced

by the composition Py, g1, for each g € GLg4,,. And for right CQ-modules P, P’ the map
A (9) : Hom(P, P') — Hom(cwuw () (P), aww(9)(P"))

is the identity.

Clearly the auto-equivalences au,,(g) preserve the subcategory mody-CQ.

The next proposition shows that the group of auto-equivalences of the abelian category
M =~ mody-CQ is huge. This is in the contrast with the classical case: for an elliptic
curve E the group of auto-equivalences of the abelian category Cohp is generated by the

automorphisms of the variety £ and by taking the tensor product with a line bundle.

Proposition 12.4. For any vertices v # w of Q the kernel of the group homomorphism
apw © GLg,,, (C) = Auteq(mody-CQ) is contained in the center of GLg,, (C).

Proof. We may assume that d,, # 0. Consider the collection P of objects in mody-CQ
consisting of modules P such that P, = C = P, and P, = 0 for any vertex z # v,w. We

require the morphism
Py : C*» — Hom(P,, P,) = C

to be nonzero and P,, = 0.

Thus to define an object in P is the same as to give a nonzero vector in the dual vector
space (C%w)*, Two such modules are isomorphic if and only if the corresponding vectors are
proportional. Let g € GLg4,,, (C) be such that the functor au.,(g) : modp-CQ — mody-CQ
is isomorphic to the identity. Then ., (g) acts trivially on the set of isomorphism classes
of objects in P, i.e. g lies in the center of GLg4,,, (C). O

Remark 12.5. The previous proposition applies to any quiver.

Proposition 12.6. The graph Q is connected.
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Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 10.4 that the subgraph of @) supported on the line bundles
in M is connected. Let M € M be a simple object, i.e. M is a vertex in Q. If M ¢ My,
then Ext!(O, M) # 0 by part (3) of Theorem 10.7. Suppose that M € My,,. Choose a line
bundle L of nonzero degree. Then rkgL ® M # 0 (Proposition 7.5). Hence

0# hY(L ® M) =Ext' (L™, M)

by part (3) of Theorem 10.7, part (2) of Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 11.2. O
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