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GEOMETRY OF REPRESENTATIONS OF QUANTUM PLANES

KEVIN DE LAET

ABSTRACT. The quantum plane A = C,[z,y, z] with p a root of unity has sin-
gularities in its representation variety trep,, A and its center %’:‘;’5].
the technique of a noncommutative blow-up, we prove that this technique fails
in contrast to the 3-dimensional Sklyanin algebras if we want to resolve the
singularities in trep,, A. However, we will see that the singularity of the center

in the origin can be made better using this technique.

Using

1. INTRODUCTION

Some of the easiest algebras to work with in noncommutative algebraic geometry
are the quantum spaces (or planes if you want to work projectively) A = C,[z, v, 2]
with defining equations

Ty = pyx
yz = pzy
2x = prz

These algebras are finite modules over their center if and only if p is a root of unity,
with the center in these cases generated by z™,y™, 2", xyz. While these algebras
are relatively easy to work with, they have a disadvantage concerning their (trace
preserving) representation variety trep,, A: it is not smooth. The singular locus
is given by all 77!(m), where m € max Z(A) is a singularity of the center and
trep, A —smax Z(A) is the GIT-quotient map.

In this paper there will be given a review concerning the representations, local
quivers and singularities of the center of these algebras. We will always assume
that (n,3) = 1 as this will ensure that there will be fat point modules in addition
to point modules.

One of the tools available in commutative algebraic geometry to resolve singu-
larities is the use of blow-ups. Similar to [3], where the quantum plane C_[u, v]
was blown-up in the unique singularity, and [6], where the 3-dimensional Sklyanin
algebras where blown-up in their unique singularity, we will use the construction of
a noncommutative blow-up in section 6 to define an algebra B = A@ It I*2 . ..
with I = (x,2) and I = (x,y, 2). The first main theorem will be

Theorem 1.1. For the blow-up algebra B = A@It®I*t2D. . ., with I = (z, 2), the
exceptional locus above a point (0,,0,0) € max Z(A),b # 0 in the partial resolution

treps® B//PGL, x C* ——>max Z(A)
is smooth, except for 2 points, where the singularity type is given by C x C2/Z,,.

However, while the use of a noncommutative blow-up works in the case of the
3-dimensional Sklyanin algebras that are finite over their center (see [6]), this does
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not do anything considering the representation variety. As B is a finite module
over its center, it will define a coherent sheaf B of Cayley-Hamilton algebras over
proj Z(B), but the sections over affine open subsets will still be graded noncom-
mutative algebras. Therefore, we can never hope to find resolutions of trep, A,
as we will always find sections of B that have a bad singularity at the origin. The
second main result will be

Theorem 1.2. For the blow-up algebra B=AS It I*2 ..., with I = (x,y,2),
the exceptional locus above the point (0,0,0,0) € max Z(A) in the partial resolution

treps® B//PGL, x C* ——>max Z(A)

is smooth, except for the union of 3 lines intersecting 2 by 2. On regular points of
these lines, the singularity type is C x C?/Zy,.

2. REVIEW OF KNOWN RESULTS

The results in this section are well known in any literature regarding the quantum
planes, see for example [2].

Theorem 2.1. The algebra A = C,[x,y, z] is an Artin-Schelter reqular algebra with
Hilbert series ﬁ and is a finite module over its center if and only if p is a root
of unity. In this case and if p # 1, the center of A is generated by 4 homogeneous
elements ™, y™, 2™, xyz with n the order of p in oo

It immediately follows that Z(A) is isomorphic to Clu, v, w, g]/(uvw — g™), which
is an integral domain. This implies that

Theorem 2.2. The center of A is the coordinate ring of C3/G, where G is the
subgroup of Z2 defined as the kernel of the map

73 —=17, ,(a,b,c) —»a+b+c

Proof. Define the action of G on C? = Cz 4+ Cy + Cz as
(a,b,0) - & = p*a, (a,b,¢) -y = 'y, (a,b,¢) - = = p°

We will prove that C[C?/G] = Cl[z,y,2]% is generated by z",y", 2" xyz, from
which the claim will follow. It is clear that these 4 elements are G-invariant. Every
monomial zFy!z™ is a stable vector space for the action of G’ and we may therefore
assume that the monomial z¥y'z™ is fixed. Dividing by xyz, we may assume that
one of the k,l,m is 0, for example m = 0. If k is not divisible by n, the element
(1,0,—1) € G will not fix 2*y!, so k is divisible by n. The same reasoning works

for I by using (0,1, —1) and therefore x*y! € Clz™, y", 2", 2yz]. O

Due to Galois descent and the fact that Z(A) is integrally closed, we have a

surjective trace map A — %z (A) of degree 0 which turns A into a graded Cayley-
Hamilton algebra, that is, the couple (A, tr) satisfies the following properties for all
a,be A
e tr(ab) = tr(ba)
o ir(l)=n
® Xn.a(a) =0 with x,,q(X) the formal degree n Cayley-Hamilton polynomial
expressed in the traces of powers of a
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The object we want to study is the trace preserving representation variety trep,, A,

which parametrizes all representations A LA M, (C) such that ¢(tr(a)) = Tr(¢(a)),

where M, (C) 2" C is the usual trace map. We have a natural action of PGL,
on this variety, given by conjugation. It follows from [4] that the GIT-quotient
trep,, A/PGL, is isomorphic to max Z(A), we will denote the corresponding quotient
map by 7. In order to describe trep,, A, it is useful to work with the representations
of the Heisenberg group of order n*. The description of this group by generators
and relations is given by

(e1,eal[e1, ealer = eiler, ea], [e1, e2]ea = [e1, ea]en, e = ey = 1)
and this group has ¢(n) simple representations of dimension n, with ¢ the Euler
totient function. These representations are determined by a primitive nth root of
unity p* with (k,n) = 1 and are given in the following way: let Vo = @?;J(Cxi,
then the action of H,, is defined by

€1 T =Ti_1,e9- 15 = plai=0...n—1

indices taken mod n. For the corresponding group morphism H,, b GL,, it is easily
checked that [e;, 5] is send to p*I,,. Using these representations, one finds that

Theorem 2.3. Let (a,b,¢) € max Clz",y™, z"], (n,2) = 1 such that abc # 0 and
choose nth roots of a, b, ¢, say a, 58,7, then the n corresponding orbits of semi-simple
representations lying above this point have representatives of the form

o,
A2 M, (C), 5 =0,...,n—1 determined by
Oy (@) = a¥1(€0), 0, 5 (W) = Bibr(e2), 8, ) (2) = 7P bn (e "er )

If one of them is 0, for example ¢ = 0, then there is a unique orbit lying above the

corresponding point with representative A 2, M,(C),7=0,...,n—1 determined by

d(z) = arhi(er), p(y) = Bv1(e2), d(z) =0

If 2 of them are 0, for example a = ¢ = 0, then there is a unique orbit of semi-simple
representations lying above the corresponding point determined by

p(z) = 0,9(y) = Bi1(e2), ¢(2) =0
When (a,b,c) = (0,0,0), then the corresponding semi-simple representation is the
trivial representation.

We will call a semi-simple representation of A given in standard form if it is
determined by a triple (cey, Bea,ves tert). This standard form is not necessarily
unique.

The fact that for every point of the open set abc # 0 there are n different
simple representations lying above the corresponding point of max C[z™, y™, z"] is
a consequence of Z(A) being an extension of degree n over C[z™,y™, z"]. In order
to find the representations in the case that (2,n) = 2, one has to take v = {/—c¢
instead of v = {/c as we have that

(e e )" = fer,ea] "5
and @ is only divisible by n if 2 does not divide n.

Using these representations of A, it is easy to see that the non-Azumaya locus

of Z(A) is determined by the 3 lines
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Another way to describe the Azumaya locus is

Corollary 2.4. A point p € max Z(A) belongs to Az, A if and only if 7=1(p) is
isomorphic to O(V,) C rep, Hy.

As the representation V, of H, is faithful, we will identify e; and the matrix
¥(e;) from now on.

3. trep, A

In this section, we look at the singularities of trep, A. In contrast to the
Sklyanin algebras, where there is only a single singularity corresponding to the
trivial representation, there are more singularities to consider.

The dimension of trep,, A is n?+2, which follows from the fact that the quotient

map trep, (A) —-max Z(A) is a principal PGL,,-fibration over Azu, A, which
is an open subset of max Z(A).

Theorem 3.1. trep, A is singular in p if and only if max Z(A) is singular in
(p)-

Proof. We already know that the singularities of the center are given by the 3 lines
" =0,y =0, 2" = 0,2" = 0 and y" = 0,2" = 0. From this it follows that
for every point ¢ on these lines, trep, A has to be singular in 7—!(g), since the
only central singularities possible are isolated (for a 3-dimensional center, only the
conifold singularity is possible). For any regular point ¢ of max Z(A) we have that
q € Azu,, A and so for every point in 77 !(g) the dimension is n? + 2. The claim
follows. O

We immediately find that the local quiver (see [4]) in a point of the Azumaya
locus looks like

For a point belonging to the Azumaya locus we can even find a good description of
N = Tytrep, A/T,0(p) as a subspace of Tptrep, A C M, (C)®3.

Proposition 3.2. The normal N = Ext'{ (M, M) for a simple module M given by
a triple ael,beg,ceglefl is isomorphic to the subspace of Thtrep, A C M,(C)®3
generated by the triples (e1,0,0), (0, ez,0),(0,0,e5 er ™).

Proof. For any (a,b,c) € C3 such that the matrices ae;, bea, cey ‘e ! form a simple
representation, we have that for any choice of a1, b1, c; € C the matrices

aey + €arer, bes + ebreo, 062_181_1 + 56162_161_1

form a representation of A over the dual numbers Cle]/(¢?). This means that
(e1,0,0),(0,e2,0),(0,0,e5 *e; ') € Tartrep, A. The fact that these 3 matrix triples
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are linearly independent if we divide out ThsO(M) follows from the fact that, if we
take a1, b1, c; small enough, the matrices

—1 -1 —1 -1
ae1 + ajer, bex 4+ biea, ceq €]+ crey e

are again a simple representation of A non-isomorphic to M. ([

In the point corresponding to the trivial representation of A, we have

where the marked arrows correspond to matrices with trace 0. This is exactly
the same as in the case of the Sklyanin algebras. The main difference with the
Sklyanin algebras lies in the other singularities: consider for example the semi-
simple representation 1 given by sending x and z to 0 and sending y to bea. In
order to find the tangent space to the corresponding point of trep, A, we need to
take traceless matrices A, B, C' and look at representations fy, over Cle]/(e?) of the
form

fo(x) = €A, fy(y) = bea + €B, fy(y) = eC

from which it follows that

0 ap 0 ... 0 00 ... 0 ¢
0 0 0
0 0 ap 0 “
A= : ,C: C2
0 0 ... 0 an4 0 0 0
e, 0 ... 0 0 | 0 0 ... con O]

and B a matrix for which tr(Bk) =0 for 1 < k < n — 1. This implies that the
dimension of the tangent space in this point is n2 —n + 1. In order to calculate the
tangent space to the orbit of this point, we need to see what the action of I,, +¢T on
the triple (0, beg,0) is by conjugation with T' € M, (C). It follows that the tangent
space to the orbit is given by triples (0, D,0) with D a n X n-matrix with zeros on
the diagonal. Consequently, we can take representatives for elements of N to be
given by triples of matrices (A4, B, C) such that A and C' are as above and B = tes.
From this we deduce that the local quiver in this point is given by
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In short, we have 2 classes of singularities in trep,, A to study.

For a semi-simple n-dimensional representation M = @lesfi with correspond-
ing maximal ideal m of the center of A one can associate a defect against A being
Cayley-smooth in m.

defecty(A) = dimg Ext’y (M, M) + (n* — Z e?) — dimtrep, A
i=1
From the local quivers, we obtain

Theorem 3.3. The defects for any semi-simple n-dimensional trace preserving
representation are given by

e when m does not belong to the singular locus of the center, defecty(A) =0

e if m belongs to the singular locus but is not equal to (z™,y™, 2", xyz), we
have defectyn(A) =n—1

o ifm = (2", y", 2", xyz), we have defecty(A) =2n? —5

4. Proj A

We have found that there are 2 types of points in Azu,, A, determined by ¢(zyz)
equal to 0 or not. In order to better describe the difference between these 2 kind
of points in Azu,, A, one has to use the fact that A is graded. We will use [3] to
explain the difference.

We will no longer work with trep, A, but with the semi-stable representations
trep®® A, where for every positively graded algebra A’ treps® A’ is defined as

trep’® A ={¢p € trep, A : Ik >1,f€c Z(A):¢(f) #0}

There is a natural action of PGL,, x C* on trep® A’, with the PGL,-action given
by conjugation and the C*-action coming from the C*-action on A’, which follows
from the natural gradation. It is clear that these 2 actions commute.

Let us return to the case A = C,[z,y,2z]. Suppose that P € Azu, A, let

A 4 M,(C) be the corresponding algebra epimorphism. The C*-orbit of M

defines a graded module F' with corresponding algebra morphism

A——=M,(Clt,t ) (a1,...,an)

where for a graded ring R the gradation of M,,(R)(a1,...,a,) is defined by

Ri Ri—al +as cee Ri—al—i-an
Ri—a2+a1 Rz v Ri—ag—i—an
Mn(R)(a17 7an)z = . .
Ri—an-i-al Ri—an-‘raz s R;

If ¢(xyz) # 0, then ¢ induces an algebra morphism from A .y to M, (C). It then
follows that ¢ is the image of a degree 1 central element of A(,,.) and from [5] it
follows that all a; are equal to 0. In the terminology of [2], this means that the
PGL,, x C*-action on M defines a fat-point module of degree n, that is, a 1-critical
module with Hilbert series 17.

However, if ¢(xyz) = 0, then ¢ is the image of a degree n central element of
A/(zyz). It follows from [5] that a; =i — 1,1 < i < n. In the terminology of [2],
the graded module F is not a fat-point module, but instead a direct sum of n point

modules, which are 1-critical graded modules with Hilbert series %
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[3] sets this in a GIT-setting: this difference is given by the fact that for a degree
n fat-point module F' and a chosen representative M of the C*-orbit determined by
F, the stabilizer in PGL,, x C* of M is trivial, while for the simple modules for which
xyz is in the kernel of the algebra map, the stabilizer is not trivial. According to [3],
this stabilizer for a simple module is always a finite cyclic subgroup of PGL,, x C*.

In our case, the stabilizer for the simple representation lying above P = (a, b,0,0)
(with a # 0 # b) written like in theorem can be calculated to be the group
((ere; ', p)) C PGL, x C*. The information of this stabilizer can be decoded using
weighted quiver settings, that is, associating to each arrow a weight which decodes

~

the decomposition of N in simple representations of Z,, when Stab(M) = Z,,.

Proposition 4.1. We have for P € Azu,, A and corresponding irreducible repre-
sentation M

o If P ¢ V(xyz), then the normal space N is as Stab(M) = C*I,, represen-
tation given by

o If P € V(zyz), then the normal space N is as Stab(M) = C*I,, X Zy-
representation given by

—~

Proof. We have found that a basis for the normal space N in an Azumaya
point is determined by the 3-dimensional subspace of M,(C)®3 generated by
(e1,0,0),(0,e2,0),(0,0,e5 *e;!). Calculating the action of the stabilizer subgroup
((eres*, p)), we find

-1 -1
pPE2€, €1€1€69 = €1

-1 -1
pPE2€, €2€1€9 = €2

1 1

-1,-1,-1, —1 _ 3 —1,—
pexe] ey €] eiey = piey e]

from which the weighted quiver setting follows. O

One can do the same for the non-trivial singular points in the center, although
in this case the PGL,, x C*-stabilizer will be infinite. Let M be a singular point of
treps® A with stabilizer Stab(M). From [3] it follows that Stab(M) is given by
(C*)™ xy Z/nZ with 1 a finite order automorphism of the local quiver, which can
be written as ¥ = w¢ with w a weight and ¢ a twist that commute. The finite
group ((e1,p)) C PGL,, x C* again stabilizes M as can be easily calculated. From
this subgroup of Stab(M), we deduce
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Theorem 4.2. For (z",y", 2", xyz) # P € sing(Z(A)), the twisted weighted
quiver setting is determined by

Proof. N decomposes as a triple of matrices (4, B, C') such that (up to cyclic per-
mutation)

0 a 0 0 0 0 0 e
0 0 0
0 0 as 0 “l
A= : ,C = C2
0 0 0 an 0 0 0
an 0 0 0 0 0 en1 0
and B = tes. It follows that
0 a, 0 0 ]
0 0 0
(erey ', p)- A= "
0 0 0 an_o
an1 0 0 0 |
10 0 0]
0 1 0 0
(erez ' p)- B =pb
0 0 30
0 0 0 p2
0 0 0 ¢y
en 0 0 0
(erey ', p) - C = p? ¢
0 0 0
0 0 ... oo O

From this it follows that the corresponding automorphism on the quiver @ is the
composition of a twist given by cyclic permutation on the vertices and the arrows
and a weight defined by the claimed weights. ([

In order to find the twisted weighted quiver setting, we need to find Npgr, xc=.
We know from [3] that dim Npgr, = 1 + dim Npgr, xc+. As the action of PGL,, and
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C* commute, it is enough to consider the action of C*. We have
(1 + £t)(0, bea, 0) = (0, bes, 0) + £(0, thes, 0)

from which follows that the loop in the local quiver should be deleted to find
Nrer, xc+. Summarizing, we have

Theorem 4.3. The étale local structure of the GIT-quotient
trep;® A//PGL, x C*

is given by the following twisted weighted quiver settings:
o If P ¢ V(z"y"z"), then we have

S0y

o If P e V(z"y™z") but is not a singular point of this variety, we have

3 (L)

e If P is one of the 3 singular points of V(z™y™2"), then we have

5. SMOOTHNESS OF A

This section uses the tools and definitions developed in [4], chapter 5, section
54.

As A is a finite module over its center, it defines a coherent sheaf A of algebras
over proj Z(A) = P2. On the affine open subset X(z"), T'(X(z"),.A) is defined
as the following ring: as (n,3) = 1, there exists a degree 1 central element in the
graded localisation ring @Y, (A). Therefore, we have

n (A) = (Qn (A))o[t, t™1]

and by definition I'(X(2™), A) = (Q%.(A))o. It is easy to see that (Q%.(A))y =
C,s[u,v] and therefore I'(X(z"), A) is an Auslander regular algebra of dimension 2
and consequently a maximal order. Just as in the Sklyanin case, we obtain

Proposition 5.1. A defines a coherent sheaf of Cayley-Hamilton mazimal orders
over P2, which are Auslander reqular domains of dimension 2.
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Remark 5.2. This is one of the reasons why we need (n,3) = 1: if n were divisible
by 3, A wouldn’t define a sheaf of Cayley-Hamilton algebras of degree n, but of .

As A defines a sheaf of maximal orders in a central simple algebra ¥ of degree
n over C(z,y) = C(P?), the Artin-Mumford exact sequence (see [4]) states that 3
is defined by its ramification locus and a Z,-cover of this variety.

Unfortunately, where in the Sklyanin case the ramification locus is given by
an elliptic curve ' = FE/(r) which is smooth and from which follows that the
corresponding sheaf is a sheaf of Cayley-smooth algebras, the same is not true for
the quantum algebras. As we have seen before, the ramification locus is given by 3
lines in P2, which intersect 2 by 2. Therefore, we will have singularities to consider.
Let us look at X(z™) and work out the ramification in this case.

We know that I'(X(2"), A) = Cs[u, v], which is again a Cayley-Hamilton algebra
of degree n as we assumed that (n,3) = 1. For this algebra it is known that the
center is generated by u™,v™ and max C[u",v"] = C2. Considering trace preserving
representations, we have

Theorem 5.3. [4] For the quantum plane C,3[u,v], we have the following kinds of
semi-simple trace preserving representations for a point m € max Clu™, v"]

o Ifm=(u"—a,v" —b) witha # 0 # b, then m € Azu,.

o Ifm= (u",v"—b) orm= (u"—a,v") witha # 0 # b, then the correspond-
ing semi-simple representation is a direct sum of n distinct 1-dimensional
stmple representations.

e If m = (u",v"™), then the corresponding semi-simple representation is the
trivial representation with multiplicity n.

This of course also holds for the other affine opens X(y™) and X(z™). Analogous
as for A, one finds

Theorem 5.4. [4] The local quiver settings for a point m € max C[u™,v"] are given
by
o Ifm=(u"—a,v™ —b) with a # 0 +# b, then we have

D

o Ifm=(u", 0" —b) orm= (u" — a,v") with a #0 # b, then we have

o If If m = (u™,v"™), then we have
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SO

The same is true for X(y™) and X(z™), so it follows that

Theorem 5.5. A is not a sheaf of Cayley-Smooth algebras over P2. We have for
the marked local quiver setting
o If P ¢ V(z"y"z"), then A is Azumaya in P and the local quiver setting is

of the first kind of theorem [54]

o If P € V(z"y™z"), then P belongs to the ramification locus. If P is not
one of the singular points, then there are n 1-dimensional representations
of A lying above P and the quiver setting is of the second kind of theorem

4

e If P is one of the singular points of V(x"y"z"™), then we have a unique
1-dimensional representation of A lying above P and the local quiver is of
the third kind.

6. THE NONCOMMUTATIVE BLOW-UP

6.1. Blow-up of a line. We will first describe the blow-up along the singular
part of the center defined by the line z” = 0,2" = 0. In this case, the blow-up
algebra B is defined by the subalgebra of A[t] with ¢ central generated by A and
X =uat,Z = zt. Let I = (z,2) < A, then the gradation on B is defined by

B=AolteoI*t*®...

or in other words, A is given degree 0 and t degree 1. The relations of B are
given by the quantum relations (the relations of A), ZX = pXZ and commu-
tation relations such as X = Xx,2Z = Xz, etc. It is also clear that B is a
Cayley-Hamilton algebra of degree m. The inclusion of A in B defines an epi-
morphism trep;® B ——> trep)® A which by composition gives an epimorphism

trep®® B —s pmax Z(A) .
We have

Proposition 6.1. The dimension of trep, B isn®+ 3.
Proof. For every maximal ideal m € Azu,, A, the localisation of B at m is equal to

By = An [t, til]
This means that By, is an Azumaya algebra over Z(A)y[t,t!]. We know that the
smooth locus of max Z(A) equals Azu,, A, therefore the dimension of the tangent
space in each point lying above m in trep)’® B is

dim Tytrep®® B =n? — 1+ dim Tymax Z(A) + 1

with the +1 coming from the fact that Z(A)[t,t~!] = Z(A) @ C[t,¢t~1]. This subset
of trep;® B is open and so the claim follows. O

Proposition 6.2. trep)® B is smooth in the inverse image of I1 for every point P
on the line V(z™, 2™) except the point P = (0,0,0,0).
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Proof. Let ¢ € trep?® B and assume ¢(X) is invertible. By assumption ¢(y) is
also invertible and we may assume that the triple (¢(X), ¢(y), #(Z)) is in standard
form. We need to find the dimension of the solution set of 5-tuples of matrices
(A, B,C, D, E) such that

d(X)+eA, ¢(Z)+eB,eC,p(y) + €D, eE

is a representation of the blow-up algebra B over the dual numbers. The subalgebra
of B generated by X, Z and y is isomorphic to A itself and ¢ induces a simple
representation of this subalgebra, so we know that A, B and D depend on n? + 2
parameters. From the relation Xz = a7 it follows that ¢(X)E = Cp(Z). Now,
two things can happen:

e #(Z) is invertible: then C = ¢(X)E¢(Z)~ . The subalgebra generated by
X, z and y is isomorphic to C,[z,y, 2] and ¢ determines a simple represen-
tation with ¢(z) = 0, therefore E = fie;'e;!. This implies that E only
depends on 1 parameter and C' is uniquely determined by F.

e &(Z) = 0: because ¢(X) is invertible, E = 0. From the relations Xa = X
and xy = pyx one deduces that C belongs to the vector space generated by
€1.

In both cases, we find that D and C depend on one parameter, from which smooth-
ness follows. O

In fact, we find a similar decomposition for the normal as in proposition

Proposition 6.3. The normal Negr, in a simple module M of B determined by ma-
trices in standard form (H(X), d(Z), ¢(x), d(y), p(2)) with ¢(y) # 0 is determined
by the subspace

V = (are1,biey eyt crer, dies, freg tert) € M, (C)®°
and one extra relation coming from the relation Xz = xZ holding in B.

Proof. This follows directly from proposition[3.2]as the algebra generated by X, v, z,
the algebra generated by x,y, Z and the algebra generated by X,y, Z are all iso-
morphic to A. As we are working in trep?® B and ¢(y) # 0, M is a simple module
of at least two of the three subalgebras. It follows that Npgr., is indeed a subspace
of V. The relation Xz = xZ is the only relation we haven’t used and it follows that
this defines a non-trivial subspace of V', as we know that N is 4-dimensional. [

However, this doesn’t necessarily mean that trep?® B/PGL, x C* is smooth, as
the stabilizer is not necessarily trivial.

Theorem 6.4. In the partial desingularization of the center max Z(A) by
trep®® B//PGL, x C*, for every point m # (2™, y", 2™, xyz) on the line V(a", z"),
we have that every point on 7= (m) = P! is smooth except for the points 0 and oo,
where the singularity type is given by C x C?/Z,,, where the action of Z,, for 0 is
2 -2
p 0 p 0
defined by [O p_l} and for co by { 0 p}
Proof. We will calculate Npgr, xc at all points lying over m. We can assume that up
to basechange the representation ¢ is given by the following matrices (in standard
form)

X|—>a61,Zl—>beglefl,x»—)O,deez,zHO,
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and suppose first that a # 0 # b and by assumption d # 0. The PGL,, x C-stabilizer
of eq is equal to T,,/C*I,, x C* (as the C* action is trivial because y is in degree 0).
In order to have a non-trivial stabilizer, we must have that an element g € T,,/C*
acting on ¢(X) is a multiple of ¢(X) or equivalently, g~e;g = Ae;. This forces
that g = ek for some k € N. We may assume that g = e; and so the cyclic subgroup
{ea, p~1) stabilizes ¢(X ). However, if we calculate the action of any element of this
subgroup on ¢(Z), we get

phegtbeyer ey = pmbey ey !
If (2,n) = 1, p~2* = 1 if and only if k is a multiple of n. So the stabilizer is
trivial in this case and consequently, the tangent space at the corresponding point
of treps® B//PGL, x C* is 3-dimensional. If 2 divides n, say 2n = k, then there is
indeed a stabilizer isomorphic to Zy determined by ((e%, p=*)). If we look at the
action of this stabilizer on Npgr, , we find

(egup_k) €1 =¢€1

E o —ky. —1 -1 -1, -1
(e3,p7") €3 €1 =€ €
for the degree 1 part and for the degree 0 part
(e5,p")-e1 = —er
(elgupik) c€2 = €2
ko —ky . —1 -1 -1 -1
(e3,p7 ") €3 €7 =—ey €

We still need to divide out 1 relation determined by Xz = zZ, which amounts
to removing one arrow of weight 1. This means that locally, the corresponding
point in trep®® B//PGL, x C* looks like C3/Zy = C/Zy x C2. As a consequence,
trep;® B//PGL, x C* is smooth in the corresponding point.
Suppose now that b = 0. The relation £Z = Xz implies over the dual numbers

that

0= Eaelfleglefl
so f1 = 0. In degree 1 we find

(e2,p7 ") -e1=e1

(e2,p 1) -ex eyt = p 2y ter!

and in degree 0

(e2,p7 ") - e1 = pes

(e2,p7 1) -ea = ez

This means that the weighted quiver setting associated to Npgr,, is given by

°)
>

To get Npgr, xc+, we need to divide out the action of I,, + t, which means taking
away one arrow of weight 0
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A similar calculation shows that when a = 0, the stabilizer is given by ((ez, p)) and
in this case ¢; = 0. Similarly, one shows that Npgr,, xc+ has weighted quiver setting

N

leading to the claimed singularity type. ([

The unadorned loop in the local quiver settings of the central singularities ob-
tained in the theorem mean that there is a 1-dimensional family of similar singu-
larities near each point.

Suppose now that n is not divisible by 2. As B is a finite module over its center
Z(B), it defines a coherent sheaf of Cayley-Hamilton algebras B over proj Z(B)
in the same way as that A defined a sheaf A on P2. On the open subset X™ # 0,
we have

Clu, v, w)

n _ —1\ ~
PX(X"),B) = Clv,y, 2, 207) = (uwv — pvu, vw — p2wv, wu — puw)

for which the representations are defined by (a, b, c) € C* and matrices
U aep, v beg, w > cey tey

From this we easily see that above the point (0,",0,0) € max Z(A) with b # 0 the
following happens in trep,, B:

e if ¢ # 0, then we know that the corresponding point of proj Z(B) is
smooth and as (2,n) = 1, B is Azumaya in this point. Therefore, B is
Cayley smooth in this point of proj Z(B).

e if ¢ = 0, then we know that there is a singularity in the corresponding
point of trep?® B//PGL, x C*. This representation is again a semi-simple
representation that decomposes as a direct sum of 1-dimensional represen-
tations.

An analogous result as holds for the normal Npgr, and we can prove

Theorem 6.5. The local quiver setting for a semi-simple but not simple repre-
sentation in trep, B over the point (0,b™,0,0) € max Z(A),b # 0 of B is given
by
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Therefore, the defect stays equal to n — 1.

Of course, the same is true for the blow-up algebra at the ideals (z,y) and (y, 2).

6.2. Blow-up of the origin. The next thing we want to do is to do a blow-up at
the maximal ideal m = (z,y, z). Let

B=Aomteom?t’® ...

The dimension of trep® B is again n? + 3. B is again a Cayley-Hamilton algebra
and a finite module over its center Z(B)). We want to study how trep:® B//PGL,, x
C* looks like over the point (0,0,0,0) € max Z(A). Let X = zt,Y = yt, Z = zt.
We find

Theorem 6.6. In the partial resolution of singularities determined by
trep?® B//PGL, x C* ——s>max Z(A) , all the points over m are smooth except
for the three lines which form the point modules of A.

Proof. We have that trep]® B is smooth above m except for the 3 points corre-
sponding to the direct sum of n 1-dimensional representations by Theorem 2 of [6].
However, for Azumaya points with non-trivial PGL,, x C*-stabilizer (corresponding
to points on the cone over the 3 lines except for the singular points), the weighted
local quiver setting in Z(B) is given by

N

as the —1-weight follows from the action of Z,, on the degree 0 variables. Therefore,
proj Z(B) is not smooth on the corresponding lines (as the singular locus is closed),
with everywhere except for the 3 singular points of the lines the singularity type
given by C x C%/Z,,.

For the points in trep;® B lying over m that correspond to semi-simple but not
simple representations, for example z,y,z — 0,X,Z — 0,Y — bea, Npg, can be
computed to be given by (using the fact that Tr(yY*) =0 for 0 <i <n —2)
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@j%
o [

o]

In order to get Npgr,xc+, we need to delete the loop of weight 1 (as the only
non-trivial C*-action works on Y, which corresponds to the loop of weight 1).
O

If we again work with B, the coherent sheaf of Cayley-Hamilton algebras defined
by B over proj Z(B), we again need to look at the global sections I'(X(X™), B),
N(X(Y™),B) and T'(X(Z™), B). We find that

Clu, v, w)

(uv — pvu, vw — pP3wv, wWu — puw)

N(X(X™),B) 2T'(X(Y™"),B)=T'(X(Z"),B) =

from which it follows that

Theorem 6.7. B is Azumaya away from the three lines in proj Z(B) lying over m
and therefore is Cayley-smooth in these points. However, B is not Cayley-smooth
over the 8 lines, with local quiver over a regular point of the 3 lines given by

3

which is the Mckay quiver of C?/Z,, with Z, acting as the matriz [% p()l} with

one extra loop corresponding to the 1-dimensional family of similar points.
In the singular points of the 3 lines, the local quiver is determined by
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Therefore, we see that, while the central singularities have become better, the

singularities in trep, B have become worse (we now have 3 points with the same
type of singularity as the original one).
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