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We describe the dimensions of Hochschild (co)homology groups of weighted projective
curves over complex numbers. Surprisingly, all but one of those numbers depend only on
the genus of the underlying non-weighted curve and the number of exceptional points.
Our proof involves revising a classical representation-theoretic argument of Happel
together with more recent results of Lenzing and Arinkin, Căldăraru and Hablicsek. We
give concrete realizations of a large class of weighted projective lines as quotient stacks.
This paper conicides with the author’s master’s thesis submitted to the University of
Bonn in 2019.



1. Introduction

The Hochschild homology and cohomology groups for an algebra over a field (as they
were originally defined [Hoc45]) give an easily definable yet crucial invariant, that e.g.
controls the deformation theory of such an algebra. They have been generalized to
algebras over commutative rings, schemes, stacks and differential graded categories.
In this thesis, we will focus in the Hochschild (co)homology of a special family of
stacks, namely weighted projective lines. Discussing the various definitions of Hochschild
(co)homology in different contexts will constitute the first chapter of this thesis. The
main result of this thesis is the following description of the dimensions of Hochschild
(co)homology groups of weighted projective curves.

Theorem A (Cf. Theorem 5.3.6). Let X be a smooth irreducible projective curve,
x1, . . . , xm ∈ X be distinct points and e1, . . . , em ∈ Z≥2. Let X be the iterated root stack
obtained from X by attaching the weight ei to xi for i = 1, . . . ,m.

Denote by g the genus of X and define

e := e1 + · · ·+ em, a :=


3, g = 0
1, g = 1
0, g ≥ 2

, r := min{a,m}, d :=


0, g = 0
1, g = 1
3g − 3, g ≥ 2

.

The Hochschild (co)homology of X in degree i ∈ Z has dimension

dim HHi(X ) =


2 + e−m, i = 0
g, i = ±1
0, otherwise

dim HHi(X ) =


1, i = 0
g + a− r, i = 1
d+m− r, i = 2
0, otherwise.

We remark that d denotes the dimension of the coarse moduli space of curves of genus
g and a is the dimension of the automorphism group of a generic curve in it.
A weighted projective line can be understood as a geometric object similar to the

projective line P1 with a finite number of exceptional points, which come with come
with a weight > 1 each. There is a direct construction of weighted projective lines and
their module category in [GL87]. An alternative approach is the iterated root stack
construction, which can be used to iteratively attach some weight > 1 to a point of P1

or a weighted projective line. We will discuss both constructions and some properties of
weighted projective lines in the second chapter.

The category of coherent sheaves of a weighted projective line is intimely linked
(namely derived equivalent) to the representation theory of a certain finite-dimensional
algebra, a so-called canonical algebra. Since the Hochschild (co)homology groups are
derived invariants, one approach to compute the Hochschild (co)homology groups of
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weighted projective lines is to do this for the corresponding canonical algebras. This
has been done by Happel in [Hap98]. In the third chapter, we will describe Happel’s
computation of the Hochschild (co)homology groups of canonical algebras. We also
present a slightly modified version, in order to shed some light on the question why does
the number of exceptional points alone determine the Hochschild cohomology?

The Hochschild (Co)homology groups of smooth projective schemes can be described
in terms of their differential forms resp. polyvector fields, this is the famous Hochschild-
Kostant-Rosenberg decomposition [HKR62]. This has been generalized to a certain class
of stacks, namely orbifold quotients of smooth projective varieties by a finite group
action, by Arinkin, Căldăraru and Hablicsek [ACH14]. In the fourth chapter, we recall
this result and use it to calculate the Hochschild (co)homology of quotient stacks of
curves by finite group actions. There is a description due to Lenzing [Len16], which
weighted projective curves can be realized as the orbifold quotient of a projective curve
by a finite group. He gives no explicit procedure how the curve and the group may
be chosen, but plenty of examples. Both results combined with Happel’s result of the
third chapter will entail a full description of the Hochschild (co)homology of weighted
projective curves. Moreover, we discuss how to apply the result of [ACH14] to some of
Lenzing’s examples. Particularly, we study a class of weighted projective lines.

Theorem B (Cf. Corollary 5.4.21). Let x1, . . . , xm be distinct points in P1 and
a1, . . . , am ∈ Z≥2. Assume for i = 1, . . . ,m that

ai divides lcm(a1, a2, . . . , ai−1, ai+1, . . . , am).

Let X denote the weighted projective line obtained from P1 by attaching the weight ei to
the point xi for i = 1, . . . ,m. Then we can give an explicit curve C together with an
action of a finite abelian group G acting on C such that X ∼= [C/G].

We classify which weighted projective lines have positive resp. zero Euler characteristic
in Sections 5.5. Note that all cases of Euler characteristic zero can be realized as in
Theorem B.

The subsequent pages of this paper are taken with very minor changes from an
unpublished thesis written in 2019 for the sole purpose of supporting the my graduation.
To my great pleasure, I was informed six years later that its contents might be of interest
beyond this single occasion. With this new purpose of my old thesis and hopefully
grown maturity in mathematical writing, I have slightly reworked the introduction in
2025.
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2. Hochschild (co)homology groups

Hochschild (co)homology is a homological invariant, which can be associated to a number
of objects: Associative algebras, schemes, stacks, differential graded categories. . . In
this chapter, we collect and compare the various definitions.

2.1. Towards Hochschild (co)homology of algebras
For this section, let k denote a commutative ring and A a k-algebra. Throughout this
thesis, algebras and rings are understood to be unital and associative, but not necessarily
commutative. If not denoted otherwise, all modules occuring will be left modules.

Definition 2.1.1. (a) The opposite algebra of A, denoted Aop, has the same k-module
structure but swapped multiplication:

∀a, b ∈ A : a ·Aop b = b ·A a.

(b) The enveloping algebra of A is Ae := A⊗k Aop, i.e. as k-vector space, it is A⊗k A
with multiplication

∀a, b, c, d ∈ A : (a⊗ b)(c⊗ d) = (ac)⊗ (db).

Remark 2.1.2. • An Ae-module is the same as an A-bimodule. For us, the most
important example is A itself, via (a⊗ b)x = axb. The structure of this module is
closely related to the structure of the algebra; e.g., submodules of A (as bimodule)
correspond to two-sided ideals in A and direct summands of A as bimodule are
direct factors of A as algebra.

• Hochschild (co)homology is a homological property of the Ae-module A. It is, e.g.,
important for studying deformations of A (see [GS88]).

Definition 2.1.3. Let M be an A-bimodule and n ≥ 0.

(a) The n-th Hochschild cohomology group of A with coefficients in M is

HHn(A,M) := ExtnAe(A,M).

If A = M , we speak of the n-th Hochschild cohomology group of A, HHn(A) =
HHn(A,A).

(b) The n-th Hochschild homology group of A with coefficients in M is

HHn(A,M) := TorAe
n (A,M).

If A = M , we speak of the n-th Hochschild homology group of A, HHn(A) =
HHn(A,A).

Remark 2.1.4. • Hochschild (co)homology is a derived invariant of A, although it
might not appear so from the definition given here.
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2.1. TOWARDS HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF ALGEBRAS

• Hochschild (co)homology groups are (at least in the cases interesting to us) not just
a sequence of k-modules, they come with various algebraic structures (e.g. HH•(A)
is a graded-commutative k-algebra). The structures won’t play an important role
for us, so we won’t explain them.

• There is a ‘canonical’ resolution of A as Ae-module, which is important when work-
ing abstractly with Hochschild (co)homology (it is less important for computations
due to its enormous size):

Lemma 2.1.5 (Bar complex). (a) There exists a complex of Ae-modules B• defined as
follows:

Bn = 0 if n < −1
Bn = A⊗(n+2) if n ≥ −1

Bn
dn−→ Bn−1 : a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an+1 7→

n∑
i=0

(−1)ia0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ai−1 ⊗ aiai+1 ⊗ ai+2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an+1.

(b) B• is, as complex of A-modules, contractible with contraction

Bn−1
sn−→ Bn : a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an 7→ 1⊗ a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an.

(c) If B• denotes the truncation
(
B•
)

≥0
, B• together with d0 : B• → A is a resolution

of A as Ae-module. B• is a free/projective/flat resolution of A if A is free/project-
ive/flat as k-module.

Proof. A simple inductive proof checks (a) and (b) together; then (c) follows easily (use
that Bn = Ae ⊗k A⊗n).

Remark 2.1.6. When computing HH•(A), we thus have to take the cohomology of
the complex HomAe(B•, A), where HomAe(Bn, A) ∼= Homk(A⊗n, A) and the differential
becomes

Homk(A⊗n, A) ∂n

−→ Homk(A⊗(n+1), A), f 7→ ∂n(f)
∂n(f)(a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an+1) = a0f(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an+1)

+
n∑
i=1

(−1)if(a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ aiai+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an+1)

+ (−1)n+1f(a0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an)an+1.

In case A = k, the Hochschild cohomology is the cohomology of the cochain complex

0→ k
0−→ k

1−→ k
0−→ k

1−→ k → · · · ,

so HH0(k) = k and HHn(k) = 0 for n ̸= 0.
Moreover, HH0(A) = ker(Homk(k,A) ∂0

−→ Homk(A,A)) consists of all f : k → A such
that af(1) − f(1)a = 0 for all a ∈ A, i.e. HH0(A) = Homk(k, Z(A)) ∼= Z(A) is the
center of A.

We will come back to more efficient calculations of Hochschild cohomology of algebras
in the third chapter.
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2.2. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF DIFFERENTIAL GRADED
CATEGORIES

2.2. Hochschild (co)homology of differential graded categories
Hochschild (co)homology was historically first defined for algebras. It is possible to
extend the definition to a much broader class of objects, namely differential graded
categories. We explain the theory of Hochschild (co)homology of differential graded
categories, mostly following [Kel03].
Throughout this section, let k be a commutative ring. Recall the definition of a

differential graded category:

Definition 2.2.1. • A k-linear category is a category C such that, for any two
objects X,Y ∈ C, HomC(X,Y ) is a k-module and the composition maps

HomC(X,Y )×HomC(Y,Z)→ HomC(X,Z)

are k-bilinear.

• If C is a k-linear category and moreover for each X,Y ∈ C, HomC(X,Y ) is a
cochain complex over k such that the composition maps

HomC(X,Y )⊗HomC(Y,Z)→ HomC(X,Z)

are morphisms of cochain complexes (for the usual tensor product of cochain
complexes) and such that idX ∈ Z0(HomC(X,X)) for all objects X ∈ C, we say C
is a differential graded category.

Example 2.2.2. The following are examples of dg categories:

• If A is a k-algebra (i.e. a k-linear category with one object), it defines a dg category
with one object by setting the differential to be zero. A dg category with one
object is called dg algebra.

• Recall that for a k-linear category C, we may define the dg category of cochain
complexes Chdg(C), whose objects are cochain complexes in C. For cochain
complexes C•, D• over C, we set HomC(C•, D•) to be the cochain complex where
HomC(C•, D•)n consists of all families f• of morphisms (fm : Cm → Dn+m)m∈Z.
The differential of HomC(C•, D•) sends f• ∈ HomC(C•, D•)n to

dD ◦ f + (−1)n+1f ◦ dC .

The last example is important for defining the module category of a dg category:

Definition 2.2.3. For a dg category C, we define its module category dgModC to be the
category of dg functors Fundg(C,Chdg(k)op). It is a dg category where the morphisms
of degree n are those natural transformations which are pointwise of degree n, and sums
and differentials are computed pointwise.

Example 2.2.4. (a) If A is a k-algebra, interpreted as dg category with one object ∗
and Hom(∗, ∗) = A, concentrated in degree zero, a functor F : A → Chdg(k)op

consists of a choice of object C• := F∗ in Chdg(k) and a k-algebra homomorphism
A → Z0(EndChdg(C•)). i.e. to each a ∈ A and n ∈ Z, we associate a k-linear
endomorphism F (a) : Cn → Cn that is compatible with the differentials of C•. This
precisely describes C• as a chain complex of A-modules. We see that dgModA ∼=
Chdg(A-Mod) as dg categories.
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2.2. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF DIFFERENTIAL GRADED
CATEGORIES

(b) If c ∈ C is an object, the functor

C(−, c) : C → Chdg(k)op

is a dg module over C. The induced functor C → dgModC is called the Yoneda
embedding. The dg modules in its image are called the representable dg modules.

In order to define the Hochschild homology and cohomology of a dg category, we
introduce its derived category:

Definition 2.2.5. Let C be a dg category.

• The underlying category Z0(C) is the category with the same objects as C, where
for X,Y ∈ Ob(C),

HomZ0(C)(X,Y ) = Z0 (HomC(X,Y )) .

Composition is defined by restricting the composition of C. Z0(C) is k-linear. One
similarly defines H0(C).

• Consider the category Z0(dgModC). A morphism f ∈ HomZ0(dgModC)(M,N) is
called quasi-isomorphism if, for all x ∈ C, the induced morphism

M(x) f(x)−−→ N(x)

is a quasi-isomorphism in Chdg(k). The derived category of C, denoted D(C), is
the localization of Z0(dgModC) at the quasi-isomorphisms.

Example 2.2.6. By Example 2.2.2, Z0(Chdg(k)) ∼= Ch(k).
Let A be a k-algebra, interpreted as dg category. Since dgModA ∼= Chdg(A-Mod), we

see Z0(dgModA) ∼= Z0(Chdg(A-Mod)) ∼= Ch(A-Mod) and hence the derived category of
A as dg category and the derived category of A as algebra coincide.
Remark 2.2.7. The derived category of a dg category is triangulated (shifts and cones
of modules are defined by taking shifts and cones in Ch(k)). Similarly, the homotopy
category H0(dgModC) is triangulated.
Remark 2.2.8. For a k-algebra A,

HH•(A) ∼= Ext•
Ae(A,A) ∼= HomD(Ae)(A,A[•]) ∼= H•(RHomAe(A,A)).

HH•(A) ∼= TorAe
• (A,A) ∼= H•(A⊗L

Ae A).

We want to generalise the latter expressions to dg categories in order to define their
Hochschild (co)homology.

Definition 2.2.9. Let C and D be dg categories over k.

• We define the dg category Cop by HomCop(X,Y ) := HomC(Y,X) as cochain
complexes over k, composition defined as in C.

• We define the dg category C ⊗ D := C ⊗k D by Ob(C ⊗ D) = Ob(C) × Ob(D)
and for X,X ′ ∈ Ob(C), Y, Y ′ ∈ Ob(D), we define HomC⊗D((X,Y ), (X ′, Y ′)) to
be the cochain complex tensor product HomC(X,X ′)⊗k HomD(Y, Y ′). Composi-
tion of morphisms and identity morphisms are calculated for each tensor factor
individually.
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2.2. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF DIFFERENTIAL GRADED
CATEGORIES

• A C-D dg bimodule is, by definition, a dg module over C ⊗k Dop.

Remark 2.2.10. Given a C-D dg bimodule M and a D-E dg bimodule N , we can define
the tensor productM⊗N similar to the construction for algebras, cf. [Kel94, section 6.1].
The tensor product and the Hom-functor can be derived as for algebras, yielding

-⊗L - : D(C ⊗ Dop)×D(D ⊗ Eop)→ D(C ⊗ Eop).
RHom : D(C ⊗ Eop)op ×D(D ⊗ Eop)→ D(Cop ⊗D).

Definition 2.2.11 (Hochschild (co)homology of dg categories). Let C be a dg category
over the commutative ring k.

• The diagonal bimodule is the C-C-bimodule, denoted (by abuse of notation) by C,
is defined by

C : C ⊗ Cop → Chdg(k)op, (c, d) 7→ C(c, d) = HomC(c, d).

• The Hochschild cohomology of C in degree n ≥ 0, HHn(C) ∈ k-Mod, is defined to
be the n-th cohomology group of

RHomC⊗Cop(C, C) ∈ D(k).

• The Hochschild homology of C in degree n ≥ 0, HHn(C) ∈ k-Mod, is defined to be
the n-th homology group of

C ⊗L
C⊗Cop C ∈ D(k).

Example 2.2.12. If A is a k-algebra, we can interpret it as dg category over k and get
the same notion of Hochschild (co)homology.
Remark 2.2.13. Hochschild (co)homology of differential graded categories is a derived
invariant: Suppose C and D are dg categories and M is a C-D-bimodule such that
M⊗L− : D(D)→ D(C) is an equivalence of categories. ThenM induces an isomorphism
of Hochschild (co)homology groups of C and D (follows from [Kel03]).
Such equivalences e.g. arise from tilting objects:

Definition 2.2.14. Let T be a k-linear triangulated category allowing arbitrary direct
sums.

(a) An object X ∈ T is called compact if the functor

T (X,−) : T → T

commutes with arbitrary direct sums.

(b) A class of objects C ⊆ Ob(T ) is called generating if the smallest full triangu-
lated subcategory of T closed under arbitrary direct sums, direct summands and
isomorphisms containing C is equal to T .

(c) An objectX ∈ T is called tilting ifX is compact, {X} is generating and T (X,X[n]) =
0 for all n ∈ Z \ {0}.

Tilting objects give derived equivalences:

10



2.3. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF ABELIAN CATEGORIES

Proposition 2.2.15. Let C be a dg category over the field k and let X be a dg module
over C:

(a) Suppose that X is compact in D(C) and that {X} is generating in D(C). Let A be
the dg algebra RHom(X,X).

There exists a A-C-bimodule M such that D(C) M⊗L−−−−−→ D(A) is an equivalence of
categories.

(b) Suppose that X is tilting in D(C) and let A := EndD(C)(X). There exists an
A- C-bimodule M such that D(C) M⊗L−−−−−→ D(A) is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. (a) follows from [Kel94, Example 6.6]. Using (a), (b) follows since RHom(X,X)
is concentrated in degree 0, where it is EndD(C)(X).

Compact objects can moreover be described as follows:

Proposition 2.2.16. Let C be a dg category. The full subcategory of compact objects
in D(C) equals the smallest full triangulated subcategory of D(C) closed under direct
summands and isomorphisms which contains all representable dg modules over C.

Proof. This follows from [Kel94, Section 5.3].

We will apply these results when dealing with dg enhancements.

2.3. Hochschild (co)homology of abelian categories
Throughout this section, let k be a commutative ring an A be an abelian k-linear
category. We would like to define the notion of Hochschild (co)homology of A. We do
this by replacing A by a suitable dg category.

Definition 2.3.1. (a) A dg category C over k is called pretriangulated if the image of
H0(C) in H0(dgModC) (under the Yoneda embedding) is a triangulated subcategory.

(b) A dg enhancement of Db(A) consists of a pretriangulated dg category C together
with an equivalence of triangulated categories Db(A) ∼= H0(C).

(c) A cochain complex I• over A is called homotopy injective if HomK(A)(C•, I•) = 0
for every acyclic complex C• over A.

Proposition 2.3.2. Suppose that A is Grothendieck abelian. Ley C ⊆ Chdg(A) denote
the full subcategory consisting of those homotopy injective complexes which have bounded
cohomology. Then C gives rise to a dg enhancement of H0(C) ∼= Db(A).

Proof. This follows from the existence of homotopy injective resolutions, cf. [Stacks,
079P] using a proof similar to [Zim14, Proposition 3.5.43].

We use this dg enhancement to define Hochschild (co)homology of the abelian category
A.

Definition 2.3.3. Let n ∈ Z and C be the dg category from Proposition 2.3.2. Suppose
that A is Grothendieck abelian. We define the n-th Hochschild (co)homology group of
A to be the n-th Hochschild (co)homology group of C.

This definition satisfies the following derived invariance property:

11
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2.3. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF ABELIAN CATEGORIES

Proposition 2.3.4. Suppose that k is a field and A Grothendieck abelian. Let T ∈ Db(A)
be an object such that

• Db(A) is the smallest full triangulated subcategory of Db(A) closed under direct
summands and isomorphisms that contains T .

• HomDb(A)(T, T [n]) = 0 for n ∈ Z \ {0}.

Db(A) and Db(A) are equivalent as triangulated categories. The Hochschild (co)homology
of the abelian category A is isomorphic to the Hochschild (co)homology of the algebra
EndDb(A)(T ).

Proof. Observe that the image of T in D(C) is tilting with endomorphism algebra
EndDb(A)(T ), apply Proposition 2.2.15 and Remark 2.2.13.

Example 2.3.5. If A is a k-algebra (k again a field) and A = A-Mod, A is a tilting
object in A, so that A-Mod and Aop have the same Hochschild (co)homology. It is
simple to see (from the definition) that the Hochschild (co)homology groups of A and
Aop are isomorphic. Hence the Hochschild (co)homology groups of A and A-Mod are
isomorphic.
Example 2.3.6. Let k be a field and consider the path algebras for the quiver

Q : 1→ 2→ 3.

Let, for v ∈ Q0 = {1, 2, 3}, P (v) := kQ · v denote the projective module for the vertex v,
and S(v) = P (v)/ radP (v) the simple module. The projective modules have composition
series given as follows:

P (1) P (2) P (3)

0 P (1) P (2)

0 P (1)

0

S(1) S(2) S(3)

S(1) S(2)

S(1)

Let T := S(2)⊕ P (2)⊕ P (3).

• We claim that Ext1
kQ(T, T ) = 0: We only have to show that Ext1

kQ(S(2),M) = 0
for M ∈ {S(2), P (2), P (3)}. Note that a projective resolution of S(2) is given by

0→ P (1)→ P (2)→ S(2)→ 0.

Hence for any kQ-module M ,

Ext1
kQ(S(2),M) ∼= coker (HomkQ(P (2),M)→ HomkQ(P (1),M)) .

Now for each M ∈ {S(2), P (2), P (3)}, one quickly checks that every morphism
P (1)→M factors over P (1)→ P (2), showing that Ext1

kQ(S(2),M) = 0.

12



2.4. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF SCHEMES

• We claim that the image of T in Db(kQ) is tilting: By the previous point, we have
HomDb(kQ)(T, T [n]) = ExtnA(T, T ) = 0 for 0 ̸= n ∈ Z. Moreover, the projective
modules P (1), P (2) and P (3) are direct summands of A, hence all of them are
compact (using Proposition 2.2.16). As the short exact sequence

0→ P (1)→ P (2)→ S(2)→ 0

gives rise to a distinguished triangle in Db(kQ), also S(2) is compact. We conclude
that T is compact.
We still have to show that T generates Db(kQ). Let C ⊆ Db(kQ) be the smallest
full triangulated subcategory that contains T and is closed under isomorphisms
and direct summands. It suffices to show that A ∈ C. Certainly S(2), P (2) and
P (3) are in C. By the distinguished triangle P (1) → P (2) → S(2) → P (1)[1]
considered earlier, also P (1) ∈ C. Thus kQ = P (1)⊕ P (2)⊕ P (3) is in C.

• We are interested in the endomorphism ring of T (in kQ-mod or Db(kQ), they
are the same): We calculate

HomkQ(S(2), S(2)) = k id HomkQ(S(2), P (2)) = 0 HomkQ(S(2), P (3)) = 0

dim HomkQ(P (2), S(2)) = 1 HomkQ(P (2), P (2)) = k id dim HomkQ(P (2), P (3)) = 1

HomkQ(P (3), S(2)) = 0 HomkQ(P (3), P (2)) = 0 HomkQ(P (3), P (3)) = k id

From this description, it is easy to see that the endomorphism algebra of T is
isomorphic to the path algebra over the quiver

• ← • → •.

We see that kQ is derived equivalent to the path algebra k(• → • ← •), but
rather obviously not isomorphic and thus not Morita equivalent (as both are
basic algebras). Moreover, we conclude that the Hochschild (co)homology of these
algebras will coincide, although we do not yet have the tools to compute them for
any of the two algebras.

2.4. Hochschild (co)homology of schemes
Let k be a commutative ring. An affine k-scheme is the same as a commutative k-algebra,
hence comes with a notion of Hochschild (co)homology groups. We can expand this
definition to arbitrary k-schemes X, where we assume for simplicity that k is a field
and X noetherian.

Definition 2.4.1. Let X be a noetherian k-scheme. Let cohX denote the category of
coherent sheaves on X. We define the Hochschild cohomology and Hochschild homology
groups of X to be the Hochschild (co)homology groups of this abelian category.

Remark 2.4.2. This definition has the advantage that it allows us to use the results on
Hochschild (co)homology of abelian categories from the previous section. However, it
may seem unnatural to define the Hochschild (co)homology of a scheme X by referring
to the entire category cohX, just like we defined the Hochschild (co)homology of an
algebra without referring to referring to the entire module category.

13



2.4. HOCHSCHILD (CO)HOMOLOGY OF SCHEMES

There are other ways of defining Hochschild (co)homology of schemes, which do not
refer to such huge objects. e.g. [Kuz09] uses

HH•(X) = Ext•
X×X(∆∗OX ,∆∗OX),

HH•(X) = Ext•
X×X(∆∗OX ,∆∗ωX [dimX]),

where ∆ : X → X ×X is the embedding of the diagonal. This has its advantages (e.g.
it is easier to prove finiteness results from this definition than from the one used here).
We chose to define the Hochschild (co)homology using the detour of dg categories

and abelian categories in order to show how tilting invariance is achieved.
Example 2.4.3. If X = Spec k for a field k, cohX ∼= k-mod, so the object k is tilting
in Db(cohX) =: Db(X). We conclude HHn(X) ∼= HHn(k) and HHn(X) ∼= HHn(k) are
isomorphic to k for n = 0 and 0 for n ̸= 0.

Definition 2.4.4 (Exceptional sequence, [Huy06, Definition 1.57]). Let D be a k-linear
triangulated category.

(a) An object E ∈ D is called exceptional if

HomD(E,E[ℓ]) ∼=
{
k, ℓ = 0
0, ℓ ̸= 0

for all ℓ ∈ Z.

(b) A sequence E1, . . . , En of objects in D is called exceptional if each Ei is exceptional
and HomD(Ei, Ej [ℓ]) = 0 if i < j and ℓ ∈ Z.

(c) An exceptional sequence E1, . . . , En is called full if the smallest full triangulated
subcategory of D closed under direct summands and isomorphisms containing
E1, . . . , En is D.

Proposition 2.4.5. Let E1, . . . , En be a full exceptional sequence in Db(X). Then X
is derived equivalent to the algebra

EndDb(X)(E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ En) ∼=


k 0 . . . 0

HomDb(X)(E2, E1) k
. . . ...

... . . . . . . 0
HomDb(X)(En, E1) . . . HomDb(X)(En, En−1) k

 .

The Hochschild (co)homology groups of X and this algebra are isomorphic.

Proof. Observe that E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ En satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.3.4. For the
last isomorphism, use that EndDb(X)

∼=
(
HomDb(X)(Ei, Ej)

)n
i,j=1

and simplify using the
definition of an exceptional sequence.

Example 2.4.6. Let k be algebraically closed and X = Pn. Beilinson proved in [Bei78]
that

OPn ,OPn(1), . . . ,OPn(n)

is a full exceptional sequence in Db(Pn).

14
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Since the homomorphisms OPn(r)→ OPn(s) are in one-to-one correspondence with
homogeneous polynomials in k[X0, . . . , Xn] of degree s− r, one easily calculates that
the algebra A of Proposition 2.4.5 is isomorphic to the bound quiver algebra defined by

0 1 2 . . . n− 1 n

X0

X1
...

Xn−1

Xn

X0

X1
...

Xn−1

Xn

X0

X1
...

Xn−1

Xn

X0

X1
...

Xn−1

Xn

X0

X1
...

Xn−1

Xn

(so it has (n+ 1) vertices and n(n+ 1) arrows), modulo the relations that(
a

Xi−→ (a+ 1) Xj−−→ (a+ 2)
)

=
(
a

Xj−−→ (a+ 1) Xi−→ (a+ 2)
)

for all vertices a ∈ {0, . . . , n− 2} and i, j ∈ {0, . . . , n}.
Hence Db(X) ∼= Db(Aop) ∼= Db(A).
For n = 1, we see that the category of coherent sheaves on P1 is derived equivalent to

the Kronecker algebra A = k
(
• •

)
.

To finish this chapter, we present one of the gems of the theory of Hochschild
(co)homology for schemes: The Hochschild-Kostant-Rosenberg decomposition.

Theorem 2.4.7 (Hochschild-Kostant-Rosenberg, [HKR62]). Let k be an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero, and X a smooth projective k-scheme. Denote by TX

the tangent bundle of X and by Ωq the q-th exterior power of the cotangent bundle.
Then

HHi(X) ∼=
⊕
p+q=i

Hp(X,
q∧

TX)

HHi(X) ∼=
⊕
q−p=i

Hp(X,Ωq
X).

We give two applications of this theorem:

Corollary 2.4.8. If k,X are as above and dimX = n, we have

• HHi(X) = 0 if i /∈ [0, 2n].

• HHi(X) = HH−i(X), and if i /∈ [−n, n], this is moreover 0.

Proof. Recall that Ωq = 0 = ∧q TX for q /∈ [0, n], and Hp(X,F) = 0 for p /∈ [0, n] and
F quasi-coherent, this yields the vanishing assertions.
Let X = ⋃m

i=1Xi be the decomposition of X into irreducible components (since X
is smooth, these are also the connected components). Let ni := dimXi. By Serre
duality, Hp(Xi,Ωq

Xi
) = Hni−p(Xi,Ωni−q

Xi
) (using the perfect pairing Ωni−q

Xi
⊗ Ωq

Xi
→

ωXi , (u⊗ v) 7→ u ∧ v). Thus

HH•(X) ∼=
⊕
q−p=•

m⊕
i=1

Hp(Xi,Ωq
Xi

) ∼=
m⊕
i=1

⊕
q−p=•

Hni−p(Xi,Ωni−q
Xi

)

∼=
m⊕
i=1

⊕
p′−q′=•

Hp′(Xi,Ωq′

Xi
) ∼= HH−•(X).

This finishes the proof.
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Example 2.4.9. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and X = P1.
We would like to descibe HH•(X) and HH•(X). Recall that if p ≠ 0, 1, Hp(X,F) = 0
for any quasi-coherent sheaf F . Thus

HH0(X) = H0(X,OX) ∼= k ⊕ 0 = k

HH1(X) ∼= H1(X,OX)⊕H0(X,TX) ∼= 0⊕ k3 ∼= k3

HH2(X) ∼= H1(X,TX) = 0.
HH−1(X) ∼= HH1(X) ∼= H0(X,Ω1

X) ∼= 0
HH0(X) ∼= H0(X,OX)⊕H1(X,Ω1

X) ∼= k ⊕ k3 ∼= k4.
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3. Weighted projective lines

Throughout this chapter, we work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic
zero, which we usually will omit from our notation.
In this chapter, we introduce weighted projective lines. A weighted projective line

roughly looks like the projective line P1 where each point gets attached a weight, i.e. an
integer ≥ 1, such all but finitely many points have weight 1.

x1 x2
x3

x4

We fix finitely many distinct closed points x1, . . . , xn ∈ P1, and attach to each xi a
weight ai ∈ Z≥1.

The points of weight > 1 are called exceptional, whereas the points of weight 1 are
called ordinary. We denote this weighted projective line by P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩.
This is not a scheme (unless n = 0), but an algebraic stack. There are several ways of
approaching this stack, of which we will present two.

Since the weighted projective line X = P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩ is a (sufficiently well-
behaved) algebraic stack, it comes with a category of coherent sheaves of modules, cohX.
This is an abelian category, so we define the Hochschild cohomology and Hochschild
homology of X to be the Hochschild (co)homology of the abelian category cohX.
There are several occasions in mathematics where weighted projective lines appear

naturally (for a nice collection, see [Len16]). We only mention the following one:

Theorem 3.0.1 ([Hap01]). Let H be an abelian k-linear category such that

• H is hereditary, i.e. Ext2(−,−), defined as Yoneda-Ext, vanishes.

• Hom(X,Y ) and Ext1(X,Y ) are finite-dimensional for all objects X,Y of H.

• H is connected, i.e. it is not possible to decompose H = H1 ⊕H2 for non-zero
abelian categories H1,H2.

• H contains a tilting object, i.e. some T ∈ H with Ext1(T, T ) = 0 and for all
X ∈ H, Hom(T,X) = 0 = Ext1(T,X) implies X = 0.

Then H is derived equivalent to H-mod for some hereditary algebra H or to the category
of coherent sheaves cohX for some weighted projective line X.

3.1. The approach of Geigle and Lenzing
Weighted projective lines were first defined in [GL87]. Their description does not use
the terminology of algebraic stacks and many steps appear to be rather ad-hoc, but this
is sufficient for our purposes. In this section, we summarize the (for our purposes) most
important steps of [GL87], omitting most of the proofs.
Fix distinct points x1, . . . , xn ∈ P1 and integers a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥1. Put a :=

(a1, . . . , an) and x := (x1, . . . , xn).
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3.1. THE APPROACH OF GEIGLE AND LENZING

In order to define the weighted projective line with weight ai at the point xi, we may
freely add or remove points with weight 1 to or from our list. We therefore assume
n ≥ 2. Moreover, in case n > 2, we remove points of weight 1. In other words, we may
assume the following convention:
Convention 3.1.1. We assume that one of the following holds:

• n = 2

• n > 2 and ai > 1 for i = 1, . . . , n

Since PGL2 acts triply transitive on P1, we may moreover choose coordinates on P1

such that x1 =∞, x2 = 0 and, in case n ≥ 3, x3 = 1.

Definition 3.1.2. The weighted projective line X can be described as follows:

(i) The group L(a) is defined as the free abelian group in generators ℓ1, . . . , ℓn modulo
the relations

a1ℓ1 = a2ℓ2 = · · · = anℓn.

The subset of elements of the form
n∑
i=1

λiℓi with all λi ≥ 0 is denoted L+(a). We

turn L(a) into an ordered group by saying ℓ ≥ 0 iff ℓ ∈ L+(a) for all ℓ ∈ L(a).

(ii) We denote by

S(a) = k[X1, . . . , Xn]

the L(a)-graded algebra with degXi = ℓi. The quotient

S(a,x) := S(a)/I(a,x), I(a,x) = (Xai
i −X

a2
2 + xiX

a1
1 for i = 3, . . . , n)

is also L(a)-graded.

(iii) Denote

G(a) := {(t1, . . . , tn) ∈ (k×)n | ta1
1 = · · · = tan

n }.
F (a,x) := {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ An \ {0} | zai

i = za2
2 − xiz

a1
1 for i = 3, . . . , n}.

G(a) acts on F (a,x) by (t1, . . . , tn).(z1, . . . , zn) := (t1z1, . . . , tnzn). Denote the
(set-theoretic) quotient F (a,x)/G(a) by X.

(iv) For an L(a)-homogeneous element f ∈ S(a), denote by

V (f) := {[x] ∈ X | f(x) = 0}

the vanishing set of f . As each element of I(a,x) vanishes on X, we have the same
definition of f ∈ S(a,x). We equip X with a topology where the closed subsets
are those of the form V (f) for some L(a)-homogeneous element f ∈ S(a,x).

(v) For an L(a)-homogeneous element f ∈ S(a,x), denote by S(a,x)f the localization,
which is again L(a)-graded. Denote by OX the sheaf on X attached to the presheaf

(X \ V (f)) 7→ S(a,x)f

of L(a)-graded k-algebras.
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(vi) Without changing the situation much, we may as well add a generic point ξ to
the topological space X. The stalk of OX is the localization of S(a,x) at all L(a)-
homogeneous nonzerodivisors of S(a,x). The resulting space is called weighted
projective line with weights a at the points x.

(vii) Denote by ModL(a)
X the category of L(a)-graded sheaves of OX -modules on X.

Each ℓ ∈ L(a) induces a shift on ModL(a)
X , where for M ∈ ModL(a)

X , the shifted
module M(ℓ) is given by M(ℓ)µ = Mℓ+µ for all µ ∈ L(a).

(viii) A sheaf of modules M ∈ ModL(a)
X if called quasi-coherent if X can be covered by

open subsets U such that there exist families (li)i∈I , (lj)j∈J of elements in L(p)
and an exact sequence⊕

i∈I
OX(li)|U →

⊕
j∈J
OX(lj)|U →M |U → 0

of sheaves of modules on U . M is called coherent if X can be covered by such
open subsets U such that a presentation as above exists with I and J being finite
sets. We denote by cohX the category of coherent sheaves on X.

It turns out that cohX satisfies all assumptions of Theorem 3.0.1. In particular
cohX is an abelian hereditary category. It satisfies a version of Serre duality [GL87,
Prop. 2.2]. However, most crucial for us is the existence of a tilting object.

Proposition 3.1.3 ([GL87, Proposition 4.1]). Denote c := a1ℓ1 = · · · = anℓn ∈ L(a).
Then1

{OX(ℓ) : 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ c}

is an exceptional collection of Db(cohX). In particular,

T :=
⊕

0≤ℓ≤c
OX(ℓ)

is a tilting object in Db(cohX).

Put A := EndcohX(T ). By Proposition 2.3.4, the Hochschild (co)homology of the
weighted projective line X is the Hochschild (co)homology of the finite-dimensional
algebra A. Moreover, we can describe A explicitly:

Proposition 3.1.4. A is isomorphic to the bound quiver algebra kQ/I, where the quiver
Q and the ideal I are defined as follows:
Q has as set of vertices

Q0 = {mℓi : 0 ≤ m ≤ ai, i = 1, . . . , n}

(recall 0ℓi = 0ℓj and aiℓi = ajℓj for all i, j).
For vertices v, w ∈ Q0, there is

• An arrow from v to w labelled Xi in case w = v + ℓi (for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

1In Definition 2.4.4, we required the elements of the exceptional collection to be totally ordered.
In this situation, ≤ defines only a partial order. The proposition holds for any total order on
{OX(ℓ) : 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ c} refining ≤.
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3.1. THE APPROACH OF GEIGLE AND LENZING

• No arrow from v to w otherwise.

Q can be depicted as follows:

ℓ1 2ℓ1 3ℓ1 (a1 − 1)ℓ1

ℓ2 2ℓ2 3ℓ2 (a2 − 1)ℓ2

0
...

...
...

... c

ℓn−1 2ℓn−1 3ℓn−1 (an−1 − 1)ℓn−1

ℓn 2ℓn 3ℓn (an − 1)ℓn

X1 X1 . . .

X1
X2 X2 . . .

X2

X1

X2

Xn−1

Xn

Xn−1 Xn−1 . . .

Xn−1

Xn Xn . . .

Xn

It is for pictorial reasons called hammock quiver.
In case n ≤ 2, the ideal I ⊆ kQ is defined to be zero, so A ∼= kQ. Otherwise, we

denote by Xai
i the path in Q obtained by composing all the ai arrows with label Xi (this

is a path starting at 0 and ending in c). Then I is generated by the elements

Xai
i −X

a2
2 + xiX

a1
1

for i = 3, . . . , n.

Definition 3.1.5. The canonical algebra associated to the points x and the weights a
is by definition kQ/I, where Q and I are defined as in Proposition 3.1.4.

Corollary 3.1.6. The weighted projective line and the canonical algebra associated
to the points x and weights a have isomorphic Hochschild homology and cohomology
groups.

Example 3.1.7. Consider the case n = 2 and a1 = a2 = 1. We would expect to get the
usual P1 back.
Indeed, L(a) = Zℓ1 = Zℓ2 is isomorphic to Z, so that S(a) ∼= k[X,Y ] with the

normal monomial grading. Our construction above yields exactly P1 and Qcoh(P1) resp.
coh(P1). The hammock quiver is given by

• •

and there are no relations for the canonical algebra. We recognize this from Example
2.4.6.

If we have precisely one exceptional point, i.e. X = P1⟨∞; a1⟩, the corresponding
canonical algebra has the quiver

• • •

• •

X1 . . .
X1X1

X2

and no relations.
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As a final example, if X = P1⟨∞, 0, 1; 2, 2, 3⟩, its canonical algebra is defined by the
quiver

•

• • •

• •

X1X1

X2

X3

X2

X3

X3

modulo the relation

X3
3 −X2

2 +X2
1 .

While the approach of Geigle and Lenzing allows to easily write down what a weighted
projective line ‘is’, its nature is rather ad-hoc and allows little geometric intuition. In
the following section, we sketch how one can construct weighted projective lines using
the language of stacks.

3.2. Weighted projective lines as iterated root stacks
The idea of root stacks is that given a stack X (e.g. a scheme) and an effective Cartier
divisor D ⊆ X , we want to add an automorphism group cyclic of order r ≥ 1 to D and
not change X outside of D.

XD
7→

r
√
D/XZ/rZ

If X is one-dimensional, this means that we may attach the weight r ≥ 1 to some
point D ∈ X and leave the other points of X the same. Starting with X = P1, one can
get any weighted projective line by iterating this construction.
It is beyond the scope of this thesis to give a detailled account to the notion of

algebraic stacks; we refer the reader to [Ols16] for a good introduction.
Root stacks and iterated root stacks were introduced in [Cad07]. We won’t repeat

his definition and the necessary prerequisites here for space reasons. Instead, we will
illustrate some properties of this construction. Namely, a root stack comes with an
interesting semi-orthogonal decomposition.

Definition 3.2.1 ([Huy06, Def. 1.42 and 1.57]). Let D be a triangulated category.

(a) A full triangulated subcategory D′ ⊆ D is called admissible if the inclusion functor
D′ ↪→ D has a right adjoint.

(b) A sequence D1, . . . ,Dn of admissible subcategories of D is called semi-orthogonal if
for all i < j and X ∈ Di, Y ∈ Dj , we have HomD(Y,X) = 0.

(c) A semi-orthogonal sequence D1, . . . ,Dn is called semi-orthogonal decomposition of
D if the smallest full triangulated subcategory of D containing all Di is D.
In this case we write

D ∼= ⟨D1, . . . ,Dn⟩.
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Remark 3.2.2. Full exceptional sequences (cf. Definition 2.4.4) give semi-orthogonal
decompositions by [Huy06, Example 1.60].

Proposition 3.2.3 ([BLS16, Theorem 4.7]). Let X be a stack, D ⊆ X an effective
Cartier divisor, r ≥ 1 an integer and X̃ be the root stack.

The derived category Db(X̃) allows a semi-orthogonal decomposition of the form

Db(X̃) =
〈
Db(X),Db(D), . . . ,Db(D)︸ ︷︷ ︸

r−1 times

〉
.

(i.e. a semi-orthogonal decomposition into subcategories equivalent to Db(X) resp.
Db(D)).

Example 3.2.4. Consider the case X = P1. P1 is derived equivalent to the Kronecker
algebra k

(
• •

)
. If E is the Cartier divisor associated to a closed point x ∈ P1,

the resulting root stack (a weighted projective line where x has weight r and all other
points have weight 1) is derived equivalent to the path algebra over the quiver

• • • . . . • •.x1 xr−1

We identify the left end as Db(P1) and the r − 1 following points each as Db(E).

Proposition 3.2.5. Let X be the weighted projective line assocated to the points
x1, . . . , xn ∈ P1 and the weights a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥1. Then X is derived equivalent to the
algebra A = kQ/I defined as follows: The quiver Q is given by

• • . . . • •

• • . . . • •

Q : • •
...

...
...

...

• • . . . • •

• • . . . • •.

x1,2 x1,a1−1

x2,2 x2,a2−1

a

b

x1,1

x2,1

xn−1,1

xn−1

xn−1,2 xn−1,an−1−1

xn,2 xn,an−1

The ideal I is generated by

ax1,1, bx2,1, (xia− b)xi,1 for i = 3, . . . , n.

Proof. This can be shown as in Example 3.2.4 by iterating the root stack construction,
or a tiltling approach similar to Proposition 3.1.3. The latter is explained e.g. in [PS16,
Example 3.2].

For pictorial reasons, the algebra A in Proposition 3.2.5 is called squid algebra.
The leftmost ‘head’ of the squid • •

a

b
comes from Db(P1), and the other vertices

correspond to the exceptional points.
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4. Happel’s method

By Corollary 3.1.6, the Hochschild (co)homology of a weighted projective line can
be calculated by calculating the Hochschild (co)homology of the associated canonical
algebra1.
In [Hap89], Happel proves important facts on the Hochschild cohomology of finite-

dimensional associative algebras, which are very useful in practical computations.
However, it is not a full procedure to compute the Hochschild cohomology. It can easily
be adapted for Hochschild homology.
In the sequel [Hap98], Happel gives a calculation of the Hochschild cohomology of

canonical algebras.
In this chapter, we reproduce Happel’s work and give a procedure to compute the

Hochschild cohomology of finite-dimensional algebras of global dimension ≤ 2.
Throughout this chapter, let k be any field.

4.1. The minimal resolution
In this section, we fix a finite quiver Q and an admissible ideal I ⊆ kQ. Denote by
A := kQ/I the bound quiver algebra2. Recall that finite-dimensional algebra is Morita
equivalent to a bound quiver algebra where the quiver Q and the ideal I are almost
uniquely determined [ASS06, Section II.3].
Enumerate the vertices of Q by e1, . . . , en. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let P (i) := Aei

be the associated projective and S(i) = P (i)/ rad(P (i)) the associated simple module.
Denote the set of arrows in Q by Q1. For each path p in Q, let s(p) resp. e(p) denote

the starting resp. end vertex of p.
By definition, HH•(A) = Ext•

Ae(A,A). We want to compute this by using a projective
resolution of A as Ae-module. Recall that by [ASS06, Corollary I.5.10], A allows a
minimal projective resolution, unique up to isomorphism3. We can describe it as follows:

Proposition 4.1.1 ([Hap89, Lemma 1.5]). A allows a minimal projective resolution as
Ae-module

· · · → Pm
dm−−→ Pm−1 → · · · → P1

d1−→ P0
ε−→ A→ 0,

where for n ≥ 0,

Pm =
n⊕

i,j=1
(Aej ⊗k eiA)dim Extm

A (S(i),S(j)).

Aei ⊗k ejA becomes an A-bimodule by multiplication from the left resp. right.
1Of course, one can equivalently study squid algebras. The methods described in this chapter work

similarly for squid algebras.
2Our conventions are the following: All modules are, unless stated otherwise, left modules. If p and q

are paths in kQ, we denote by pq the path described by first following p and then q; it is zero if the
end vertex of p is distinct from the starting vertex of q. Note that this is the opposite composition
from [ASS06], so we translate the results cited from there accordingly.

3Uniqueness is not stated explicitly there, but follows using [ASS06, Theorem I.5.8].
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4.1. THE MINIMAL RESOLUTION

This describes precisely the objects in the projective resolution using only the Ext-
groups of the simple modules. However, there is no description of the differentials.

Before we use this to compute Hochschild cohomology groups, let us note the following
consequence:

Corollary 4.1.2. If A has finite global dimension g, and i > g, then HHi(A) = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1.1, the projective dimension of A as Ae-module is ≤ g, so in
particular ExtiAe(A,A) = 0.

We can find a description of the differentials in small degrees as follows: We will
construct an exact sequence of Ae-modules

C1
c1−→ C0

c0−→ A→ 0

with C1 ∼= P1, C0 ∼= P0 and an explicit description of c0, c1. By uniqueness of the minimal
projective resolutions, we find a minimal projective resolution as in Proposition 4.1.1
with P0 = C0, P1 = C1, ε = c0 and d1 = c1.

First, we recall some technical preliminaries.

Lemma 4.1.3. Let i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

(a) For any A-bimodule M , there is an isomorphism

HomAe(Aei ⊗k ejA,M)
∼=−→ eiMej ,

φ 7→ φ(ei ⊗ ej)
[aei ⊗ ejb 7→ amb]←[ m

Moreover, there is an isomorphism

(Aei ⊗k ejA)⊗Ae M
∼=−→ ejMei

(a⊗ b)⊗m 7→ bma

(ei ⊗ ej)⊗m←[ m.

(b) It holds that

dim Ext0
A(S(i), S(j)) =

{
1, i = j

0, i ̸= j,

dim Ext1
A(S(i), S(j)) =#{α ∈ Q1 | s(α) = ej , e(α) = ei}.

(c) Denote by Q0 the subquiver of Q which contains all vertices but no arrows. Then
the canonical projection kQ→ A has a kQ0-bilinear section.

Proof. (a) is trivial. (b) follows from Schur’s lemma [ASS06, Lemma I.3.1] and [ASS06,
Lemma III.2.12].
(c) follows since kQ0 and therefore (kQ0)e is semi-simple [ASS06, Proposition II.1.10].

Proposition 4.1.4. Suppose that the quiver Q is acylic4. The Hochschild homology of
A in degree i ∈ Z is given by

dim HHi(A) =
{
n, i = 0
0, i ̸= 0.

4Which is equivalent to A having finite global dimension, but we won’t use this fact.
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Proof. Consider the projective resolution of A as Ae-module specified in Proposition 4.1.1.
We claim that Pm ⊗Ae A = 0 for m > 0:

Consider a simple module S(i) and a minimal projective resolution as left A-module

· · · → Ts → Ts−1 → · · · → T0 → S(i)→ 0.

Let V be the set of vertices v ∈ Q0 such that there exists a path from v to ei in Q. By
induction, using minimality of the projective resolution, one shows that each Ts has the
form Ts ∼=

⊕
v∈V (Av)as,v .

In particular, if ej /∈ V , we have HomA(Ts, S(j)) = 0. Hence ExtsA(S(i), S(j)) = 0
unless there is a path from j to i. Moreover, if s > 0, we also have ExtsA(S(i), S(i)) = 0.
By Lemma 4.1.3,

Pm ⊗Ae A ∼=
n⊕

i,j=1
(eiAej)dim Extm

A (S(i),S(j)).

Note that if m > 0 and ExtmA (S(i), S(j)) ̸= 0, there exists a path from i to j in Q which
has positive length. By assumption, there will be no path from i to j in Q, so eiAej = 0.
This shows Pm ⊗Ae A = 0 for m > 0. Moreover,

P0 ⊗Ae A ∼=
n⊕
i=1

eiAei =
n⊕
i=1

kei,

which has dimension n.

Definition 4.1.5. Define C0 and C1 to be the Ae-modules

C0 :=
n⊕
i=1

Aei ⊗k eiA,

C1 :=
⊕
α∈Q1

As(α)⊗k e(α)A.

For i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let inclei : Aei ⊗k eiA ↪→ C0 be the canonical inclusion. Similarly for
α ∈ Q1, let inclα : As(α)⊗k e(α)A ↪→ C1 be the canonical inclusion.
We define the Ae-linear maps

C1
c1−→ C0

c0−→ A

as follows: For i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, α ∈ Q1 and a, b ∈ A, we define

c0(inclei(a⊗ b)) := ab

c1(inclα(a⊗ b)) := incls(α)(a⊗ αb)− incle(α)(aα⊗ b).

Note that by Lemma 4.1.3, C0 ∼= P0 and C1 ∼= P1.
Lemma 4.1.6.

(a) The k-linear map

∂ : kQ→ C1,

sending a path p = α1 · · ·αr to
r∑
i=1

inclαi(α1 · · ·αi−1s(αi)⊗ e(αi)αi+1 · · ·αn)

satisfies the Leibnitz rule

∀p, q ∈ kQ : ∂(pq) = p∂(q) + q∂(p).
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(b) For a path p in Q, we have

c1∂(p) = incls(p)(s(p)⊗ p)− incle(p)(p⊗ e(p)).

(c) The morphism of left A-modules s−1 : A → C0, defined by s−1(ei) := ei ⊗ ei and
A-linear continuation, is a splitting of c0.

(d) Fix a kQ0-linear splitting φ : A→ kQ as in Lemma 4.1.3 and define the morphism
of left A-modules

s0 : C0 → C1

for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, a ∈ Aei and b ∈ eiA by

s0(inclei(a⊗ b)) := a · ∂(φ(b)).

Then the sequence of left A-modules

C1
c1−→ C0

c0−→ A→ 0

is contractible via the homotopy s−1, s0.

Proof. For (a) and (b), one uses a simple induction on path lengths. (c) is trivial.
For (d), we have to show s−1c0 + c1s0 = idC0 . Since both sides are morphisms of left

A-modules, we may check equality on elements of the form inclei(ei ⊗ b) for b ∈ eiA.
Write φ(b) :=

r∑
i=1

λipi for paths p1, . . . , pr in Q (all of them starting in ei). Then

c1s0(inclei(ei ⊗ b) =c1(∂(φ(b))) =
r∑
i=1

λic1(∂(pi))

=
(b)

r∑
i=1

λi
(
incls(pi)(s(pi)⊗ pi)− incle(pi)(pi ⊗ e(pi))

)
=

incl• is Ae-linear
inclei(ei ⊗

r∑
i=1

λipi)−
r∑
i=1

λip incle(p)(e(p)⊗ e(p))

=
Def. s−1

inclei(ei ⊗ b)−
r∑
i=1

s−1(λipi)

= inclei(ei ⊗ b)− s−1(b) = inclei(ei ⊗ b)− s−1c0(inclei(ei ⊗ b)).

Corollary 4.1.7. A has a minimal projective resolution as Ae-module

· · · → Pm
dm−−→ Pm−1 → · · · → P2 → C1

c1−→ C0
c0−→ A→ 0

Proof. From Proposition 4.1.1, Lemma 4.1.6 and uniqueness of minimal projective
resolutions.

Corollary 4.1.8 ([Hap89, Proposition 1.6]).

(a) dim HH0(A) is the number of path-connected components of Q.

(b) For each arrow α ∈ Q1, let ν(α) := dimk s(α)Ae(α). Then

dim HH1(A) ≤ dim HH0(A)− n+
∑
α∈Q1

ν(α).

If A has global dimension ≤ 1, we have equality.
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Proof. Apply HomAe(−, A) to the minimal projective resolution from Corollary 4.1.7.
We get the sequence

0→ HomAe(C0, A)
c∗

1−→ HomAe(C1, A)→ HomAe(P2, A).

By Lemma 4.1.3, we can identify this with the sequence

0→
n⊕
i=1

eiAei
ϕ−→
⊕
α∈Q1

s(α)Ae(α)→ HomAe(P2, A).

Note that eiAei = kei. Here, ϕ is the map which sends ei to∑
s(α)=ei

α−
∑

e(α)=ei

α.

Thus if Q = V1 ∪ · · · ∪ Vr is the decomposition of Q into its path-connected components,
a basis of ker(ϕ) is given by { n∑

i=1
ei∈Vj

ei | j = 1, . . . , r
}
.

Thus dim HH0(A) = dim ker(ϕ) = r.
Moreover,

dim HH1(A) = dim ker(HomAe(C1, A)→ HomAe(P2, A))− dim im(ϕ)
≤ dim HomAe(C1, A)− (dim HomAe(C0, A)− dim ker(ϕ))

=

 ∑
α∈Q1

ν(α)

− n+ dim HH0(A).

If A has global dimension ≤ 2, P2 = 0 and equality holds.

We can use this in the case of canonical algebras for 2 points.
Proposition 4.1.9. Let A be the canonical algebra associated to the points x = (∞, 0)
and the weights a = (a1, a2). The Hochschild (co)homology of A in degree i ∈ Z is given
by

dim HHi(A) =
{
a1 + a2, i = 0
0, otherwise

dim HH0(A) = 1

dim HH1(A) =


3, a1 = a2 = 1
2, a1 = 1 ̸= a2 or a1 ̸= 1 = a2

1, a1 ̸= 1 ̸= a2

.

dim HHi(A) = 0 for i /∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Recall that with the given assumptions, A is the path algebra over the quiver

• • . . . •

• •

• • . . . •

α2

αa1α1

β1

β2

βa2

, (∗)
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4.2. ONE-POINT EXTENSIONS

where the top string contains a1 arrows and the bottom one a2 arrows. In particular, A
has global dimension equal to 1.
The claim on HH•(A) follows immediately from Proposition 4.1.4 and simple counting.

The claim on HH0(A) follows immediately from Corollary 4.1.8. Vanishing of HH≥2(A)
follows from Corollary 4.1.2.
By Corollary 4.1.8, we have

dim HH1(A) = 1− (a1 + a2) +
a1∑
i=1

ν(αi) +
a1∑
i=1

ν(βi).

If ai > 1, we have ν(αi) = 1 for i = 1, . . . , a1, so that −a1 +
ai∑
i=1

ν(αi) = 0. If ai = 1, we

have ν(α1) = 2 so that −a1 +
ai∑
i=1

ν(αi) = 1.
The same argument shows

−a2 +
a2∑
i=1

ν(βi) =
{

1, a2 = 1
0, a2 > 1.

Then the claim on HH1(A) follows.

This method works only for hereditary algebras. The canonical algebra associated to
a weighted projective line with at least three exceptional points will not be hereditary,
so this method needs a refinement in order to deal with these cases. We present two
solutions for this.

4.2. One-point extensions
Throughout this section, let A be a finite-dimensional algebra over k.

Definition 4.2.1. [Hap89, Section 5.1] Let M be a left A-module. The one-point
extension of A by M is

A[M ] =
(
A M
0 k

)
,

i.e. elements are matrices
(
a m
0 λ

)
with a ∈ A,m ∈M,λ ∈ k and multiplication comes

from the usual rules for matrix multiplication.

Theorem 4.2.2 ([Hap89, Theorem 5.3]). If M is a left A-module, there exists a long
exact sequence

0→ HH0(A[M ])→ HH0(A)→ HomA(M,M)/k → HH1(A[M ])→ HH1(A)→ Ext1
A(M,M)→

· · · → ExtiA(M,M)→ HHi+1(A[M ])→ HHi+1(A)→ Exti+1
A (M,M)→ · · · .

Note that this theorem is generalized in [Kel03, Lemma 4.5].
In [Hap98], this is applied to canonical algebras. Consider a vector of points x =

(x1, . . . , xn) and weights a = (a1, . . . , an) defining a canonical algebra.
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4.2. ONE-POINT EXTENSIONS

Definition 4.2.3. We denote by Q the quiver from Proposition 3.1.4, and label it as

Q :=

• • . . . •

•
...

...
... •

• • . . . •

α1,2

α1,a1α1,1

αn,1

αn,2

αn,an

.

Let I ⊆ kQ be the ideal such that C := kQ/I is the canonical algebra from Proposi-
tion 3.1.4. Denote by c the unique sink in Q and by s the unique source.

Let Q′ ⊆ Q be the subquiver by removing the arrows α1,a1 , . . . , αn,an and the vertex
c.

Let A := kQ′ and M ⊆ C be the A-module generated by all paths in Q which end in
c and have positive length.

Lemma 4.2.4. C ∼= A[M ].

Proof. This is a simple observation.

Lemma 4.2.5. HH0(A) ∼= k and HHi(A) = 0 for i ̸= 0.

Proof. This follows again from Corollaries 4.1.2 (A has global dimension one) and 4.1.8
(all arrows α in Q′ have ν(α) = 1).

Lemma 4.2.6. For i = 1, . . . , n, let vi := s(αi,ai) be the i-th sink of Q′.

(a) P :=
n⊕
i=1

Avi is a projective A-submodule of A.

(b) There is an epimorphism

P →M,x 7→ x(α1,a1 + · · ·+ αn,an).

(c) The kernel of this epimorphism K is generated by the elements

ki := αi,1 · · ·αi,ai−1 − α2,1 · · ·α2,a2−1 + xiα1,1 · · ·α1,a1−1

for i = 3, . . . , n.

Proof. (a) Recall that A is, as A-module, ⊕
v vertex in Q′

(Av).

(b) The image of vi is αi,ai , and these elements clearly generate M as A-module.

(c) These generators correspond to the generators of the ideal in Proposition 3.1.4.

Lemma 4.2.7. Suppose n ≥ 3. Then dim HomA(M,M) = 1 and dim Ext1
A(M,M) =

n− 3.
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Proof. We apply HomA(−,M) to Lemma 4.2.6 and get a short exact sequence

0→ HomA(M,M)→ HomA(P,M)→ HomA(K,M)→ Ext1
A(M,M)→ 0

since P is projective.
As P =

n⊕
i=1

Avi, we have HomA(P,M) ∼=
n⊕
i=1

viM =
n⊕
i=1

kαi,ai . We can identify this
as a subspace of M .
K is a projective A-module (as A is hereditary). It is isomorphic to the projective

module (As)n−2 (with s being the vertex from Definition 4.2.3). Hence HomA(K,M) ∼=
(sM)n−2. Note that sM corresponds to all paths in Q from s to c modulo the ideal
defining the canonical algebra, so sM two-dimensional with basis

α1,1 · · ·α1,a1 , α2,1 · · ·α2,a2 .

With these identifications, the map HomA(P,M)→ HomA(K,M) corresponds to
n⊕
i=1

kαi,ai → (sM)n−2, x 7→ (k3x, . . . , knx)

with k3, . . . , kn as in Lemma 4.2.6. We claim that the rank of this map is n− 1:
One the one hand, the rank is at least n − 1, since the elements α2,a2 , . . . , αn,an

are sent to linearly independent elements in (sM)n−2 (if i ≥ 3, αi,ai is sent to
(0, . . . , 0, αi,1 · · ·αi,ai , 0, . . . , 0) with only the i-th entry non-zero).

On the other hand, the kernel is non-trivial, since α1,a1 + · · ·+ αn,an is sent to zero.
Since dim

n⊕
i=1

kαi,ai = n, the map must have rank equal to n− 1.

Hence HomA(M,M), identified with the kernel, is one-dimensional. Ext1
A(M,M),

identified as the cokernel, is has dimension n− 3.

Proposition 4.2.8 ([Hap98, Theorem 2.4]). Suppose n ≥ 3. The Hochschild cohomology
of the canonical algebra C = A[M ] in degree i ∈ Z is given by

dim HHi(C) =


1, i = 0
0, i = 1
n− 3, i = 2
0, otherwise.

Proof. We use the long exact sequence of Theorem 4.2.2. Since dim HomA(M,M) = 1
by Lemma 4.2.7, exactness of

0→ HH0(C)→ HH0(A)→ HomA(M,M)/k

yields dim HH0(C) = dim HH0(A) = 1 by Lemma 4.2.5.
Moreover, exactness of

0 = HomA(M,M)/k → HH1(C)→ HH1(A)

yields HH1(C) = 0 since HH1(A) = 0 by Lemma 4.2.5.
Exactness of

0 = HH1(A)→ Ext1
A(M,M)→ HH2(C)→ HH2(A) = 0
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shows, using Lemma 4.2.7, that dim HH2(C) = n− 3.
If i ≥ 3, exactness of

Exti−1
A (M,M)→ HHi(C)→ HHi(A) = 0

shows HHi(C) = 0 since A has global dimension 1 < i− 1.

We conclude:

Corollary 4.2.9. The Hochschild (co)homology of a weighted projective line X with n
exceptional points of weight a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥2 in degree i ∈ Z is given by

dim HHi(X) =

2 +
n∑
i=1

ai − 1, i = 0

0, i ̸= 0

dim HHi(X) =


1, i = 0
max(3− n, 0), i = 1
max(n− 3, 0), i = 2
0, otherwise.

Proof. We know that the Hochschild (co)homology groups of X and the associated
canonical algebra coincide by Corollary 3.1.6.
The Hochschild homology is due to Proposition 4.1.4 and some simple counting.
Hochschild cohomology for n ≤ 2 is Proposition 4.1.9. For n ≥ 3, it is Proposition 4.2.8.

4.3. Alternative proof
Happel’s method using one-point extensions gives a quick calculation of the Hochschild
cohomology of a canonical algebra in case n ≥ 3. However, it does not make clear why
the Hochschild cohomology depends only on the number of exceptional points, and not
the weights ai nor the coordinates xi.
We want to shed some light on this question by presenting a different method to

compute the Hochschild cohomology.
Let A = kQ/I be as in section 4.1. Suppose for this section that Q is acyclic.
Recall that the differentials in Proposition 4.1.1 are implicit. We were able to make

P1
d1−→ P0

ε−→ A explicit in section 4.1. In this section, we also make P2
d2−→ P1 explicit,

allowing to directly write down a complex computing the Hochschild cohomology of an
algebra of global dimension ≤ 2.

Let e1, . . . , en be again the vertices of Q, S(i) and P (i) the corresponding simple resp.
projective modules.

Lemma 4.3.1.

(a) There exist elements r1, . . . , rm ∈ I such that
• For each ri, there exist uniquely determined vertices s(ri), e(ri) ∈ Q0, calles

start resp. end of ri, such that ri ∈ s(ri)(kQ)e(ri). i.e. ri is a linear combina-
tion of paths starting in s(ri) and ending in e(ri).

• r1, . . . , rm is a minimal generating set of I. i.e. {r1, . . . , rm} generates I as
ideal, but no proper subset does.
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(b) For any such generating system r1, . . . , rm and for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, dim Ext2
A(S(i), S(j))

is the number of elements rℓ such that s(rℓ) = ej , e(rℓ) = ei.

Proof. (a) By [ASS06, Corollary II.2.9], there exists a generating set r1, . . . , rm ∈ I
such that each ri is in s(ri)(kQ)e(ri) for uniquely determined vertices s(ri), e(ri) ∈
Q. Replacing {r1, . . . , rm} by a minimal generating subset, we may assume that
{r1, . . . , rm} is a minimal generating set of I.

(b) Recall that rad(kQ) is the ideal of kQ generated by all arrows in Q. The fact that
{r1, . . . , rm} is a minimal generating system of I is equivalent to r1+rad(I), . . . , rm+
rad(I) being a basis of I/ rad(I) (generating I/ rad(I) is as vector space is equivalent
to generating I by Nakayama’s lemma, and a minimal generating system of a vector
space is a basis).
We would like to calculate Ext2

A of simple modules. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and denote
the arrows ending in ei by π := {α ∈ Q1 : e(α) = ei}. Then there exists a minimal
projective presentation of S(i) of the form⊕

α∈π
As(α)→ P (i)→ S(i)→ 0.

Let us continue this to a minimal projective resolution

· · · → P3 → P2 →
⊕
α∈π

As(α)→ P (i)→→ 0.

Now Ext•
A(S(i), S(j)) can be computed by applying HomA(−, S(j)) to this resolution

and taking cohomology.

For each differential Ps
ds−→ Ps−1 of this resolution, the resolution being minimal im-

plies that ker(ds) ⊆ rad(Ps) and im(ds) ⊆ rad(Ps−1). Therefore, HomA(ds, S(j)) =
0 for all s.
We conclude

Ext2
A(S(i), S(j)) ∼= HomA(P2, S(j)) ∼= HomA(P2/ rad(P2), S(j))
∼=

ker(d2)⊆rad(P2)
HomA(im(d2)/ rad(im(d2)), S(j))

∼= HomA(im(d2), S(j)) ∼=
exactness

HomA(ker(d1), S(j)).

Put K := ker(d1) = ker
( ⊕
α∈π

As(α)→ P (i)
)
.

Note that for each projective module P (i) = Aei, there is a short exact sequence
of kQ-modules 0 → Iei → (kQ)ei → Aei → 0. We therefore get a commutative
diagram:

0 0 0

R1 : 0 ⊕
α∈π Is(α) Iei 0 0

R2 : 0 ⊕
α∈π(kQ)s(α) (kQ)ei S(i) 0

R3 : 0 ⊕
α∈π As(α) P (i) S(i) 0

0 0 0

32



4.3. ALTERNATIVE PROOF

Here, the map ⊕
α∈π

(kQ)s(α)→ (kQ)ei sends an element in x ∈ (kQ)s(α) to xα ∈
(kQ)ei. Note that all columns and the row R2 are exact. This yields a short exact
sequence of chain complexes 0→ R1 → R2 → R3 → 0. The long exact homology
sequence together with exactness of R2 shows H•(R3) = H•+1(R1). Hence

K = H0(R3) ∼= H1(R1) ∼=
Iei⊕
α∈π Iα

= Iei
rad(Iei)

,

where rad(Iei) denotes the radical of the left kQ-module Iei. Now

HomA((Iei)/ rad(Iei), S(j)) ∼= HomA/ rad(A)((Iei)/ rad(Iei), S(j))
∼= ej(Iei)/ rad(Iei) ∼= ej(I/ rad(I))ei.

Since r1+rad(I), . . . , rm+rad(I) is a basis of I/ rad(I), the dimansion of ej(I/ rad(I))ei
is equal to the number of relations rℓ with s(rℓ) = ej , e(rℓ) = ei.

Corollary 4.3.2. With relations r1, . . . , rm as in part (a) of Lemma 4.3.1 and

· · · → Pm
dm−−→ Pm−1 → · · · → P1

d1−→ P0
ε−→ A→ 0

being the minimal projective resolution from Proposition 4.1.1, we have

P2 ∼=
m⊕
i=1

As(ri)⊗k e(ri)A.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.1.1 and the observation

∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} : (Aej ⊗k eiA)dim Ext2
A(S(i),S(j)) ∼=

m⊕
ℓ=1

s(rℓ)=ej

e(rℓ)=ei

As(rℓ)⊗k e(rℓ)A.

which follows from Lemma 4.3.1 part (b).

Throughout this section, fix relations r1, . . . , rm as in Lemma 4.1.6 part (a).
Example 4.3.3. We are mainly interested in the case of canonical algebras. In the setting
of Proposition 3.1.4, the n− 2 explicit generators r1, . . . , rn−2 where

ri = Xai
i −X

a2
2 + xiX

a1
1

satisfy the conditions of lemma 4.1.6 part (a).

Definition 4.3.4. Let ∂ be the map from Lemma 4.1.6.
We define

C2 :=
m⊕
ℓ=1

As(rℓ)⊗k e(rℓ)A

C2
c2−→ C1 : a⊗ b 7→ a∂(rℓ)b

for ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, a ∈ As(rℓ) and b ∈ e(rℓ)A.

Lemma 4.3.5. With ∂, c2 as above, we have ∂(I) ⊆ im(c2).
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Proof. Since ∂ is k-linear and I is generated, as k-vector space, by elements of the form

arℓb

with a, b paths in Q such that e(a) = s(rℓ), e(rℓ) = s(b), it suffices to show that
∂(arℓb) ∈ im(c2) for all these elements.
By Lemma 4.1.6 part (a),

∂(arℓb) = ∂(a)rℓb+ a∂(rℓ)b+ arℓ∂(b) =
rℓ=0 in A

a∂(rℓ)b = c2(a⊗ b).

Lemma 4.3.6. The sequence

C2
c2−→ C1

c1−→ C0

is exact.

Proof. We first show that c1c2 = 0: Let ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Then

c1c2(s(rℓ)⊗ e(rℓ)) =c1(∂(rℓ)) =
L4.1.6

incls(rℓ)(s(rℓ)⊗ rℓ)− incle(rℓ)(rℓ ⊗ e(rℓ))

=
rℓ=0 in A

0.

Now we have to show that the kernel of c1 is contained in the image of c2.
Let C0

s0−→ C1 be the homotopy from Lemma 4.1.6. We have ker(c1) ⊆ im(idC1 −s0c1),
because if c1(x) = 0, x = (idC1 −s0c1)(x).

It hence suffices to show that the image of idC1 −s0c1 is contained in the image of c2.
Note that idC1 −s0c1 and c2 are morphisms of left A-modules, and that C1 is generated,
as left A-module, by elements of the form

inclα(1⊗ p)

for α ∈ Q1 and p a path in Q starting at e(α). So it is enough to show that

(idC1 −s0c1)(inclα(1⊗ p)) ∈ im(c2).

We evaluate s0c1 as follows:

s0c1(inclα(1⊗ p)) = s0
(
incls(α)(αp)− incle(α)(α⊗ p)

)
= ∂(φ(αp))− α∂(φ(p)).

Note that φ(αp)−αφ(p) ∈ kQ is an element in the kernel of the projection π : kQ→ A
(since π is an algebra homomorphism and πφ = idA). Hence φ(αp) − αφ(p) ∈ I. By
Lemma 4.3.5, ∂(φ(αp)− αφ(p)) ∈ im(c2).
By Lemma 4.1.6 part (a),

∂(φ(αp)− αφ(p)) = ∂(φ(αp))− ∂(α)φ(p)− α∂(φ(p))

By definition of ∂ and the observation that the image of φ(p) in A is p, we conclude

∂(α)φ(p) = inclα(1⊗ 1)p = inclα(1⊗ p).

Therefore,

(id−s0c1)(inclα(1⊗ p)) = inclα(1⊗ p)− (∂(φ(αp))− α∂(φ(p)))
=− ∂(φ(αp)− αφ(p)) ∈ ∂(I) ⊆ im(c2).

This finishes the proof.
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Corollary 4.3.7. Suppose that the global dimension of A is ≤ 2. HH•(A) is isomorphic
to the cohomology of the cochain complex

0→ k[Q0]→
⊕
α∈Q1

s(α)Ae(α)→
m⊕
ℓ=1

s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ)→ 0

with the two maps defined as follows:

(a) For v ∈ Q0 and α ∈ Q1, the image of v in s(α)Ae(α) is
α, s(α) = v

−α, e(α) = v

0, otherwise.

(b) For α ∈ Q1 and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the map s(α)Ae(α)→ s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ) is the composition

s(α)Ae(α) −⊗∂(rℓ)−−−−−→ s(α)Ae(α)⊗
⊕
β∈Q1

(s(rℓ)As(β)⊗ e(β)Ae(rℓ))

id ⊗projection−−−−−−−−→ s(α)Ae(α)⊗ (s(rℓ)As(α)⊗ e(α)Ae(rℓ))
(a⊗b⊗c)7→bac−−−−−−−−→ s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ).

Proof. Since A has global dimension ≤ 2, the minimal projective resolution of A as
Ae-module from Proposition 4.1.1 is, by Lemmas 4.1.6 and 4.3.6, isomorphic to

0→ C2
c2−→ C1

c1−→ C0 → 0.

Applying HomAe(−, A) gives, with little effort and Lemma 4.1.3, the desired cochain
complex.

Remark 4.3.8. The morphism in part (b) of Corollary 4.3.7 can be made more explicit
as follows:
Pick a morphism α ∈ Q1 and a relation rℓ. Write

rℓ =
N∑
i=1

λipi

for scalars λi and paths pi in Q. We may order the paths such that α is contained in
p1, . . . , pM and not contained in pM+1, . . . , pN .

For i ≤M , α occurs precisely once in pi (as Q is acyclic), so we may write pi = qiαq
′
i

for uniquely determined paths qi, q′
i.

The projection of ∂(rℓ) to the α-summand of C1 equals

M∑
i=1

λiqi ⊗ q′
i.

Hence the induced map s(α)Ae(α)→ s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ) sends x ∈ s(α)Ae(α) to

M∑
i=1

λiqixq
′
i.

In particular, this map sends α ∈ s(α)Ae(α) to
M∑
i=1

λipi ∈ s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ).

35



4.3. ALTERNATIVE PROOF

Example 4.3.9. Consider a weighted projective line with n ≥ 3 exceptional points. Let
a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥2 be the weights and x1 = ∞, x2 = 0, x3 = 1, x4, . . . , xn ∈ P1 be the
coordinates of the exceptional points.

Let A = kQ/I be the canonical algebra associated to this weighted projective line as
in Proposition 3.1.4. We will use the same labels for the arrows and vertices as this
proposition. We would like to compute the Hochschild cohomology using Corollary 4.3.7.
Let, as in Example 4.3.3, r3, . . . , rn be the relations

ri = Xai
i −X

a2
2 + xiX

a1
1 .

Note that for each morphism α in Q1, α is the only path in Q starting at s(α) and
ending in e(α) (since ai ≥ 2 for all i). Thus s(α)Ae(α) = kα.

For each relation rℓ, s(rℓ) = 0 and e(rℓ) = c. Therefore s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ) is two-dimensional
with a basis given by ρ1 := Xa1

1 , ρ2 := Xa2
2 . Hence a basis of

n⊕
ℓ=3

s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ) is given by
elements of the form

ρ3
1, ρ

3
2, ρ

4
1, ρ

4
2 . . . , ρ

n
1 , ρ

n
2 .

We identify the cochain complex of Corollary 4.3.7 as

0→ k[Q0] f−→ k[Q1] g−→
n⊕
i=3

s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ)→ 0.

Here, f sends a vertex v to ∑
α∈Q1
s(α)=v

α−
∑
α∈Q1
e(α)=v

α.

g sends (using Remark 4.3.8) an arrow labelled X1 to

x3ρ
3
1 + x4ρ

4
1 + · · ·+ xnρ

n
1 .

Arrows with the label X2 are sent to

−ρ3
2 − ρ4

2 − · · · − ρn2 .

Finally, an arrow labelled Xi for i ≥ 3 is mapped to

−ρi2 + xiρ
i
1.

It is straightforward to see that g has rank n− 1. By Corollary 4.1.8, the rank of f is
#Q0 − 1. It follows that

dim HH1(A) = dim k[Q1]− rk(f)− rk(g) = #Q1 −#Q0 + n− 2 = 0,

dim HH2(A) = dim
(

n⊕
ℓ=3

s(rℓ)Ae(rℓ)
)
− rk(g) = 2(n− 2)− (n− 1) = n− 3.

We get the same result as in Proposition 4.2.8.
Remark 4.3.10. (a) We see again that the number of exceptional points alone determines

the Hochschild cohomology, independent of the weights and coordinates. We now
may give a first answer, why this is the case:
Indeed, the weights ai ‘cancel out’ in the calculation of HH1 (since #Q0−#Q1 = n−2
holds independently of the weights) and the weights play no role when computing
HH2. The coordinates xi are irrelevant since we are only interested in the rank of g,
which happens to be n− 1 regardless of the coordintes xi.
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(b) When working with finite-dimensional algebras, it is also possible to use computer
algebra methods to calculate specific examples. We use the package [QPA] of the
computer algebra system [GAP4]. Our routines to compute Hochschild cohomology
and to create canonical algebras are printed and explained in Appendix A.

.
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5. Quotient stacks

We work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero, which we usually will
omit from our notation.
In this chapter, we develop a method which can be used to compute Hochschild

(co)homology groups of one-dimensional iterated root stacks.

5.1. The decomposition of Arinkin-Căldăraru-Hablicsek
Let X be a smooth projective k-scheme and G ≤ Aut(X) a finite group of k-scheme-
automorphisms. Similar to the HKR-decomposition (Theorem 2.4.7), [ACH14] gives a
decomposition of the Hochschild (co)homology groups of the quotient stack [X/G].
We use the following notation, where g ∈ G:

• Xg is the fixed locus of g, i.e. the equalizer of X X
id
g

in the category of
k-schemes.

• cg is the codimension of Xg in X.

• NXg/X is the normal bundle of Xg in X and ωg := ∧cg NXg/X its highest exterior
power.

• Tg is the vector bundle on Xg obtained by restricting TX to Xg and taking
coinvariants with respect to the action of g.

• Ωj
g the dual bundle of ∧j Tg (as bundles on Xg).

Theorem 5.1.1 (Arinkin-Căldăraru-Hablicsek, [ACH14, Corollary 1.17]). If X is
smooth projective and G ≤ Aut(X) is finite, we have

HH•([X/G]) =

⊕
g∈G

⊕
q−p=•

Hp(Xg,Ωq
g)

G .
HH•([X/G]) =

⊕
g∈G

⊕
p+q=•

Hp−cg (Xg,
q∧

Tg ⊗ ωg)


G

.

Here (· · · )G denote invariants and (· · · )G coinvariants for the group G.
The G-action is defined as follows: For h ∈ G, h acts on the direct sum of the

Hp(Xg,Ωq
g) resp. Hp−cg (Xg,

∧q Tg ⊗ ωg) by the isomorphism Xg h−→ Xhgh−1 which
identifies Ωq

g with Ωq
hgh−1, Tg with Thgh−1 and ωg with ωhgh−1.

Example 5.1.2. Let us check that we obtain Theorem 2.4.7 in case G = 1: Indeed, for
g = 1, we have Xg = X, cg = 0 so that ωg = OX . Hence Tg = TX and Ωq

g = Ωq
X/k.

This recovers precisely Theorem 2.4.7.
Remark 5.1.3. Similar to Corollary 2.4.8, we get vanishing and symmetry results for
HH• and HH•:
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• HH•([X/G]) ∼= HH−•([X/G]).
Tg is the tangent bundle of1 Xg. It follows that for an irreducible component
Y ⊆ Xg of dimension n, Ωn

g |Y is the dualizing bundle of Y . Then the proof works
as in Corollary 2.4.8.

• HHi([X/G]) = 0 if i /∈ [−dimX, dimX].
Indeed, Hp(Xg,Ωq

g) = 0 unless p ∈ [0, dimX] (as Ωq
g is quasi-coherent) and

q ∈ [0, dimX] (as Tg is a vector bundle of rank ≤ dimX).

• HHi([X/G]) = 0 if i /∈ [0, 2 dimX].
Hp−cg (Xg,

∧q Tg ⊗ ωg) = 0 unless p ∈ [cg, dim(Xg) + cg] and q ∈ [0, dimXg]. In
particular, this is zero unless p+ q ∈ [0, 2 dimX].

5.2. Quotients of curves
We now specialize Theorem 5.1.1 to the case of quotients of curves.
Remark 5.2.1. Let g ≥ 3 be an integer. Most curves of genus g have a trivial auto-
morphism group: Indeed, by [Poo00], there exists a curve of genus g having a trivial
automorphism group. Since the moduli stack of curves of genus g is irreducible, the
generic curve will have a trivial automorphism group, so the curves with non-trivial
automorphism group are contained in a closed substack of smaller dimension. In other
words, there are only few curves of genus ≥ 3 to which Theorem 5.1.1 can be applied
with a non-trivial group G.
Example 5.2.2 (Toy example). Throughout this section, we will illustrate everything
using one of the simplest examples: We consider C = P1 with coordinate ring k[X,Y ],
and the group G = ⟨σ⟩ ∼= Z/2Z, where σ is the involution σ([x : y]) = [−x : y]. We will
later see that the quotient stack [C/G] is isomorphic to a weighted projective line.

Lemma 5.2.3. Let X be a projective k-scheme, P ⊆ X a finite set of points and
G ≤ Aut(X) a finite group of k-scheme automorphisms. Then there exists a G-
invariant affine open subset U ⊆ X such that P ⊆ U . In particular, X can be covered
by G-invariant affine open subsets.

Proof. Replacing P by ⋃g∈G gP , we may assume P is G-invariant. Embed X ↪→ PNk for
some N > 0. Recall that any finite subset of PNk is contained in an affine open subset
(this follows basically from the prime avoidance lemma). Restricting to X, we find an
affine open subset V ⊆ X such that P ⊆ V .
Since projective schemes are separated, U := ⋂

g∈G gV is an affine open subset of
X. As we assumed that P is G-invariant, P ⊆ U . It is clear by construction that U is
G-invariant.

Example 5.2.4. Continuing Example 5.2.2, we can cover P1 = D(X) ∪D(Y ). Here, X
and Y denote the standard coordinate functions. Then D(X) and D(Y ) are affine open
and G-invariant.

Lemma 5.2.5. Let (R,m) be a noetherian local k-algebra with residue field k and let
moreover G ≤ Autk-Alg(R) be a group of k-algebra automorphisms of R. Moreover
denote by Autk-Vect(m/m2) the group of k-vector space automorphisms of m/m2.

1This can be proved using [Car15, Lemma 2].

39



5.2. QUOTIENTS OF CURVES

There is a natural map of groups

G→ Autk-Vect(m/m2).

If G is a torsion group, this map is injective.

Proof. Each φ ∈ Autk-Alg(R) must preserve m (being the unique maximal ideal) and
thus m2. Hence it restricts to an automorphism of m/m2. This gives a natural map of
groups Autk-Alg(R)→ Autk-Vect(m/m2).
It remains to show injectivity, under the assumption that G is torsion. So suppose

that φ ∈ Autk-Alg(R) is a finite-order automorphism inducing the identity map on m/m2.
i.e. for all x ∈ m, φ(x)− x ∈ m2. We would like to show φ = idR.

Claim 1. For all n ≥ 1, φ induces the identity map on mn/mn+1.
Indeed, for x1, . . . , xn ∈ m, φ(x1 · · ·xn) ∈ (x1 + m2) · · · (xn + m2) ⊆ x1 · · ·xn + mn+1.
Claim 2. For all n ≥ 2, φ induces the identity map on m/mn.
This claim is proved inductively, being clear for n = 2. Now in the inductive step, let

x ∈ m, suppose φ(x)− x ∈ mn. We want to show φ(x)− x ∈ mn+1. Put y := φ(x)− x.
By Claim 1 and y ∈ mn, we have φ(y) ≡ y (mod mn+1). Then one inductively shows
φm(x) ≡ x+my (mod mn+1) for all integers m ≥ 1.
As φ is assumed to be of finite order, there exists some m ≥ 1 with φm(x) = x, hence

my ∈ mn+1. As m is invertible in k (using char k = 0), y ∈ mn+1. Claim 2 is proved.
Claim 3. φ induces the identity map on m.
Indeed, for x ∈ m, we have φ(x)− x ∈ ⋂n≥1 m

n. By Krull’s intersection theorem, we
have ⋂n≥1 m

n = 0, so φ(x)− x = 0.
Now we can finish the proof of φ = idR as follows: Consider the ring homomorphism

k → R inducing the k-algebra structure, and denote its image also by k. It follows that
R = k ⊕ m as k-vector space. φ being a morphism of k-algebras induces the identity
map on k. Then φ is the identity map on R by Claim 3.

Corollary 5.2.6. Let (R,m) be a regular one-dimensional noetherian local k-algebra
and G ≤ Autk-Alg(R) be a finite group of k-algebra automorphisms. Then G is cyclic.

Proof. The assumptions imply that m/m2 is one-dimensional, so by Lemma 5.2.5, G
can be embedded into Autk-Vect(m/m2) ∼= k×, the multiplicative group of k. Recall that
any finite subgroup of k× is cyclic.

Proposition 5.2.7. Let C be a smooth and irreducible projective curve over k and
G ≤ Aut(C) a finite group of automorphisms.

(a) The set

{c ∈ C | ∃g ∈ G \ {1} : g(c) = c}

is a finite set of closed points of C.

(b) For each point c ∈ C, the stabilizer Gc = {g ∈ G | g(c) = c} is cyclic.

(c) If g ∈ G \ {1} and c ∈ C satisfy g(c) = c and (OC,c,mc) is the local ring at c, then
g acts on mc/m

2
c by multiplication by some scalar µ ∈ k× \ {1}.

Proof. For each g ∈ G \ {1}, the equalizer Cg of C C
id
g

is a closed subscheme
of C (as C is separated), and Cg ̸= C. As C is smooth, it is reduced, hence Cg is
topologically a properly contained closed subset of C. Then each irreducible component
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of Cg must be zero-dimensional (as dimC = 1), hence Cg is a union of finitely many
closed points of C. The set in (a) therefore equals ⋃g∈G\{1}C

g, proving (a).
Now pick a point c ∈ C and denote by (OC,c,mc) its local ring. Consider the stabilizer

Gc. Each g ∈ Gc induces an automorphism of OC,c as k-algebra. We claim that the
induced group homomorphism Gc → Autk-Alg(OC,c) is injective:
Suppose g ∈ Gc induces the identity map on OC,c, and let U ⊆ C be a G-invariant

affine open neighbourhood of c (by Lemma 5.2.3). Write U ∼= SpecA. Then A is
an integral domain (as C is integral), so the map A → OC,c is injective (as it is a
localization map). So if g induces the identity map on OC,c, it induces the identity map
on A and thus on U . We see U ⊆ Cg. However, since U is dense in C and Cg is closed,
we get the contradiction C = Cg.

Therefore the map Gc → Autk-Alg(OC,c) is injective. By Corollary 5.2.6, Gc is cyclic.
Moreover, Lemma 5.2.6 shows that Gc → Autk-Vect(mc/m

2
c) ∼= k× is injective, proving

(c).

Example 5.2.8. Let C = P1, G = ⟨σ⟩ be as in Example 5.2.2. The fixed points of σ is
c1 = [1 : 0] and c2 = [0 : 1]. Since G is cyclic, it is trivial that all stabilizers are cyclic.

By Proposition 5.2.7, for each of the two fixed points c1, c2, the involution σ acts on
mci/m

2
ci

by multiplication by −1 (as the scalar is ̸= 1 but σ2 = id acts by multiplication
by 1). Geometrically, σ is a reflection near each of the two points, so it is somewhat
intuitive that tangent vectors get ‘flipped’.

With this description of finite group actions on curves, we can simplify Theorem 5.1.1.
For the remainder of this section, let C be a smooth irreducible projective curve over k
and G ≤ Aut(C) a finite group of k-scheme automorphisms.

Lemma 5.2.9. Let g ∈ G \ {1} and c ∈ Cg. Let (OC,c,mc) be the local ring and
µ ∈ k× \ {1} be the scalar such that g acts on mc/m

2
c by multiplication by µ.

With the notation as in Theorem 5.1.1, we have:

(a) cg = 1.

(b) Cg is a reduced closed subscheme of C, where the points of Cg are precisely those
c ∈ C such that g(c) = c.

(c) The stalk of NCg/C at c is isomorphic to HomOC,c
(mc/m

2
c ,OC,c) where g acts by

multiplication by µ−1.

(d) If Ω1
C and TC denote the (co)tangent bundles and (Ω1

C)c resp. (TC)c their stalks at
c, g acts on (Ω1

C)c

mc(Ω1
C)c

by multiplication by µ. It acts on (TC)c

mc(TC)c
by multiplication by

µ−1.

(e) Tg = 0 and Ωg = 0.

Proof. (a) This is clear as Cg is a zero-dimensional subscheme of C.

(b) Let A be the set of points c ∈ C such that g(c) = c. Then A is a finite set of closed
points (Proposition 5.2.7), so A is closed. If we equip A with the reduced subscheme
structure, g acts trivially on A (it acts trivially on the points, and each point is
isomorphic to Spec k, which has no non-trivial k-scheme automorphisms). Hence
A ↪→ C factors over Cg by definition of Cg, showing A ⊆ Cg as closed subschemes.
Now if c ∈ Cg is any point of Cg, c is a closed point of C (as dimCg = 0) and
preserved by g (by definition of Cg). Hence the points of Cg are precisely the closed

41



5.2. QUOTIENTS OF CURVES

points of C fixed by g. It remains to show that Cg is reduced. Pick some c ∈ Cg
and note that OC,c → OCg ,c is surjective. Denote its kernel by I. Then I ⊆ mc

(as OCg ,c ̸= 0). On the other hand, for all x ∈ OC,c, we must have gx− x ∈ I (by
definition of Cg). Pick x ∈ mc \m2

c , then gx = µx+m2
c , so that I ∋ gx−x ∈ mc \m2

c .
We see mc ⊇ I ̸⊆ m2

c . As dimk mc/m
2
c = 1, I = mc so that OCg ,c

∼= k. This shows
Cg is reduced.

(c) Denote by I the sheaf of OC-ideals on C defining the closed subscheme Cg. The
stalk of I at c is given by Ic = mc (from part (b)). Hence the stalk of the
conormal sheaf I/I2 at c is mc/m

2
c , and so the stalk of the normal sheaf is the

dual, HomOCg,c
(mc/m

2
c ,OCg ,c). Since OCg ,c

∼= k with trivial g action and g acts on
mc/m

2
c by multiplication by µ, g acts on its dual by multiplication by µ−1.

(d) By [Har77, Proposition II.8.7], there exists a natural isomorphism

mc/m
2
c → Ω1

OC,c/k
⊗OC,c

k.

Now since k = OC,c/mc, we get a natural isomorphism mc/m
2
c
∼=

Ω1
OC,c/k

mcΩ1
OC,c/k

. Now

observe Ω1
OC,c/k

∼= (Ω1
C)c naturally. As g acts on mc/m

2
c by multiplication by µ, it

does so on (Ω1
C)c

mc(Ω1
C)c

. Dualizing as before, we get the claim for (TC)c

mc(TC)c
.

(e) For any x ∈ (TC)c, gx = µ−1x + mc(TC)c by part (d). Let U ⊆ (TC)c be the
submodule generated by {gx−x : x ∈ (TC)c}. As gx−x = (µ−1−1)x+mc(TC)c and
µ−1 ̸= 1, we conclude U +mc(TC)c = (TC)c. By Nakayama’s lemma, U = (TC)c, so
that the g-coinvariants of (TC)c are zero. Hence Tg = 0. By definition, Ωg = 0.

With this Lemma, we can simplify Theorem 5.1.1 for the case of curves:

Proposition 5.2.10. With the same assumptions on C,G as before, we have:

HH0([C/G]) ∼= k

HH1([C/G]) ∼= H0(C,TC)G ⊕H1(C,OC)G,
HH2([C/G]) ∼= H1(C,TC)G,
HHn([C/G]) = 0 if n /∈ {0, 1, 2}.

Proof. We start with Theorem 5.1.1:

HH•([C/G]) ∼=

⊕
g∈G

⊕
p+q=•

Hp−cg (Cg,
q∧

Tg ⊗ ωg)


G

.

The inner direct sum splits naturally into the parts for g = 1 and g ̸= 1:

HH•([C/G]) ∼=

 ⊕
p+q=•

Hp(C,
q∧

TC)


G

⊕

 ⊕
1̸=g∈G

⊕
p+q=•

Hp−1(Cg,
q∧

Tg ⊗ ωg)


G

.

We claim that the second summand is zero: Indeed, Tg = 0, so the summands for q ≠ 0
vanish. Observe that Cg is an affine scheme, so Hp−1(Cg, ωg) = 0 unless p = 1, in which
case it equals ⊕

c∈Cg
(ωg)c. Now ωg = NCg/C , and the stalk at each c ∈ Cg vanishes when
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taking g-coinvariants (Lemma 5.2.9). This shows that the second summand is zero, so
that

HH•([C/G]) ∼=

 ⊕
p+q=•

Hp(C,
q∧

TC)


G

=
⊕
p+q=•

Hp(C,
q∧

TC)G.

For • = 0, the only direct summand is H0(C,OC)g. As C is an integral k-scheme,
H0(C,OC) is a k-algebra and a domain. Moreover, since OC is coherent, H0(C,OC) is
finite-dimensional, so that H0(C,OC) ∼= k as k-algebras (using that k is algebraically
closed). Since G induces k-algebra-automorphisms on H0(C,OC) ∼= k, but k has only
the identity as k-algebra-automorphism, H0(C,OC)G ∼= k. Therefore, HH0([C/G]) ∼= k.
For HH0([C/G]), we get the summands for (p, q) = (0, 1), (1, 0). For HH2([C/G]),

only the summand for (p, q) = (1, 1) survives, since Hp(C,F) = 0 for any quasi-coherent
sheaf F if p ≥ 2 > dimC, and ∧q TC = 0 if q ≥ 2. Similarly HHn([C/G]) = 0 if
n ≥ 3.

Example 5.2.11. In the case of Example 5.2.2, we get

HH0([C/G]) ∼= k

HH1([C/G]) ∼= H0(P1,TP1)σ ⊕H1(P1,OP1)σ =
H1(P1,OP1 )=0

H0(P1,TP1)σ.

HH2([C/G]) ∼= H1(P1,TP1)σ =
H1(P1,TP1 )=0

0

We have H0(P1,TP1) ∼= H0(P1,OP1(2)) ∼= k3, but it is not a priori clear how σ acts on
this.
Abstractly, H0(P1,TP1) ∼= H0(P1,OP1(2)) corresponds to homogeneous degree 2

polynomials in k[X,Y ]. Hence a basis is given by X2, Y 2, XY .
Let c1 = [1 : 0], c2 = [0 : 1] be the two fixed points of σ. By Example 5.2.8, σ acts on

(TP1)c1 and on (TP1)c2 by multiplication by −1. As X ∈ H0(P1,TP1) vanishes in c2 but
not in c1, we must have σ(X) ≡ −X (mod Y ). Similarly, σ(Y ) ≡ −Y (mod X).
By the (very easy) representation theory of the cyclic group G = ⟨σ⟩, the represent-

ation H0(P1,TP1) splits as a direct sum V1 ⊕ V2 ⊕ V3, where σ acts on V1 and V2 by
multiplication by −1 and on V3 by multiplication by some scalar λ ∈ {−1, 1}.
If λ = 1, the module of coinvariants H0(P1,TP1)σ is one-dimensional, otherwise it is

zero.
Now let x ∈ P1 be any closed point distinct from c1, c2. Then Y := {x, σ(x)} forms a

closed σ-invariant subscheme. It is easy to check that H0(Y,TP1) contains a non-zero
section that is not multiplied by −1 when applying σ. Hence σ cannot multiply every
section in H0(P1,TP1) by −1 (as TP1 is generated by its global sections). We conclude
λ = 1. Thus HH1([C/G]) ∼= k.

Proposition 5.2.12. Denote by

G \ C = {Gc | c ∈ C closed point}

the set of G-orbits in C. The Hochschild homology of [C/G] is given by

dim HH0([C/G]) = 2 +
∑

Gc∈G\C
(#Gc − 1),

HH1([C/G]) ∼= HH−1([C/G]) ∼= H0(C,Ω1
C)G ∼= H1(C,OC)G,

HHn([C/G]) = 0 if n /∈ {−1, 0, 1}.
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Proof. We again start with

HH•([C/G]) ∼=

⊕
g∈G

⊕
q−p=•

Hp(Cg,Ωq
g)

G

∼=

 ⊕
q−p=•

Hp(C,Ωq
C)

G ⊕
 ⊕

1̸=g∈G

⊕
q−p=•

Hp(Cg,Ωq
g)

G

Now Ωg = 0 and Cg is affine for g ≠ 1, so Hp(Cg,Ωq
g) = 0 unless p = q = 0, in which

case Hp(Cg,Ωq
g) ∼= OCg ,c

∼= k.
Similarly, Hp(C,Ωq

C) = 0 unless p, q ∈ {0, 1}. This shows HHn([C/G]) = 0 for
n /∈ {−1, 0, 1} and

HH1([C/G]) ∼= H0(C,ΩC)G, HH−1([C/G]) ∼= H1(C,OC)G.

These are isomorphic by Serre duality.
So only the computation of HH0([C/G]) remains. We get

HH0([C/G]) ∼= H0(C,OC)G ⊕H1(C,Ω1
C)G ⊕

 ⊕
1̸=g∈G

⊕
c∈Cg

k

G .
As in the proof of Proposition 5.2.10, H0(C,OC) ∼= k with trivial G-action. By Serre
duality, also H1(C,Ω1

C)G ∼= k.
A k-basis of V := ⊕

1̸=g∈G

⊕
c∈Cg

k is given by

B = {(g, c) | 1 ̸= g ∈ G, c ∈ Cg}.

The action of G on V is given by sending for h ∈ G the basis vector (g, c) to (hgh−1, h(c)).
So any element of v ∈ V G is of the form v = ∑

b∈B
λbb with gv = v, i.e. λgb = λb for all

g ∈ G. Hence a k-basis of V G is given by{ ∑
b′∈Gb

b′ | Gb ∈ G \B a G-orbit
}
.

We conclude

dimV G = #{Gb ∈ G \B a G-orbit} = #(G \B).

Let A := {c ∈ C : Gc ̸= {1}} be the set of points of C with non-trivial stabilizer; this is
a finite set closed of closed points of C by Proposition 5.2.7. Then B = {(g, c) ∈ G×A |
g(c) = c}. The action of G on C restricts to an action of A, so let R ⊆ A be a class of
representatives for the G-orbits. Every element of B is conjugate, via the G-action, to
an element of the form (g, c) with c ∈ R and g ∈ Gc \ {1}. Moreover, two such elements
(g, c) and (g′, c′) are conjugate iff c = c′ and there exists some h ∈ G with h(c) = c′ and
g′ = h−1gh. i.e. (c, g) and (c′, g′) are conjuate via the G-action iff c = c′ and g and g′

are conjugate in Gx. We see

#(G \B) =
∑
c∈R

#(Gc-congugacy classes in Gc \ {1}).
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As Gc is cyclic (Proposition 5.2.7), this equals

dimk V
G =

∑
c∈R

#Gc − 1.

Now if c′ is an element of the G-orbit of c, which we denote by Gc, then Gc′ and Gc are
conjugate in G, so in particular #Gc′ = #Gc. Hence the number #Gc depends only on
the G-orbit of c. Therefore

dimk V
G =

∑
Gc∈G\A

#Gc − 1 =
#Gc=1 if c/∈A

∑
Gc∈G\A

#Gc − 1.

Since HH0([C/G]) ∼= k2 ⊕ V G, this finishes the proof.

Example 5.2.13. In the situation of Example 5.2.2, with c1 = [1 : 0], c2 = [0 : 1], we get

dim HH0([C/G]) =
E5.2.8

2 + (#Gc1 − 1) + (#Gc2 − 1) = 2 + 1 + 1 = 4.

HH±1([C/G]) ∼= H1(P1,OP1)G =
H1(P1,OP1 )=0

0.

5.3. Iterated root stacks
Let C,G be as before. Using the propositions just proved, we can calculate the
Hochschild (co)homology of the quotient stack [C/G]. By [GS15] or equivalently [VZ15,
Lemma 5.3.10], [C/G] can be identified as an iterated root stack. The aim of this section
is to describe the Hochschild (co)homology of [C/G] in terms of this iterated root stack.

Definition 5.3.1. Let C,G be as before.

(a) A G-invariant morphism is a morphism of k-schemes C φ−→ D such that φg = φ for
all g ∈ G.

(b) A G-invariant morphism C
φ−→ D is called quotient scheme if it is universal in the

following sense: For each G-invariant morphism C
ψ−→ D′, there exists a unique

morphism of k-schemes D δ−→ D′ with ψ = δφ.
If it exists, we denote the quotient scheme by C π−→ C/G.

Remark 5.3.2. A quotient scheme always exists; it is locally given by SpecA→ Spec(AG)
for G-invariant affine open subsets of C. It is unique up to unique isomorphism. The
fibres π−1(x) for closed points x ∈ C/G are precisely G-orbits of points in C.
Example 5.3.3. In the case of Example 5.2.2, the quotient P1/⟨σ⟩ is isomorphic to P1,
the quotient map being

P1 → P1, [x : y] 7→ [x2 : y2].

Proposition 5.3.4. Let C π−→ C/G be the quotient scheme. Then [C/G] is the iterated
root stack obtained from C/G by attaching weight Gc to the point π(c) for all c ∈ C.

Proof. Denote this iterated root stack by X (it is well-defined, since if π(c) = π(c′),
then c and c′ are in the same G-orbit, so Gc and Gc′ are conjugate, and only finitely
many points in C have non-trivial stabilizer; cf. Proposition 5.2.7). Then the coarse
moduli space of X is C/G. By [VZ15, Example 5.3.6], this is also the coarse moduli
space of [C/G]. The result now follows from [VZ15, Lemma 5.3.10].
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Example 5.3.5. In the situation of Example 5.3.3, we conclude that [C/G] = [P1/⟨σ⟩]
is isomorphic to the weighted projective line P1⟨∞, 1; 2, 2⟩. We see that the Examples
5.2.11 and 5.2.13 coincide with Proposition 4.1.9.
We may expect that the Hochschild (co)homology of [C/G] depends only on the

quotient scheme C π−→ C/G =: Q and the points π(c) ∈ Q with Gc ̸= {1} together with
the order #Gc, as this data fully determines [C/G].

Proposition 5.2.12 gives such a description for HH0([C/G]). In the remainder of this
section, we will prove the following theorem:

Theorem 5.3.6. Let X be a smooth irreducible projective curve, x1, . . . , xm ∈ X be
distinct points and e1, . . . , em ∈ Z≥2. Let X be the iterated root stack obtained from X
by attaching the weight ei to xi for i = 1, . . . ,m.

Denote by g the genus of X and define

e := e1 + · · ·+ em, a :=


3, g = 0
1, g = 1
0, g ≥ 2

, r := min{a,m}, d :=


0, g = 0
1, g = 1
3g − 3, g ≥ 2

.

The Hochschild (co)homology of X in degree i ∈ Z has dimension

dim HHi(X ) =


2 + e−m, i = 0
g, i = ±1
0, otherwise

dim HHi(X ) =


1, i = 0
g + a− r, i = 1
d+m− r, i = 2
0, otherwise.

Example 5.3.7. Let us apply the theorem to weighted projective lines. Here, we may
choose X = P1 so that g = 0. Then x1, . . . , xm are the points where we attach the
weights to and e1, . . . , em are the weights. The Hochschild (co)homology of X =
P1⟨x1, . . . , xm; e1, . . . , em⟩ in degree j ∈ Z is given by

dim HHj(X ) =

2 +
m∑
i=1

(ei − 1), j = 0

0, j ̸= 0

dim HHj(X ) =


1, j = 0
3− r = max{0, 3−m}, j = 1
m− r = max{0,m− 3}, j = 2
0, otherwise

This exactly reproduces Corollary 4.2.9.
Remark 5.3.8. (a) For a smooth projective curve X, the HKR-theorem 2.4.7 and Serre

duality imply HHi(X) ∼= HH−i(X) for all integers i, HHi(X) = 0 if i /∈ {−1, 0, 1}
and HHi(X) = 0 if i /∈ {0, 1, 2} (Corollary 2.4.8).
By Theorem 5.3.6, the same properties are satisfied for iterated root stacks obtained
from smooth projective curves.
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(b) If X is a weighted projective line, the previous observation shows HH1(X ) ∼=
HH−1(X ). If we moreover use that X is derived equivalent to an algebra (Proposi-
tion 3.1.3), then HH−1(X ) = 0 follows immediately.
Conversely, if X is a smooth projective curve of genus g > 0 and X an iterated
root stack obtained from X, the same argument as above shows that X cannot be
derived equivalent to an algebra. Therefore, the techniques in Chapter 4 cannot be
used to compute the Hochschild cohomology of X .

(c) We again see that the dimension of the Hochschild cohomology groups depends only
on the number of exceptional points and the genus, and not on the actual points or
their weights. Similarly, the Hochschild homology depends only on the genus and
the weights, and not the points. After the proof of the theorem, we will indicate
why this is the case.

(d) The statement on Hochschild homology can alternatively be proved as follows:
By Proposition 3.2.3, the derived category of a root stack X̃ associated to the
stack X, the effective Cartier divisor D ⊆ X and r ≥ 1 allows a semi-orthogonal
decomposition

Db(X̃) =
〈
Db(X),Db(D), . . . ,Db(D)︸ ︷︷ ︸

r−1 times

〉
.

By [Kuz09], it follow that HH•(X̃) ∼= HH•(X) ⊕ HH•(E)r−1. If E is a point, we
see HH0(X̃) ∼= HH0(X) ⊕ kr−1 and HHi(X̃) ∼= HHi(X) for i ∈ Z \ {0}. Then the
claim on Hochschild homology of iterated root stacks in Theorem 5.3.6 follows by
induction on the number of exceptional points, the inductive start being the HKR
decomposition 2.4.7.

(e) The numbers d and a in Theorem 5.3.6 have the following background, motivating
their names: d is the dimension of the coarse moduli space of curves of genus g, and
a is the dimension of the automorphism group of a generic curve. We will not use
these facts. Note the relation d− a = 3g − 3.

We first prove the theorem for the quotient stack X = [C/G].

Lemma 5.3.9. Denote by Ω1
Q/k the cotangent sheaf of the quotient scheme C π−→ C/G =:

Q. Let c ∈ C be a closed point.

(a) Q is a smooth projective curve and C π−→ Q is a finite and flat morphism.

(b) There is a canonical exact sequence of sheaves of OC-modules

0→ π∗Ω1
Q/k → Ω1

C/k → Ω1
C/Q → 0

(c) Let u ∈ OC,c be a uniformizing element (i.e. a generator of the maximal ideal).
Then the stalk of Ω1

C/k is a free OC,c-module with generator du.

(d) The stabilizer of c, Gc, acts in a canonical way on OC,c, and OQ,π(c) can be identified
with the subalgebra of Gc-invariants.

(e) Let e := #Gc. Then t := ue ∈ OQ,π(c) is a uniformizing element. In particular, dt
generates ΩQ,π(c). The map π∗Ω1

Q/k → Ω1
C/k in (b) is given by dt 7→ dt.
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Proof. (a) By Lemma 5.2.3, we may cover C by G-invariant affine open subsets U . Fix
such a U and an isomorphism U ∼= SpecA for a k-algebra A. By construction of Q,
π(U) ⊆ Q is an affine open subset with π(U) ∼= AG, the subalgebra of G-invariants.
Note that A is a Dedekind domain. Let L be the fraction field of A and K := LG

be the subfield of G-invariants. Then L/K is a Galois extension with Galois group
G. By standard algebraic number theory, AG = K ∩A is a Dedekind domain and
AG ↪→ A a finite and flat ring extension (A is a free AG-module).
We conclude that π(U) ∼= SpecA is a regular one-dimensional k-scheme and U π−→
π(U) is finite and flat. Glueing these together, we see that C π−→ Q is finite and flat
and Q is a smooth curve.
If C = ProjS for a graded k-algebra S, Q can be realized as ProjSG, so Q is again
projective.

(b) We are now in the situation of [Har77, Section IV.2]. In particular, we may apply
[Har77, Proposition IV.2.1].

(c) Note that Ω1
C/k is a discrete valuation ring. Then this is a standard fact (cf. [Har77,

Section IV.2]).

(d) Pick a G-invariant affine open subset of c (Lemma 5.2.3). Localizing at the maximal
ideal defining c, we see that Gc acts on OC,c. Then the fact that OQ,π(c) is the
subalgebra of invariants follows from the construction of Q.

(e) Since OQ,π(c) ↪→ OC,c is a finite extension of discrete valuation rings, there is a
uniformizing element of OQ,π(c) of the form uα for some α > 0.
Recall that the action of G on mc/m

2
c
∼= k is faithful. Hence a generator g ∈ G acts

on mc/m
2
c by multiplication by some primitive e-th root of unity ζ. Thus gu ∼= ζu

(mod m2
c). Then guα ∼= ζαuα (mod uα+1OC,c). So if uα is G-invariant, e | α. In

particular, α ≥ e.
On the other hand, the Galois-argument of (a) shows that α ≤ e. Hence t = ue is a
uniformizing element of OQ,π(c). The claim on π∗OQ,π(c) → OC,c follows from the
construction of the sequence in (b) given in [Har77].

Lemma 5.3.10. Let g ∈ G. g∗Ω1
C/k is a sheaf of OC-modules satisfying the same

universal property as Ω1
C/k, so there is a canonical isomorphism Ω1

C/k

∼=−→ g∗Ω1
C/k. We

similarly get an isomorphism Ω1
C/Q

∼=−→ g∗Ω1
C/Q.

Morever, we have a canonical isomorphism

g∗(π∗Ω1
Q/k) ∼= (πg)∗Ω1

Q/k = π∗Ω1
Q/k.

(a) These give rise to a commutative diagram

0 π∗Ω1
Q/k Ω1

C/k Ω1
C/Q 0

0 g∗π∗Ω1
Q/k g∗Ω1

C/k g∗Ω1
C/Q 0

∼= ∼= ∼= (5.1)

where the top row comes from Lemma 5.3.9 part (b), and the bottom row is g∗

applied to the top row.
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(b) Let c ∈ C with uniformizer u ∈ OC,c, e = #Gc and t := ue. Pick a G-invariant
affine open subset U ∼= SpecA of c. Then the induced action of g on A identifies
OC,c with OC,gc.
The stalk of2 the diagram (5.1) at c can be identified with

0 OC,cdt OC,cdu
OC,cdu
OC,cdt

0

0 OC,gcd(gt) OC,gcd(gu) OC,gcd(gu)
OC,gcd(gt) 0

dt7→d(gt)

dt7→dt

du7→d(gu) dt7→d(gt)

d(gt)7→d(gt)

(5.2)

If moreover gc = c, we have gt = t.

Proof. It suffices to prove (b), as commutativity of (5.2) is obvious, and commutativity
of (5.1) may be checked locally.

Proof of (b): The identification in the top (and hence also the bottom) row are from
Lemma 5.3.9. The vertical isomorphisms come directly from the construction of the
corresponding vertical isomorphisms in (5.1).
To the last claim: Assume g ∈ Gc. Then gt = t, i.e. t is g-invariant, comes from

Lemma 5.3.9 part (e).

Lemma 5.3.11. Let c ∈ C be a closed point, u ∈ ΩC,c a uniformizing element, g a
generator of the cyclic group Gc and e := #Gc. Then the stalk of Ω1

C/Q has a k-basis
du, udu, . . . , ue−2du. The action of g with respect to this basis has matrix

ζ ∗ . . . ∗

0 ζ
...

... . . . ∗
0 . . . 0 ζ

 .

for some primitive e-th root of unity ζ.

Proof. This follows directly from Ω1
C/Q

∼= OC,cdu
OC,cd(ue) and gu ∼= ζu (mod u2) for some

primitive e-th root of unity ζ (Gc acting faithfully on mc/m
2
c).

Lemma 5.3.12. Let M be a quasi-coherent sheaf of OQ-modules and i ≥ 0.

(a) G acts on Hi(C, π∗M) as follows: For g ∈ G, we have an isomorphism of functors

H0(C, g∗(−)) ∼= H0(C, (g−1)∗(−)) = H0(C, (−)),

hence Hi(C, g∗(−)) ∼= Hi(C,−). Moreover, we have an isomorphism

g∗π∗M ∼= (πg)∗M = π∗M.

These give rise to an isomorphism

g : Hi(C, π∗M) ∼= Hi(C, g∗π∗M) Hi(C,g∗π∗M
∼=−→π∗M)−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Hi(C, π∗M).

2By the stalk of something related to the category of OC -modules (an object, a morphism, a diagram),
we mean its image under the stalk functor OC-Mod → OC,c-Mod.
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(b) There is an isomorphism, natural in M

Hi(C, π∗M)G ∼= Hi(Q,M) ∼= Hi(C, π∗M)G.

This isomorphism is compatible with restriction to G-invariant open subsets of C.

Proof. (a) is trivial to prove.
For (b), note that any additive functor kG-Mod→ k-Vect is exact: kG is semi-simple

by Maschke’s theorem (we assume char k = 0 throughout), so any short exact sequence
in kG-Mod is split. In particular, taking (co)invariants is an exact functor. Moreover,
coinvariants are naturally isomorphic to invariants, as both functors correspond to
anihilating all non-trivial simple kG-modules.

Recall that π∗ : Qcoh(OQ)→ Qcoh(OC) is exact by the flatness in Lemma 5.3.9 part
(a).

By homological algebra, it follows that Hi(C, π∗−)G is the i-th right derived functor
of H0(C, π∗(−))G. Hence it suffices to show that H0(C, π∗(−))G ∼= H0(Q,−).

Let C = ⋃
i∈I Ui be a cover of C by G-invariant affine open subsets (cf. Lemma 5.2.3).

Write Ui ∼= SpecAi, so Ai is a Dedekind domain. As in the proof of Lemma 5.3.9,
Q = ⋃

i∈I π(Ui) is an affine open covering of Q where π(Ui) ∼= SpecAGi .
For each of these Ui, we have

H0(Ui, π∗M)G ∼=
(
H0(π(Ui),M)⊗AG

i
Ai
)
G
.

The action of G on H0(π(Ui),M)⊗AG
i
Ai comes from the action on Ai. By right exactness

of the tensor product, we conclude(
H0(π(Ui),M)⊗AG

i
Ai
)
G
∼= H0(π(Ui),M)⊗AG

i
(Ai)G

∼= H0(π(Ui),M)⊗AG
i

(Ai)G ∼= H0(π(Ui),M).

It is not too hard to check that this isomorphism is compatible with restrictions. We
hence get the commutative diagram with exact rows (using exactness of coinvariants
again)

0 H0(C, π∗M)G
⊕

i∈I H0(Ui, π∗M)G
⊕

i,j∈I H0(Ui ∩ Uj , π∗M)G

0 H0(Q, π∗M) ⊕
i∈I H0(π(Ui),M) ⊕

i,j∈I H0(π(Ui) ∩ π(Uj),M).

∼= ∼=

This induces the dotted isomorphism which was the one we searched for.

Remark 5.3.13. It is not in general true that H0(C, π∗M) ∼= kG ⊗k H0(Q,M) as kG-
modules, even though this holds locally. For example if M = OQ, we have π∗M ∼= OC ,
so H0(C, π∗OQ) ∼= k with trivial G-action.

Proposition 5.3.14.

HH1([C/G]) ∼= HH−1([C/G]) ∼= H0(Q,Ω1
Q/k).

Proof. We apply Proposition 5.2.12. So we claim that H0(C,Ω1
C/k)G ∼= H0(Q,Ω1

Q/k).
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The action of G on H0(C,Ω1
C/k) is given as follows: For g ∈ G, consider the iso-

morphisms Ω1
C/k
∼= g∗Ω1

C/k from Lemma 5.3.10 and H0(C,−) ∼= H0(C, g∗(−)). Then
the coposite isomorphism

H0(C,Ω1
C/k)

H0(C,Ω1
C/k

∼=g∗Ω1
C/k

)
−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ H0(C, g∗Ω1

C/k)
∼=−→ H0(C,Ω1

C/k)

is the action of g on H0(C,Ω1
C/k).

We similar get an action on H0(C,Ω1
Q/k) and H0(C,Ω1

C/Q).
Left exactness of H0(C,−) and (5.1) give the commutative diagram with exact rows

0 H0(C, π∗Ω1
Q/k) H0(C,Ω1

C/k) H0(C,Ω1
C/Q)

0 H0(C, π∗Ω1
Q/k) H0(C,Ω1

C/k) H0(C,Ω1
C/Q)

g g g .

Recall that taking G-invariants is a left exact functor (in our situation, it is even exact).
This shows that we get an exact sequence of k-vector spaces

0→ H0(C, π∗Ω1
Q/k)G → H0(C,Ω1

C/k)G → H0(C,Ω1
C/Q)G.

Claim. H0(C,Ω1
C/Q)G = 0: By Lemma 5.3.11, Ω1

C/Q is supported only at the (finitely
many!) point c ∈ C with non-trivial stabilizer Gc. Moreover, for each such c ∈ C, the
action of G on Ω1

C/Q restricts to an action of Gc on (Ω1
C/Q)c with vanishing module of

invariants (by Lemma 5.3.11). Hence H0(C,Ω1
C/Q)G ∼=

(⊕
c∈C

(Ω1
C/Q)c

)G
= 0.

From the claim and the above short exact sequence

H0(C,Ω1
C/k)G ∼= H0(C, π∗Ω1

Q/k) ∼=
L5.3.12

H0(Q,Ω1
Q/k).

This finishes the proof.

We just described the Hochschild homology in terms of Q and the orders of stabilizers.
We aim to do the same for Hochschild cohomology.

Lemma 5.3.15. There is a short exact sequence of quasi-coherent OC-modules

0→ TC → π∗TQ → F → 0, (5.3)

where F is a sheaf of OC-modules supported at those points c ∈ C where Gc ̸= {1}.
The short exact sequence (5.3) can locally described as follows: For c ∈ C, let

u ∈ OC,c be a uniformizing element, e = #Gc and t := ue ∈ OQ,π(c). Then (TC)c =
HomOC,c

((Ω1
C/k)c,OC,c) is a free OC,c-module with basis δu : (Ω1

C/k)c → OC,c, du 7→ 1.
Similarly, (TQ)π(c) is a free OQ,π(c)-module with basis δt : dt 7→ 1.
The stalk of (5.3) at c is given by

0→ OC,cδu δu 7→eue−1δt−−−−−−−−→ OC,cδt →
OC,cδt

OC,cue−1δt
→ 0.
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Proof. Apply the left-exact functor Hom(−,OC) to the short exact sequence from
Lemma 5.3.9. This gives an exact sequence

0→ Hom(Ω1
C/Q,OC)→ Hom(Ω1

C/k,OC)→ Hom(π∗Ω1
Q/k,OC).

Since Ω1
C/Q is a torsion sheaf, Hom(Ω1

C/Q,OC) = 0. We hence get a short exact sequence
of the form

0→ Hom(Ω1
C/k,OC)→ Hom(π∗Ω1

Q/k,OC)→ F → 0. (5.4)

We claim that this is the desired sequence: Since Ω1
Q/k and OQ are locally free OQ-

modules,

Hom(π∗Ω1
Q/k,OC) ∼= Hom(π∗Ω1

Q/k, π
∗OQ)

3
∼= π∗Hom(Ω1

Q/k,OQ) = π∗TQ.

Since by definition Hom(Ω1
C/k,OC) = TC , (5.4) can indeed by identified as (5.3).

We now look for the description at the level of stalks: The stalk of π∗Ω1
Q/k → Ω1

C/k

at c is by Lemma 5.3.9 given by φ : dt 7→ dt = eue−1du.
For the dualized map TC → π∗TQ, recall that the stalk of TC at c is given by OC,cδu,

and the stalk of π∗TQ at c is given by OC,c⊗OQ,π(c)OQ,π(c)δ
t, so it is a free OC,c-module

with basis 1⊗ δt, which we identify with δt.
The dual map of φ sends δu to δu ◦ φ, where δu ◦ φ(dt) = δu(eue−1du) = eue−1δt(dt).

Hence the stalk of TC → π∗TQ at c is the map which sends δu to eue−1δt.
We conclude that the stalk of (5.3) at c is given by

0→ OC,cδu → OC,cδt → Fc → 0.

Then the description of Fc is immediate. In particular, Fc = 0 if e = 1.

Lemma 5.3.16. Consider the following G-actions:

• G acts on TC = Hom(Ω1
C/k,OC) by the corresponding actions on Ω1

C/k resp. OC
(cf. Lemma 5.3.10).

• G acts on π∗TQ as in Lemma 5.3.12.

• G acts on F , which is a direct sum of skyscraper sheaves, by sending, for g ∈ G
and c ∈ C with u, t, e as in Lemma 5.3.15

xδt +OC,cue−1δt 7→ (gx)∂gt +OC,gc(gu)e−1δgt

where g : OC,c
∼=−→ OC,π(c) is the induced isomorphism.

Then the short exact sequence (5.3) consists of G-equivariant morphisms.

Proof. Well-definedness of the G-actions is easy to verify. To check G-invariance,
inspect the sequence locally (as described in Lemma 5.3.15) and proceed similar to
Lemma 5.3.10.

3Locally this means HomA(M, N) ⊗A B ∼= HomB(M ⊗A B, N ⊗A B) which holds for free A-modules
M, N .

52



5.3. ITERATED ROOT STACKS

Lemma 5.3.17. Let q1, . . . , qm ∈ Q be those points of Q which are of the form π(c)
with c ∈ C having Gc ̸= {1}. Let I ⊆ OQ be the sheaf of ideals defining the reduced
closed subscheme {q1, . . . , qm} ⊆ Q and F ′ := TQ

ITQ
.

(a) The stalk of F ′ at each qi is isomorphic to k, and the stalk at each q ∈ Q\{q1, . . . , qm}
is zero.
Pick a k-basis element ∂i ∈ (F ′)qi for each i = 1, . . . ,m.

(b) Consider the G-action on H0(C,F) as in Lemma 5.3.16. There is an isomorphism
H0(C,F)G → H0(Q,F ′) which can be described as follows:
For c ∈ C with Gc ̸= 0, let e, u, t be as in Lemma 5.3.15. Any element in Fc can
be written as a sum of elements of the form λuaδt for λ ∈ k and 0 ≤ a < e − 1.
Moreover, let i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} be the index such that qi = π(c).
Then H0(C,F)G → H0(Q,F ′) sends

λuaδt 7→
{
λ∂i, a = 0
0, a ̸= 0.

(c) It is possible to choose the basis elements ∂i in (a) such that there is a commutative
diagram

H0(C, π∗TQ)G H0(C,F)G

H0(Q,TQ) H0(Q,F ′)

∼= ∼=

where the top morphism is H0(C,−)G applied to (5.3), the left morphism comes
from Lemma 5.3.12, the right morphism comes from (b) and the bottom morphism
comes from the construction of F ′ as a quotient of TQ.

Proof. (a) Just note that TQ is locally free, that the stalk of I at qi is the maximal
ideal of OQ,qi and the stalk of I at each point q ∈ Q \ {q1, . . . , qm} is OQ,q.

(b) Pick preimages ci ∈ C such that π(ci) = qi for i = 1, . . . ,m. Each c ∈ C with
Gc ̸= {1} is in the orbit of precisely one ci. Thus

H0(C,F)G ∼=
( ⊕

c∈C
Gc ̸={1}

Fc
)
G

∼=
m⊕
i=1

(Fci)Gci
.

Let i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and g ∈ Gci be a generator. Let ui, ti, ei be as in Lemma 5.3.15.
We have gui ≡ ζui (mod u2

i ) for some primitive ei-th root of unity ζ. As g(dti) = dti,
we conclude g(δti) = δti . Hence g(λuai δti) = ζaλuai δ

ti . Therefore λuai δti vanishes
when taking Gci-coinvariants iff a ̸= 0 (as a < e− 1 < e). Thus (Fci)Gci

∼= kδt and
the remaining statements of (b) follow.

(c) Let σ ∈ H0(C, π∗TQ). Its image in H0(C,F) is obtained by restricting σ to (π∗TQ)c
for those c ∈ C with Gc ̸= {1} and then applying (π∗TQ)c → Fc.
Let σ̃ ∈ H0(Q,TQ) be the corresponding global section by Lemma 5.3.12. By the
compatibility with restriction in Lemma 5.3.12, the stalk of σ̃ at π(c) is the stalk
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of σ at c (using (TQ)π(c) ↪→ OC,c ⊗OQ,π(c) (TQ)π(c) = (π∗TQ)c which is an inclusion
as OQ,π(c) ↪→ OC,c and (TQ)π(c) is flat). Hence if ∂i is chosen to be the image of
∂ti ∈ (TQ)qi , the δti in (TQ)qi and the δti in Fci have the same image in F ′

qi
. This

shows commutativity.

Proposition 5.3.18. Let F ′,m be as in Lemma 5.3.17, and denote by r the rank of
the k-linear map H0(Q,TQ)→ H0(F ′). Then

dim HH1([C/G]) = dim H0(Q,TQ) + dim H0(Q,Ω1
Q/k)− r.

dim HH2([C/G]) =m− r + dim H1(Q,TQ).

Proof. We use Proposition 5.2.10. First note that H1(C,OC)G is, by Serre duality
and the fact that group invariants and coinvariants are isomorphic in our situation,
isomorphic to H0(C,Ω1

C/k)G. In Proposition 5.3.14, we computed H0(C,Ω1
C/k)G to be

isomorphic to H0(Q,Ω1
Q/k).

Now the short exact sequence of OC-modules (5.3) induces a long exact sequence

0→ H0(C,TC)→ H0(C, π∗TQ)→ H0(C,F)→ H1(C,TC)→ H1(C, π∗TQ)→ H1(C,F).

Note that F has finite support, so there exists an affine open subset U ⊆ C such that
F is supported on U (Lemma 5.2.3). Thus H1(C,F) = H1(U,F) = 0.
Now taking coinvariants in the above exact sequence yields an exact sequence (as

taking coinvariants is exact)

0→ H0(C,TC)G → H0(C, π∗TQ)G → H0(C,F)G → H1(C,TC)G → H1(C, π∗TQ)G → 0

By Lemma 5.3.12, H•(C, π∗TQ)G = H•(Q,TQ). Moreover, dim H0(C,F)G = m by
Lemma 5.3.17. By Lemma 5.3.17, we moreover see that the rank of H0(C, π∗TQ)G →
H0(C,F)G is r.

Using exactness and linear algebra, we thus calculate

dim H0(C,TC)G = dim im
(
H0(C,TC)G → H0(C, π∗TQ)G

)
= dim ker

(
H0(C, π∗TQ)G → H0(C,F)G

)
= dim H0(C, π∗TQ)G − dim im

(
H0(C, π∗TQ)G → H0(C,F)G

)
= dim H0(Q,TQ)− r.

dim H1(C,TC)G = dim ker
(
H1(C,TC)G → H1(C, π∗TQ)G

)
= dim im

(
H0(C,F)G → H1(C,TC)G

)
+ dim H1(C, π∗TQ)G

= dim H0(C,F)G − dim ker
(
H0(C,F)G → H1(C,TC)G

)
+ dim H1(Q,TQ)

=m− dim im
(
H0(C, π∗TQ)G → H0(C,F)G

)
+ dim H1(Q,TQ)

=m− r + dim H1(Q,TQ).

This finishes the proof.

In the above Proposition, everything already depends only on Q and the orders of
stabilizers. We can simplify the situation a bit, expressing everything using the genus
of Q:
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Theorem 5.3.19. With C,G,Q as above, denote

• gQ := dim H0(Q,Ω1
Q/k) the genus of Q.

• q1, . . . , qm the points of Q which admit a preimage c ∈ C such that Gc ̸= {1}.

• ei := #Gc for c ∈ C a preimage of qi.

• e := e1 + · · ·+ em.

• a :=


3, gQ = 0
1, gQ = 1
0, gQ ≥ 2

.

• r := min{m, a}.

• d :=


0, gQ = 0
1, gQ = 1
3gQ − 3, gQ ≥ 2

.

Then a = dim H0(Q,TQ), r is the same number as in Proposition 5.3.18, d = dim H1(Q,TQ).
The Hochschild (co)homology of [C/G] in degree i ∈ Z is given by

dim HHi([C/G]) =


2 + e−m, i = 0
gQ, i = ±1
0, otherwise

dim HHi([C/G]) =


1, i = 0
a+ gQ − r, i = 1
m− r + d, i = 2
0, otherwise.

Proof. The calculation of dim HH±1([C/G]) is Proposition 5.3.14. The other Hochschild
homology groups are calculated in Proposition 5.2.12. The claims on HHn([C/G]) for
n ̸= 1, 2 are in Proposition 5.2.10.
Believing for a moment the claims on a, d and r, the claims for HH1([C/G]) and

HH2([C/G]) follow from Proposition 5.3.18.
By Serre duality, d = dim H0(Q,Ω1

Q/k ⊗ Ω1
Q/k).

Note that if we can show a = dim H0(Q,TQ), we get at least

rk(H0(Q,TQ)→ H0(Q,F ′)) ≤ min{dim H0(Q,TQ), dim H0(Q,F)} = min{a,m} = r.

It remains to show r ≤ rk(H0(Q,TQ) → H0(Q,F ′)), a = dim H0(Q,TQ) and d =
dim H1(Q,TQ). In order to prove this, we consider the cases gQ = 0, gQ = 1 and gQ ≥ 2
separately.

• Case gQ = 0: Then Q ∼= P1 by [Har77, Example IV.1.3.5]. By [Har77, p. II.8.20.1],
Ω1
Q/k
∼= OQ(−2). Hence TQ

∼= OQ(2). Writing P1 = Proj k[X,Y ] with the
usual grading, H0(Q,TQ) corresponds to the space of homogeneous degree 2
polynomials in k[X,Y ]. A basis for this space is given by X2, Y 2, XY . We
conclude that a = 3 = dim H0(Q,TQ).
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We next have to show rk(H0(Q,TQ)→ H0(Q,F ′)) ≥ r. Since the automorphism
group of P1 acts triply transitive, we may choose our coordinates so that q1 = [1 : 0]
(or m = 0), q2 = [0 : 1] (or m ≤ 1) and q3 = [1 : 1] (or m ≤ 2).
The homogeneous degree 2-polynomials

f1 = X2 −XY, f2 = Y 2 −XY, f3 = XY

satisfy the following property: For i, j ∈ {1, . . . ,min{3,m}}, fi vanishes in qj if
i ≠ j, but fi does not vanish in qi. Hence the images of the fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ min{3,m}
(seeing fi as global section of TQ) in H0(Q,F ′) are linearly independent. This
shows that the rank of H0(Q,TQ)→ H0(Q,F ′) is at least min{3,m} = r.
Finally, we want to show dim H0(Q,Ω1

Q/k⊗Ω1
Q/k) = d = 0: Indeed, Ω1

Q/k⊗Ω1
Q/k
∼=

OQ(−4), which has no global sections.

• Case gQ = 1, i.e. Q is an elliptic curve. By [Har77, Example IV.1.3.6], Ω1
Q/k
∼= OQ.

Hence TQ
∼= OQ. Thus dim H0(Q,TQ) = 1 = a.

If m = 0, we get 0 ≤ rk(H0(Q,TQ)→ H0(Q,F ′)) ≤ r = 0, so that equality holds.
Now suppose that m > 0, so that r = 1. We show that the map H0(Q,TQ) →
H0(Q,F ′) is non-zero. Let f ∈ H0(Q,TQ) be the global section corresponding
to 1 ∈ k under the isomorphism k ∼= H0(Q,OQ) ∼= H0(Q,TQ). We want to show
that the image of f in the stalk (TQ)q1 is not in mq1(TQ)q1 . This follows since the
image of 1 in the stalk OQ,q1 is not in mq1 .
Finally, we want to show dim H0(Q,Ω1

Q/k ⊗ Ω1
Q/k) = d = 1: This follows since

Ω1
Q/k
∼= OQ, so that Ω1

Q/k ⊗ Ω1
Q/k
∼= OQ.

• Case gQ ≥ 2: Let KQ be the canonical divisor of Q. By [Har77, Lemma IV.1.2],
we must have l(−KQ) = 0, as otherwise deg(−KQ) ≥ 0, hence deg(KQ) ≤ 0 but
by [Har77, Example IV.1.3.3], deg(K) = 2gQ − 2 > 0.
The line bundle corresponding to the divisor −KQ is TQ, hence dim H0(Q,TQ) =
0 = a. We trivially conclude rk(H0(Q,TQ)→ H0(Q,F ′)) = 0.
Finally, we want to calculate dim H0(Q,Ω1

Q/k ⊗ Ω1
Q/k) = l(2KQ). By Riemann-

Roch [Har77, Theorem IV.1.3] and l(−KQ) = 0, we have

l(2KQ) = deg(2KQ) + 1− gQ = 2 degKQ + 1− gQ
=2(2gQ − 2) + 1− gQ = 3− 3gQ = d,

proving the last claim.

In any case, the stated formulae hold, so the proof is complete.

Remark 5.3.20. The genus gC of C and gQ satisfy Hurwitz’ formula [Har77, Corol-
lary IV.2.4]:

2gC − 2 = (#G)(2gQ − 2) + e−m.

Therefore it satisfies to know gC , #G and the orders of point stabilizers in C in order
to calculate everything in Theorem 5.3.19.
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Remark 5.3.21. In the notation of Theorem 5.3.19, [C/G] is isomorphic to the iterated
root stack obtained from Q by attaching the weight ei to qi for i = 1, . . . ,m.

We see that the Hochschild (co)homology of this iterated root stack depends only on
gQ, m and e1 + · · ·+ em.
Hence we gave a description of the Hochschild (co)homology of a weighted smooth

projective curve provided it can be realized as a quotient stack [C/G]. This last
assumption is satisfied in most cases:

Proposition 5.3.22 ([Len16, Corollary 9]). Let X be a smooth irreducible projective
curve, x1, . . . , xm ∈ X pairwise distinct closed points and e1, . . . , em ∈ Z≥1 be integers.
Let X be the iterated root stack obtained from X by attaching the weight ei to the point
xi for i = 1, . . . ,m.

Assume X is not isomorphic to a weighted projective line of the form P1⟨y1, y2; a1, a2⟩
for two distinct weights a1, a2 ∈ Z≥1. Then there exist a smooth irreducible projective
curve C and a finite subgroup G ≤ Aut(C) such that X ∼= [C/G] as stacks.

Proof of Theorem 5.3.6. In case X ∼= P1⟨y1, y2; a1, a2⟩ for some points y1, y2 and distinct
weights a1, a2, the theorem follows from Example 5.3.7 by using Proposition 4.1.9.

In all other cases, we may write X ∼= [C/G] for a smooth irreducible projective curve
C and a finite group of k-scheme automorphisms G ≤ Aut(C) by Proposition 5.3.22.
Then the result follows from Theorem 5.3.19.

Remark 5.3.23. We now give a second answer why, in the situation of Theorem 5.3.6,
the Hochschild cohomology (and HH±1) of the iterated root stack X is determined
by the genus of the curve X and the number of exceptional points (in those cases
where Proposition 5.3.22 applies to X ). Namely by Propositions 5.2.10 and 5.2.12, the
Hochschild cohomology and HH±1 are determined by H•(C, TC)G and H0(C,Ω1

C/k)G.
While C and H0(C,Ω1

C/k) may depend on the exceptional points and their weights,
H0(C,Ω1

C/k)G depends only on X. The reason for this is the vanishing of H0(C,Ω1
C/Q)G

in the proof of Proposition 5.3.14 (note that X = Q in our situation).
We calculated H•(C, TC)G using the short exact sequence from Lemma 5.3.15. Here,

the information about the exceptional points is encoded in the sheaf F and the in-
formation about the original curve X is encoded in π∗TQ. H•(C,F) depends only on
the weights of the exceptional points but not their location in X, and the morphism
H0(C,F) → H1(C, TC) a priori depends on their locations in X. However, we saw
that H•(C,F)G depends only on the number of exceptional points and, using that the
automorphism group is sufficiently transitive in the proof of Theorem 5.3.19, the map
H0(C,F) → H1(C, TC) has always maximal rank. This explains how, in the end, the
Hochschild cohomology is determined by the genus of X and the number of exceptional
points alone.

5.4. Realizing a class of weighted projective lines
Consider the weighted projective line X associated to the points x1, . . . , xn ∈ P1 and
the weights a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥1. In Proposition 5.3.22, we saw that X can be expressed as
a quotient stack of a smooth projective curve C by a finite group action in most cases.

In this section, we give an explicit construction of such a curve C and a group G for
an infinite class of weighted projective lines, and show how to calculate the Hochschild
(co)homology using just Propositions 5.2.10 and 5.2.12.

We assume again the Convention 3.1.1.
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Definition 5.4.1. Let S be the N0-graded k-algebra defined as follows:
As algebra, S = k[X1, . . . , Xn]/I where I is the ideal generated by Xai

i −X
a2
2 +xiX

a1
1 .

Elements of k are defined to be of degree 0, and we declare the degree of Xi to be
δi := lcm(a1,...,an)

ai
. (so we get the same algebra as in Definition 3.1.2 but with different

grading group).
We define the k-scheme C := ProjS (cf. [Har77, Proposition II.2.5]) and call it the

projective companion of X.

Remark 5.4.2. In his paper, Lenzing does not define a projective companion but rather a
twisted companion Y . Y is a smooth one-dimensional stack whose category of coherent
sheaves is given by modZ S/modZ

0 S with S defined as above [Len16, Proposition 11].
X is always a quotient stack of Y by the finite group G = µa1 ×···×µan

µlcm(a1,...,an)
, where µa is the

group of a-th roots of unity in k (ibid). Moreover, Lenzing gives suficient conditions, in
terms of the weights ai, for Y to be a projective curve, so that X is the quotient of an
explicit projective curve by an explicit group.

The approach with the projective companion developed here is somewhat orthogonal
to this: C is always a projective curve which comes with a natural morphism to
P1, expressing P1 as a quotient scheme of C by a natural action of G = µa1 ×···×µan

µlcm(a1,...,an)
.

Moroever, under certain conditions on the weights ai, C is smooth and the quotient
stack [C/G] is indeed the weighted projective line X.

For our purposes, the projective companion is more suitable for two reasons: First, an
explicit description of C as scheme simplifies the calculations of the cohomology of the
(co)tangent sheaves, as used in Propositions 5.2.10 and 5.2.12. Second, the conditions
which we need for C to be smooth and for [C/G] to be X are weaker than the conditions
Lenzing requires in [Len16, Proposition 11] for Y to be a scheme. Thus the usage of the
twisted companion allows to cover more examples of weighted projective lines.

Lemma 5.4.3 (Properties of the algebra S). (a) S is a two-dimensional noetherian
domain.

(b) Let k[X,Y ] denote the polynomial ring with grading degX := deg Y := lcm(a1, . . . , an).
Then the graded ring map Φ : k[X,Y ] → S,X 7→ Xa1

1 , Y 7→ Xa2
2 is a finite ring

extension.

Proof. (a) By4 [GL87, Proposition 1.3], S is a two-dimensional domain.

(b) It is an extension as it is easy to check that no polynomial in k[X1, X2] \ {0} is in
I. The extension is integral since X1, X2 and Xi = Xa2

2 − xiX
a1
1 are integral over

k[X,Y ]. It is an extension of finite type as S is of finite type even over k. Hence
the extension is finite.

Lemma 5.4.4 (Standard affine covering). Consider the open subsets U = D(X1) and
V = D(X2) of C.

(a) U and V are affine, and C = U ∪ V . Moreover5, U ∼= SpecS(X1), V ∼= SpecS(X2)
and U ∩ V ∼= SpecS(X1X2). Under these isomorphisms, the inclusions U ∩ V ↪→ U
resp. U ∩ V ↪→ V are Spec applied to the inclusions

S(X1) ↪→ S(X1X2), S(X2) ↪→ S(X1X2).

4In the cited paper, the L(a)-graded algebra is considered; however, the results cited here are
independent of the grading.

5S(f) denotes the degree zero part of the localization Sf for homogeneous f ∈ S+.
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(b) The finite ring extension Φ : k[X,Y ]→ S induces a finite and surjective morphism
of k-schemes C → P1. In particular, dimC = 1.

Proof. (a) The isomorphisms U ∼= SpecS(X1), V ∼= SpecS(X2) and U∩V ∼= SpecS(X1X2)
are by [Har77, Proposition 2.5]. In particular, U and V are affine. Then the
identifications of U ∩ V ↪→ U, V are immediate.
Let p ∈ C be a closed point not contained in U nor V . Then p ⊆ S is a prime ideal
containing X1 and X2. Therefore, p contains Xai

i = Xa2
2 − xiX

a1
1 for i = 3, . . . , n,

hence it contains all Xi for i = 1, . . . , n. Thus S+ ⊆ p, contradicting the definition
of C = ProjS. The contradiction shows C = U ∪ V .

(b) The existence of the morphism follows from [Stacks, 01MY] and C = D(Φ(X)) ∪
D(Φ(Y )) by (a). Finiteness follows from the fact that finite ring morphisms are
stable under base change [Stacks, 02JK], hence under localizations. Surjectivity
follows from [Stacks, 05DR]. Then the statement about the dimension of C follows
from [Stacks, 0ECG].

Lemma 5.4.5 (Projective embedding). (a) There exists a natural number d0 such that
for all positive multiples d of d0, the N0-graded algebra S(d) defined by

S(d) =
∞⊕
i=0

Sid,

where the degree i-homogeneous part of S(d) is Sid, is generated as k-algebra by Sd.

(b) For any d as in (a), there is an isomorphism of k-schemes

ProjS
∼=−→ ProjS(d)

sending a prime ideal p ∈ ProjS to p ∩ S(d) ∈ ProjS(d). In particular, C is a
projective k-scheme.

Proof. (a) is [Stacks, 0EGH] and the isomorphism in (b) follows from [Stacks, 0B5J]
and its proof. Then the fact that ProjS(d) is projective is immediate.

5.4.1. Points of C

The aim of this subsection is to describe the closed points of C.

Lemma 5.4.6. Let (λ1, . . . , λn), (µ1, . . . , µn) ∈ kn \ {0} be two vectors. Put a :=
lcm(a1, . . . , an). The following are equivalent:

(a) There exists some z ∈ k× such that for i = 1, . . . , n:

zaiλi = µi.

(b) For i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, denote the greatest common divisor of ai and aj by (ai, aj).
Then

µ

aj
(ai,aj )
j λ

ai
(ai,aj )
i = µ

ai
(ai,aj )
i λ

aj
(ai,aj )
j .
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Proof. (a) =⇒ (b): Writing µi = za/aiλi, we get

µ

aj
(ai,aj )
j λ

ai
(ai,aj )
i = λ

aj
(ai,aj )
j z

a
(ai,aj )λ

ai
(ai,aj )
i = λ

aj
(ai,aj )
j µ

ai
(ai,aj )
i .

(b) =⇒ (a): First suppose that there was some index i for which λi ̸= 0 but µi = 0. Pick

an index j such that µj ̸= 0 (by choice of (µ1, . . . , µn)). Then by (b), λ
aj

(ai,aj )
j µ

ai
(ai,aj )
i ̸= 0,

contradicting µi = 0. By symmetry, we observe λi = 0 ⇐⇒ µi = 0.
In order to prove (a), we may omit those indices for which λi = µi = 0 (because

condition (a) holds trivially for them). Let us therefore assume λi ̸= 0 ̸= µi for all i.
Now condition (b) can be restated as

(
λi
µi

) ai
(ai,aj )

=
(
λj
µj

) aj
(ai,aj )

(∗)

for all i, j. Pick some z ∈ k× such that µ1
λ1

= za/a1 (as k is algebraically closed). Replacing
(µ1, . . . , µn) by (za/a1µ1, . . . , z

a/anµn), we may assume µ1 = λ1. The condition (∗) for
i = 1 states that λj

µj
is an aj

(a1,aj) -th root of unity.
Put A := (a1 · · · an)2 and let ζ ∈ k× be an A-th root of unity. For i = 1, . . . , n, λi

µi
is

an A-th root of unity, so there exists some exponent ei ∈ Z with λi
µi

= ζei . Moreover, as
ζ is an A-th root of unity and ζei = λi

µi
is an ai-th root of unity, a divides ei by choice

of A.
We can restate (∗) as

ei
ai

(ai, aj)
≡ ej

aj
(ai, aj)

(mod A).

⇐⇒ eiai
a
≡ ejaj

a
(mod A(ai, aj)

a
).

By elementary number theory (using a general version of the chinese remainder theorem),
this shows that there exists a number t, unique modulo A, such that eiai

a ≡ t (mod Aai
a ).

Thus ei ≡ a
ai
t (mod A), and hence

λi
µi

= ζei = ζta/ai = (ζt)a/ai .

We may choose z = ζ−t to fulfil (a).

Definition 5.4.7. (a) We call two vectors (λ1, . . . , λn), (µ1, . . . , µn) ∈ kn \{0} fulfilling
the equivalent conditions of Lemma 5.4.6 equivalent. The equivalence class of
(λ1, . . . , λn) will be denoted by [λ1 : · · · : λn].

(b) Define P to be the set of tuples (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ kn \ {0} such that

λai
i = λa2

2 − xiλ
a1
1 for i = 3, . . . , n

modulo the equivalence relation from (a).

The aim of this subsection is to identify P with the set of closed points of C.

Lemma 5.4.8. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Consider the affine open subset SpecS(Xi)
∼=

D(Xi) ⊆ C, where S(Xi) is again the degree 0 part of the localization SXi.
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(a) The canonical morphism of affine schemes

SpecSXi → SpecS(Xi)
∼= D(Xi)

is surjective.

(b) For all points [λ1 : · · · : λn] ∈ P , the ideal I([λ1 : · · · : λn]) generated by those homo-
geneous elements f ∈ S which satisfy f(λ1, . . . , λn) = 0 is a non-zero homogeneous
prime ideal of S. It is independent of the equivalence class of (λ1, . . . , λn).

(c) Each maximal ideal of SXi has the form (X1 − λ1, . . . , Xn − λn) for a uniquely
determined vector (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ kn where λi ̸= 0 and for j = 3, . . . , n:

λ
aj

j = λa2
2 − xiλ

a1
1 .

Proof. (a) The fact SpecS(Xi)
∼= D(Xi) is [Har77, Proposition 2.5]. Let I ⊆ SpecS(Xi)

be any ideal, and let SXiI ⊆ SXi be the ideal of SXi generated by I. We claim that
the degree 0 part of SXiI is I, i.e. S(Xi) ∩ (SXiI) = I: The inclusion ⊇ is clear.
Now let a ∈ S(Xi) ∩ (SXiI). As a ∈ SXiI, we can write

a = f1i1 + · · ·+ frir

for f1, . . . , fr ∈ SXi and i1, . . . , ir ∈ I. Decomposing the fj , we may assume each
fj is a homogeneous element of SXi . Considering the degree zero part of our above
equation,

a =
r∑
j=1

deg(fj)=0

fjij .

As deg(fj) = 0 implies fj ∈ S(Xi), we see a ∈ I.
Now let p ∈ SpecS(Xi). If p = 0, a preimage is 0 ∈ SpecSXi . Otherwise p is a
maximal ideal of S(Xi) (as dimS(Xi) = 1, cf. Lemma 5.4.4). Since SXip is a proper
ideal of SXi by the above calculation, it is contained in a maximal ideal m of SXi ,
which is our desired preimage.

(b) The fact that I := I([λ1 : · · · : λn]) is a homogeneous prime ideal is immediate (if
fg ∈ I, then f(λ1, . . . , λn)g(λ1, . . . , λn) = 0, so f ∈ I or g ∈ I). Since λai

i X
aj

j −
λ
aj

j X
ai
i ∈ I for all i, j, we see I ̸= 0.

Finally, if (λ1, . . . , λn) = (za/a1µ1, . . . , z
a/anµn) for some z ∈ k× and f ∈ S is

homogeneous of degree d, f(λ1, . . . , λn) = zdf(µ1, . . . , µn), showing independence
of the equivalence class of λ.

(c) This is a version of Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz (λi ̸= 0 comes from the localization at
Xi).

Proposition 5.4.9. There is a one-to-one correspondence between closed points of C
and elements of P , given by sending [λ1 : · · · : λn] ∈ P to I([λ1 : · · · : λn]) ∈ C.

Proof. The map is well-defined by Lemma 5.4.8.
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Injectivity: Suppose that [λ1 : · · · : λn], [µ1 : · · · : µn] ∈ P describing the same closed
point I([λ1, . . . , λn]) = I([µ1 : · · · : µn]). For all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

µ

aj
(ai,aj )
j X

ai
(ai,aj )
i − µ

ai
(ai,aj )
i X

aj
(ai,aj )
j ∈ I([µ1 : · · · : µn]),

so this also lies in I([λ1 : · · · : λn]). This means, spelled out, that

µ

aj
(ai,aj )
j λ

ai
(ai,aj )
i = µ

ai
(ai,aj )
i λ

aj
(ai,aj )
j .

By Lemma 5.4.6, [λ1 : · · · : λn] = [µ1 : · · · : µn].
Surjectivity: Let p ∈ C be a closed points. Since we can cover C by the D(Xi), there

exists some i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that p ∈ D(Xi) ∼= SpecS(Xi). By Lemma 5.4.8, the
image of p in S(Xi) equals (X1−λ1, . . . , Xn−λn)∩S(Xi) for some (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ kn \{0}
satisfying λaj

j = λa2
2 − xjλ

a1
1 for all j ∈ {3, . . . , n}. It follows that I([λ1 : · · · : λn]) ⊆ p.

As I([λ1 : · · · : λn]) ̸= 0 (Lemma 5.4.8) and dimC = 1 (Lemma 5.4.4), I([λ1 : · · · :
λn]) = p.

5.4.2. Differentials of C

The aim of this section is to describe the cotangent bundle Ω1
C and to prove that C is

smooth.
Remark 5.4.10. As noted before, we will require some condition on the weights a1, . . . , an
to prove that C is smooth. It is not clear to the author whether this condition is also
necessary. However, the condition stated here will later be necessary and sufficient in
order to obtain the desired weighted projective line as quotient stack, so we lose no
generality imposing the condition already here.
We say that the weight vector a = (a1, . . . , an) satisfies the weight condition if each

weight divides the least common multiple of the other weights, i.e.

ai | lcm(a1, . . . , ai−1, ai+1, . . . , an) for i = 1, . . . , n.

Example 5.4.11. The weight vectors (2, 2), (2, 4, 4), (2, 3, 6), (2, 3, 5, 6, 10) satisfy the
weight condition, whereas (2, 3), (2, 4, 8) and (2, 3, 5) do not.
Remark 5.4.12. We claimed before that our weight condition is weaker than the condition
required in [Len16, Proposition 11]: There, it is assumed that6

degX1 = a

a1
, . . . ,degXn = a

an

are pairwise coprime, and that n ≥ 3 or n = 2 and a1 = a2. As gcd( aai
, aaj

) = a
lcm(ai,aj) ,

this is equivalent to a being the lcm of any two weight ai, aj with i ̸= j. If n ≥ 3, we
can find for each weight ah some i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with h, i, j pairwise distinct, so that

ah | a = lcm(aiaj) | lcm(ai′ : i′ ̸= h),

which is our weight condition.
For n = 3, our weight condition and Lenzing’s are equivalent. This is not the case

for n ≥ 3, e.g. (2, 2, 4, 4) is a weight vector satisfying our weight condition but not
Lenzing’s.

6The assumption n ≥ 3 or n = 2 and a1 = a2 is not explicitly stated, however, there are trivial
counterexamples for n = 2: e.g. the weight vector (2, 3) seems to satisfy the condition of [Len16,
Proposition 11]. However, the statement of that Proposition would be that the corresponding
weighted projective line X is the quotient of the non-weighted projective curve Y by µ2×µ3

µ6
, which

is the trivial group. Hence X ∼= Y would be non-weighted projective, a contradiction.
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Lemma 5.4.13. We define Ω̃ as the S-module by the following generators and relations:

Ω̃ :=
⊕n

i=1 SdXi(
aiX

ai−1
i dXi − a2X

a2−1
2 dX2 + xia1X

a1−1
1 for i = 3, . . . , n

) .
We turn Ω̃ into a graded S-module by the convention deg(dXi) := degXi = a

ai
. Define

a differential S d−→ Ω̃ by d(Xi) = dXi, extended by the Leibniz rule.
Then S

d−→ Ω̃ is a universal derivation, i.e. Ω̃ is the module of Kähler differentials.

Proof. Well-definedness of Ω̃ and d are easily checked.
By [Har77, Example II.8.2.1], the module of Kähler differentials for k[X1, . . . , Xn] is

n⊕
i=1

k[X1, . . . , Xn]dXi with d similarly as defined above. Since we can express S as a

quotient ring of k[X1, . . . , Xn], the statement follows from [Har77, Proposition II.8.4A].

Lemma 5.4.14. Let Ω̃ be as above and consider the graded morphism of S-modules

Ω̃ φ−→ S, dXi 7→
Xi

ai
.

Denote Ω := ker(φ).
Let p in C be a closed point with coordinates [λ1 : · · · : λn].

(a) If w ∈ S is homogeneous of degree δ, we have φ(d(w)) = δa−1w.

(b) The stalk of the map S d−→ Ω̃ at p, i.e. S(p)
d−→ Ω̃(p), factors over Ω(p).

(c) Assume that the weight condition holds. Then S(p)
d−→ Ω(p) is the module of Kähler

differentials of S(p).

(d) Assume that the weight condition holds. Choose indices i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that
λi′ ̸= 0 for all i′ ̸= i. There exists a unit f ∈ Sp of degree deg(f) = − a

ai
− a

aj
. For

any such unit, Ω(p) is a free S(p)-module of rank 1 with generator

f(aiXjdXi − ajXidXj).

Proof. (a) We may assume w has the form w = Xe1
1 · · ·Xen

n with ei ≥ 0. Then

φ(d(w)) =φ
(

n∑
i=1

eiX
e1
1 · · ·X

ei−1
i−1 X

ei−1
i X

ei+1
i+1 · · ·X

en
n dXi

)
=

n∑
i=1

ei
ai
Xe1
e · · ·Xen

n

=w
n∑
i=1

ei
ai

= w
n∑
i=1

ei degXia
−1 = wa−1

n∑
i=1

deg(Xei
i ) = wa−1δ.

(b) Let f
g ∈ S(p) with f, g ∈ S homogeneous (so g does not vanish in [λ1 : · · · : λn]).

Denote δ := deg(f) = deg(g). Then

φ(d(f/g)) = φ

(
d(f)
g
− fd(g)

g2

)
= φ(d(f))

g
− fφ(d(g))

g2 =
(a)

δf

ag
− fδg

ag2 = 0.
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(c) By compatibility with localization, Sp d−→ Ω̃p is the module of Kähler differentials of
Sp.
Note that gcd(deg(X1), . . . ,deg(Xn)) = a

lcm(a1,...,an) = 1. Moreover, by the weight
condition, even gcd(deg(Xj) : j ≠ i) = 1 for all i = 1, . . . , n. Since at most one Xi

can vanish in [λ1 : · · · : λn], we have gcd(deg(Xi) : Xi invertible in Sp) = 1.
Hence Sp contains a unit t of degree 1. It follows that Sp ∼= S(p)[t, t−1] as graded
algebras, where the latter is, by abuse of notation, the ring of Laurent polynomials
over S(p) with deg(t) = 1.
Note that we have a (non-graded) k-algebra homomorphism S(p)[t, t−1] → S(p)
sending t to 1. Then the composition

S(p) ↪→ S(p)[t, t−1]→ S(p)

is the identity k-algebra homomorphism. It follows that the induced map of Kähler
differentials

Ω1
S(p)/k

→ Ω1
S(p)[t,t−1]/k

→ Ω1
S(p)/k

is the identity map. In particular, the natural map Ω1
S(p)/k

→ Ω1
S(p)[t,t−1]/k

∼= Ω̃p

is injective. Thus Ω1
S(p)/k

is the S(p)-submodule of Ω̃p generated by the image of

S(p)
d−→ Ω̃p. It suffices to show that this image is ker(φ) ∩ Ω̃(p).

For e ∈ Z define

Uδ := {w ∈ Ω̃p : φ(w) = δa−1w}.

By (a), this is a graded Sp-submodule of Ω̃p and Ω̃p = ⊕
δ∈Z

Ulδ.

Note that Ω̃p is, as Sp-module, generated by the elements d(ste) for s ∈ S(p) and
e ∈ Z. Then d(ste) ∈ Ue by the above calculation. Hence U0 is generated, as
Sp-module, by d(s) for s ∈ S(p). Therefore the degree 0 part of U0 is generated, as
S(p)-module, by d(s) for s ∈ S(p). This shows that Ω1

S(p)/k
is indeed the degree 0

part of U0, as claimed.

(d) The existence of units of arbitrary degree was settled above.
It is simple to see that sf(aiXjdXi − ajXidXj) = 0 for s ∈ Sp implies s = 0 by the
definition of Ω̃ (using that Sp is a domain).
Finally let w ∈ Ω(p) be any element. Write w = f1dX1+· · ·+fndXn for homogeneous
elements fi ∈ Sp of degree deg fi = −degXi = − a

ai
.

Using the conditions

ai′X
ai′ −1
i′ dXi′ = a2X

a2−1
2 dX2 − xi′Xa1−1

1 dX1,

for i′ ≥ 3, we claim that it is possible to express each dXℓ using dXi and dXj , i.e.

Ω(p) = (Sp)− deg(Xi)dXi + (Sp)− deg(Xj)dXj

The claim is proved by case distinction:
• In case {i, j} = {1, 2}, this is clear: Use the condition for i′ = ℓ and invertibility

of Xℓ to get dXℓ ∈ (Sp)− deg(X1)dX1 + (Sp)− deg(X2)dX2.

64



5.4. REALIZING A CLASS OF WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE LINES

• In case 1 ∈ {i, j} but 2 /∈ {i, j}, use the condition for i′ = max{i, j} and
invertibility of X2 to get dX2. Then use dX1 and dX2 and the remining
conditions to get all Xℓ for ℓ ≥ 3.

• In case 2 ∈ {i, j} but 1 /∈ {i, j}, use the condition for i′ = max{i, j} and
invertibility of X1 to get dX1. Proceed as above.

• In case {i, j} ∩ {1, 2} ̸= ∅, subtract the condition for i′ = i from the condition
for i′ = j. Thus

ajX
aj−1
j dXj − aiXai−1

i dXi = (xi − xj)Xa1−1
1 dX1.

Now use the invertibility of X1 and xi ̸= xj to get dX1. Proceed as above.
In any case, Ω(p) = (Sp)− deg(Xi)dXi+(Sp)− deg(Xj)dXj . Now if w = fidXi+fjdXj ∈
Ω(p), we have

0 = φ(w) = fiXi

ai
+ fjXj

aj
=⇒ fj = −ajXi

aiXj
fi

=⇒ w = fi
aiXj

(aiXjdXi − ajXidXj) = fi
aiXjf

f (aiXjdXi − ajXidXj) .

As fi
aiXjf

is of degree 0, we see w ∈ S(p)f (aiXjdXi − ajXidXj).

Corollary 5.4.15. Assume that the weight condition holds.

(a) C is smooth.

(b) Denote ω := (n− 2)a−
n∑
i=1

a
ai

. For i ∈ {2, . . . , n} and f = X2 · · ·Xi−1Xi+1 · · ·Xn,
consider the element

wi := ±(a1XidX1 − aiX1dXi)
n∏
j=2
j ̸=i

X
1−aj

j ∈ (Ωf )−ω,

where the sign is +1 for i ≥ 3 and −1 for i = 2. Then

(Sf )ω → Ω(f), g 7→ gwi

is an isomorphism of S(f)-modules.

(c) For i ≠ i′, the restrictions of wi and wi′ to D(X2 · · ·Xn) coincide. In particular,
the above isomorphisms glue to an isomorphism of line bundles from OC(ω) to the
sheaf of modules on C associated to the graded S-module Ω, i.e. the cotangent sheaf
of C.

Proof. (a) The cotangent sheaf is the sheaf associated to the graded S-module Ω. As
Ω(p) is free of rank one for each closed point p, C is regular. Since we are in
characteristic zero, C is already smooth.

(b) As ρ and the Xj for i ≠ j ≥ 2 are units, it suffices to show that the following is an
isomorphism:

(Sf )ω → Ω(f), g 7→ g(a1XidX1 − aiX1dXi).

This can be checked locally at each closed point p ∈ D(X2 · · ·Xi−1Xi+2 · · ·Xn).
Note that if f ∈ (Sp)− deg(X1)−deg(Xi) is a unit, (Sp)− deg(X1)−deg(Xi) is a free S(p)-
module of rank 1. Now the claim follows by Lemma 5.4.14 part (d).
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(c) It suffices to show that the restrictions of each wi and w2 coincide for i ≥ 3. For
that notice that if all Xj are invertible for j ≥ 2,

a1XidX1 − aiX1dXi = a1XidX1 −
X1

Xai−1
i

(aiXai−1
i dXi)

=a1XidX1 −
X1

Xai−1
i

(a2X
a2−1
2 dX2 − xia1X

a1−1
1 dX1)

=a1Xi

(
1− xiX

a1
1

Xai
i

)
dX1 −

Xa2−1
2

Xai−1
i

a2X1dX2

=aiXi

(
1− Xai

i −X
a2
2

Xai
i

)
dX1 −

Xa2−1
2

Xai−1
i

a2X1dX2

=− Xa2−1
2

Xai−1
i

(a1X2dX1 − a2X1dX2) .

Multiplying both sides by
n∏
j=2
j ̸=i

X
1−aj

j , we get the claim.

Remark 5.4.16. Assume that the weight condition holds.
It follows that the genus of C is dimk H0(C,OC(ω)) = dimk Sω. The genus can be

computed as follows:
We first express OC(ω) via a Cartier divisor: Consider the open cover

{Ui = D (X1 · · ·Xi−1Xi+1 · · ·Xn) | i = 1, . . . , n}.

The weight condition implies gcd(deg(X1), . . . ,deg(Xi−1), deg(Xi+1), . . . ,deg(Xn)) = 1.
We therefore may choose indices ei,1, . . . , ei,n ∈ Z such that

ei,i =
{
−1, i ∈ {1, 2}
ai − 1, i ≥ 3

and fi := X
ei,1
1 · · ·Xei,n

n ∈ Frac(S) has degree 0. Then {(Ui, fi)}i=1,...,n defines a Cartier
divisor as in [Har77, Sec. II.6].

Let K := S(0) be the field of rational functions and denote, by abuse of notation, the
sheaf on C which is constantly K also by K. Consider the injective homomorphism of
sheaves

OC(ω)→ K

given by multiplying a section by v := X1X2
n∏
i=3

X1−ai
i (which has degree −ω). Denote

the image of this morphism by L.
We claim that L is the line bundle L(D) associated to the Cartier divisor

D := {(Ui, fi)}i=1,...,n.

i.e. for each i = 1, . . . , n and p ∈ Ui, we would like to show that the S(p)-submodule
of K generated by f−1

i equals the submodule generated by v(Sp)ω. This is clear if
p ∈ D(X1 · · ·Xn), as all the Xi become units and the submodule in each case is just
OC,p = S(p). If p ∈ V (Xi), the submodule is{

XiS(p), i = 1, 2
X1−ai
i S(p), i ≥ 3.

(∗)
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This shows that L(D) ∼= L ∼= OC(ω) ∼= Ω1
C/k. In other words, D is the canonical divisor.

By [Har77, Example IV.1.3.3], the degree of this canonical divisor is 2g − 2, where g is
the genus of C. Note that by (∗), the Weyl divisor associated to D is

n∑
i=1

∑
p∈V (Xi)

p ·
{

1, i = 1, 2
1− ai, i ≥ 3.

Hence the degree of D is

n∑
i=1

#V (Xi)
{

1, i = 1, 2
1− ai, i ≥ 3.

We will later see that #V (Xi) = a1···ai−1ai+1···an

a . It follows that the degree of D is

a1 · · · an
a

(
1
a1

+ 1
a2

+
n∑
i=3

1
ai
− 1

)
= a1 · · · an

a

(
(2− n) +

n∑
i=1

1
ai

)

=− a1 · · · an
a2 ω.

We conclude that the genus of C is

1− 1
2

(
−a1 · · · an

a2 ω

)
= 1 + a1 · · · an

2a2 ω.

Example 5.4.17. Assume again the weight condition. By [Har77, Example IV.1.3.5], C
is isomorphic to P1 iff the genus is zero.

If the genus of C is zero, a1···anω
2a2 = −1. In particular, ω < 0. Thus n− 2−

n∑
i=1

1
ai
< 0.

Conversely, if n− 2−
n∑
i=1

1
ai
< 0, we get ω < 0 so the genus of C is dimSω = 0.

• Case n = 2: The weight condition implies a1 = a2, so a = (a1, a1).

• Case n ≥ 3: Then ai ≥ 2 implies
n∑
i=1

1
ai
≤ n

2 , so that n
2 − 2 ≥ n− 2−

n∑
i=1

1
ai
< 0.

We see n < 4.

Now let n = 3. Then 0 > n− 2−
n∑
i=1

ai = 1−
3∑
i=1

1
ai
. The only solutions to this

are, up to reordering,

a ∈ {(2, 2, a) : a ≥ 2} ∪ {(2, 3, 3), (2, 3, 4), (2, 3, 5)}.

Only the weight vector a = (2, 2, 2) satisfies the weight condition.

Example 5.4.18. Similarly, C is elliptic (i.e. the genus is 1) iff ω = 0. By a similar case
distinction as above, this is the case for

a ∈ {(2, 3, 6), (2, 4, 4), (3, 3, 3), (2, 2, 2, 2)}.

All of these satisfy the weight condition.
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5.4.3. The group action on C

As announced before, the natural map C → P1 from Lemma 5.4.4 expresses P1 as a
quotient scheme of C by a finite group. In this section, we make the group and its
action explicit.

Definition 5.4.19. For a ∈ N, let µa ≤ k× be the group of a-th roots of unity in k.
Consider the action of µa1 × · · · × µan on S by the algebra automorphism

(ζ1, . . . , ζn) ·Xi := ζiXi

for i = 1, . . . , n. Denote the induced map on C = ProjS by φ(ζ1,...,ζn). Denote the
image of the group homomorphism

µa1 × · · · × µan

φ(−)−−−→ Aut(C)

by G.

Lemma 5.4.20.

(a) If p ∈ C is a closed points with coordinates [λ1 : · · · : λn], φ(ζ1,...,ζn)(p) is the closed
point in C with coordinates [ζ−1

1 λ1 : · · · : ζ−1
n λn].

(b) For i = 1, . . . , n, consider the homomorphism µa → µai, sending ζ to ζa/ai. Then
the induced homomorphism µa → µa1 × · · · × µan and the group homomorphism
from Definition 5.4.19 form a short exact sequence

0→ µa → µa1 × · · · × µan → G→ 0.

In particular, G ∼= µa1 ×···×µan

µa
.

(c) The natural map C → P1 from Lemma 5.4.4 expresses P1 as a quotient scheme
C/G.

(d) If p ∈ C is a closed point with coordinates [λ1 : · · · : λn] such that λi ̸= 0 for all i,
the stabilizer of p in G is trivial.

(e) Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. There exists a unique G-orbit of closed points p ∈ C with
coordinates [λ1 : · · · : λn] such that λi = 0.
The image of each such point in P1 has the coordinate xi in P1.

(f) Assume that the weight condition holds and let p be one of the closed points from
(e). Then the stablilizer of p in G is cyclic of order ai.

Proof. (a) Let f ∈ S. Then we have

f ∈ p ⇐⇒ f(λ1, . . . , λn) = 0 ⇐⇒ φ(ζ1,...,ζn)(f)(ζ−1
1 (λ1), . . . , ζ−1

n (λn)) = 0
⇐⇒ φ(ζ1,...,ζn) ∈ p′

where p′ is the closed point of C with coordinates [ζ−1
1 λ1 : · · · : ζ−1

n λn]. This shows
that φ(ζ1,...,ζn)(p) = p′.
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(b) Let (ζ1, . . . , ζn) ∈ µa1×· · ·×µan . This element is in the kernel of µa1×· · ·×µan → G
iff for all closed points p ∈ C, φ(ζ1,...,ζn)(p) = p.
Write p with coordinates [λ1 : · · · : λn]. Then

φ(ζ1,...,ζn)([λ1 : · · · : λn]) = [ζ−1
1 λ1 : · · · : ζ−1

n λn].

This equals [λ1 : · · · : λn] iff there exists some t ∈ k× such that ζ−1
i λi = ta/aiλi for

all i.
On the one hand, if (ζ1, . . . , ζn) has a preimage ζ ∈ µa, we may choose t = ζ−1 for
all points p to establish φ(ζ1,...,ζn)([λ1 : · · · : λn]) = [λ1 : · · · : λn].
Now conversely suppose that φ(ζ1,...,ζn) ∈ Aut(C) is the trivial map and pick a
point p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] ∈ D(X1 · · ·Xn). Then there exists some t ∈ k× such that
ζ−1
i = ta/ai for all i, as λi ̸= 0. As ta = ζ−ai

i = 1, t is an a-th root of unity. Now
t−1 ∈ µa is a preimage of (ζ1, . . . , ζn) in µa.
The fact that µa → µa1 × · · · × µan is injective follows easily by elementary number
theory, using only a = lcm(a1, . . . , an).

(c) It suffices to show that two closed points p, p′ ∈ C have the same image in P1 iff
they are in the same G-orbit (surjectivity of C → P1 was proved in Lemma 5.4.4).
In coordinates, write p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] and p′ = [λ′

1 : · · · : λ′
n]. Then the respective

images in P1 have coordinates λ
a2
2
λ

a1
1

respectively (λ′
2)a2

(λ′
1)a1 (with the convention 1/0 =∞).

Suppose first that p′ = φ(ζ1,...,ζn)(p). Then λ′
i = ζiλi such that (λ′

i)ai = λai
i for all i.

It follows that p and p′ have the same image in P1.
Now assume conversely that the images of p and p′ in P1 coincide. Hence there
exists some t ∈ k× such that (λ′

1)a1 = tλa1
1 and (λ′

2)a2 = tλa2
2 .

Pick some s ∈ k such that sa = t. Put λ̃i := sa/aiλ′
i. Then [λ′

1 : · · · : λ′
n] =

[λ̃i, . . . , λ̃n] and λ̃1
a1 = λa1

1 , λ̃2
a2 = λa2

2 .
By the equation

λai
i = λa2

2 − xiλ
a1
1 for i = 3, . . . , n,

we conclude λ̃i
ai = λai

i for all i. Therefore, there exists an ai-th root of unity
ζi ∈ µai such that λ̃i = ζiλi. We conclude

φ(ζ1,...,ζn)([λ1 : · · · : λn]) = [λ̃1 : · · · : λ̃n] = [λ′
1 : · · · : λ′

n].

Hence φ(ζ1,...,ζn)(p) = p′.

(d) We saw this proof already in (b).

(e) We distingusih the cases i = 1 and i ≥ 2 for formal reasons, although they are no
actually different:
Case i = 1: Existence of at least one point p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] with λ1 = 0: Set
λ1 = 0, λ2 = 1 and choose, for i ≥ 3, λi to satisfy λai

i = λa2
2 − xiλ

ai
i .

Now if p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] is any closed point of C satisfying λ1 = 0, it follows that
λ2 ̸= 0 and the image of p in P1 is λ

a2
2
λ

a1
1

= λ
a2
2
0 =∞ = x1.

Therefore, any two points in p with vanishing X1-coordinate have the same image
in P1, so they are G-conjugate by (c).
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Case i ≥ 2: Existence of at least one point p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] with λi = 0: Set λ1 = 1
and λi = 0. If i ≥ 3, choose λ2 to satisfy λai

i = λa2
2 − xiλ

a1
1 . Now for i ̸= j ≥ 3,

choose λj to satisfy λaj

j = λa2
2 − xjλ

a1
1 .

Next suppose p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] is any closed point in C satisfying λi = 0. Note
that 0 = λai

i = λa2
2 − xiλ

a1
1 holds in any case (for i = 2, recall x2 = 0). Hence the

image of p in P1 has coordinate

λa2
2
λa1

1
= xiλ

a1
1

λa1
1

= xi.

Again, if p and p′ are two points with vanishing Xi-coordinate, they have the same
image in P1, so they are G-conjugate.

(f) Let p = [λ1 : · · · : λn]. We claim that the stabilizer of p is the image of the
composition

µai ↪→ µa1 × · · · × µan → G.

On the one hand, an element (ζ1, . . . , ζn) with ζj = 1 for all j ≠ i will certainly
stabilize p as ζjλj = λj holds for all j (since λi = 0).
Now suppose conversely that (ζ1, . . . , ζn) ∈ µ1 × · · · × µn stabilizes p. By definition,
[ζ−1

1 λ1 : · · · : ζ−1
n λn] = [λ1 : · · · : λn], i.e. ζ−1

j λj = ta/ajλj for some t ∈ k× and all j.
Then t is an a-th root of unity as before and ta/ajζj = 1 if i ̸= j. Thus

φ(ζ1,...,ζn) = φta/a1ζ1,...,ta/anζn
= φ(1,...,1,ta/aiζi,1,...,1)

has a preimage in µai .
This proves that the stabilizer of p is the image of µai in G. We still have to show
that the map µai → G is injective. Suppose ζi ∈ µai is in the kernel. By (a), there
exists some ζ ∈ µa with ζa/ai = ai and ζa/aj = 1 for j ̸= i.
By the weight condition, the induced map

µa → µa1 × · · · × µai−1 × µai+1 × · · · × µan

still is injective, so ζ = 1 and hence ζi = 1.
Now µai ↪→ G is the stabilizer of p, which is cyclic of order ai.

Corollary 5.4.21. Assume that the weight condition holds. Then [C/G] is, as stack,
isomorphic to the weighted projective line P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.4.20 and Proposition 5.3.4.

Remark 5.4.22. By the proof of Lemma 5.4.20, part (f), it is easy to see that the
existence of an isomorphism [C/G] ∼= P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩ is equivalent to the
weight condition (if the weight condition fails, some stabilizers will not be large enough).
e.g. the weight vector (2, 3) fails the weight condition, and indeed, G ∼= µ2×µ3

µ6
∼= {1},

hence no point in C has a non-trivial stabilizer.
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Remark 5.4.23 (Continuing Remark 5.4.16). To finish the argument of Remark 5.4.16,
we have to show that the number of points p = [λ1 : · · · : λn] such that λi = 0
is a1···ai−1ai+1···an

a = |G|
ai
. This follows, assuming the weight condition, directly from

Lemma 5.4.20 and the orbit-stabilizer-formula.
Moreover, we note that the Euler characteristic of C is 2 − 2g = |G|ωa , where g is

its genus. By [Len16, Theorem 2], we hence would expect the Euler characteristic of
[C/G] ∼= P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩ to be ω

a . And indeed, this is the Euler characteristic
by [VZ15, p. 58].
Example 5.4.24. In the terminology of [Len16, Theorem 7], we say that the weighted pro-
jective line P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩ is of parabolic type iff a ∈ {(2, 3, 6), (2, 4, 4), (3, 3, 3), (2, 2, 2, 2)}.
These are precisely the cases where C is elliptic by Example 5.4.18.

Lemma 5.4.25 (Group action of differentials). Let (ζ1, . . . , ζn) ∈ µ1 × · · · × µn and g
be the corresponding group element g := φ(ζ1,...,ζn) ∈ G. Denote by OC(ω) ψ−→ Ω1

C/k be
the isomorphism of line bundles from Corollary 5.4.15.

As g is a scheme automorphism, consider the induced isomorphism g∗Ω1
C/k
∼= Ω1

C/k.
Moreover, the action of (ζ1, . . . , ζn) on S induces an isomorphism g∗OC(ω) ∼= OC(ω).

Then the following diagram of sheaf isomorphisms commutes:

OC(ω) Ω1
C/k g∗Ω1

C/k

OC(ω) g∗OC(ω)

ψ

·(ζ1···ζn)−1

∼=

∼=

g∗ψ .

Here, the leftmost map is multiplication of sections by 1
ζ1···ζn

∈ k×.

Proof. It suffices to check commutativity on an open covering of C. Let i ∈ {2, . . . , n}
and consider the open subset D(f) for f = X2 · · ·Xi−1Xi+1 · · ·Xi. Note that D(f) is
G-invariant. Hence H0(D(f), g∗M) = H0(D(f),M) for all sheaves of OC-modules M .
We get the following commutative diagram from 5.4.15:

S(f) Sf

H0(D(f),OC(ω)) = (Sf )ω Ω(f) Ω1
Sf/k

dS(f)/k dSf /k

wi·

.

Now consider the induced action of ζ = (ζ1, . . . , ζn): First, note that the following
diagram commutes:

Sf Sf

Ω1
Sf/k

Ω1
Sf/k

Xi 7→ζiXi

d d

sdXi 7→(ζ·s)ζidXi

.

By restriction, also the following diagram commutes:

S(f) S(f)

Ω(f) Ω(f)

Xi 7→ζiXi

d d

sdXi 7→(ζ·s)ζidXi

.
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Note that the top isomorphism S(f) → S(f) is H0(D(f),−) applied to g∗OC
∼=−→ OC . It

follows that the bottom isomorphism Ω(f)
sdXi 7→(ζ·s)ζidXi−−−−−−−−−−−→ Ω(f) must be H0(D(f),−)

applied to the isomorphism g∗Ω1
C/k

∼=−→ Ω1
C/k.

We now identify

H0(D(f),OC(ω)) H0(D(f),Ω1
C/k) H0(D(f), g∗Ω1

C/k)

H0(D(f),OC(ω)) H0(D(f), g∗OC(ω))

H0(D(f),ψ)

·(ζ1···ζn)−1

H0(D(f),Ω1
C/k

∼=g∗Ω1
C/k

)

H0(D(f),OC
∼=g∗OC)

H0(D(f),g∗ψ)

as

(Sf )ω Ω(f) Ω(f)

(Sf )ω (Sf )ω

wi·

·(ζ1···ζn)−1

sdXi 7→(ζ−1.s)ζ−1
i dXi

s7→(ζ−1.s)
wi·

.

Now commutativity follows from the observation that ζ−1 · wi = (ζ1 · · · ζn)−1wi by the
explicit formula for wi from Corollary 5.4.15 and ζai

i = 1.

Corollary 5.4.26. In the setting of Lemma 5.4.25, the two isomorphisms g∗OC ∼= OC
and g∗Ω1

C/k
∼= Ω1

C/k induce an isomorphism

g∗TC = g∗Hom(Ω1
C/k,OC) = Hom(g∗Ω1

C/k, g∗OC) ∼= Hom(Ω1
C/k,OC) = TC .

Then the following diagram of sheaf isomorphisms commutes:

g∗OC(−ω) OC(−ω)

g∗TC TC OC(−ω)

∼=

·(ζ1···ζn)−1g∗ Hom(ψ,OC)

∼= Hom(ψ,OC)

Proof. Apply Hom(−,OC) to Lemma 5.4.25 and use Hom(−,OC)
∼=−→ Hom(−, g∗OC).

5.4.4. Calculating Hochschild (co)homology
The stage is set to apply Propositions 5.2.10 and 5.2.12. For this calculation, we assume
that the weight vector a = (a1, . . . , an) satisfies the weight condition.
Denote by X = P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩ the weighted projective line.

Lemma 5.4.27. H0(C,Ω1
C/k) decomposes into a direct sum of one-dimensional G-

invariant subspaces, and the action of G on each of those is non-trivial.

Proof. First let g ∈ G corresponding to (ζ1, . . . , ζn) ∈ µa1 × · · · × µan . We would like
to study how it acts on H0(C,Ω1

C/k). We apply H0(C,−) to Lemma 5.4.25. Note that
H0(C,−) = H0(C, g∗(−)) by definition of g∗, so that the action of g on H0(C,Ω1

C/k)
is given by applying H0(C,−) to Ω1

C/k
∼= g∗Ω1

C/k. Denote this induced action also by
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g. We similarly get an induced action H0(C,OC(ω)) → H0(C,OC(ω)) such that, by
Lemma 5.4.25, the following diagram of isomorphisms commutes:

H0(C,OC(ω)) H0(C,Ω1
C/k) H0(C,Ω1

C/k)

H0(C,OC(ω)) H0(C,OC(ω))

H0(C,ψ)

·(ζ1···ζn)−1

g

H0(C,ψ)
.

Now the map H0(C,OC(ω))→ H0(C,OC(ω)) allows a simpler description: H0(C,OC(ω)) ∼=
Sω, and the induced action from (ζ1, . . . , ζn) comes from the action of (ζ−1

1 , . . . , ζ−1
n ) on

S.
We get the decomposition

H0(C,OC(ω)) ∼=
⊕

e1,...,en∈Z≥0
e1 degX1+···+en degXn=ω

ei<ai for i≥3

kXe1
1 · · ·X

en
n

where (ζ1, . . . , ζn) acts on kXe1
1 · · ·Xen

n by multiplication by ζ−e1
1 · · · ζ−en

n .
Hence the isomorphism H0(C,ψ) allows to decompose

H0(C,Ω1
C/k) =

⊕
e1,...,en∈Z≥0

e1 degX1+···+en degXn=ω
ei<ai for i≥3

H0(C,ψ)(kXe1
1 · · ·X

en
n )︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Ve1,...,en

,

where (ζ1, . . . , ζn) acts on Ve1,...,en by multiplication by ζ−e1−1
1 · · · ζ−en−1

n .
Suppose now that on some Ve1,...,en , this action is trivial. Then ζ−e1−1

1 · · · ζ−en−1
n = 1

for choices of ζ1, . . . , ζn. Choosing ζ1 to be a primitive ai-th root of unity and all other
ζi to be 1, we see a1 | −e1 − 1, so a1 | e1 + 1. Similarly, ai | ei + 1.

On the other hand, the condition e1 degX1 + · · ·+ en degXn = ω is equivalent (after
division by a) to

e1
a1

+ · · ·+ en
an

= n− 2−
n∑
i=1

1
ai
⇐⇒ e1 + 1

a1
+ · · ·+ en + 1

an
= n− 2.

Since the ei are non-negative, ei+1
ai

> 0. As ei+1
ai

is an integer, it is ≥ 1, so we get the

contradiction n− 2 ≥
n∑
i=1

1 = n.
This contradiction shows that the action on Ve1,...,en cannot be trivial, finishing the

proof.

Corollary 5.4.28. H0(C,Ω1
C/k)G ∼= H0(C,Ω1

C/k)G ∼= 0.

Proposition 5.4.29. The Hochschild homology of X ∼= [C/G] is given by

dim HH0(X) = 2− n+
n∑
i=1

ai

HHi(X) = 0, for i ∈ Z \ {0}.

Proof. We use Proposition 5.2.12. Then HH0([C/G]) has dimension

2 +
∑

Gc∈G\C
(#Gc − 1) =

L5.4.20
2 +

n∑
i=1

(#Gpi − 1) = 2− n+
n∑
i=1

#Gpi =
L5.4.20

n∑
i=1

2− n+
n∑
i=1

ai.
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for some choice of points pi ∈ V (Xi) for i = 1, . . . , n.
Moreover HH±1([C/G]) = 0 follows using Corollary 5.4.28. HHi([C/G]) = 0 for

i /∈ {0,±1} is directly from Proposition 5.2.12. This finishes the calculation.

Proposition 5.4.30. The Hochschild cohomology of X ∼= [C/G] is given by

dim HH0(X) = 1,

dim HH1(X) =
{

1, n = 2
0, n ≥ 3

dim HH2(X) =
{

0, n ≤ 3
n− 3, n ≥ 3

(and all other cohomology groups vanish).

Proof. We apply Proposition 5.2.10. Hence

HH0(X) ∼= k,

HH1(X) ∼= H0(C,TC)G ⊕H1(C,OC)G,
HH2(X) ∼= H1(C,TC)G.

By Serre duality and Corollary 5.4.28, H1(C,OC)G ∼= H0(C,Ω1
C/g)G ∼= 0.

Now we calculate the G-action on H•(C,TC). For this, we use the Čech complex
associated to the affine open covering in Lemma 5.4.4.

0→ H0(U,TC)⊕H0(V,TC)→ H0(U ∩ V,TC)→ 0.

By Corollary 5.4.26,

H0(U,TC) ∼= H0(U,OC(−ω)) ∼=
⊕

e1,...,en∈Z
e1,e3,...,en≥0
ei<ai for i≥3

e1 degX1+···+en degXn=−ω

kXe1
1 · · ·X

en
n .

The group element g ∈ G associated to (ζ1, . . . , ζn) ∈ µ1 × · · · × µn acts on Xe1
1 · · ·Xen

n

by multiplication by ζ−e1
1 · · · ζ−en

n .
We conclude by Corollary 5.4.26 that

H0(U,TC) ∼=
⊕
···
kH0(U,Hom(ψ,OC))(Xe1

1 · · ·X
en
n )︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:WU,e1,...,en

with the same condition on the ei, where g acts on WU,e1,...,en by multiplication by
ζ1−e1

1 · · · ζ1−en
n .

We similarly get

H0(V,TC) ∼=
⊕

e1,...,en∈Z
e2,...,en≥0

ei<ai for i≥3
e1 degX1+···+en degXn=ω

kH0(V,Hom(ψ,OC))(Xe1
1 · · ·X

en
n )︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:WV,e1,...,en

H0(U ∩ V,TC) ∼=
⊕

e1,...,en∈Z
e3,...,en≥0

ei<ai for i≥3
e1 degX1+···+en degXn=ω

kH0(U ∩ V,Hom(ψ,OC))(Xe1
1 · · ·X

en
n )︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:WU∩V,e1,...,en

.
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Here, g acts on WV,e1,...,en and on WU∩V,e1,...,en by multiplication by ζ1−e1
1 · · · ζ1−en

n .
We conclude, using the above Čech complex, that

H0(C,TC) ∼=
⊕

e1,...,en∈Z≥0
ei<ai for i≥3

e1 degX1+···+en degXn=−ω

We1,...,en ,

H1(C,TC) ∼=
⊕

e1,e2∈Z<0; e3...,en∈Z≥0
ei<ai for i≥3

e1 degX1+···+en degXn=−ω

We1,...,en ,

where We1,...,en is a one-dimensional k-vector space on which g acts by multiplication
by ζ1−e1

1 · · · ζ1−en
n .

Thus We1,...,en is a G-invariant subspace, and it is trivial as G-representation iff ai
divides 1− ei for i = 1, . . . , n.
Hence dim H0(C,TC)G equals the number of tuples (e1, . . . , en) such that

• All ei are in Z≥0.

• ei < ai if i ≥ 3.

• ei ≡ 1 (mod ai) for all i.

• e1 degX1 + · · ·+ en degXn = −ω.

The last condition is, after division by a, equivalent to

e1
a1

+ · · ·+ en
an

= 2− n+
n∑
i=1

1
ai
⇐⇒ n− 2 = 1− e1

a1
+ · · ·+ 1− en

an
. (∗)

The condition ei ≡ 1 (mod ai) shows that 1−ei
ai

is an integer for all i. Since ei ≥ 0,
1−ei
ai
≤ 0 with equality iff ei = 1. We see that (e1, . . . , en) = (0, . . . , 0) is the only

solution to (∗) if n = 2, and that (∗) has no solutions for n ≥ 3.
Therefore, HH1([C/G]) ∼= H0(C,TC)G is one-dimensional for n = 2 and zero for

n ≥ 3.
Similarly, dim H1(C,TC)G equals the number of tuples (e1, . . . , en) where

• All ei are in Z, e1, e2 < 0 and e3, . . . , en ≥ 0.

• ei < ai for i ≥ 3.

• ei ≡ 1 (mod ai) for all i.

• e1 degX1 + · · ·+ en degXn = −ω.

As before, the last condition is equivalent to (∗).
Moreover, for i ≥ 3, we have 0 ≤ ei < ai and ei ≡ 1 (mod a)i. Thus ei = 1. Then (∗)

simplifies to n− 2 = 1−e1
a1

+ 1−e2
a2

.
Writing 1−e1

a1
= ℓ1,

1−e2
a2

= ℓ2 ∈ Z>0, we see that dim H1(C,TC)G equals the number
of tuples (ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ Z2

>0 such that ℓ1 + ℓ2 = n− 2. By elementary considerations, the
number of solutions is max{0, n− 3}, finishing the calculation of HH2([C/G]).

We reproduced Example 5.3.7 for those weighted projective lines where the weight
vector satisfies the weight condition.
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5.5. WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE LINES OF NON-NEGATIVE EULER
CHARACTERISTIC

5.5. Weighted projective lines of non-negative Euler
characteristic

Recall that the Euler characteristic of the weighted projective lineX = P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩
is (by [VZ15, p. 58])

χX =
n∑
i=1

1− 1
ai
.

If X is a quotient stack X ∼= [C/G], we have χX = χC
#G (by [Len16, Theorem 2]), where

χC = 2− 2gC is the Euler characteristic of C.
By [GL87, Remark 5.4], the complexity of coh(X) depends on whether χX < 0, χX = 0

or χX > 0. Note that if X ∼= [C/G], χX is negative/zero/positive iff χC is negative/zer-
o/positive. In terms of [Len16, Theorem 7], we call the weighted projective line X
spherical/parabolic/hyperbolic if χX > 0 resp. χX = 0 resp. χX < 0.

In this section, we classify how the spherical and parabolic weighted projective lines
can be realized as quotient stacks. We won’t give explicit calculations of the Hochschild
(co)homology as in section 5.4, but refer to the abstract calculations in the proof of
Theorem 5.3.19.

The class of hyperbolic weighted projective lines seems to be too large to admit such
a classification.

5.5.1. Weighted projective lines of positive Euler characteristic
Suppose that χX is positive. Similar to Example 5.4.17, we can show that this holds iff
the weight vector a = (a1, . . . , an) satisfies

a ∈ {(a, b) | a, b ∈ Z≥1} ∪ {(2, 2, a) | a ≥ 2} ∪ {(2, 3, 3), (2, 3, 4), (2, 3, 5)}.
Suppose that X ∼= [C/G] for a smooth and irreducible projective curve C and a finite
subgroup of automorphisms G ≤ Aut(C). Then χC > 0. Thus C has genus zero, so
C ∼= P1.
Proposition 5.5.1 (Consequence of [Len16, Theorem 13]). Each finite subgroup G ≤
Aut(P1) is isomorphic to one of the following:

• a cyclic group Cn for n ≥ 1,

• a dihedral group D2n of order 2n for n ≥ 1,

• the alternating group A4 or A5 or the symmetric group S4.
Moreover, these give the following weighted projective lines:

[P1/Cn] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2;n, n⟩
[P1/D2n] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 2, n⟩
[P1/A4] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 3, 3⟩
[P1/S4] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 3, 4⟩
[P1/A5] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 3, 5⟩

Corollary 5.5.2. If n = 2 and a1 ̸= a2, the weighted projective line X = P1⟨x1, x2; a1, a2⟩
is not isomorphic to a quotient stack [C/G] for any smooth projective curve C and finite
group G ≤ Aut(C).

This gives a complete description when and how a weighted projective line of positive
Euler characteristic can be realized as a quotient stack.
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5.5.2. Weighted projective lines of Euler characteristic zero
Suppose now that χX = 0. By Example 5.4.18, this holds iff the weight vector
a = (a1, . . . , an) is one of the following:

a = (2, 3, 6), (2, 4, 4), (3, 3, 3), (2, 2, 2, 2).

If X ∼= [C/G] for a smooth irreducible projective curve C and a finite group G ≤ Aut(C),
we must have χC = 0. Hence C will be an elliptic curve.

Recall that for each elliptic curve C, the set of points of C comes, after fixing a
basepoint P0, with a natural group structure ([Har77, Section IV.4]). For a point P ∈ C,
let τP ∈ Aut(C) be the automorphism sending Q to P +Q. Hence each automorphism
of C has the form τPσ for a point P ∈ C and an automorphism σ ∈ Aut(C) with
σ(P0) = P0.

Lemma 5.5.3. Let G ≤ Aut(C) be the group of those automorphisms σ with σ(P0) = P0.
Then G is cyclic, and the order of G depends on the j-invariant of C as follows:

#G =


6, j(C) = 0
4, j(C) = 1728
2, otherwise.

Proof. Finiteness of G is shown in [Har77, Corollary IV.4.7], where also the order is
stated explicitly. The fact that G is cyclic follows from Proposition 5.2.7.

Example 5.5.4. The j-invariant determines an elliptic curve uniquely up to isomorphism
[Har77, Theorem IV.4.1]. Hence there exists, up to isomorphism, exactly one elliptic
curve with a basepoint preserving automorphism of order 4 (resp. 6).
By Example 5.4.18, the weighted projective lines

P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 4, 4⟩ and P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 3, 6⟩

have projective companions which are elliptic curves with a basepoint preserving auto-
morphism of order 4 resp. 6.

If C is any elliptic curve, a basepoint preserving automorphism of order 2 is given by
the inversion map coming from the group structure of C. Since each cyclic group contains
at most one involution, this is moreover the only basepoint preserving automorphism of
order 2.

Proposition 5.5.5. Let C be an irreducible elliptic curve and G ≤ Aut(C) be a finite
group of automorphisms. Pick a basepoint P0 ∈ C such that the stabilizer GP0 has
maximal order, and let τ(C) := {τP | P ∈ C} ≤ Aut(C) be the group of automorphisms
which come from the group structure of C. Define N := G ∩ τ(C). Then one of the
following holds:

• G ⊆ τ(C) and [C/G] is an elliptic curve (without stacky points).

• G is a semi-direct product N ⋊ ⟨σ⟩ where σ is the involution from Example 5.5.4,
there are precisely four orbits of points of C which have non-trivial stabilizer and
the quotient is [C/G] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3, x4; 2, 2, 2, 2⟩.

• C has j-invariant 0, G is a semi-direct product N ⋊ ⟨φ2⟩ where φ is the basepoint
preserving automorphism of order 6 from Example 5.5.4 and [C/G] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 3, 3, 3⟩.
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• C has j-invariant 0, G is a semi-direct product N⋊⟨φ⟩ where φ is the basepoint pre-
serving automorphism of order 6 from Example 5.5.4 and [C/G] ∼= P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 3, 6⟩.

• C has j-invariant 1728, G is a semi-direct product N ⋊ ⟨ψ⟩ where ψ is the
basepoint preserving automorphism of order 4 from Example 5.5.4 and [C/G] ∼=
P1⟨x1, x2, x3; 2, 4, 4⟩.

This proposition was what we were searching for: A complete description how weighted
projective lines of Euler characteristic zero can be represented as quotient stacks of
smooth projective curves by a finite group.
For the proof of the proposition, we need a Lemma.

Lemma 5.5.6. Let C be an irreducible elliptic curve, P0 ∈ C a basepoint defining a
group structure and τ(C) := {τP | P ∈ C} ≤ Aut(C).

(a) If P ∈ C is a closed point and ϕ ∈ Aut(C) an automorphism with ϕ(P0) = P0, we
have ϕτPϕ−1 = τϕ(P ).
In particular, τ(C) is normal in Aut(C).

(b) If ϕ ̸= idC is an automorphism of C, the following are equivalent:
• ϕ has no closed fixed points in C.
• There exists a closed point P0 ̸= P ∈ C with ϕ = τP .

Proof. (a) The fact ϕτPϕ−1 = τϕ(P ) follows from [Har77, Lemma IV.4.9].

Now let ϕ̃ ∈ Aut(C) be any automorphism, write P := ϕ̃(P0) and ϕ := τ−P ϕ̃. Then
ϕ(P0) = P0 and ϕ̃ = τPϕ. By the previous argument, ϕ is in the normalizer of τ(C).
As τP is in τ(C), hence in the normalizer of τ(C), we conclude that ϕ̃ is in the
normalizer of τ(C).

(b) First note that if τP has a closed fixed point Q, we have P +Q = Q so that P = P0.
Now suppose that ϕ is an automorphism without closed fixed points and consider
the endomorphism f : C → C,Q 7→ φ(Q)−Q. This is a morphism of schemes by
[Har77, Proposition IV.4.8].
By [Har77, Proposition II.6.8], f is constant or surjective. By assumption, P0 is not
in the image of f , hence f is constant. If {P} = im(f), we conclude φ = τP .

Proof of Proposition 5.5.5. Note that by Lemma 5.5.6, N is normal in G. Moreover,
the induced injection G/N ↪→ Aut(C)/τ(C) shows that G/N is cyclic of order 1, 2, 4 or
6 by Lemma 5.5.3.
Instead of classifying finite subgroups of Aut(C), we examine the possibilities for

[C/G].
If G acts freely on the points of C (i.e. all stabilizers are trivial), [C/G] = C/G is

a scheme (by Proposition 5.3.4), and χC/G = χC
#G = 0 implies that C/G is an elliptic

curve without stacky points.
Now suppose that G does not act freely on C. By Riemann-Hurwitz, χC/G > χC

#G = 0,
so C/G must have genus 0, i.e. C/G ∼= P1. We conclude that [C/G] is a weighted
projective line of Euler characteristic zero. Since G does not act freely on C but N does,
we conclude G ̸= N . Hence G/N is cyclic of order 2, 4 or 6.
Write [C/G] ∼= P1⟨x1, . . . , xn; a1, . . . , an⟩. We consider the possibilities for a =

(a1, . . . , an):
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Case a = (2, 2, 2, 2). This means that there are precisely four G-orbits of closed
points in C with stabilizer of order 2, and all other closed points of C have trivial
stabilizer. By choice of P0, the stabilizer of P0 is non-zero. By Example 5.5.4, the
stabilizer of P0 is {id, σ} for the involution σ. Thus σ ∈ G.
It remains to show that G is generated by σ and N . Suppose this was not the case.

Then G/N would be cyclic of order > 2. Hence there would be an automorphism ϕ ∈ G
whose image in G/N has order > 2. In particular, the order of ϕ in G is > 2. Since
ϕ /∈ N , Lemma 5.5.6 shows that ϕ has a fixed point. This contradicts the fact that the
point stabilizers all have order ≤ 2.

Case a = (3, 3, 3). This means that there are precisely three G-orbits of closed points
in C with stabilizer of order 3, and all other closed points of C have trivial stabilizer.
In particular, C has an automorphism of order 3 which fixed P0 (by choice of P0).

By Lemma 5.5.3, the j-invariant of C equals 0 and this automorphism must be φ2.
It remains to show that G is generated by φ2 and N . If this was not the case, we

would again find an automorphism ϕ ∈ G with ϕ /∈ N and the order of ϕ in G being
> 3. Then ϕ has a closed fixed point by Lemma 5.5.6. This contradicts the fact that all
stabilizers of closed points have order ≤ 3.

Case a = (2, 3, 6). Then the stabilizer of P0 has order 6 by choice of P0. Hence
j(C) = 0 and φ ∈ G. The image of φ must generate G/N (comparing orders), so that
G is generated by N and φ.

Case a = (2, 4, 4). Then the stabilizer of P0 has order 4 by choice of P0. Hence
j(C) = 1728 and φ ∈ G. The image of φ must generate G/N (comparing orders), so
that G is generated by N and φ.
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Conclusion and Outlook

In this thesis, we presented two methods to compute the Hochschild homology and
cohomology of weighted projective lines.
The first method, due to Happel, makes use of a tilting sheaf, which allows us to

equivalently study the Hochschild (co)homology of the associated canonical algebra. Next
to Happel’s original approach using one-point extensions, we presented an alternative
approach that describes the Hochschild cohomology of finite-dimensional algebras of
global dimension ≤ 2.

The second method combines results from [ACH14] and [Len16]. We showed how the
Hochschild cohomology of a weighted projective curve can be computed in case it can
be realized as the orbifold quotient of a smooth projective curve by a finite group of
automorphisms. By [Len16], all weighted projective curves except for a small class of
weighted projective lines can be realized as such a quotient stack.

Both methods combined yield a description of the Hochschild (co)homology of all
weighted projective curves (Theorem 5.3.6). Note that an iterated root stack obtained
from a curve of genus ≥ 1 will have non-vanishing Hochschild homology in degree −1,
so it cannot be derived equivalent to a finite-dimensional algebra.

There remain, of course, unanswered questions, and possibilities for further research.
In the entire thesis, we focussed on the calculation of the Hochschild (co)homology

groups as vector spaces. We did not describe higher structures, like e.g. the Gerstenhaber
algebra structure on HH•.

Moroever, we did not discuss interpretations and applications of Hochschild (co)homology
groups, like their usage in deformation theory.

Finally, it is worth noting that the result in [ACH14], and in some cases also Happel’s
method, can be applied to (weighted) surfaces and stacks of higher dimension. However,
Lenzing’s methods in [Len16] seem to be limited to curves.
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A. GAP routines

We present two routines for the computer algebra system [GAP4] which can be used to
calculate the Hochschild cohomology of canonical algebras.

LoadPackage ( " qpa " ) ;
show_hh := function (A)
#Shows the Hochsch i ld cohomology in degrees >= 1.
#Terminates when i t reaches the g l o b a l dimension o f A.
local M, N, i , ext , d ;
M:=AlgebraAsModuleOverEnvelopingAlgebra (A) ;
#output the Ext^n(M,M) as f o l l o w s :
#Since gap has no Ext^n−funct ion ,
#we have to use Ext^1 and i t e r a t i v e l y
#rep l a c e the f i r s t M by i t s s y s y g i e s .
N:=M;
i :=1;
repeat
d:=Length ( ExtOverAlgebra (N,M) [ 2 ] ) ;
Pr int ( i , " : ␣ " ,d , " \n " ) ;
N:=1 stSyzygy (N) ;
i := i +1;

until I sPro jec t iveModule (N) ;
end ;
canon ica l_a lgebra := function ( weights , po in t s )
#Takes the we i gh t s and po in t s to cons t ruc t a canonica l a l g e b ra .
#The f i r s t two e n t r i e s in the array po in t s are ignored ; they
#are assumed to be i n f i n i t y and zero .
#Moreover , we assume the l e n g t h o f we i gh t s e qua l s the
#l e n g t h o f po ints , which are both assumed to be at l e a s t 2 .
#Fina l l y , we assume t h a t at most one weigh t e qua l s 1 .
local pt , step , v e r t i c e s , numPoints , arrows , Q, vertexName ,

arrowName , previousVertex , s t r i n g s , r e l a t i o n s , gens ,
index , s t r i ng , kQ, r e l a t i o n ;

numPoints := Length ( weights ) ;
v e r t i c e s := [ " 0 " , " c " ] ;
arrows : = [ ] ;
#b u i l d s an array o f v e r t i c e s and and array o f arrows
for pt in [ 1 . . numPoints ] do
prev iousVertex := " 0 " ;
for s tep in [ 1 . . we ights [ pt ] ] do
vertexName := StringFormatted ( "v_{}_{} " , pt , s t ep ) ;
i f s tep = weights [ pt ] then
vertexName := " c " ;

else
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v e r t i c e s := Concatenation ( v e r t i c e s , [ vertexName ] ) ;
f i ;
arrowName := StringFormatted ( "a_{}_{} " , pt , s tep ) ;
arrows := Concatenation ( arrows , [ [ previousVertex , vertexName , arrowName ] ] ) ;
prev iousVertex := vertexName ;

od ;
od ;
Q := Quiver ( v e r t i c e s , arrows ) ;
kQ := PathAlgebra ( Rat ionals , Q) ;
s t r i n g s : = [ ] ;
r e l a t i o n s := [ ] ;
gens := GeneratorsOfAlgebra (kQ) ;
#gens f i r s t con ta ins the genera tor s corresponding to v e r t i c e s
#and then the genera tor s corresponding to arrows
#Skip over the v e r t i c e s :
index := 2 ;
for pt in [ 1 . . numPoints ] do
index := index+weights [ pt ] −1;

od ;
#i t e r a t i v e l y b u i l d r e l a t i o n s .
for pt in [ 1 . . numPoints ] do
s t r i n g := 1 ;
for s tep in [ 1 . . we ights [ pt ] ] do
index := index+1;
s t r i n g := s t r i n g ∗ gens [ index ] ;

od ;
s t r i n g s := Concatenation ( s t r i n g s , [ s t r i n g ] ) ;
i f pt > 2 then
r e l a t i o n := s t r i n g − s t r i n g s [ 1 ] + po in t s [ pt ] ∗ s t r i n g s [ 2 ] ;
r e l a t i o n s := Concatenation ( r e l a t i o n s , [ r e l a t i o n ] ) ;

f i ;
od ;
return kQ/ r e l a t i o n s ;

end ;
show_hh( canon ica l_a lgebra ( [ 2 , 2 , 2 , 2 ] , [ 0 , 0 , 1 , 2 ] ) ) ;

This outputs

1 : 0
Dimension vec to r f o r syzygy : [ 0 , 6 , 1 , [ . . . ] , 0 ]
2 : 1
Dimension vec to r f o r syzygy : [ 0 , 2 , 0 , [ . . . ] , 0 ]

This means that the weighted projective line X associated to the points

x1 =∞, x2 = 0, x3 = 1, x4 = 2

and the weights

a1 = a2 = a3 = a4 = 2
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has the following Hochschild cohomology groups:

HH1(X) ∼= 0
HH2(X) ∼= k

HHn(X) ∼= 0 for n ≥ 3.
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