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MATRIX FACTORIZATION FOR QUASI-HOMOGENEOUS
SINGULARITIES

ANANYO DAN AND AGUSTIN ROMANO-VELAZQUEZ

ABSTRACT. Given an isolated, quasi-homogeneous singularity X we prove that there is a group
isomorphism between the group of rank one reflexive sheaves on X and the free abelian group
generated by C*-divisors, modulo linear equivalence. When dim(X) = 2 we reduce the problem
of finding matrix factorizations of arbitrary reflexive O x-modules to the same question on rank
one reflexive sheaves. We then enumerate the matrix factorizations of all rank one reflexive
sheaves. As a consequence, we prove a conjecture of Etingof and Ginzburg on point modules.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X C C™ be an integral, normal hypersurface defined by an equation F' € C[[X1,..., X,]].
Recall, matriz factorizations of F are pairs of square matrices (M7, M2) of the same rank such
that the products M;.Ms and Ms.M; equals F' times an identity matrix. Eisenbud [9] showed
that there is a one-to-one correspondence between (reduced) matrix factorizations of F' and max-
imal Cohen-Macaulay O x-modules without free direct summands. Matrix factorization plays a
central role in singularity theory. Using matrix factorization, Knérrer [17] and Buchweitz-Greuel-
Schreyer [6] proved that isolated hypersurface singularities of finite Cohen-Macaulay represen-
tation type are exactly the simple ones. In the early 2000s, Kapustin [I6], and Orlov [20-22]
showed that matrix factorizations can be applied to study Landau-Ginzburg models appearing
in string theory, and to the study of Kontsevich’s homological mirror symmetry. In particu-
lar, by the work of Orlov there exists an equivalence between the bounded derived category
DP(X) and the homotopy category of matrix factorizations of F. In general, the first category
is hard to compute. Thus, producing concrete families of matrix factorizations can be one way
of understanding D°(X).

Unfortunately, there are no “good” algorithms to obtain matrix factorizations. As a result
concrete examples of matrix factorizations are rather limited in the literature. For example,
Buchweitz, Eisenbud and Herzog [5] proved that for Fy,(X1,...,X,) = X7+ -+ X" withn > 8

the smallest size of a matrix factorization is bounded below by 2" x2"5°. In particular for
Fy¢ the smallest matrix factorization is of size 128 x 128. Crisler and Diveris [8] produced an
algorithm to produce matrix factorization for the polynomial F}, only for n < 8. By studying the
polynomial Fig they notice that their algorithm fails and it is impossible to fix it. Laza, Pfister
and Popescu [I8] computed all the matrix factorization associated to rank one reflexive sheaves
over the surface defined by F3. Baciu [3] computed all the matrix factorizations associated to
rank two graded Ulrich modules on the hypersurface defined by X3+ X?X3— X5 X3. Etingof and
Ginzburg [I1] produced a family of matrix factorizations for the family of hypersurfaces gives
by the polynomial X3 + X3 + Xg’ + 7X1 X2 X3 as 7 varies over non-zero complex numbers. Ros
Camacho and Newton [25,26] computed concrete matrix factorizations for exceptional unimodal
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hypersurface singularities. The goal of this article is to generalize some of these results to any
isolated, quasi-homogeneous hypersurface singularity (upto topologically trivial deformations).

Let (X, z) be an isolated, quasi-homogeneous hypersurface singularity of dimension 2. This
means that there exist integers (w1, ws,ws,d) such that the defining equation F satisfies:

FOAT X1, A2 X5, A2 X3) = M F (X1, Xy, X3), for all A e C*.

The integers wq,ws,ws are called the weights of the hypersurface. Note first that every maximal
Cohen-Macaulay module M on X sits in an exact sequence with 4 terms. Besides M the
remaining three terms are a trivial bundle, a skyscraper sheaf supported on the singular point
x and a rank one reflexive sheaf £, which we will call the determinant of M (Theorem [3.5]).
Projective resolutions of skyscraper sheaves are well-understood. Moreover, to obtain projective
resolutions of short exact sequences, one simply needs to determine the projective resolution of
two of the three terms (satisfying the obvious compatibility conditions). As a result, finding
the matrix factorization corresponding to M reduces to determining the matrix factorization
corresponding to its determinant £. We first classify all such rank one reflexive sheaves. Denote
by Ref(l)(X ) the group of all reflexive rank one sheaves on X (see §3.4] for the group structure)
and by D(X) the free abelian group generated by classes of C*-curves (i.e., curves that are
invariant under the natural C*-action on X, see §3.2)), modulo linear equivalence. We prove:

Theorem 1.1. Any integral curve D in X is either a C*-curve or is Cl-linked (see Definition
B.2) to a C*-curve. Moreover, there is an isomorphism of abelian groups:

D(X) — RefM (X) sending D € D(X) to i, Ox+(D N X*), (1.1)
where X* := X \{z} is the regular locus in X and i : X* — X is the open immersion.

See Theorems[3.3] and B.4] for a more general statement that holds in any dimension of X. This
can be viewed as a McKay-type correspondence where the left hand side of the correspondence
(LI) parameterizes geometric objects namely C*-divisors and the right hand side parameterizes
algebraic objects namely rank one reflexive sheaves.

In arbitrary rank, there is a 1 — 1 correspondence between maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-
modules and rank one Cohen-Macaulay O x-modules supported on divisors (see Proposition 2.3)).
This correspondence associates to a rank » maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-modules M along with
a general choice of r sections, its degeneracy module. The advantage of this correspondence is
that one can obtain the matrix factorization of M from a projective resolution of the associated
degeneracy module (Theorem [£.1]). The latter is an easier problem. We use this idea in the
proof of Theorem below.

By Theorem [[T] above, rank one maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules are generated (via ten-
sor product) by those arising from integral C*-curves. As a result, maximal Cohen-Macaulay
modules associated to non-singular C*-curves are of particular interest. We call such modules
generalized Wunram modules (see §4.2]). We give an explicit description of the matrix factoriza-
tion corresponding to rank one generalized Wunram modules in Theorem below. Note that,
X contains a non-singular C*-curve if and only if (upto reparametrization) one of the weights of
X is one. Recall, Orlik and Wagreich [19] and Arnold [1] classified isolated quasi-homogeneous
surface singularities, upto topologically trivial deformations (see table in §4.4). Correspond-
ing to the types of singularities mentioned in this table we derive the following list of matrix
factorizations:
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Theorem 1.2. Let X be a quasi-homogeneous singularity of weight (1,ws,ws) listed in Table
M in §44 below. Given positive integers n, m and complex numbers ¢y, ¢z, denote by:

ZU=Dn zm=i =1
S(c1,c2,nm 21722 Z L C’yn
2

Then, the matrix factorization associated to any rank one generalized Wunram module on X is
a pair of 2 x 2 matrices (adj(A), A) where A is a matrix of the form A := (m; ;) for i,j € {1,2}
with

mi1 = X7?b — Xa*?, my 9 = X3a“® — X{®c and
the entries mg 1, mg 2 are given by the following table where the first column enumerates the
various singularity types from Table [T

Type ma 1 m2,2
IP#ZJ‘ S(C,a,w3,T) (X17X3) S(b,a,wz,q) (XI’XQ)
N S (X1, Xo)+
bX 2 (b,a,w2,q) 1, A2
IIquvT Tgs(c,a,we,w) (Xla X3) +X§S(b,a,wz,l)(Xla XQ)
IIIp q bif’Z S(C a,ws,r) (Xlu X3) X3S(b,a,w2,q) (Xl’ X2)+
4T q x 9a% 4
+ba)§w2 S(C.a.we 1) (X17 X3) +X3 S(b_’a_,wml)(Xlu X2)
IVp,q,r cawe,,r)(XlaXB’) bqaqw2 S(c awg,l)(XlaXb’) X3S(b,a,wz,q) (XI’XQ)
bq a2 X3S(b,a,w s )(X17X2)+
Voar S(esaws,r) (X1, X8) +=zd— 5S¢ a,w,1) (X1, X3) —i—XfS(b.:ui » (X1, Xp)
VI XSCabUJ37T)(X1?X3) XS(b,a,wz,q)(XlaX2)+
q,7ba b b 2wz
S +%S(C,a,w3,b3)(XlaX3) +X§35(bvavw2vb2)(X1’X2)
XS(c,a,ws,r)(XhXB‘) XS(f,a,wz,q)(XlaXQ)_F
VI grb2,bs | pra xPee +X35°S(b,a,00,b0) (X1, Xo)+
+WS(C;‘1,WSJ73)(X1’X3) “"st(b,a,wz,l)(leXQ)

where (a, b, ¢) varies over all points in X with a # 0.

This result will be proved in §4.5 The remaining case a = 0 is treated in Remark Note
that this also gives explicit families of matrix factorizations parameterized by points on X.
Our computation recovers the matrix factorizations obtained by Laza, Pfister and Popescu [18].
As a consequence of Theorem [[.2] above we prove special cases of a conjecture of Etingof and
Ginzburg [11l Conjecture 3.6.8]:

Conjecture. Let F' be the free tensor algebra with basis X, X9, X3, ® € F/[F, F], A(P) :=
F/{{0;®))i=1,23 and for a central element ¥ not a zero divisor in 2A(®) denote by B(®, V) :=
2A(P)/((¥)). To any point module P (see [2, Definition 3.8]) over the algebra B(®, ¥) one can
naturally associate a matrix factorization M (P) = (M4, M_).

Using Theorem [I.2] we prove:

Theorem 1.3. Take ® := X;X9X3 — X9X;X3. Then, for suitable choices of ¥ the above
conjecture holds true i.e., to any point module P over the algebra B(®, ¥) one can naturally
associate a matrix factorization.

See Theorem for the precise statement. Note that, the choices of ¥ in the above theorem
will correspond to quasi-homogeneous polynomials.

In Section 5. Il we study the case of cusp singularities. In the workshop of Singularities at Ober-
wolfach 2021, Prof. Duco van Straten asked a question to the second author on the construction
of matrix factorizations for cusp singularities. We obtain a partial answer to his question, in
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Theorem (Il In particular, we produce families of matrix factorizations for families of cusp
singularities. By fixing some numbers, this theorem also recovers the cubic studied by Etingof
and Ginzburg [11]. In Section 5.2l we study matrix factorization of non-isolated singularities and
generalize a result of Baciu [3].

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall the notion of matrix factorization of hypersurface singularities. We
observe how this relates to the space of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules (Theorem [2.T]).
Finally, we recall basics on degeneracy modules (Proposition [Z3]). This gives us a new approach
to studying matrix factorizations, which will be used in later sections for explicit computations.

2.1. Setup. Fix an integer n > 3. Let X be an integral, normal hypersurface in C". Denote
by Ocn := C[[X1, ..., X,,]] and F € Ocn defining the hypersurface X and Ox := Oc¢n /(F') the
associated coordinate ring. Note that X may have non-isolated singularities.

2.2. Matrix factorization. A matriz factorization of F' is an ordered pair of m x m-matrices
(®, ¥) with entries in O¢n such that the matrix multiplication satisfies:

¢ v=F-Id,, V-®=F-Id,,
where 1d,, is the m x m identity matrix. The matrix factorization is reduced if and only if
Im(® : OZ" — OZ") CmOE"  and  Im(V : OF" — O&") C mOg!",
where m is the maximal ideal of Ocn. Recall, the following classical result on matrix factorization:
Theorem 2.1. There is a one-to-one correspondence between:

(1) equivalence classes of reduced matrix factorizations of F.

(2) isomorphism classes of non-trivial periodic minimal free resolutions of Ox-modules of
periodicity two.

(3) maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-modules without free summands.

Proof. See [9, Corollary 6.3] for a proof. O

In this article, we will exploit the equivalence between (1) and (3) in Theorem 2l So, we
briefly recall how one associates a matrix factorization of F to a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
module without free summands. Let M be a maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-module without
free summands. This implies that the depth of M equals the dimension of X, which is n — 1.
By the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula, this means as an Oc¢n-module, the projective dimension
of M equals 1. This implies we have a short exact sequence of the form

0— 08 & oga Lmma), pp g (2.1)
where m; € M and the standard basis element e; € O%ﬁ maps to m; for 1 < ¢ < a. Since M
is supported on X, we have a = b. Then the morphism & is simply given by an a X a-matrix
with entries in O¢n. Suppose that this is a minimal resolution of M. Since M is annihilated by
F, for every 1 < i < a, Fe; € O%ﬁ maps to zero in M. By the exactness of (2.1]), there exists
U(e;) € O such that ® o U(e;) = Fe;. In other words, there exists an a x a-matrix ¥ with
entries in Oc¢n such that ® - ¥ = F'-Id,. Therefore, (¥, ®) is a matrix factorization of F.
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2.3. Degeneracy module. Let M be a maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-module of rank, say r.
Given an r-tuple of sections s := (si,...,$,) of M, the associated degeneracy locus is the zero
locus of the section s; Ass A ... A s, € A"M i.e., the locus of points where the r-tuple of sections
is linearly dependant. Consider the morphism

. Mbr
s: 0% — M,

sending a standard basis vector e; of O?@T to s;. Denote by Cs the cokernel of the morphism s.
Note that, the support of C; is the associated degeneracy locus. For a general choice of r-sections
s = (s1,...,5,) the associated degeneracy locus Supp(Cs) is reduced and Cohen-Macaulay of
codimension 1 (see [10, p. 431]). Furthermore, by the genericity of the r-tuple of sections, the
locus where r — 1 of the r-sections are linearly dependant is of codimension 2 (see [10, Lemma
5.2]). This implies that the cokernel C is supported on a reduced Cohen-Macaulay subvariety
of codimension 1 in X and is of rank 1 over its support. The cokernel C; will be called the
degeneracy module associated to the r-tuple of sections s := (s1,...,$7). This motivates the
following definition:

Definition 2.2. We will call an r-tuple of sections s := (s1,...,$,) of M weakly general if the
cokernel C; of the induced morphism s is supported on a reduced Cohen-Macaulay subvariety
of X of codimension 1 and is a rank 1, Cohen-Macaulay O x-module over Supp(Cs).

2.4. Dualizing degeneracy modules. Let M be a maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-module of
rank r and s := (s1, ..., S;) be an r-tuple of weakly general sections of M. By definition, we have
a short exact sequence of the form:

0= 0Y 3 M—Cs—0, (2.2)

for some Cohen-Macaulay O x-module C, supported on a reduced Cohen-Macaulay subvariety
in X and is of rank 1 over its support. Dualizing this exact sequence, we get

Sl

0— MY — 0¥ = Extk(Cs, Ox) — 0, (2.3)
where the surjectivity on the right follows from the vanishing of Ext} (M, Ox) (see [4, Theorem
3.3.10]). Throughout this article, we shall denote A := Ext% (Cs, Ox). Note that, dualizing
23) and using Extl (A, Ox) = Cs and MY 22 M (see [4, Theorem 3.3.10]), we get back the
exact sequence (2.2)). This implies:

Proposition 2.3. There is a 1 — 1 correspondence between pairs:

(M, s) where M is a MCM (Asg, s") where Ay is a CM Ox -module

Ox -module of rank r and supported on a CM subvariety of

s = (s1,...,8y) is an r-tuple — codimension one in X and of rank 1
of weakly general sections of M over the support and generated by s’

where the bijection follows from ([2.2]) and ([2.3]).

Proof. See [12] for a detailed proof. O

Definition 2.4. Given a pair (M,s) with M a maximal Cohen-Macaulay Ox-module of rank
r and s an r-tuple of weakly general sections of M, we will call the corresponding pair (Aj, s’)
as in Proposition 23] the degenerate pair associated to (M, s).

3. McKAY-TYPE CORRESPONDENCE FOR QUASI-HOMOGENEOUS SINGULARITIES

Quasi-homogeneous hypersurface singularities are generalizations of homogeneous singulari-
ties. We study C*-divisors contained in such hypersurfaces. We observe that every effective,
integral divisor is either a C*-divisor or is CI-linked (in the sense of Definition B.2)) to a C*-divisor
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(Theorem [3.3]). Using this we observe that there is a 1 — 1 correspondence between C*-divisors
(modulo linear equivalence) and rank one reflexive sheaves on a quasi-homogeneous hypersurface
(Theorem [B.4]). Furthermore, if the dimension of the hypersurface is two, then we can express
every maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules solely in terms of the ideal sheaves of C*-curves and
certain skyscraper sheaves (Theorem B.5]).

3.1. Quasi-homogeneous hypersurfaces. A polynomial F' € C[[Xy, Xs,..., X,,]] is called
quasi-homogeneous if there exists positive integers (w1, ws, ..., wy,d) such that for any A € C*,
we have F(AX1,AXs, ..., \X,,) = MF (X1, ...., X;,). The hypersurface X defined by F is called a
quasi-homogeneous hypersurface with weights w := (w1, wa, ..., w, ). Note that, there is a natural
C*-action on X:

C* x X — X sending (A, (1,...,xn)) = (A x1, A2 29, ..., A" xy).

Throughout this section we assume that X has only isolated singularity at the origin 0. Denote
by P5. the quotient of X* := X\{0} by the C*-action. Consider the resulting quotient map:

Tx 1 X' — P (3.1)

3.2. C*-divisors. Let X be a quasi-homogeneous hypersurface of dimension n with weights
w = (w1,wa,...,wn,d). Note that, given a closed point (aj,as,...,a,) € X, the associated
C*-curve is the parametric curve given by:

n:C" — X sending A — (A“'ay, \?ag,..\*"ay).

We will denote by [a1, as, ..., a,] the corresponding point on P%... Clearly, the fiber over [a1, ..., ay]
to the morphism mwx is an integral curve and n is the normalization map for the fiber. This
implies that the preimage under wx of an integral divisor in IP’%* is irreducible.

An integral divisor D in X* is called a C*-divisor if there exists an integral Weil divisor D’
in P%. such that D = 71)}1 (D)yed, where x is as in (B]). An integral divisor in X is called
C*-divisor if it is the closure of an integral C*-divisor on X*. Denote by D(X) the free abelian

group generated by integral C*-divisors in X, modulo linear equivalence. Elements of D(X) will
be called C*-divisors on X.

3.3. Liaisons and residual divisors. Let (X,0) be an isolated, quasi-homogeneous hypersur-
face singularity with weights w := (w1, w2, ....,wn,d). Consider the quotient map 7x as in (31
from the regular locus of X to quotient by the C*-action.

Definition 3.1. An integral divisor D C X is called horizontal if the composition
D\{0} c x\{0} =5 P4,
is dominant.

Definition 3.2. Two distinct divisors D, E are called CI-linked if there exists a polynomial
g € C[[X1, X2, ..., Xp]] such that DU E = Z(g9) N X, where Z(g) denotes the zero locus of g.
Moreover, if D and E are Cl-linked then we call D residual to E (and vice versa, E is residual
to D). This terminology is inspired by the classical theory of liaisons (see [23]).

Theorem 3.3. Let D C X be an integral horizontal divisor. Then, there exist a C*-divisor
FE C X such that D is Cl-linked to E.

Proof. Consider the quotient map mx from X* to ]P’i* as in (B)). By the theorem on generic
smoothness, there exists an open dense affine subscheme U C ]P%(* such that the resulting
morphism from 7'(')_(1(U ) to U is smooth. Since 7x is an affine morphism and U is affine, we have
7% (U) is affine and non-singular. This implies Pic(7*(U)) = 0. As D is an integral horizontal
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divisor, Up := D N7y (D) is a non-empty Cartier divisor in 7y (U). Since Pic(ry!(U)) = 0,
the ideal sheaf Zy/,, is simply f. (’)ﬂ;(U) for some f € (’)ﬂ;(U). By [14] Lemma I1.5.3], there

exists a regular function f € Ox such that Z(f) N 5 (U) = Z(f) N (U). This implies that
the zero locus Z(f) of f is of the form

Z2(f) =Z(f)uE (3.2)

where Z(f) is the closure in X of the zero locus of f and E is a divisor lying in the complement
X\7'(U). Since E is a divisor and does not intersect 7y (U), the scheme-theoretic image
mx(E) of E in P§. does not intersect U. Since the fibers of mx are irreducible and of dimension
one, we conclude by the fiber dimension theorem that E = w;(l(E’ ) for some divisor E’ in P%..
In particular, F is a C*-divisor. Moreover, as D is integral and agrees with Z(f) over 7T)_<1(U),

we have Z(f) = D. By (B.2)), this means D is Cl-linked to a C*-divisor E. This proves the
theorem. 0

3.4. Rank one correspondence. Denote by Ref(!)(X) the space of reflexive rank one sheaves
on X. Let 7 : X* = X be the natural inclusion. Recall, every reflexive sheaf of rank one on
a regular variety is invertible (see [15, Proposition 1.9]). Moreover, every reflexive sheaf on X
arises as the pushforward via i of a reflexive sheaf on X* (see [15, Proposition 1.6]). This means
that under pushforward by 4,

iy : Pic(X*) — Ref(X) sending £ to i, L
is an isomorphism. The group operation on Pic(X*) induces one on Ref")(X), namely
M.N =i, (i*M Q0. i*N) and M := i, ((i* M)").

Theorem 3.4. The morphism
¢ : D(X) — RefM(X)

sending a C*-divisor D to the reflexive sheaf i,(Ox+(D N X*)) is an isomorphism of abelian
groups.

Proof. Clearly, this is a group homomorphism. Moreover, as U is integral and regular, D(X) is

contained in Pic(U). Since Ref(") (X) is isomorphic to Pic(U) as argued above, this means the
morphism ¢ is injective. So it remains to check that ¢ is surjective.

Consider M € Ref((X). Note that, the restriction M|x- is a reflexive sheaf. Since X* is
regular, this implies M|x+ is an invertible sheaf. In other words,

M|x- = Ox-(D")

for some divisor D* on X*. Write D* = }".a;D; as a linear combination of integral divisors
D;. If D; is not horizontal, then by the fiber dimension theorem the scheme theoretic image
E; of mx|p, is a divisor in P%.. Since Dj; is integral, E; is irreducible. This implies 71)}1 (E;)
is irreducible (see §3.2]). Hence, D; = 77)_(1 (Ei)red- In other words, D; is a C*-divisor. If D; is
horizontal, then by Theorem [3.3] there exists a C*-curve D{ such that D; is linearly equivalent
to —Df. Therefore, D* is linearly equivalent to a divisor obtained as a linear combination of
C*-divisors. This proves surjectivity of ¢ and hence the theorem. O

3.5. Dimension two case. Let (X, z) be an isolated, quasi-homogeneous hypersurface singu-
larity. Suppose that dim X = 2. Denote by k, the skyscraper sheaf over the singular point = of
a one dimensional vector space.
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Theorem 3.5. Let M be a maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-module of rank, say r. Then, for a
general choice of r sections (sy,...,s,) of M, we have an exact sequence of the form

0-)0??7“_1 (815eeesSr—1) M_>£_>k§9m_>0 (33)

for some non-negative integer m and L is a reflexive sheaf on X of rank 1 i.e., £ € Ref(M(X).
In particular, if C' denotes the support of the cokernel of the morphism (sq, ..., s;), then £ is the
dual of the ideal sheaf of C' in X.

Proof. Denote by A the cokernel of the morphism
(81,0, 8r) 1 OF — M. (3.4)

Note that, A is a Cohen-Macaulay module supported in dimension 1 and of rank one over its
support. Denote by C the support of A and A’ := Extl (A, Ox). Dualizing (3.4), we then have
the following diagram of short exact sequences:

O IC’|X OX > OC > O
P1 P2
0 MY (9??” (F1tr) A 0

where the morphism py sends 1 to ¢; and p; sends 1 to the standard basis element e; € (9??".
Then, the cokernel of p; is isomorphic (9??7’_1. Since A’ is Cohen-Macaulay, the morphism po
is injective (the section t; is torsion-free over C'). By Bertini-type theorem (see [24, p. 434]),
C\{x} is non-singular. Since any torsion-free sheaf on an affine non-singular curve is trivial, we
conclude A’ is isomorphic to O¢ over X*. Taking t; = 1 € I'(O¢), we observe that the cokernel
of po is of the form k&Y™ for some non-negative integer m. Using Snake lemma, we get the exact
sequence:

0—=Zox =+ MY = 0¥ ' 5 k™ =0

Dualizing this sequence and applying [4, Theorem 3.3.10], gives us the exact sequence (B.3)).
This proves the theorem. O

4. MATRIX FACTORIZATION USING DEGENERACY MODULES

Matrix factorization of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules is hard. However, one can instead
study resolutions of the associated degeneracy modules. This is a slightly easier problem. We
obtain matrix factorizations using this idea (see Theorem [£Z.]land Corollary [£.3]). We then apply
this to enumerate the matrix factorization of all Cohen-Macaulay modules arising from C*-curves
in quasi-homogeneous surfaces (see Theorem stated in the introduction and proved in §4.5l).

4.1. Matrix factorization via degeneracy modules. Let M be a maximal Cohen-Macaulay
Ox-module of rank r with no free direct summand (i.e., does not contain Ox as a direct
summand). Let s be an r-tuple of weakly general sections of M. Let (A, s') be the associated
degenerate pair. Since A is a Cohen-Macaulay O x-module supported in a dimension n — 2
subvariety in C", the depth of Ay is n — 2. By the Auslander-Buchsbaum formula this implies
the projective dimension of Ay is 2. Then starting with s’ the pair induces an exact sequence of
the form:

0— 0% 24 0% B, 0%r 2, 4, 0 (4.1)
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where A (resp. B) is induced by a b X a (resp. r X b) matrix with entries in Ocn, which we will
also denote by A (resp. B) for simplicity of notation. In particular,

Zaﬂe and Be Zb]ze

j=1
where {e _, is the standard basis of the free Ocn-module OZ} for t € {r,a,b}. We show:

Theorem 4.1. Denote by K the Ocn-submodule of O consisting of all m € (9 such that
Bm € I%". Then,

(1) K is isomorphic to OZl, as Ocn-modules,
(2) fix an isomorphism as in (1) from OF; to K given by a b x r-matrix

A’:(’)EB i)KC(’)(Cn.
Then, (upto change of basis of O(C,,) the composition

O% (’)(C,, (’)(C,, coincides with FlId,x, : (’)(C,, Ocnv
where F' € Ocn defines X,
(3) the matrix factorization associated to M is of the form (adj(A|4")T, (A|A")T), where
(—)T denotes transpose of the matrix and adj(—) denotes the adjoint of the matrix.

Before we prove the theorem, note that by the exact sequence (4.1]), we have b = r + a (the
support of Ay is of codimension 2 in C"). Then, the matrix (A|A’) is a b x b-matrix.

Proof. Comparing the exact sequences (2.3]) and (1)), we get the following diagram of exact
sequences:
A B 4

IV

0 o O ——— 0fr Ay 0
o O p O id
i ,
0 - MY - O ——— A, - 0

where the vertical morphism p is the natural restriction morphism and the first vertical morphism
p' is induced by the universal property of kernel. Since the last two vertical arrows are surjective
then by a simple diagram chase (using the injectivity of the morphism from MV to O??T) we
conclude that morphism p’ from O%E to MV is surjective. Note that, p sits in the short exact

sequence:

Fld,xr
0— OFr 5 0% & 09" — 0.

Using the Snake lemma applied to the above diagram of exact sequence, this gives us the
following exact sequence:

(A\A)

O — O @ O(Cn O(Cn MV — O (42)

where the composition

O%ﬁ A, O%f B, (9(%95 coincides with FId,, : O%ﬁ — O%ﬁ
This proves parts (1) and (2) of the theorem (identify K with the image of A’). As mentioned
above b = r + a. Dualizing (4.2), we get the exact sequence:

0 - ogt WA, oeb  eptl, (MY, 0cn) — 0. (4.3)
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Since F' annihilates MV (as MV is supported in X), we have by [4, Lemma 1.2.4]
Extén(MV, Ocn) & Homes (MY, 0x) = Homx (MY, 0x),

where the last isomorphism follows from adjunction of Hom-functor. Since M is a maximal
Cohen-Macaulay O x-module, it is in particular reflexive. Therefore, the double dual M"Y of M
is isomorphic to M. Hence, Extl, (MY, Ocn) = M and (E3) gives a projective resolution of M.
In other words, (adj(A|A")T, (4|A")T) is a matrix factorization. This proves the theorem. [

4.2. Generalized Wunram modules. Following [12], a maximal Cohen-Macaulay O x-module
M of rank 1 is called generalized Wunram if for a general choice of section s of M, the cokernel
of the natural morphism from Ox to M, defined by multiplication with s, is isomorphic to Op
for a non-singular subvariety D C X of codimension 1.

4.3. Projective resolution of the degeneracy module. Let M be a rank one generalized
Wunram module, s € M a general section and D be the associated degeneracy locus. In
particular, we have a short exact sequence of the form:

0—O0x -3 M- Op—0, (4.4)

where D is a non-singular subvariety in X of codimension 1. Dualizing this exact sequence we
get a short exact sequence of the form:

0= MY = Ox = Exti(Op,0x) =0 (4.5)

Note that, €xt§((0 D, Ox) is a Cohen-Macaulay O x-module supported on D and is of rank one
over its support. Now, a rank one maximal Cohen-Macaulay module over a smooth affine variety
is trivial. Hence, &E%AO D,0x) = Op. We now produce a projective resolution of Op. Since
D is non-singular there exists f,g € Ocn such that the ideal of D (in C") is generated by f and
g (regular local rings are complete intersection rings). We then have the Koszul resolution:

Proposition 4.2. The projective resolution of Op is given by
0%0@n$0%§i@cn—>@p—)0

where Ae := —fe; + ges, Bey := g and Bes = f with e (resp. {e1,es}) the standard basis of
Ocn (vesp. OZ3).

Corollary 4.3. Let X be a normal hypersurface singularity (not necessarily isolated) of any
dimension. Let M be a rank one generalized Wunram module, s € M a general section and D
the degeneracy locus associated to the pair (M, s), which is non-singular as M is generalized
Wunram of rank one. Then, the matrix factorization associated to M is the pair (adj(C),C)

where C' is the matrix
(- g
C = < hy By

f,9 € Ocn defines the non-singular variety D in C" and X is defined by a regular function of
the form F' := hig+ haof (as D C X we have F' € (f,g)).

Proof. Translating into the notations of Theorem L] we have ¢ = 1,b = 2 and r = 1. The
morphisms A and B are defined in Proposition We now need to compute K and A’ from
Theorem [l Recall,

K ={aje; + ases]arg+ asf € ITx} where
Tx is the ideal of X in C" generated by, say F'. Of course, since D C X, there exists hy, ho € Ocn
such that F' = h1g+ hof. In other words, hie; + hoea € K. We claim that K is generated as an
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Ocn-module by hiey + hses. Indeed, since K = Oc¢n (Theorem [A.1]), it is generated by a single
element, say hje; + hhes € (’)(C,, Then, there exists A € O¢n such that
)\(h/lel + h/2€2) = hie1 + hages.
Applying the Oc¢n-linear morphism B, we have
/\B(h'161 + h/2€2) = B()\( ,61 + héeg)) = B(h161 + h2€2) =F. (4.6)

Since hje1 + hhes € K, we have B(h)ey + hhes) = XN'F for some X € Ocn. Substituting in ()
this implies )\X = 11i.e., Ais a unit in Oc¢n. This proves our claim that K is generated as an
Ocn-module by hie; + h262 Then, we can take the morphism

A Om S K C (’)(C,, sending 1 to hie; + hoes.

This satisfies the condition that the composition B o A’ = F x Id. By Theorem [£.1] the matrix
factorization of M is of the form (adj(A|A")T, (A]A")T) where

/ flh ’ I g
= (1) anr= (G 1)
This proves the corollary. O

4.4. Matrix factorization for topological trivial deformations. Orlik and Wagreich [19]
and Arnold [I] showed that an isolated, quasi-homogeneous surface singularity can be can be
deformed into one of the following seven classes below keeping the link differentially constant

Type Defining polynomial

Lpg.r F(X1, Xy, X3) = X + XJ + X3

pgr F(Xy,X2,X3) = X} + X9+ Xo X} with ¢ > 1

My q.r ( )= X7 + X3XJ + XoX} withg>1andr >1

Vpgr ( )= X7+ X3XJ + X1 X} withp > 1

Vg F(X1, X2, X3) = X0 X7 + X3X7 + X1 X5 =0
( ) =
( ) =

VL, grbobs | F(X1, X2, X3) = XV + X1 X+ X1 X5 + X2 X3 with (p — 1)(gbs +rb2) = pgr
Xo XV + X1 XJ + X1 X5 + X§2X§3 with (p — 1)(qbs + rby) =

VIIp7Q7T7b27b3

TABLE 1. Quasi-homogeneous singularity types

Xu and Yau [27] proved that the above deformation is in fact a topological trivial deforma-
tion. Furthermore, the topological type of quasi-homogeneous singularities determine and is
determined by its weights. We now use Corollary to produce the matrix factorizations
corresponding to all rank one generalized Wunram modules.

4.5. Proof of Theorem Given c¢1,co € C and k,n,m € Z~g denote by
G(cl,CQ,n)(Zh ZQ) = ch{L - CELZQ.
and S(c; cp.n,m)(Z1, Z2) defined in Theorem [I.21 Note that,

k R m
Z3 G(cl,CQ,n)(Zla Z2)S(cl,02,n,m)(217 Z2) = Z3 W - Z2 . (47)
2

Let X be a quasi-homogeneous surface singularity defined by a quasi-homogeneous polynomial
F(X1, X5, X3) from the list in Table [I] above. By assumption, the weights of X is (1,ws,ws).
Take a point (a,b,c) € X with a # 0. The associated C*-curve, denoted Wy, is given by the
following parametrization:

n: C* — X such that A — (aX, bA“2,cA“?).
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Note that, W, . is the zero locus (in C3) of the polynomials
G baw) (X1, X2) = X170 — Xoa®?  and  G(cquq) (X1, X3) = X{%c — X3a™2.
By Corollary 3] we only need to find hy, hy € C[X1, X2, X3] such that
F = G0 (X1, X3)h1 + G p,0,00) (X1, X2)ho.

Type I, ,,: In this case ' = X7 + XJ + X}. By equation ([£7),

i X {2

adw2

. St

q r
X+ = X5,

G(b,a,wz) (Xb X2)S(b,a,w2,q) (X17 X2)+G(c,a,w3) (X17 X3)S(c,a,w3,r) (X17 X3) =

As F' is quasi-homogeneous we have p = pw; = qws = rws. Moreover, as (a,b,c) € X, we have
a? + b% + ¢ = 0. Therefore,
VIXT? X o V7 " p (b1 +C" p
12 + a’ws - Xl _aqw2 + a’ws - Xl aP = _Xl .

Thus, G(b,a,wz)(le X2)S(b,a,w2,q) (X17 X2) + G(c,a,wg) (Xla X3)S(c,a,w3,r) (X17 X3) = —F'. In partic-
ular, hy 1= S(cawsyr) (X1, X3) and ha := S 4.0,,q) (X1, X2). This prove the matrix factorization
in this case.

Type II, ;,: In this case F = XV + XJ + X5 X7, By equation (4.7,

. bX
G(b,a,wz) (Xb X2) (S(b,a,wz,q) (Xla X2) + X3S(b,a,w2,1) (Xb X2)) + aTIQG(c,a,wg) (Xb X3)S(c,a,w3,r) (Xb X3)

LS S e LS W o e <in02> e <be2> X3

aqdw2 a“?2 a“?2 a’ws3 a“?2
q Y 9w2 r oy rwstw?

B b1 XY g , b X -

= — X? — XoXE + — X3,
qdw2 2 qrwstws

Arguing as before (F' is quasi-homogeneous), we have

PIXY b XTRTE <b‘1 + bcf> _ xp
= —X7.

qdw2 qrwstwz T Tl

Therefore (use p = pw; = qus = rws + wo),
bX2

aw?

Glb,a,00) (X1, X2) (Sh,0,00.9) (X15 X2) + X3S (5,0,00,1) (X1, X2)) +
=X - X, X5 — XV.
This gives the matrix factorization in this case.

Type III, , »: In this case F = X7 + X3X] + X9 X}. Arguing as before, we have using (7)),

G(b,a,wg) (Xb X2) (X3S(b,a,w2,q) (Xb X2) + ng(b,a,wz,l) (Xla X2))

G(c,a,wg) (X17 X3)S(c,a,w3,r) (X17 X3)

bX2 pIX
+ G(c,a,wg)(le X3) Ws(c,a,w:;,r) (X17 X3) + aqTS(c,a,wg,l) (le X3)
b X3 X2 ¢ or DX . b Xester e e Xt pe x e
- adw2 N X3X2 T X3 aw2 N X2X3 T aTwstwz N aw2 X3 T awstqwz N adw2 3

bCTXIW3+W2 chXilds +qw2

— q __ T

= =X X3 - Xo X5 + — orrae and

be" X3TWr paeX T (bt + bic »
qrwstwz qw3tqw2 aP

(use p = pw1 = qwz + w3 = rws + wo for the last equality). This proves the matrix factorization
in this case.
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Type IV, . In this case F = X7 + X5XJ + X1 X]. Arguing as before, using (£.71) we have

Gb,aws) (X1, X2) (X3S (h,0,00.9) (X1, X2))

o x 02
+ G(c,a,wg)(Xla X3) <XS(c,a,w3,7") (Xb X3) + Ws(c,a,wg,l) (Xla X3)>
CTXIW3+1

arws

q .Y wW3tTqw2
blcX]
awstqwz
c"X{’“3+1 bleX BT X7 <acr + ch>
aP

= —Xng + - X1X§ + and

— X,

a’ws qwstawz T 1

(use p = pw1 = qwa + w3 = Tw3 + wy = rws + 1 for the last equality). This proves the matrix
factorization in this case.

Type V.t In this case F(X1, Xa, X3) = Xo X7 + X3XJ + X1 X5, Arguing as before using
equation (1) we have,

Gb,aw0) (X1, X2) (X3S (50,000 (X1, X2) + XTS(3.0.00,1) (X1, X2))

pX (2
+ Geaw) (X1, X3) (X S(e.aws,r) (X1, X3) + W%a,wg,l)(Xth))
bXNQ-H? CTXTws-i-l qust-i'qu
— q 1 p 1 1
= —X3X2 + s — X2X1 + 7(1“‘)3 — Xng + 7aw3+qw2 and

aw? a’ws awstaqwsz aqw2tpP

bX 2P N XL paexsta: _ xert <ba” + ac” + ch>

(use p + wy = qwo + w3 = rws + w; = rws + 1 for the last equality). This proves the matrix
factorization in this case.

Type VI, b, 0,: In this case F = X7 + X1 XJ + X, X} + X§2X§3. Arguing as before using
([@7) we have

G (b,ayw) (X1, X2) <X5(b,a,w2,q) (X1, Xo) + ngs(b,a,wz,bg)(X17X2))

bngfzo-a
+ G(Cyav‘US) (X17 X3) XS(C,CL,LUS,T) (X17 X3) + awaz S(Cva7w37b3) (X17 X3)
qwa+1 by ybaws ryrws+1 by ybaw2 b3 yw3bs
o qul _X Xq XbBb 2X1 . szng C Xl _X XT b 2X1 C 3X1 . ng
- w 122 + 3 bow 2 “*3 + Tw: 143 + bow wsb. 3
adv2 aP2w2 a’ws aP2w2 a“303
1 rws+1 b3 b2 Y b2wa+wsbs

pax gt X ch3pb2 X
—_ - q _ ybaybs , 41 T 1
= aqwz X1X2 X2 X3 + a?“UJ3 X1X3 + ab2w2+w3b3 and
prxgertl g xrestl o chapbe xbawatwsbs v ac” cbspb o

adw2 a’ws aqb2w2twsbs - adw2+1 + aqrws+1 + qb2w2+wsbs | !

(use p = 1 4 qwa = rws + 1 = bowy + bsws for the last equality). This proves the matrix
factorization in this case.
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Type VIL, ;. p, 5, In this case F = Xo XV + X1 X] + X1 X5 + X§’2X§’3. Arguing as before
using (4.7)) we have,

G(b,a,wg)(Xla X2) (XS(b,a,wz,q) (Xla X2) + X§3S(b,a,w2,b2)(Xla X2) + X{]S(b,a,wz,l) (X17 X2))

+ Gleaws) (X1, X3) <XS (eias.r) (X1 X3) + %S(C’“%M(Xl’ X3)>

UM g g MR g CXEE

g P (P

- bqiﬁi::“ xaxg - Xt KT vy 6)6?7::“ BRI Cbsi);ﬁi::gbs

Moreover, using wo +p = 1 + qws = rwsg + 1 = bowsy + byws we have

DIXTTT BXPETT X et e (ab 4 aPbtac 4 YR
T - aqw2+1 -

adw2 aws? arws qb2w2+wsbs
This proves the matrix factorization in this case and hence the theorem. O

Remark 4.4. Notice that in the case of F = X3 + X3 4+ X3, our computation recovers the
matrix factorization computed by Laza, Pfister and Popescu [I§].

Remark 4.5. For the sake of completeness we now consider the case when a = 0. For simplicity
we consider the polynomial of type I, ,,, the remaining cases follow similarly. To fix notation,
F = X? + XJ + X} with weights (w1, ws,ws) and V is the surface defined by F. Let (a,b,c) €
V(p,q,r) with a = 0. Since the point (0,b,c) is different from the origin and it is a zero of F,
thus b and c¢ are both non-zero. The C*-curve, denoted W} ., associated to the point (0,b,c) is
given by the parametrization

n: C* — X such that A — (0,bA*2,cA“?).

This C*-curve is smooth if and only if wy = 1 or wy = 1 (upto reparametrization). Without
loss of generality suppose that wy = 1. Under this assumption the C*-curve given by the point
(0,b,¢) is cut out by the polynomials

f = X1 and G(C’b’wg)(XQ,Xg) = C)(SJ3 - waXg.
By equation (4.7]),

. Gt

brwg

Xl(_Xf_l) + G(c,b,wg) (X27 XS)S(c,b,wg,r) (X27 X3) = _Xf + - Xg

By assumption, a = 0 and b? + ¢" = 0. Therefore,

X5
brwg

XV + - X5 =-XV - XI-Xj.

Let M be the maximal Cohen-Macaulay module corresponding to the degeneracy locus W .
(see Proposition 2.3]). Using Corollary [£3] we conclude that the matrix factorization for M is:

S(vavaS,T’) (X27 X3) X{)_l ’



MATRIX FACTORIZATION 15

4.6. Conjecture of Etingof-Ginzburg. Take ® := X;X2X35 — X2X1X3. Then, A(P) =
C[X1, X2, X3] (see [13, Example 1.3.3]). We prove:

Theorem 4.6. Let U € 2(¥) be one of polynomials mentioned in Table [l such that one of the
weights is one. Then, to any point module on B(®, ¥) one can naturally associate a matrix
factorization.

Proof. Denote by X the hypersurface defined by ¥. Consider a point (a,b,c) € X with a # 0.
Denote by k(a,b,c) the residue field associated to the point (a,b,c). Note that, k(a,b,c) is a
point module. Then, by Theorem we naturally associate to the point module P := k(a, b, c)
a matrix factorization M (P) = (M(P)4+, M(P)_). Moreover, every point module is a direct
sum of copies of such residue fields i.e., any point module P is of the form:

P = @ k(a;, b, c;)®™, where (a;,b;, ¢;) € X* and m; > 0.
el
Denote by P; the point module k(ay, b;, ¢;) and by M (F;) := (M(P;)4, M(P;)_) the correspond-
ing matrix factorization. Denote by M (P), (resp. M(P)_) the matrix with diagonal entries

mg-copies of M(P;)y (resp. M(P;)_) as i varies along the entries in I. Then, the matrix
factorization associated to P is M(P) := (M (P)4+, M(P)_). This proves the theorem. O

5. MORE EXAMPLES: CUSPS AND NON-ISOLATED SINGULARITIES

In this section we obtain the matrix factorization for certain cusp singularities and non-isolated
singularities.

5.1. Cusp singularities. Let

F(X1, X2, X3) = XU ™29 4 X34+ X7+ 7X1 X, X,

with 7 € C* and 7 > 3. Denote by X the surface defined by F. Let w € C such that w" ! = 1/7.
Take a point (a,b, c) € C? different from the origin such that

a?" 2 4 p7 =0 and ("' + ab) = 0. (5.1)
Consider the C*-curve, denoted by Wy ., given by the parametrization:
n: C* — X such that X — (adw,bX\" 72w ™2 c)).

Note that, the morphism n indeed maps to X because

F(n(\) = (e w) "2 4 (bA"20""2)7 4 (M) + (adw) (DA™ 20" (eN)

wr—l
= (Aw) (T2 (a(r—2)q + bq> + A" (c" +abc) =0
where the last equality follows from (5.IJ). Let Mgy . be the maximal Cohen-Macaulay Ox-
module associated to the degeneracy locus Wy . (see Proposition 2.3). We prove:
Theorem 5.1. The matrix factorization associated to M,y . is given by
G(c,aw,l) (‘X;la X3) _G(b,a,r—2) (X17 X2)
X )
Stb.ar—2.0)(X1,X2) T amr S(bar—21)(x1,Xs)  Stesaw,1,r) (X1, X3) + TS e 00,11 (X1, X3)
where G (¢, c,.n) (21, Z2) = a1 2] — ¢4 Zy and

m Z(j—l)an—jcj—l
S(cl,cg,n,m)(zly Z2) = Z L 07721 L .
2

Jj=1
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Proof. Note that the curve W, . is cut out by the polynomials:
G(Qa%l)(Xl,Xg) = CX1 - an3 and G(b,a,r—2) (Xl,Xg) = I)AX{_2 - aT_ZXg.
Using (4.7), we have

2
cX;

aw”

XX
G(c,aw,l) (Xb X3) <S(c,aw,1,r) (Xb X3) + %S(C,aw,l,l) (Xb X3)>
S(b,a,r—2,l)(X1,X2)>

+ G p,a,r—2) (X1, X2) (S(b,a,r—2,q)(X1,X2) +

X7 X1 XoXs  0IXITD X7
= arw’ o g - wr—1 qa(r—2) a X2 + ar—1lwr and
IX] o ebX] pex 12

1 1 0 and 1 — _XII(T—2)
a"w’ ar—lwr aq(fr—2) 1 .

where the equalities in the last line follows from the hypothesis (5). Using Corollary E3] we
conclude that the matrix factorization associated to Mgy . is as given in the statement of the
theorem. This proves the theorem. O

Remark 5.2. Note that:

(1) If we assume ¢ = r = 3, then F is the cubic polynomial studied by Etingof and
Ginzburg [11].

(2) If we impose the inequality r < g(r — 2), then F is a cusp singularity of type Tir—9)
(see [T, Theorem 7.10]).

q7q7/r

5.2. Non-isolated singularities. Our next application is to show how to generalize the con-
struction of Baciu [3]. Consider the homogeneous polynomial

F=X!+X}X3 - X)Xs.
In this case the singular locus is the line
Xsing = {(0,0,2) € C* |z € C}.

Let (a,b,1) € C3\ {0} such that F(a,b,1) = 0. The C*-curve given by the point (a,b, 1) is the
zero locus of the ideal given by

f:Xl—Xga and g:Xg—ng.
Let hy = X3 + X2Xo + aX?X3 + aX1 X0 X3 + a2 X1 X2 + a2 X2 X2 + a® X3 and
hy = X2X3 +bXo X2 + (a® + b)) X3,

We then have the corresponding matrix factorizations of F:

M(a,b,c) = <_J;2 hgl> .

Notice that hi and hso can be rewritten as:
hy =X1 (X2 4+ X1 X5 + aX1 X3+ aXoX3) + X3(a? X1 X3 + a® X2 X3 + a®X3),
hy =X3(X2 + bX2 X3 + (a® + b3 X3).

Therefore, the following matrices (also parameterized by the points (a : b: 1) € X*) are matrix
factorizations of F:

0 —f g
M(a,b,c;3) = | X —X3—bXyX3— (a®+b?) X3 —a?X1X3 —a3X2
X3 0 X2+ X1 X5 +aX1 X3 +aXoX —aXoX3
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