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REPRESENTATIONS OF DRINFELD DOUBLES OF RADFORD

HOPF ALGEBRAS

HUA SUN AND HUI-XIANG CHEN

Abstract. In this article, we investigate the representations of the Drinfeld
doubles D(Rmn(q)) of the Radford Hopf algebras Rmn(q) over an algebraically
closed field k, where m > 1 and n > 1 are integers and q ∈ k is a root of unity
of order n. Under the assumption char(k) ∤ mn, all the finite dimensional
indecomposable modules over D(Rmn(q)) are displayed and classified up to
isomorphism. The Auslander-Reiten sequences in the category of finite dimen-
sional D(Rmn(q))-modules are also all displayed. It is shown that D(Rmn(q))
is of tame representation type.

1. Introduction

Let m,n > 2 be integers and q a primitive n-th root of unity in a field k. Radford
[24] constructed an mn2-dimensional Hopf algebra such that its Jacobson radical
is not a Hopf ideal. The Hopf algebra is denoted by Rmn(q) and called a Radford
Hopf algebra here. Note that the coradical of the dual Hopf algebra Rmn(q)

∗ is
not a Hopf subalgebra. When m = 1, Rmn(q) is still well-defined, which is exactly
the Taft Hopf algebra An(q) of dimension n2 given in [20]. Krop and Radford [12]
defined the rank as a measure of complexity for Hopf algebras and classified all
finite dimensional pointed Hopf algebras of rank one over an algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero by using group datums. Scherotzke [17] classified such
Hopf algebras for the case of char(k) = p > 0. It was proven in [12, 17] that a finite
dimensional pointed Hopf algebra of rank one over an algebraically closed field is
isomorphic to a quotient of a Hopf-Ore extension of a group algebra (its coradical).
For the Hopf-Ore extension, one can see [16]. The Taft algebra An(q) and the
Radford algebra Rmn(q) are both pointed Hopf algebras of rank one. The finite
dimensional pointed rank one Hopf algebras are clarified into two types: nilpotent
type and non-nilpotent type [12]. The Taft algebra An(q) is of nilpotent type, but
the Radford algebra Rmn(q) is of non-nilpotent type.

The representations of finite dimensional pointed Hopf algebras of rank one was
well studied. For instance, Cibils [10] studied the representation theory of (gen-
eralized) Taft algebras and described the decomposition rules of tensor product
modules over (generalized) Taft algebras. In [9] and [14], the authors studied re-
spectively the Green rings of the Taft algebras and the generalized Taft algebras.

Key words and phrases. Drinfeld double, Radford algebra, representation, indecomposable
module, Auslander-Reiten sequence.
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Wang, Li and Zhang studied the representations and Green rings of finite dimen-
sional pointed rank one Hopf algebras of nilpotent type and non-nilpotent type
over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero in [21, 22], respectively. The
representations of Drinfeld doubles of finite dimensional pointed Hopf algebras of
rank one also got many achievements. The second author of this paper described
the structures of Drinfeld doubles of Taft algebras and classified the finite dimen-
sional indecomposable modules over such Drinfeld doubles in [2, 3, 4, 5]. He with
his colleagues studied the Grothendieck rings and Green rings of Drinfeld doubles
of Taft algebras, see [6, 7, 8, 18, 23]. When n = 2, the Taft algebra A2(−1) is the
same as H4, the Sweedler’s 4-dimensional Hopf algebra (see [19, 20]). The Green
ring of Drinfeld double of H4 was also studied by Li and Hu in [13]. Krop and Rad-
ford studied the representations of Drinfeld double D(H) of any finite dimensional
pointed rank one Hopf algebra H over an algebraically closed field of characteris-
tic zero, and classified the simple modules and projective indecomposable modules
over D(H) in [12], when the group G(H) of group-like elements in H is abelian.
However, the other finite dimensional indecomposable modules over D(H) are not
classified.

In this article, we study the representations of the Drinfeld doubles D(Rmn(q)) of
Radford Hopf algebras Rmn(q) over an algebraically closed field k with char(k) ∤
mn. The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition of a
group datum, the structures of Radford Hopf algebras Rmn(q) and their Drinfeld
doubles D(Rmn(q)), denoted by Hmn(ξ), where ξ ∈ k is a primitive mn-th root of
unity with ξm = q. In Section 3, we recall the simple modules and projective inde-
composable modules over Hmn(ξ), which shows that the Loewy length of Hmn(ξ) is
3. In particular, we reconstruct the non-simple projective indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-
modules and give a standard k-basis for each such module. In Section 4, we study
the finite dimensional indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules of Loewy length 2. Us-
ing Auslander-Reiten theory, we display all the finite dimensional indecomposable
Hmn(ξ)-modules of Loewy length 2, and classify them up to isomorphism. All the
Auslander-Reiten sequences in the category of finite dimensional Hmn(ξ)-modules
are also displayed. It is shown that Hmn(ξ) is of tame representation type.

Throughout, let k be an algebraically closed field and k× = k\{0}. Unless otherwise
stated, all algebras and Hopf algebras are defined over k; all modules are finite
dimensional and left modules; dim and ⊗ denote dimk and ⊗k, respectively. Let
Z denote the set of all integers, Zn := Z/nZ for an integer n, and let N denote
all non-negative integers. The references [11, 15, 19] are basic references for the
theory of Hopf algebras and quantum groups. The readers can refer [1] for the
representation theory of algebras.

2. Drinfeld doubles of Radford Hopf algebras

In this section, we recall the Radford Hopf algebras and their Drinfeld doubles.

A quadruple D = (G,χ, g, µ) is called a group datum if G is a finite group, χ is a
k-valued character of G, g is a central element of G and µ ∈ k subject to χn = 1
or µ(gn − 1) = 0, where n is the order of χ(g). The group datum D is said to be of
nilpotent type if µ(gn − 1) = 0, and it is of non-nilpotent type if µ(gn − 1) 6= 0 and
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χn = 1. For any group datum D = (G,χ, g, µ), Krop and Radford constructed an
associated finite dimensional pointed rank one Hopf algebra HD and classified such
Hopf algebras. They also described the Drinfeld doubles D(HD) of HD, see [12].

Let n > 1 and m > 1 be integers and let q ∈ k be a primitive n-th root of unity.
Then the Radford Hopf algebra Rmn(q) can be described by a group datum as
follows. Let G be a cyclic group of order mn with generator g and let χ be the k-
valued character of G defined by χ(g) = q. Then D = (G,χ, g, 1) is a group datum
of non-nilpotent type, and the associated Hopf algebra HD is exactly isomorphic
to Rmn(q). Regarding Rmn(q) = HD from now on. Then Rmn(q) is generated as
an algebra by g and x subject to the relations:

gmn = 1, xn = gn − 1, xg = qgx.

The comultiplication △, counit ε and antipode S are given by

△(x) = x⊗ g + 1⊗ x, ε(x) = 0, S(x) = −xg−1,

△(g) = g ⊗ g, ε(g) = 1, S(g) = g−1 = gmn−1.

Rmn(q) has a k-basis {gixj |i ∈ Zmn, 0 6 j 6 n− 1}. For the details, one can refer
to [12, 24].

Let ξ ∈ k be a primitive mn-th root of unity with q = ξm. Then by [12, Subsection
2.1], the Drinfeld double D(Rmn(q))) can be described as follows. D(Rmn(q))) is
generated as an algebra by a, b, c and d subject to the following relations:

an = bn − 1, bmn = 1, cmn = 1, dn = 0,

ab = qba, dc = ξcd, bc = cb, bd = qdb, ad− da = b− cm,

ac = ξ−1ca+ ξ−1
−ξn−1

(n−1)!q
(cm+1 − qbc)dn−1.

The comultiplication, the counit and the antipode of D(Rmn(q))) are given by

△(a) = a⊗ b+ 1⊗ a, △(b) = b⊗ b, △(d) = cm ⊗ d+ d⊗ 1,

△(c) = c⊗ c+ (ξn − 1)
∑n−1

k=1
1

(k)!q(n−k)!q
cmk+1dn−k ⊗ cdk,

ε(a) = 0, ε(b) = 1, ε(c) = 1, ε(d) = 0,

S(a) = −ab−1, S(b) = b−1, S(c) = c−1, S(d) = −c−md.

Throughout the following, assume that k contains a primitive mn-th root ξ of unity
with q = ξm. Then char(k) ∤ mn. LetHmn(ξ) := D(Rmn(q)) be the Drinfeld double
of Rmn(q) as described above. Obviously, Hmn(ξ) has a k-basis {aibjcldk|j, l ∈
Zmn, 0 6 i, k 6 n − 1}, and dim(Hmn(ξ)) = m2n4. For simplicity, we denote the
image of an integer i under the canonical epimorphism Z → Zmn still by i.

3. Simple modules and projective modules

Throughout this and the next sections, for any Hmn(ξ)-module V , let P (V ) and
I(V ) denote the projective cover and the injective envelope of V , respectively.
Let l(V ) and rl(V ) denote the length and the radical length (Loewy length) of V ,
respectively. Moreover, let sV denote the direct sum of s copies of V for any integer
s > 0, where sV = 0 when s = 0. For any Hmn(ξ)-module M and x1, · · ·xs ∈ M ,
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let 〈x1, · · · , xs〉 denote the submodule of M generated by {x1, · · · , xs}, and define
Md := {v ∈ M |dv = 0}.

3.1. Simple modules. Krop and Radford classified the simple modules overD(HD)
for any group datum D = (G,χ, g, µ) with G being abelian in [12, Subsection 2.2].
Therefore, one can get the classification of simple modules over Hmn(ξ) from [12,
Subsection 2.2]. In this subsection, we recall the simple Hmn(ξ)-modules.

For any 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z, let αk(l, i) = (k)q(q
i − qi+l−k), 1 6 k 6 l − 1. It

is easy to see that αk(l, i) 6= 0 for all 1 6 k 6 l − 1. Let

I0 = {(i, j)|i, j ∈ Zmn with qi+k 6= ξj for all 0 6 k 6 n− 2}.

Then ♯I0 = (mn)2 −mn(n− 1), where ♯I0 denotes the number of elements in I0.

Let U(Hmn(ξ)) be the multiplicative group of the invertible elements of Hmn(ξ).
Then b, c ∈ U(Hmn(ξ)) by bmn = cmn = 1. Let G be the subgroup of U(Hmn(ξ))
generated by b and c. Then G = {bicj |0 6 i, j 6 mn − 1} and G ∼= Zmn × Zmn

as groups. Let A be the subalgebra of Hmn(ξ) generated by b, c and d. Then
the group algebra kG is a subalgebra of A and the Jacobson radical J(A) of A
is equal to the principal ideal (d) generated by d. Moreover, A = kG ⊕ (d) as
vector spaces. Hence the quotient algebra A/J(A) is exactly isomorphism to the
group algebra kG. Thus, an A-module M is semisimple if and only if dM = 0,
and there is a 1-1 correspondence between the simple A-modules and the simple
kG-modules. This implies that the simple A-modules are in 1-1 correspondence
with the k-valued characters of G since G is abelian. For each character λ, let kλ
denote the corresponding one dimensional A-module, and let Z(λ) := Hmn(ξ)⊗Akλ
denote the induced Hmn(ξ)-module. Since Hmn(ξ) is a free right A-module with
an A-basis {ai|0 6 i 6 n − 1}, Z(λ) is an n-dimensional Hmn(ξ)-module with a
k-basis {ai ⊗A 1λ|0 6 i 6 n− 1}, where 1λ is a nonzero element of kλ.

For any i, j ∈ Z, there is a character λij of G given by λij(b) = ξj and λij(c) = ξi.
Clearly, any character of G has this form. Moreover, for any i, i′, j, j′ ∈ Z,

λij = λi′j′ ⇔ i ≡ i′ (mod mn) and j ≡ j′ (mod mn).

Let i, j ∈ Z. Then by [12, Proposition 6(a)], Z(λij) is simple if and only if
λij(bc

−m) = ξj−mi /∈ {1, q, q2, · · · , qn−2} if and only if (i, j) ∈ I0. In this case,
{ak⊗A 1λij

|0 6 k 6 n−1} is a k-basis of Z(λij). Moreover, a straightforward com-

putation shows that Z(λij)
d = k(1⊗A1λij

). Now suppose (i, j) /∈ I0. Then there is a

unique integer l with 1 6 l 6 n−1 such that ξj−mi = ql−1. In this case, Z(λij) con-
tains a unique proper submodule radZ(λij) = span{ak⊗A1λij

|l 6 k 6 n−1} by [12,
Proposition 6(b)]. Denote the quotient module Z(λij)/radZ(λij) by M(l, i). Then
M(l, i) is simple. Define mk ∈ M(l, i) for 1 6 k 6 l by m1 = 1⊗A1λij

+radZ(λij) if

k = 1, and mk = 1
α1···αk−1

ak−1⊗A 1λij
+radZ(λij) if 2 6 k 6 l, where αk = αk(l, i)

for all 1 6 k 6 l − 1. Then {m1,m2, · · · ,ml} is a k-basis of M(l, i), and hence
dimM(l, i) = l. A tedious but standard verification shows that the Hmn(ξ)-module
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action on M(l, i) is determined by

amk =

{

αk(l, i)mk+1, 1 6 k < l − 1,

0, k = l,
dmk =

{

0, k = 1,

mk−1, 1 < k 6 l,

bmk = qi+l−kmk, 1 6 k 6 l, cmk = ξi+k−1mk, 1 6 k 6 l.

Such a basis is called a standard basis of M(l, i). Clearly, M(l, i)d = km1.

By [12, Subsection 2.2] and the discussion above, one gets the following lemmas
and proposition.

Lemma 3.1. Let (i, j), (i′, j′) ∈ I0.

(1) Z(λij) is a simple module.

(2) Z(λij) ∼= Z(λi′j′ ) if and only if (i, j) = (i′, j′).

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 6 l, l′ 6 n− 1 and i, i′ ∈ Z.

(1) M(l, i) is a simple module.

(2) M(l, i) ∼= M(l′, i′) if and only if l = l′ and i ≡ i′ (mod mn).
(3) M(l, i+ kn) ≇ M(n− l, i+ l + k′n) for any k, k′ ∈ Z.

Proposition 3.3. The following set

{M(l, i), Z(λi′j′)|1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Zmn, (i
′, j′) ∈ I0}

is a representative set of isomorphism classes of simple Hmn(ξ)-modules.

By Proposition 3.3 and the structures of the simple Hmn(ξ)-modules M(l, i) and
Z(λij), one gets the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let M be a finite dimensional semisimple Hmn(ξ)-module. Then

l(M) = dim(Md).

3.2. Projective modules. Krop and Radford described all projective indecom-
posableD(HD)-modules for any group datum D = (G,χ, g, µ) with G being abelian
in [12, Subsection 2.3]. They described the radical series and simple factors for such
modules. Hence form [12, Subsection 2.3], one can get the classification of projec-
tive indecomposable modules over Hmn(ξ). However, in order to classify all finite
dimensional indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules, it is necessary to know the more de-
tails of the non-simple projective indecomposable modules over Hmn(ξ). For this
goal, we investigate non-simple projective indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules in this
subsection.

Since Hmn(ξ) is a symmetric algebra, P (V ) ∼= I(V ) and P (V )/rad(P (V )) ∼=
soc(P (V )) ∼= V for any simple Hmn(ξ)-module V . Let J denote the Jacobson
radical of Hmn(ξ). Then by [12, Subsection 2.3], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let (i, j) ∈ I0 and k, l ∈ Z with 1 6 l 6 n− 1.

(1) Z(λij) is a projective module.

(2) rl(P (M(l, k))) = 3 and l(P (M(l, k))) = 4.
(3) rl(Hmn(ξ)) = 3 and hence J3 = 0.
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For 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z, define γk(l, i), αk(l, i) ∈ k, 1 6 k 6 n, by

γk(l, i) = (k)q(q
i+l − qi−k), αk(l, i) = (k)q(q

i − qi+l−k), 1 6 k 6 n− 1,

γn(l, i) =
1

(n−1)!q
(qi − qi+l), αn(l, i) =

1
(n−1)!q

(qi+l − qi).

Lemma 3.6. Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Z and 1 6 k 6 n.

(1) γk(l, i) = 0 if and only if k = n− l.
(2) αk(l, i) = 0 if and only if k = l.
(3) γk(l, i) = αn−k(l, i) for all 1 6 k 6 n− 1 and γn(l, i) = −αn(l, i).
(4) γk(l, i) = αl+k(l, i) for all 1 6 k 6 n− l − 1.
(5) γk(l, i) = αk−(n−l)(l, i) for all n− l + 1 6 k 6 n− 1.
(6) γk(l, i) = αk(n− l, i+ l) for all 1 6 k 6 n.
(7) γk(l, i) = γk(l, i+ n) and αk(l, i) = αk(l, i+ n) for all 1 6 k 6 n.

Proof. It follows from a straightforward verification. �

For any positive integer s, let Ms(k) denote the algebra of s × s matrices over k.
Let Is ∈ Ms(k) denote the identity matrix, and let Ds ∈ Ms(k) be defined by

Ds =



















0 1 0 · · · 0

0 0 1 · · · 0

0 0 0
. . .

...
...

...
...

. . . 1

0 0 0 · · · 0



















.

For 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z, let Xl,i, Zl,i ∈ Mn(k) be given by

Xl,i =

















0 0 0 · · · γn(l, i)

γ1(l, i) 0 0 · · · 0

0 γ2(l, i) 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

0 0 · · · γn−1(l, i) 0

















,

Zl,i =

















0 0 0 · · · αn(l, i)

α1(l, i) 0 0 · · · 0

0 α2(l, i) 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

0 0 · · · αn−1(l, i) 0

















,

and define A(l, i), B(l, i), C(l, i) and D in M2n(k) by

A(l, i) =

(

Xl,i 0

Dn−l−1
n Zl,i

)

, D =

(

Dn 0

0 Dn

)

,

B(l, i) = diag{qi−1, qi−2, · · · , qi−n, qi+l−1, qi+l−2, · · · , qi+l−n},

C(l, i) = diag{ξi+l−n, ξi+l−n+1, · · · , ξi+l−1, ξi, ξi+1, · · · , ξi+n−1}.
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Lemma 3.7. Let 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Z. Then there is a unique algebra map

φl,i : Hmn(ξ) → M2n(k) such that

φl,i(a) = A(l, i), φl,i(b) = B(l, i), φl,i(c) = C(l, i), φl,i(d) = D.

Let P (l, i) denote the corresponding left Hmn(ξ)-module.

Proof. For simplicity, let γj := γj(l, i) and αj := αj(l, i) for all 1 6 j 6 n. Let

A1(l, i) :=

(

X̃l,i 0

Dn−l−1
n Z̃l,i

)

and A2(l, i) :=

(

X̃l,i 0

T Z̃l,i

)

,

where X̃l,i = Xl,i − γnD
n−1
n , Z̃l,i = Zl,i − αnD

n−1
n and T is an n× n matrix with

the (1, n− l)-entry and (l+1, n)-entry to be 1 and the other entries to be zero. For
any 1 6 j 6= k 6 2n, let Pj,k ∈ M2n(k) be the elementary matrix obtained from I2n
by interchanging the jth row and the kth row, and let Pj,k(γ) be the elementary
matrix obtained from I2n by adding γ times the kth row to the jth row, where
γ ∈ k. Define a matrix P1 ∈ M2n(k) by

P1 := P1,n+l+1(γn)P2,n+l+2(
γ1γn

αl+1
)P3,n+l+3(

γ1γ2γn

αl+1αl+2
) · · ·Pn−l,2n(

γ1γ2···γn−l−1γn

αl+1αl+2···αn−1
).

Then P1 is an invertible matrix. One can check that P−1
1 A(l, i)P1 = A1(l, i) since

αn + γ1γ2···γn−l−1γn

αl+1αl+2···αn−1
= 0 by Lemma 3.6(3). Clearly, if l = 1 then A2(l, i) = A1(l, i).

For l > 1, let θ1, θ2, · · · , θl−1 ∈ k be defined by

θ1 = 1
αl−1

, θ2 = 1+θ1γn−2

αl−2
, θ3 = 1+θ2γn−3

αl−3
, · · · , θl−1 =

1+θl−2γn−l+1

α1
,

and define a matrix P2 ∈ M2n(k) by

P2 := Pn+l−1,n−1(−θ1)Pn+l−2,n−2(−θ2) · · ·Pn+1,n−l+1(−θl−1).

Then P2 is an invertible matrix and P−1
2 A1(l, i)P2 = A2(l, i). Thus, in any case,

A(l, i) is similar to A2(l, i). Now let P3 := Pn−l+1,n+1Pn−l+2,n+2 · · ·Pn,n+l ∈

M2n(k). Then P3 is an invertible matrix and P−1
3 A2(l, i)P3 =

(

T1 0

0 T2

)

, where T1

and T2 are strictly lower triangular matrices in Mn(k). It follows that A(l, i)n = 0.

Clearly, B(l, i)n = I2n, and hence A(l, i)n = B(l, i)n − I2n. It is easy to check that
B(l, i)mn = C(l, i)mn = I2n, D

n = 0, A(l, i)B(l, i) = qB(l, i)A(l, i), DC(l, i) =
ξC(l, i)D, B(l, i)C(l, i) = C(l, i)B(l, i) and B(l, i)D = qDB(l, i). Moreover, one
can check that A(l, i)D −DA(l, i) = B(l, i)− C(l, i)m and

A(l, i)C(l, i)

= ξ−1C(l, i)A(l, i) + 1
(n−1)!q

(ξ−1 − ξn−1)(C(l, i)m+1 − qB(l, i)C(l, i))Dn−1.

Thus, the proposition follows. �
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Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z. Then there is a k-basis {v1, v2, · · · , vn, u1, u2, · · · , un}
in P (l, i) such that the Hmn(ξ)-action is given by

avk =











γk(l, i)vk+1, 1 6 k 6 n− l − 1,

γk(l, i)vk+1 + uk−n+l+1, n− l 6 k 6 n− 1,

γn(l, i)v1 + ul+1, k = n,

auk =

{

αk(l, i)uk+1, 1 6 k 6 n− 1,

αn(l, i)u1, k = n,

bvk = qi+n−kvk, 1 6 k 6 n, cvk = ξi−(n−l)+k−1vk, 1 6 k 6 n

buk = qi+l−kuk, 1 6 k 6 n, cuk = ξi+k−1uk, 1 6 k 6 n,

dvk =

{

0, k = 1,

vk−1, 2 6 k 6 n,
duk =

{

0, k = 1,

uk−1, 2 6 k 6 n.

Such a basis is called a standard basis of P (l, i). Clearly, P (l, i)d = kv1 + ku1.

Proposition 3.8. Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z. Then P (l, i) ∼= P (M(l, i)).

Proof. Using the standard basis of P (l, i) given above, and putting

M := 〈u1〉 = span{u1, u2, · · · , ul}.

Then it is easy to see that M is a submodule of P (l, i) and M ∼= M(l, i). Let
N be a simple submodule of P (l, i). Then dim(Nd) = 1 by Corollary 3.4. Let
0 6= z ∈ Nd. Then z = β1v1 + β2u1 by Nd ⊆ P (l, i)d, where β1, β2 ∈ k. If
β1 6= 0, then bz − qi+l−1z = (qi−1 − qi+l−1)β1v1. Hence v1 ∈ N and so an−lv1 =
γ1(l, i)γ2(l, i) · · · γn−l−1(l, i)u1 ∈ N . Thus, v1, u1 ∈ N and dimNd = 2, a contradic-
tion. Hence β1 = 0, β2 6= 0 and u1 = β−1

2 z ∈ N . This implies M = 〈u1〉 ⊆ N , and
so N = M since M and N are both simple. Thus, socP (l, i) = M ∼= M(l, i). Hence
P (l, i) is isomorphic to a submodule of P (M(l, i)) by P (M(l, i)) ∼= I(M(l, i)). Hence
dim((P (l, i)/socP (l, i))d) = 2, and so l(soc(P (l, i)/socP (l, i))) 6 2 by Corollary 3.4.
Let v denote the image of v ∈ P (l, i) under the canonical epimorphism P (l, i) →
P (l, i)/socP (l, i). Then one can see that M1 := span{v1, v2, · · · , vn−l} and M2 :=
span{ul+1, ul+2, · · · , un} are submodules of P (l, i)/socP (l, i). By Lemma 3.6(4,6,7),
one can check that M1

∼= M(n − l, i + l − n) and M2
∼= M(n − l, i + l). It

follows that soc(P (l, i)/socP (l, i)) = M1 ⊕ M2, and consequently, soc2P (l, i) =
span{v1, v2, · · · , vn−l, u1, u2, · · · , un}. Then by Lemma 3.6(5), one gets that P (l, i)/soc2P (l, i) ∼=
M(l, i). Thus, rl(P (l, i)) = 3 and l(P (l, i)) = 4. Then by Lemma 3.5(2), P (l, i) ∼=
P (M(l, i)). �

Corollary 3.9. A representative set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable pro-

jective Hmn(ξ)-modules is given by

{P (l, i), Z(λi′j′)|1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Zmn, (i
′, j′) ∈ I0}.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.3, Lemma 3.5(1) and Proposition 3.8. �

Corollary 3.10. Let 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Z. Then P (l, i) is both a projective

cover of M(l, i) and an injective envelope of M(l, i).
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Proof. It follows from the proof of Proposition 3.8. �

By Proposition 3.8 and its proof, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.11. If P is a non-simple indecomposable projective Hmn(ξ)-module,

then radP = soc2P and rad2P = socP .

Let {v1, · · · , vn, u1, u2, · · · , un} be the standard basis of P (l, i). By the proof of
Proposition 3.8, {v1, · · · , vn−l, u1, u2, · · · , un} is a basis of radP (l, i) = soc2P (l, i).
Such a basis is called a standard basis of radP (l, i) for later use. By Proposition
3.3, Lemma 3.5, Proposition 3.8, and [4, Lemma 3.5], one gets the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module. If rl(M)=1, then

either M ∼= M(l, i) for some 1 6 l < n and i ∈ Zmn, or M ∼= Z(λij) for some

(i, j) ∈ I0. If rl(M) = 3, then M ∼= P (l, i) for some 1 6 l < n and i ∈ Zmn.

By Proposition 3.9, P = {P (l, i), Z(λi′j′ )|1 6 l 6 n − 1, i ∈ Zmn, (i
′, j′) ∈ I0} is

a complete set of non-isomorphic indecomposable projective Hmn(ξ)-modules. Let
Pl,i = {P (l, i + kn), P (n − l, i + l + kn)|0 6 k 6 m − 1} and Qi′,j′ = {Z(λi′j′ )},
where 1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Z and (i′, j′) ∈ I0. Then Pl,i = Pl,i+n and Pl,i = Pn−l,i+l

for all 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Z. Thus, by Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.9 and the
proof of Proposition 3.8, one gets the block partition of indecomposable projective
Hmn(ξ)-modules below.

Corollary 3.13. (1) If n is odd then P = (∪16l6 n−1

2
,06i6n−1Pl,i)∪(∪(i,j)∈I0Qi,j)

is the block partition of indecomposable projective Hmn(ξ)-modules.

(2) If n is even then P = (∪16l6n−2

2
,06i6n−1Pl,i)∪(∪06i6 n−2

2

Pn
2
,i)∪(∪(i,j)∈I0Qi,j)

is the block partition of indecomposable projective Hmn(ξ)-modules.

4. Indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules with Loewy length 2

In this section, we investigate the non-simple non-projective indecomposableHmn(ξ)-
modules. Such indecomposable modules have Loewy length 2.

Proposition 4.1. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module with rl(M) = 2.
Then there are integers 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and 0 6 i 6 n − 1 such that socM ∼=
⊕m−1

k=0 skM(l, i + kn) and I(M) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 skP (l, i + kn) for some sk ∈ N, 0 6 k 6

m− 1.

Proof. Since M is an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module with rl(M) = 2, it follows
from Corollary 3.13 that there are integers 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and 0 6 i 6 n − 1
such that M is an indecomposable module over the block Pl,i of Hmn(ξ). Since
Hmn(ξ) is symmetric, I(M) is projective. Hence I(M) = P1 ⊕ P2, where P1

∼=
⊕m−1

k=0 skP (l, i + kn) and P2
∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 tkP (n − l, i + l + kn) for some sk, tk ∈ N,
0 6 k 6 m−1. RegardingM ⊆ I(M), and putting M1 = M∩P1 and M2 = M∩P2.
Since I(M) is an injective envelope of M , socM = socI(M) = socP1 ⊕ socP2.
Hence socM ⊂ M1 ⊕ M2. Since rl(M) = 2, M/socM is a semisimple submodule
of I(M)/socI(M), and so M/socM ⊆ soc(I(M)/socI(M)) = soc2I(M)/socI(M).

By Corollary 3.11, socI(M) = rad2I(M) = rad2P1 ⊕ rad2P2 and soc2I(M) =
radI(M) = radP1 ⊕ radP2. Hence M ⊆ radI(M). Let π : I(M) → I(M)/socI(M)
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be the canonical epimorphism. Then I(M)/socI(M) = I(M)/rad2I(M) = π(P1)⊕

π(P2) and M/socM ⊆ radI(M)/rad2I(M) = π(radP1) ⊕ π(radP2). By the proof
of Proposition 3.8, one gets

π(radP1) = (radP1 + rad2I(M))/rad2(I(M))
∼= radP1/rad

2P1
∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 (sk + sk+1)M(n− l, i+ l + kn),

π(radP2) = (radP2 + rad2I(M))/rad2(I(M))
∼= radP2/rad

2P2
∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 (tk−1 + tk)M(l, i+ kn),

where sm = s0 and t−1 = tm−1. By Proposition 3.2(3), for any simple submodule
X of M/socM , either X ⊆ π(radP1) or X ⊆ π(radP2). If X ⊆ π(radP1) then
π−1(X) ⊆ M ∩ (radP1 + rad2I(M)) = M ∩ (radP1 ⊕ rad2P2) = (M ∩ radP1) ⊕

rad2P2 ⊆ M1⊕M2. Similarly, if X ⊆ π(radP2) then π−1(X) ⊆ M1⊕M2. It follows
that M ⊆ M1 ⊕ M2, and so M = M1 ⊕ M2. However, M is indecomposable, we
have M1 = 0 or M2 = 0, and consequently P1 = 0 or P2 = 0. Thus either I(M) ∼=
⊕m−1

k=0 skP (l, i + kn) and socM ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 skM(l, i + kn), or I(M) ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 tkP (n −

l, i+ l+kn) and socM ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 tkM(n− l, i+ l+kn). This completes the proof. �

Recall the syzygy functor Ω and the cosyzygy functor Ω−1. Let M be an Hmn(ξ)-
module. Choose a fixed projective cover f : P (M) → M and define the syzygy ΩM
to be Kerf , called the syzygy of M . Choose an injective envelope f : M → I(M)
and define the cosyzygy Ω−1M to be Cokerf . If M has no nonzero projective
(injective) direct summands, then neither do ΩM and Ω−1M , and ΩΩ−1M ∼= M ∼=
Ω−1ΩM . Moreover,M is indecomposable if and only if ΩM is indecomposable. IfN
is also an Hmn(ξ)-module without nonzero projective (injective) direct summands,
then M ∼= N if and only if ΩM ∼= ΩN , cf. [1, p.126].

Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module with rl(M) = 2. By [4, Lemma 3.7],
socM = radM . If l(socM) = t and l(M/socM) = s, then we say that M is of
(s, t)-type (cf. [4]).

Lemma 4.2. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module with rl(M) = 2.

(1) M is of (1, 2)-type ⇔ M ∼= Ω−1M(l, i) for some 1 6 l 6 n−1 and i ∈ Zmn.

(2) M is of (2, 1)-type ⇔ M ∼= ΩM(l, i) for some 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Zmn.

Proof. (1) By Corollary 3.10 and the proof of Proposition 3.8, if M ∼= Ω−1M(l, i)
for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Zmn, then M is of (1, 2)-type. Conversely, let M
is of (1, 2)-type. Then M/radM = M/socM ∼= M(l, i) for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1
and i ∈ Zmn. It follows from Corollary 3.10 that there is an Hmn(ξ)-module
epimorphism f : P (l, i) → M . Since l(M) = 3 and l(P (l, i)) = 4, l(Kerf) = 1.
Hence Kerf = socP (l, i) ∼= M(l, i), and so M ∼= P (l, i)/Kerf = P (l, i)/socP (l, i) ∼=
Ω−1M(l, i) by Corollary 3.10.

(2) It is similar to (1) or dual to (1). �

Lemma 4.3. Let M be of (s, t)-type.

(1) s 6 2t and t 6 2s.
(2) If s 6= 1, then t < 2s and ΩM is of (2s− t, s)-type.
(3) If t 6= 1, then s < 2t and Ω−1M is of (t, 2t− s)-type.
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(4) If s = t, then both ΩM and Ω−1M are of (t, t)-type.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, there are integers 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and 0 6 i 6 n− 1 such
that socM ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 tkM(l, i+kn) and I(M) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 tkP (l, i+kn) for some tk ∈ N,

0 6 k 6 m− 1. Moreover,
∑m−1

k=0 tk = t.

(1) By the proof of Proposition 4.1, M/socM ⊆ radI(M)/rad2I(M) and

radI(M)/rad2I(M) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 (tk + tk+1)M(n− l, i+ l + kn),

where tm = t0. Hence s = l(M/socM) 6 l(radI(M)/rad2I(M)) = 2t. Further-
more, we have M/radM = M/socM ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 skM(n− l, i+ l+kn) for some sk ∈ N,
0 6 k 6 m−1, with

∑m−1
k=0 sk = s. Hence P = ⊕m−1

k=0 skP (n−l, i+l+kn) is a projec-
tive cover of M . Thus, there is an epimorphism f : radP → radM . Since radM =
socM is semisimple, rad2P ⊆ Kerf , and hence l(socM) 6 l(radP/rad2P ) = 2s,
and so t 6 2s.

(2) Assume s 6= 1. By the proof of (1), f : P → M is a projective cover with socP =
rad2P ⊆ Kerf . Hence f induces an epimorphism f : P/rad2P → M . If t = 2s,

then l(M) = 3s = l(P/socP ), and hence f is an isomorphism. However, P/rad2P
is not indecomposable by s > 1, a contradiction. Therefore, t < 2s. Meanwhile,
ΩM ∼= Kerf ⊆ radP , socP = rad2P ⊂ Kerf and rad2P 6= Kerf . It follows that
rl(ΩM) = 2 and l(soc(ΩM)) = l(socP ) = s. But l(ΩM) = l(P ) − l(M) = 3s − t
and so l(ΩM/soc(ΩM)) = 2s− t. That is, ΩM is of (2s− t, s)-type.

(3) It is dual to (2).

(4) It is clear. �

Corollary 4.4. Let M be of (s, t)-type with socM ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 tkM(l, i+ kn) for some

integers 1 6 l 6 n− 1, 0 6 i 6 n− 1 and tk > 0.

(1) M/socM ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 skM(n− l, i+ l+ kn) for some integers sk > 0.

(2) HomHmn(ξ)(M, socM) = HomHmn(ξ)(M/socM, socM) = 0.

Proof. (1) follows from the proof of Proposition 4.1. Since radM = socM and
socM is semisimple, it follows from (1) and Lemma 3.2(3) that

HomHmn(ξ)(M, socM) = HomHmn(ξ)(M/socM, socM)
∼= HomHmn(ξ)(⊕

m−1
k=0 skM(n− l, i+ l+ kn),⊕m−1

k=0 tkM(l, i+ kn)) = 0.

This shows (2). �

Proposition 4.5. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module of (s, t)-type.

(1) If s < t, then t = s + 1 and M ∼= Ω−sM(l, i) for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and

i ∈ Zmn.

(2) If s > t, then s = t + 1 and M ∼= ΩtM(l, i) for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and

i ∈ Zmn.

Proof. (1) If 1 = s < t, then t = 2 by Lemma 4.3(1) and M ∼= Ω−1M(l, i) for some
1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Zmn by Lemma 4.2. Now assume 1 < s < t. Then t < 2s by
Lemma 4.3. Set r = t− s, then 1 6 r < s. We know that there is a unique positive
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integer l′ such that l′r < s 6 (l′+1)r. We claim that ΩiM is of (s− ir, s− (i−1)r)-
type for all 1 6 i 6 l′. In fact, ΩM is of (s − r, s)-type by Lemma 4.3(2). Now let
1 6 i < l′ and assume ΩiM is of (s− ir, s− (i−1)r)-type. Then s− ir > s− l′r > 1
and Ωi+1M is of (s − (i + 1)r, s− ir)-type again by Lemma 4.3(2). Thus we have

proved the claim. In particular, Ωl′M is of (s− l′r, s− (l′−1)r)-type. If s− l′r > 1,
then s − (l′ − 1)r < 2(s − l′r) by Lemma 4.3(2), which forces (l′ + 1)r < s, a
contradiction. Hence s− l′r = 1 and so r = 1. It follows that t = s+ 1, s = l′ + 1,
and Ωl′M is of (1, 2)-type. Thus, by Lemma 4.2, Ωs−1M ∼= Ω−1M(l, i) for some
1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Zmn, and so M ∼= Ω−sM(l, i).

(2) It is similar to (1) or dual to (1). �

Corollary 4.6. Let M be the indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module with rl(M) = 2.
Then either M is of (s, s)-type or M is isomorphic to Ω±sM(l, i) for some integers

s > 1 and 1 6 l 6 n− 1, and i ∈ Zmn.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.5. �

Lemma 4.7. For any 1 6 l < n, i ∈ Zmn, we have following Auslander-Reiten

sequences in modHmn(ξ):

(1) 0 → ΩM(l, i) → M(n−l, i+l)⊕M(n−l, i+l−n)⊕P (l, i) → Ω−1M(l, i) → 0;
(2) 0 → Ωt+2M(l, i) → Ωt+1M(n − l, i + l) ⊕ Ωt+1M(n − l, i + l − n) →

ΩtM(l, i) → 0;
(3) 0 → Ω−tM(l, i) → Ω−(t+1)M(n − l, i + l) ⊕ Ω−(t+1)M(n − l, i + l − n) →

Ω−(t+2)M(l, i) → 0,

where t > 0 and Ω0M(l, i) = M(l, i).

Proof. It is similar to [4, Theorem 3.17]. �

In what follows, we investigate the indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules of (t, t)-type.

Lemma 4.8. Let M be an indecomposable modules of (t, t)-type with t > 2. Then

M contains no submodules of (s+1, s)-type. Consequently, M contains no submod-

ules N with l(N/socN) > l(socN).

Proof. We first show the result for s = 1. By Proposition 4.1, we may assume
socM ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 tkM(l, i+ kn) for some 1 6 l 6 n− 1, 0 6 i 6 n− 1 and tk ∈ N with
∑m−1

k=0 tk = t. If M contains a submodule N of (2, 1)-type, then N ∼= ΩM(l, i +
kn) ∼= radP (l, i+kn) for some fixed k with tk > 0 by Lemma 4.2 and socN ⊂ socM .
Hence, there is a short exact sequence

0 → radP (l, i+ kn) → M → K → 0

with K 6= 0 since l(radP (l, i + kn)) = 3 < l(M). By Corollary 4.4(2), we have
HomHmn(ξ)(K,M(l, i + kn)) = 0. On the other hand, there is anther short exact
sequence

0 → radP (l, i+ kn) → P (l, i+ kn) → M(l, i+ kn) → 0,
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form which one obtains a long exact sequence

0 → HomHmn(ξ)(K, radP (l, i+ kn)) → HomHmn(ξ)(K,P (l, i+ kn))

→ HomHmn(ξ)(K,M(l, i+ kn)) → Ext1Hmn(ξ)(K, radP (l, i+ kn)) → 0.

Hence Ext1Hmn(ξ)(K, radP (l, i + kn)) = 0, which implies M ∼= radP (l, i + kn) ⊕

K, a contradiction. This shows that M contains no submodules of (2, 1)-type.
Now suppose 1 < s < t and any indecomposable module of (t, t)-type contains no
submodules of (j + 1, j)-type for all 1 6 j < s. If M contains a submodule N of
(s + 1, s)-type, then socN ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 skM(l, i + kn) for some sk ∈ N with sk 6 tk
and

∑m−1
k=0 sk = s. By Corollary 4.4(1), N/socN ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 s′kM(n− l, i+ l+ kn) for

some s′k ∈ N with
∑m−1

k=0 s′k = s+ 1. Moreover, there is a short exact sequence.

0 → N → M
π
−→ M/N → 0.

Let V be a simple submodule of M/N . Then N ⊂ π−1(V ) ⊆ M and π−1(V )/N ∼=
V . If V is not isomorphic to any submodule of socM , then V is not isomorphic
to any submodule of soc(π−1(V )), and hence soc(π−1(V )) = socN . In this case,
l(soc(π−1(V ))) = s and l(π−1(V )/soc(π−1(V ))) = s + 2. Thus, π−1(V ) is de-
composable by Lemma 3.12 and Corollary 4.6, and π−1(V ) has at least one direct
summand of (j+1, j)-type with j < s, which contradicts the induction hypothesis.
This shows that V is isomorphic to a submodule of socM . Then by Corollary 4.4,
one can check that V ⊆ π(socM), soc(M/N) = π(socM) ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 rkM(l, i + kn)

for some rk ∈ N with
∑m−1

k=0 rk = t − s and socM ∼= socN ⊕ soc(M/N). Hence
I(M) ∼= I(N) ⊕ I(M/N). Thus, any monomophism M → I(N) ⊕ I(M/N) is an
envelope of M . Now by applying Ω−1 to the above exact sequence, one gets an
exact sequence

0 → Ω−1(N) → Ω−1(M) → Ω−1(M/N) → 0.

This contradicts the induction hypothesis since Ω−1(M) is of (t, t)-type and Ω−1(N)
is of (s, s − 1)-type by Lemma 4.3(3). Therefore, M contains no submodule of
(s+ 1, s)-type. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.9. Assume that M be an indecomposable modules of (t, t)-type. Let L
and N be submodules of M . If l(L/socL) = l(socL) and l(N/socN) = l(socN),
then l((L ∩N)/soc(L ∩N)) = l(soc(L ∩N)).

Proof. Suppose l(L/socL) = l(socL) and l(N/socN) = l(socN). For any sub-
module X of M , we have [X ] = [X/socX ] + [socX ] in G0(Hmn(ξ)). Moreover,
X/socX ∼= (X + socM)/socM ⊆ M/socM and socX ⊆ socM . Since [L + N ] =
[L] + [N ]− [L ∩N ] in G0(Hmn(ξ), it follows from Corollary 4.4(2) that

[(L +N)/soc(L+N)] = [L/socL] + [N/socN ]− [(L ∩N)/soc(L ∩N)],

[soc(L+N)] = [socL] + [socN ]− [soc(L ∩N)]

in G0(Hmn(ξ)). Hence we have

l((L+N)/soc(L+N)) = l(L/socL) + l(N/socN)− l((L ∩N)/soc(L ∩N)),

l(soc(L+N)) = l(socL) + l(socN)− l(soc(L ∩N)).

By Lemma 4.8, l((L+N)/soc(L+N)) 6 l(soc(L+N)) and l((L∩N)/soc(L∩N)) 6
l(soc(L ∩N)). This forces l((L ∩N)/soc(L ∩N)) = l(soc(L ∩N)). �
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For any positive integer i, j. Let Ti,j ∈ Mi×j(k) be given by










0 0 · · · 0 1

0 0 · · · 0 0

· · · · · · · · ·

0 0 · · · 0 0











.

Clearly, Ts,s = Ds−1
s for any integer s > 1. In particular, Tn,n = Dn−1

n . For any
1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z, define Al(i) in Ml(k) by

Al(i) =

















0 0 0 · · · 0

α1(l, i) 0 0 · · · 0

0 α2(l, i) 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

0 0 · · · αl−1(l, i) 0

















,

where αk(l, i) is defined in the last section. By Lemma 3.6(2), αk(l, i) 6= 0 for all
1 6 k 6 l − 1.

Lemma 4.10. (1) For any 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Z, there is a unique algebra

morphism φ : Hmn(ξ) → Mn(k) such that

φ(a) = Zl,i, φ(b) = diag{qi+l−1, qi+l−2, · · · , qi+l−n},

φ(c) = diag{ξi, ξi+1, · · · , ξi+n−1}, φ(d) = Dn,

where Zl,i and Dn are given in Section 3. Denote by T1(l, i) the correspond-

ing left Hmn(ξ)-module. Then T1(l, i) is of (1, 1)-type, socT1(l, i) ∼= M(l, i) and

T1(l, i)/socT1(l, i) ∼= M(n− l, i+ l).

(2) For any 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Z, there is a unique algebra morphism φ :
Hmn(ξ) → Mn(k) such that

φ(a) =

(

An−l(i+ l − n) 0

Tl,n−l Al(i)

)

, φ(d) =

(

Dn−l 0

0 Dl

)

,

φ(b) = diag{qi−1, qi−2, · · · , qi−n}, φ(c) = diag{ξi+l−n, ξi+l−n+1, · · · , ξi+l−n+n−1}.

Denote by T 1(l, i) the corresponding left Hmn(ξ)-module. Then T 1(l, i) is of (1, 1)-
type, and socT 1(l, i) ∼= M(l, i) and T 1(l, i)/socT 1(l, i) ∼= M(n− l, i+ l − n).

Proof. It follows from a straightforward computation. �

Obviously, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Let 1 6 l, l′ 6 n− 1 and i, i′ ∈ Z.

(1) T1(l, i) ≇ T 1(l
′, i′).

(2) T1(l, i) ∼= T1(l
′, i′) if and only if l = l′ and i ≡ i′ (mod mn).

(3) T 1(l, i) ∼= T 1(l
′, i′) if and only if l = l′ and i ≡ i′ (mod mn).

Proposition 4.12. Let M be of (1, 1)-type. Then there are 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and

i ∈ Z such that M ∼= T1(l, i) or M ∼= T 1(l, i).
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Proof. Since M is of (1, 1)-type, there are 1 6 l 6 n−1 and i ∈ Z such that socM ∼=
M(l, i). Hence P (l, i) is an injective envelope of M . We may assume that M is
a submodule of P (l, i). Then socM = socP (l, i), M/socM ⊂ soc2P (l, i)/socP (l, i)
and M ⊂ soc2P (l, i). Let v1, v2, · · · , vn, u1, u2, · · · , un be the standard basis of
P (l, i). Then by the proof of Proposition 3.8, socP (l, i) = span{u1, u2, · · · , ul} ∼=
M(l, i) and soc2P (l, i)/socP (l, i) = M1 ⊕M2, where

M1 := span{vj + socP (l, i)|1 6 j 6 n− l} ∼= M(n− l, i+ l − n),

M2 := span{uj + socP (l, i)|l+ 1 6 j 6 n} ∼= M(n− l, i+ l).

By Lemma 3.2, M1 and M2 are simple submodules of soc2P (l, i)/socP (l, i) and
M1 ≇ M2. SinceM/socM is a simple submodule of soc2P (l, i)/socP (l, i),M/socM =
M1 or M/socM = M2.

If M/socM = M1, then M = span{v1, v2, · · · , vn−l, u1, u2, · · · , ul}. In this case,
by Lemma 3.6(6,7), one can check that M ∼= T 1(l, i). If M/socM = M2, then
M = span{u1, u2, · · · , un}. In this case, one can check that M ∼= T1(l, i). �

Remark 4.13. Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z. By Proposition 4.12 and its proof, we

have

Ω−1T1(l, i) ∼= T1(n− l, i+ l − n), ΩT1(l, i) ∼= T1(n− l, i+ l),

Ω−1T 1(l, i) ∼= T 1(n− l, i+ l), ΩT 1(l, i) ∼= T 1(n− l, i+ l − n).

Hence Ω2T1(l, i) ∼= T1(l, i + n) and Ω2T 1(l, i) ∼= T 1(l, i − n). Moreover, one can

check that EndHmn(ξ)(T1(l, i)) ∼= k, EndHmn(ξ)(T 1(l, i)) ∼= k and

HomHmn(ξ)(T1(l, i), T1(l, i+ kn)) = 0, HomHmn(ξ)(T 1(l, i), T 1(l, i+ kn)) = 0,

for all k ∈ Z with m ∤ k.

Lemma 4.14. Let M and N be nonzero indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules and as-

sume there is an irreducible morphism f : M → N . Then M is of (t, t)-type for

some t if and only if N is of (s, s)-type for some s.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.12, Corollary 4.6, Lemma 4.7 and [1, Theorem
V.5.3]. �

Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z. Since DTrT1(l, i− n) ∼= Ω2T1(l, i− n) ∼= T1(l, i), one
gets an Auslander-Reiten sequence (AR-sequence for short)

0 → T1(l, i) → M → T1(l, i− n) → 0.

If M has a nontrivial indecomposable direct summand N , then there is an irre-
ducible morphism f : T1(l, i) → N . By Lemma 4.14 and l(M) = 4, N is of (1, 1)-
type. Any irreducible morphism is either a monomorphism or an epimorphism, but
it is not an isomorphism. However, l(T1(l, i)) = l(N). It is absurd. Hence M is
an indecomposable module of (2, 2)-type. Denote M by T2(l, i). Thus, we have an
AR-sequence

0 → T1(l, i)
f1
−→ T2(l, i)

g1
−→ T1(l, i− n) → 0. (1)

Clearly, socT2(l, i) ∼= M(l, i)⊕M(l, i−n) and T2(l, i)/socT2(l, i) ∼= M(n− l, i+ l)⊕
M(n− l, i+ l − n).

Lemma 4.15. Imf1 is the only submodule of (1, 1)-type contained in T2(l, i).
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Proof. Let N be a submodule of (1, 1)-type of T2(l, i). Then by Lemma 4.9,

l((N ∩ Imf1)/soc(N ∩ Imf1)) = l(soc(N ∩ Imf1)).

Hence either N ∩ Imf1 = 0 or N ∩ Imf1 = N . If N ∩ Imf1 = 0, then T2(l, i) =
N ⊕ Imf1, a contradiction. Hence N ∩ Imf1 = N , and so N = Imf1. �

By applying Ω2 to the sequence (1), one gets another AR-sequence

0 → Ω2T1(l, i) → Ω2T2(l, i) → Ω2T1(l, i− n) → 0.

Hence Ω2T2(l, i) ∼= T2(l, i + n) by Ω2T1(l, i) ∼= T1(l, i + n) and Ω2T1(l, i − n) ∼=
T1(l, i). By [1, Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a unique module T3(l, i) up to
isomorphism such that there is an AR-sequence

0 → T2(l, i)







g1

f2







−−−−→ T1(l, i− n)⊕ T3(l, i)
(f ′

1,g2)−−−−→ T2(l, i− n) → 0.

Lemma 4.16. T3(l, i) is an indecomposable module of (3, 3)-type with socT3(l, i) ∼=
⊕2

k=0M(l, i− kn), T3(l, i)/socT3(l, i) ∼= ⊕2
k=0M(n− l, i + l − kn) and Ω2T3(l, i) ∼=

T3(l, i + n). Moreover, Im(f2f1) and Imf2 are only submodules of (1, 1)-type and

(2, 2)-type, respectively, and T3(l, i)/Im(f2f1) ∼= T2(l, i − n) and T3(l, i)/Imf2 ∼=
T1(l, i− 2n).

Proof. It is similar to [4, Lemma 4.10] by using Lemmas 4.9, 4.14 and 4.15. �

Now suppose t > 3 and we have got indecomposable modules

T1(l, i), T2(l, i), · · · , Tt(l, i)

and AR-sequences

0 → T1(l, i)
f1
−→ T2(l, i)

g1
−→ T1(l, i− n) → 0,

0 → Ts−1(l, i)







gs−2

fs−1







−−−−−−→ Ts−2(l, i− n)⊕ Ts(l, i)
(f ′

s−2,gs−1)
−−−−−−−→ Ts−1(l, i− n) → 0

for all 3 6 s 6 t, where 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z. They satisfy the following:

(1) Ts(l, i) is of (s, s)-type with socTs(l, i) ∼= ⊕s−1
k=0M(l, i− kn) and

Ts(l, i)/socTs(l, i) ∼= ⊕s−1
k=0M(n− l, i+ l − kn);

(2) Im(fs−1 · · · fj) is the only submodule of (j, j)-type of Ts(l, i) and
Ts(l, i)/Im(fs−1 · · · fj) ∼= Ts−j(l, i− jn) for all 1 6 j < s;

(3) Ω2Ts(l, i) ∼= Ts(l, i+ n),

for all 1 6 s 6 t. Again by [1, Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a unique module
Tt+1(l, i) up to isomorphism such that there is an AR-sequence

0 → Tt(l, i)







gt−1

ft







−−−−−−→ Tt−1(l, i− n)⊕ Tt+1(l, i)
(f ′

t−1,gt)
−−−−−−→ Tt(l, i− n) → 0.

Then similarly to Lemma 4.16, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.17. Tt+1(l, i) is an indecomposable module of (t + 1, t + 1)-type with

socTt+1(l, i) ∼= ⊕t
k=0M(l, i−kn), Tt+1(l, i)/socTt+1(l, i) ∼= ⊕t

k=0M(n− l, i+ l−kn)
and Ω2Tt+1(l, i) ∼= Tt+1(l, i + n). Moreover, Im(ft · · · fj) is the unique submodule

of (j, j)-type of Tt+1(l, i) and Tt+1(l, i)/Im(ft · · · fj) ∼= Tt+1−j(l, i− jn) for all 1 6

j 6 t.

Proof. It is similar to [4, Lemma 4.11] by using Corollary 4.4, Lemmas 4.8, 4.9 and
4.14. �

Summarizing the discussion above, one gets the following theorem.

Theorem 4.18. For any 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i, t ∈ Z with t > 1, there is an

indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module Tt(l, i) of (t, t)-type. We have following properties:

(1) Ω2Tt(l, i) ∼= Tt(l, i+ n), socTt(l, i) ∼= ⊕t−1
k=0M(l, i− kn) and

Tt(l, i)/socTt(l, i) ∼= ⊕t−1
k=0M(n− l, i+ l− kn).

(2) For any 1 6 j < t, Tt(l, i) contains a unique submodule of (j, j)-type,
which is isomorphic to Tj(l, i) and the quotient module of Tt(l, i) modulo

the submodule of (j, j)-type is isomorphic to Tt−j(l, i− jn).
(3) For any 1 6 j < t, the unique submodule of (j, j)-type of Tt(l, i) is contained

in that of (j + 1, j + 1)-type.
(4) There are AR-sequences

0 → T1(l, i)
f1
−→ T2(l, i)

g1
−→ T1(l, i− n) → 0,

0 → Tt(l, i)







gt−1

ft







−−−−−−→ Tt−1(l, i− n)⊕ Tt+1(l, i)
(f ′

t−1,gt)
−−−−−−→ Tt(l, i− n) → 0 (t > 2).

Starting from T 1(l, i), a similar discussion as above shows the following theorem.

Theorem 4.19. For any 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i, t ∈ Z with t > 1, there is an

indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module T t(l, i) of (t, t)-type. We have following properties:

(1) Ω2T t(l, i) ∼= T t(l, i− n), socT t(l, i) ∼= ⊕t−1
k=0M(l, i+ kn) and

T t(l, i)/socT t(l, i) ∼= ⊕t−1
k=0M(n− l, i+ l+ (k − 1)n).

(2) For any 1 6 j < t, T t(l, i) contains a unique submodule of (j, j)-type,
which is isomorphic to T j(l, i) and the quotient module of T t(l, i) modulo

the submodule of (j, j)-type is isomorphic to T t−j(l, i+ jn).

(3) For any 1 6 j < t, the unique submodule of (j, j)-type of T t(l, i) is contained
in that of (j + 1, j + 1)-type.

(4) There are AR-sequences

0 → T 1(l, i)
f1
−→ T 2(l, i)

g1
−→ T 1(l, i+ n) → 0,

0 → T t(l, i)







gt−1

ft







−−−−−−→ T t−1(l, i+ n)⊕ T t+1(l, i)
(f ′

t−1,gt)
−−−−−−→ T t(l, i+ n) → 0 (t > 2).

Corollary 4.20. Let 1 6 l, l′ 6 n− 1 and i, i′, t, t′ ∈ Z with t > 1 and t′ > 1.

(1) Tt(l, i) ≇ T t′(l
′, i′).
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(2) Tt(l, i) ∼= Tt′(l
′, i′) if and only if t = t′, l = l′ and i ≡ i′ (mod mn).

(3) T t(l, i) ∼= T t′(l
′, i′) if and only if t = t′, l = l′ and i ≡ i′ (mod mn).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.11, Theorems 4.18(2) and 4.19(2), l(Tt(l, i)) = 2t
and l(T t′(l

′, i′)) = 2t′. �

Proposition 4.21. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module of (t, t)-type. If

M contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type, then M ∼= Tt(l, i) or M ∼= T t(l, i) for some

1 6 l 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z.

Proof. If t = 1, it follows from Proposition 4.12. Now let t > 1 and assume that M
contains a submodule N of (1, 1)-type. Then by Proposition 4.12, N ∼= T1(l, i) or
N ∼= T 1(l, i) for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1 and i ∈ Z. If N ∼= T1(l, i), then an argument
similar to the proof of [4, Theorem 4.16] shows that M ∼= Tt(l, i). Similarly, if
N ∼= T 1(l, i) then M ∼= T t(l, i). �

For any Hmn(ξ)-module M and i ∈ Z, let M(i) := {x ∈ M |cx = ξix}.

Lemma 4.22. Let M be an Hmn(ξ)-module.

(1) For any i, j ∈ Z, M(i) = M(j) ⇔ i ≡ j (mod mn), and hence M =
⊕i∈Zmn

M(i) as vector spaces.

(2) dM(i) ⊆ M(i−1) for any i ∈ Z, and hence Md = ⊕i∈Zmn
Md ∩M(i).

(3) If K and N are submodules of M such that M = K ⊕ N , then M(i) =
K(i) ⊕N(i) for all i ∈ Z.

(4) If f : M → N is an Hmn(ξ)-module map, then f(M(i)) ⊆ N(i) for all i ∈ Z.
Furthermore, if f is surjective, then f(M(i)) = N(i) for all i ∈ Z.

Proof. It follows from a straightforward verification. �

Let 1 6 l 6 n − 1, i ∈ Z and P = ⊕m−1
k=0 P (l, i + kn). For any 0 6 k 6 m − 1, let

{vk1 , v
k
2 , · · · , v

k
n, u

k
1 , u

k
2 , · · · , u

k
n} be a standard basis of P (l, i+kn). Then {vkj , u

k
j |1 6

j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} is a basis of P . Let η ∈ k×. For any 1 6 j 6 n and

0 6 k 6 m − 1, define xk
j ∈ P by xk

j = uk
j if 1 6 j 6 l; xk

j = uk
j + vk+1

j−l if

l + 1 6 j 6 n and 0 6 k < m − 1; xm−1
j = um−1

j + ηv0j−l if l + 1 6 j 6 n

and k = m − 1. Note that qj+kn = qj for any j, k ∈ Z. By Lemma 3.6(4), a
straightforward verification shows that

axk
j =











αj(l, i)x
k
j+1, 1 6 j < n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

αn(l, i)x
k
1 + xk+1

1 , j = n, 0 6 k < m− 1,

αn(l, i)x
m−1
1 + ηx0

1, j = n, k = m− 1,

(2)

bxk
j = qi+l−jxk

j , 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1, (3)

cxk
j = ξi+kn+j−1xk

j , 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1, (4)

dxk
j =

{

0, j = 1, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

xk
j−1, 1 < j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1.

(5)
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This implies that span{xk
j |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1} is a submodule of P , denoted

by M1(l, i, η). Clearly, {x
k
j |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1} is a k-basis of M1(l, i, η). A

basis of M1(l, i, η) satisfying Eqs.(2)-(5) is called a standard basis.

Lemma 4.23. Retain the above notations.

(1) rl(M1(l, i, η)) = 2, socM1(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 M(l, i+ kn) and

M1(l, i, η)/socM1(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 M(n− l, i+ l + kn).

(2) M1(l, i, η) is an indecomposable module of (m,m)-type.
(3) M1(l, i, η) does not contain any submodule of (1, 1)-type.
(4) M1(l, i, η) ≇ Tm(l′, i′) and M1(l, i, η) ≇ Tm(l′, i′) for any 1 6 l′ 6 n − 1

and i′ ∈ Z

Proof. (1) By the proof of Proposition 3.8, we have M1(l, i, η) ⊆ radP and

socM1(l, i, η) = radM1(l, i, η) = socP

= span{xk
j |1 6 j 6 l, 0 6 k 6 m− 1} ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 M(l, i+ kn).

Hence M1(l, i, η)/socM1(l, i, η) ⊆ P/socP . Let π : P → P/socP be the canoni-
cal epimorphiosm. By Lemma 3.6(4,6), a straightforward verification shows that
span{π(xk

l+1), · · · , π(x
k
n)} is a submodule of M1(l, i, η)/socM1(l, i, η) and isomor-

phic to M(n− l, i+ l+ kn) for any 0 6 k 6 m− 1. Therefore,

M1(l, i, η)/socM1(l, i, η) = span{π(xk
j )|l + 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1}

∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 M(n− l, i+ l + kn),

and so rl(M1(l, i, η)) = 2.

(2) Suppose M1(l, i, η) = N⊕K for some submodules N and K of M1(l, i, η). Then
by Lemma 4.22(3), M1(l, i, η)(j) = N(j) ⊕ K(j) for any j ∈ Z. It is easy to check
that for 1 6 j, j′ 6 n and 0 6 k, k′ 6 m− 1,

i+ kn+ j − 1 ≡ i+ k′n+ j′ − 1 (mod mn) ⇔ j = j′ and k = k′.

Then by Eq.(4), xk
j ∈ M1(l, i, η)(i+kn+j−1) and dim(M1(l, i, η)(i+kn+j−1)) = 1 for

all 1 6 j 6 n and 0 6 k 6 m − 1, and so xk
j ∈ N or xk

j ∈ K. In particular,

x0
n ∈ N or x0

n ∈ K. Without losing generality, we may assume x0
n ∈ N . Then

ax0
n = αn(l, i)x

0
1+x1

1 ∈ N , and cax0
n = αn(l, i)cx

0
1+cx1

1 = αn(l, i)ξ
ix0

1+ξi+nx1
1 ∈ N .

This implies that x0
1, x

1
1 ∈ N . If x1

n ∈ K, then a similar argument shows that
x1
1, x

2
1 ∈ K, and so x1

1 ∈ N ∩ K, a contradiction. Therefore, x1
n ∈ N . Similarly,

one can check that x2
n, · · · , x

m−1
n ∈ N . However, M1(l, i, η) = 〈x0

n, x
1
n, · · · , x

m−1
n 〉.

Hence N = M1(l, i, η), and so M1(l, i, η) is indecomposable. Then by (1), M1(l, i, η)
is of (m,m)-type.

(3) Suppose on the contrary that M1(l, i, η) contains a submodule N of (1, 1)-
type. Then by (1), π(N) is a simple submodule of M1(l, i, η)/socM1(l, i, η), and
hence π(N) ∼= M(n − l, i + l + kn) for some 0 6 k 6 m − 1. This implies that
π(N) = ⊕n−1

j=l π(N)(i+kn+j) and dim(π(N)(i+kn+j)) = 1 for all l 6 j 6 n − 1. By

Lemma 4.22(4), π(N)(i+kn+j) = π(N(i+kn+j)), and hence N(i+kn+n−1) 6= 0. By the

proof of (2), N(i+kn+n−1) = M1(l, i, η)(i+kn+n−1) and so xk
n ∈ N . Then similarly to

(2), one gets xk
1 , x

k+1
1 ∈ N , and hence 〈xk

1 , x
k+1
1 〉 ⊆ N , where xm

1 = x0
1. However,
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〈xk
1 , x

k+1
1 〉 ∼= M(l, i + kn) ⊕ M(l, i + (k + 1)n) and l(socN) = 1, a contradiction.

Therefore, M1(l, i, η) does not contain any submodule of (1, 1)-type.

(4) It follows from (3) and Theorems 4.18(2) and 4.19(2). �

Lemma 4.24. Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×.

(1) Ω−1M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(n− l, i+ l − n, (−1)mη)
(2) Ω−2M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i− n, η) and Ω2M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i+ n, η).

Proof. With the notations above, P = ⊕m−1
k=0 P (l, i+ kn) is an injective envelope of

M1(l, i, η) and M1(l, i, η) ⊆ P . For any x ∈ P , let x denote the image of x under
the canonical epimorphism P → P/M1(l, i, η). Then

uk
j =

{

−vk+1
j−l , l+ 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k < m− 1,

−ηv0j−l, l + 1 6 j 6 n, k = m− 1.
(6)

Let ykj = (−1)kvkj for all 1 6 j 6 n and 0 6 k 6 m − 1. Then {ykj |1 6 j 6

n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} is a basis of P/M1(l, i, η). By Lemma 3.6(6,7) and Eq.(6), a
straightforward verification shows that

aykj =











αj(n− l, i+ l − n)ykj+1, 1 6 j < n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

αn(n− l, i+ l − n)yk1 + yk+1
1 , j = n, 0 6 k < m− 1,

αn(n− l, i+ l − n)ym−1
1 + (−1)mηy01 , j = n, k = m− 1,

bykj = qi+l−n+(n−l)−jykj , 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

cykj = ξi+l−n+kn+j−1ykj , 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

dykj =

{

0, j = 1, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

ykj−1, 1 < j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1.

It follows that Ω−1M1(l, i, η) ∼= P/M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(n− l, i + l − n, (−1)mη). This
shows (1). (2) follows from (1). �

Lemma 4.25. Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×. Then

M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i+ n, η).

Proof. Let {xk
j |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} and {ykj |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} be

the standard bases of M1(l, i, η) and M1(l, i + n, η), respectively. Define a linear
map f : M1(l, i+ n, η) → M1(l, i, η) by

f(ykj ) =

{

xk+1
j , 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k < m− 1,

ηx0
j , 1 6 j 6 n, k = m− 1.

Then f is a linear isomorphism. By a standard computation, one can check that

f(aykj ) = af(ykj ), f(by
k
j ) = bf(ykj ), f(cy

k
j ) = cf(ykj ), f(dy

k
j ) = df(ykj ),

where 1 6 j 6 n and 0 6 k 6 m− 1. Hence f is an Hmn(ξ)-module isomorphism.
This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.26. Let 1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×. Then

Ω2M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i, η) ∼= Ω−2M1(l, i, η).
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Proof. It follows from Lemmas 4.24(2) and 4.25. �

Proposition 4.27. Let 1 6 l, l′ 6 n− 1, i, i′ ∈ Z and η, η′ ∈ k×. Then

M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l
′, i′, η′) ⇔ l = l′, η = η′ and i ≡ i′ (mod n).

Proof. If l = l′, η = η′ and i ≡ i′ (mod n), then M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l
′, i′, η′) by

Lemma 4.25. Conversely, assume M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l
′, i′, η′). Then socM1(l, i, η) ∼=

socM1(l
′, i′, η′). By Lemma 4.23(1), M(l, i) ∼= M(l′, i′+kn) for some 0 6 k 6 m−1.

It follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that l = l′ and mn|i− i′ − kn. This implies n|i− i′.
Then by Lemma 4.25, M1(l

′, i′, η′) ∼= M1(l, i, η
′), and so M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i, η

′).
Let f : M1(l, i, η) → M1(l, i, η

′) be a module isomorphism. Let {xk
j |1 6 j 6

n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} and {ykj |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} be the standard bases

of M1(l, i, η) and M1(l, i, η
′), respectively. Then by the proof of Lemma 4.23(2),

M1(l, i, η)(i+kn+j−1) = kxk
j and M1(l, i, η

′)(i+kn+j−1) = kykj for all 1 6 j 6 n and

0 6 k 6 m− 1. Hence by Lemma 4.22(4), there are scalars β0, β1, · · · , βm−1 ∈ k×

such that f(xk
n) = βky

k
n for all 0 6 k 6 m−1. For any 1 6 j < n and 0 6 k 6 m−1,

f(dn−jxk
n) = dn−jf(xk

n), i.e. f(x
k
j ) = βky

k
j . Then for 0 6 k < m− 1, by f(axk

n) =

af(xk
n), one gets that αn(l, i)βky

k
1+βk+1y

k+1
1 = αn(l, i)βky

k
1+βky

k+1
1 , which implies

βk = βk+1. Thus, β0 = β1 = · · · = βm−1. Finally, from f(axm−1
n ) = af(xm−1

n ),
one gets η = η′. �

Corollary 4.28. Let 1 6 l < n, i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×. Then

EndHmn(ξ)(M1(l, i, η)) ∼= k.

Proof. It follows from the proof of Proposition 4.27. �

Lemma 4.29. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module of (t, t)-type. Then ei-

ther M contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type, or M contains a submodule isomorphic

to M1(l, i, η) for some 1 6 l < n, i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×.

Proof. If t = 1, the result is trivial. Now assume t > 1. Then by Proposition
4.1, P = ⊕m−1

k=0 tkP (l, i + kn) is an envelope of M for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1, i ∈ Z
and tk ∈ N with

∑m−1
k=0 tk = t. Hence we may assume M ⊆ soc2P = radP =

⊕m−1
k=0 tkradP (l, i+ kn). Then socM = socP = ⊕m−1

k=0 tksocP (l, i+ kn).

For any 1 6 s 6 tk, let {vk,s1 , · · · , vk,sn−l, u
k,s
1 , · · · , uk,s

n } be a standard basis of the

sth summand radP (l, i+ kn) of tkradP (l, i+ kn). Then radP has a k-basis

{vk,s1 , · · · , vk,sn−l, u
k,s
1 , · · · , uk,s

n |0 6 k 6 m− 1, 1 6 s 6 tk}

and socM = socP = span{uk,s
1 , · · · , uk,s

l |0 6 k 6 m − 1, 1 6 s 6 tk}. Let V =

span{vk,s1 , · · · , vk,sn−l, u
k,s
l+1, · · · , u

k,s
n |0 6 k 6 m − 1, 1 6 s 6 tk} and U = M ∩ V .

Then as vector spaces, radP = V ⊕socP and M = U⊕socM . For any 0 6 j 6 l−1

and 0 6 k 6 m−1, (radP )(i+j+kn) = span{uk,s
j+1|1 6 s 6 tk}. For any l 6 j 6 n−1

and 0 6 k 6 m − 1, (radP )(i+j+kn) = span{vk+1,s′

j+1−l , u
k,s
j+1|1 6 s′ 6 tk+1, 1 6

s 6 tk}, where we regard tm = t0 and vm,s′

j+1−l = v0,s
′

j+1−l. Note that socP =

⊕l−1
j=0 ⊕

m−1
k=0 (radP )(i+j+kn) and V = ⊕n−1

j=l ⊕m−1
k=0 (radP )(i+j+kn). Hence socM =

⊕l−1
j=0 ⊕m−1

k=0 M(i+j+kn) and U = ⊕n−1
j=l ⊕m−1

k=0 M(i+j+kn). Moreover, M(i+j+kn) =
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(radP )(i+j+kn) for all 0 6 j 6 l − 1 and 0 6 k 6 m − 1. For any 0 6 j 6 n − 1,

let P[j] = ⊕m−1
k=0 (radP )(i+j+kn) and M[j] = M ∩ P[j]. Then radP = ⊕n−1

j=0P[j],

M[j] = ⊕m−1
k=0 M(i+j+kn) and M = ⊕n−1

j=0M[j]. Moreover, M[j] = P[j] for all 0 6

j 6 l − 1, socM = ⊕l−1
j=0M[j] and U = ⊕n−1

j=l M[j]. By the structure of radP , the
maps M[j] → M[j−1], x 7→ dx and M[j−1] → M[j], x 7→ ax are both bijective for any
0 < j 6 n − 1 with j 6= l. Moreover, dM[0] = 0, dM[l] ⊆ M[l−1], aM[l−1] = 0 and
aM[n−1] ⊆ M[0]. It follows that dimM[j] = t for all 0 6 j 6 n− 1.

If Md ∩M[l] 6= 0, then it follows from Lemma 4.22(2) and M[l] = ⊕m−1
k=0 M(i+l+kn)

thatMd∩M(i+l+kn) 6= 0 for some 0 6 k 6 m−1. SinceM(i+l+kn) ⊆ (radP )(i+l+kn),

it follows from the action of d on radP that Md ∩ M(i+l+kn) ⊆ span{vk+1,s
1 |1 6

s 6 tk+1}. Let 0 6= x ∈ Md ∩ M(i+l+kn). Then x =
∑tk+1

s=1 βsv
k+1,s
1 for some

β1, · · · , βtk+1
∈ k. Then by the proof of Proposition 4.12, one can see that the sub-

module 〈x〉 is isomorphic to T 1(l, i+(k+1)n), and hence M contains a submodule
of (1, 1)-type.

Now assume Md ∩ M[l] = 0. For any 0 6 k 6 m − 1, let V 0
k = span{vk+1,s

1 |1 6

s 6 tk+1} and V 1
k = span{uk,s

l+1|1 6 s 6 tk}. Then (radP )(i+l+kn) = V 0
k ⊕ V 1

k and

M(i+l+kn)∩V
0
k = 0. Note that V 0

k = 0 if tk+1 = 0. Hence V 0
k ⊕M(i+l+kn) ⊆ V 0

k ⊕V 1
k

and so dimM(i+l+kn) 6 dimV 1
k = tk. However,

∑m−1
k=0 dimM(i+l+kn) = dimM[l] =

t =
∑m−1

k=0 tk. It follows that dimM(i+l+kn) = dimV 1
k = tk and so (radP )(i+l+kn) =

V 0
k ⊕ V 1

k = V 0
k ⊕ M(i+l+kn) for all 0 6 k 6 m − 1. If t0, t1, · · · , tm−1 are not all

nonzero, then we may assume tk+1 = 0 but tk 6= 0 for some 0 6 k 6 m − 1. In

this case, M(i+l+kn) = V 1
k = span{uk,s

l+1|1 6 s 6 tk}, and hence the submodule

〈uk,1
l+1〉 of M is isomorphic to T1(l, i + kn) by the proof of Proposition 4.12. Thus,

M contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type. From now on, assume that t0, t1, · · · , tm−1

are all nonzero. Then for any 0 6 k 6 m− 1, there exists a basis {xk,s|1 6 s 6 tk}

of M(i+l+kn) such that xk,s − uk,s
l+1 ∈ V 0

k for all 1 6 s 6 tk. Firstly, suppose

that xk,1 − uk,1
l+1, · · · , xk,tk − uk,tk

l+1 are linearly dependent over k for some 0 6 k 6

m − 1. If tk = 1 then xk,1 − uk,1
l+1 = 0. In this case, uk,1

l+1 = xk,1 ∈ M , and

M contains a submodule 〈uk,1
l+1〉 of (1, 1)-type as above. If tk > 1, then without

losing generality, we may assume that xk,tk − uk,tk
l+1 =

∑tk−1
j=1 βj(xk,j − uk,j

l+1) for

some βj ∈ k. In this case, uk,tk
l+1 −

∑tk−1
j=1 βju

k,j
l+1 = xk,tk −

∑tk−1
j=1 βjxk,j ∈ M

and M contains a submodule 〈uk,tk
l+1 −

∑tk−1
j=1 βju

k,j
l+1〉 of (1, 1)-type as above. Then

suppose that xk,1 − uk,1
l+1, · · · , xk,tk − uk,tk

l+1 are linearly independent over k for all

0 6 k 6 m − 1. Then tk+1 = dimV 0
k > tk for all 0 6 k 6 m − 1. Hence

t0 = tm > tm−1 > · · · > t1 > t0, and so t0 = t1 = · · · = tm−1. Thus, for any
0 6 k 6 m− 1, there is an invertible matrix Xk ∈ Mt0(k) such that

(xk,1 − uk,1
l+1, xk,2 − uk,2

l+1, · · · , xk,t0 − uk,t0
l+1 ) = (vk+1,1

1 , vk+1,2
1 , · · · , vk+1,t0

1 )Xk.

Then X = Xm−1 · · ·X1X0 is an invertible matrix in Mt0(k). Since k is an al-
gebraically closed field, there is a nonzero element B = (β1, · · · , βt0)

T ∈ kt0 and
a nonzero scalar η ∈ k such that XB = ηB, where (β1, · · · , βt0)

T denotes the
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transposition of (β1, · · · , βt0). For 0 6 k 6 m− 1, define xk
l+1 ∈ M(i+l+kn) by

x0
l+1 = (x0,1, · · · , x0,t0)B, x1

l+1 = (x1,1, · · · , x1,t0)X0B, · · · ,

xm−1
l+1 = (xm−1,1, · · · , xm−1,t0)Xm−2 · · ·X1X0B.

Then we have

x0
l+1 = (u0,1

l+1, · · · , u
0,t0
l+1)B + (v1,11 , · · · , v1,t01 )X0B,

x1
l+1 = (u1,1

l+1, · · · , u
1,t0
l+1)X0B + (v2,11 , · · · , v2,t01 )X1X0B,

· · ·

xm−1
l+1 = (um−1,1

l+1 , · · · , um−1,t0
l+1 )Xm−2 · · ·X0B + (vm,1

1 , · · · , vm,t0
1 )Xm−1 · · ·X0B

= (um−1,1
l+1 , · · · , um−1,t0

l+1 )Xm−2 · · ·X0B + η(v0,11 , · · · , v0,t01 )B.

Note that the map P[n−1] → P[l], x 7→ dn−l−1x is a bijection and its restriction gives

rise to a bijection from M[n−1] onto M[l]. Hence if x ∈ P[n−1] satisfies dn−l−1x ∈

M[l], then x ∈ M[n−1]. Define x0
n, x

1
n, · · · , x

m−1
n ∈ P[n−1] by

x0
n = (u0,1

n , · · · , u0,t0
n )B + (v1,1n−l, · · · , v

1,t0
n−l)X0B,

x1
n = (u1,1

n , · · · , u1,t0
n )X0B + (v2,1n−l, · · · , v

2,t0
n−l)X1X0B,

· · ·

xm−1
n = (um−1,1

n , · · · , um−1,t0
n )Xm−2 · · ·X0B + η(v0,1n−l, · · · , v

0,t0
n−l)B.

Let 0 6 k 6 m− 1. It is easy to see that dn−l−1xk
n = xk

l+1, and hence xk
n ∈ M[n−1].

Let xk
j = dn−jxk

n for 1 6 j < n. Then xk
j ∈ M(i+j−1+kn) for all 1 6 j 6 n.

Moreover, dxk
j = xk

j−1 for all 1 < j 6 n, and dxk
1 = 0. Furthermore, we have

x0
j = (u0,1

j , · · · , u0,t0
j )B, x1

j = (u1,1
j , · · · , u1,t0

j )X0B, · · · ,

xm−1
j = (um−1,1

j , · · · , um−1,t0
j )Xm−2 · · ·X0B

for all 1 6 j 6 l, and

x0
j = (u0,1

j , · · · , u0,t0
j )B + (v1,1j−l, · · · , v

1,t0
j−l )X0B,

x1
j = (u1,1

j , · · · , u1,t0
j )X0B + (v2,1j−l, · · · , v

2,t0
j−l )X1X0B,

· · ·

xm−1
j = (um−1,1

j , · · · , um−1,t0
j )Xm−2 · · ·X0B + η(v0,1j−l, · · · , v

0,t0
j−l )B.

for all l + 1 < j < n. Clearly, the set {xk
j |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} is linearly

independent. By Lemma 3.6(4,7), a straightforward verification shows that

axk
j =











αj(l, i)x
k
j+1, 1 6 j < n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1,

αn(l, i)x
k
1 + xk+1

1 , j = n, 0 6 k < m− 1,

αn(l, i)x
m−1
1 + ηx0

1, j = n, k = m− 1,

bxk
j = qi+l−jxk

j , 1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m− 1.

It follows that {xk
j |1 6 j 6 n, 0 6 k 6 m − 1} is a basis of the submodule

〈x0
n, x

1
n, · · · , x

m−1
n 〉 of M and 〈x0

n, x
1
n, · · · , x

m−1
n 〉 ∼= M1(l, i, η). �

Corollary 4.30. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module of (t, t)-type. If

m ∤ t, then M contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type.

Proof. It follows from the proof of Lemma 4.29. �
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Corollary 4.31. Let M be a nonzero submodule of M1(l, i, η), where 1 6 l 6 n−1,
i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×. If l(M/socM) = l(socM), then M = M1(l, i, η).

Proof. Let s := l(M/socM) = l(socM). If s < m, then it follows from Lemma
4.8 that M contains a direct summand N of (t, t)-type with 1 6 t 6 s. By Corol-
lary 4.30, N contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type, and so does M1(l, i, η), which
contradicts Lemma 4.23(3). Hence s = m, and so M = M1(l, i, η). �

Throughout the following, unless otherwise stated, let 1 6 l 6 n − 1, i ∈ Z and
η ∈ k×.

By Corollary 4.26, Ω2M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i, η). Hence there exists an AR-sequence

0 → M1(l, i, η)
f1
−→ M2(l, i, η)

g1
−→ M1(l, i, η) → 0

for a unique module M2(l, i, η) up to isomorphism.

Lemma 4.32. With the notations above, M2(l, i, η) is an indecomposable module

of (2m, 2m)-type, Ω2M2(l, i, η) ∼= M2(l, i, η), socM2(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 2M(l, i + kn)

and M2(l, i, η)/socM2(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 2M(n− l, i+ l + kn).

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that M2(l, i, η) has a nontrivial indecomposable
direct summand N . Then g1|N : N → M1(l, i, η) is an irreducible morphism. By
Lemma 4.14, N is of (t, t)-type and 1 6 t < 2m. Clearly, t 6= m, and hence N
contains a submoduleK of (1, 1)-type by Corollary 4.30. By Lemma 4.9, K ⊆ Kerg1
or K ∩ Kerg1 = 0. Since Kerg1 = Imf1 ∼= M1(l, i, η), K * Kerg1 by Lemma
4.23(3). Hence K ∩ Kerg1 = 0. This implies that K ∼= g1(K) ⊆ M1(l, i, η),
which contradicts Lemma 4.23(3). This shows that M2(l, i, η) is indecomposable.
Obviously, M2(l, i, η) is of (2m, 2m)-type. Since Ω2M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i, η), one
gets Ω2M2(l, i, η) ∼= M2(l, i, η). Clearly, socM2(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 2M(l, i + kn) and

M2(l, i, η)/socM2(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 2M(n− l, i+ l + kn). �

Lemma 4.33. Let N be a submodule of (t, t)-type of M2(l, i, η). Then either N =
Imf1 or N = M2(l, i, η). Moreover, M2(l, i, η)/Imf1 ∼= M1(l, i, η).

Proof. Let L := N ∩ Imf1. Then l(L/socL) = l(socL) by Lemma 4.9. If L = 0,
then N ∼= g1(N) ⊆ M1(l, i, η) by Imf1 = Kerg1. In this case, by Corollary 4.31,
g1(N) = M1(l, i, η), and so M2(l, i, η) = N ⊕ Imf1, a contradiction. Hence L 6= 0.
Note that L ⊆ Imf1 ∼= M1(l, i, η). Again by Corollary 4.31, L = Imf1, and hence
Imf1 ⊆ N . This implies m 6 t 6 2m. If m < t < 2m, then N contains a
submodule K of (1, 1)-type by Corollary 4.30. By Lemma 4.9, one knows that
either K ⊆ Imf1 or K ∩ Imf1 = 0. Since Imf1 ∼= M1(l, i, η), K * Imf1 by
Lemma 4.23(3). Hence K ∩ Imf1 = 0, which implies K ∼= g1(K) ⊆ M1(l, i, η), a
contradiction. Hence t = m or t = 2m. Thus, either N = Imf1 or N = M2(l, i, η).
Moreover, M2(l, i, η)/Imf1 = M2(l, i, η)/Kerg1 ∼= M1(l, i, η). �

Corollary 4.34. For any 1 6 l′ 6 n − 1 and i′ ∈ Z, M2(l, i, η) ≇ T2m(l′, i′) and

M2(l, i, η) ≇ T 2m(l′, i′).



REPRESENTATIONS OF DRINFELD DOUBLES OF RADFORD HOPF ALGEBRAS 25

Proof. By Lemma 4.33, M2(l, i, η) does not contain any submodule of (1, 1)-type.
However, both T2m(l′, i′) and T 2m(l′, i′) contain a submodule of (1, 1)-type by The-
orems 4.18(2) and 4.19(2). Thus, the corollary follows. �

Since Ω2M2(l, i, η) ∼= M2(l, i, η), by [1, Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a
unique Hmn(ξ)-module M3(l, i, η) up to isomorphism which fits an AR-sequence

0 → M2(l, i, η)







g1

f2







−−−−→ M1(l, i, η)⊕M3(l, i, η)
(f ′

1,g2)−−−−→ M2(l, i, η) → 0.

Lemma 4.35. Retain the above notations.

(1) M3(l, i, η) is an indecomposable module of (3m, 3m)-type, socM3(l, i, η) ∼=
⊕m−1

k=0 3M(l, i+ kn) and M3(l, i, η)/socM3(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 3M(n− l, i+ l +

kn).
(2) If N is a submodule of (t, t)-type of M3(l, i, η) with 1 6 t < 3m, then

N = Im(f2f1) or Imf2. Moreover, M3(l, i, η)/Im(f2f1) ∼= M2(l, i, η) and

M3(l, i, η)/Imf2 ∼= M1(l, i, η).
(3) Ω2M3(l, i, η) ∼= M3(l, i, η).
(4) M3(l, i, η) ≇ T3m(l′, i′) and M3(l, i, η) ≇ T 3m(l′, i′) for any 1 6 l′ 6 n− 1

and i ∈ Z.

Proof. (1) Suppose on the contrary that M3(l, i, η) is decomposable. By Lemma
4.14, M3(l, i, η) has a nontrivial indecomposable direct summand N of (s, s)-type
with 1 6 s < 3m. Then g2|N : N → M2(l, i, η) is an irreducible morphism. Hence
g2|N is injective or surjective, but g2|N is not bijective. If g2|N is surjective, then
2m < s < 3m, and hence N contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type by Corollary 4.30.
Thus, by Proposition 4.21, N ∼= Ts(l

′, i′) or N ∼= T s(l
′, i′) for some 1 6 l′ 6 n − 1

and i′ ∈ Z. This implies that there is an irreducible morphism from Ts(l
′, i′) to

M2(l, i, η) or from T s(l
′, i′) to M2(l, i, η), which contradicts Theorem 4.18(4) or

Theorem 4.19(4) by Corollary 4.34. Hence g2|N is injective. So s < 2m and N ∼=
g2(N) $ M2(l, i, η). Then by Lemma 4.33, s = m and g2(N) = Imf1 ∼= M1(l, i, η).
Thus, M3(l, i, η) has to be decomposed into a direct sum of three indecomposable
submodules of (m,m)-type, and hence Im(f ′

1, g2) = Imf1, a contradiction. This
shows that M3(l, i, η) is an indecomposable module of (3m, 3m)-type. Clearly,
socM3(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 3M(l, i + kn) and M3(l, i, η)/socM3(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 3M(n −

l, i+ l + kn).

(2) Let N be a submodule of (t, t)-type of M3(l, i, η) with 1 6 t < 3m. If m ∤ t, then
by Corollary 4.30, N contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type, and so does M3(l, i, η).
By Proposition 4.21, M3(l, i, η) ∼= T3m(l′, i′) or M3(l, i, η) ∼= T 3m(l′, i′) for some
1 6 l′ 6 n − 1 and i′ ∈ Z. This contradicts Theorem 4.18(4) or Theorem 4.19(4)
as stated above, since g2 is an irreducible morphism. Hence m|t.

Case 1: t = m. Since f2 : M2(l, i, η) → M3(l, i, η) is an irreducible morphism,
f2 is injective, and so Imf2 is a submodule of (2m, 2m)-type of M3(l, i, η). If
N ∩ Imf2 = 0, then M3(l, i, η) = N ⊕ Imf2, which is impossible. Hence L :=
N ∩ Imf2 6= 0. By Lemma 4.9, l(L/socL) = l(socL) 6 m. By Lemma 4.8, L
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contains a submodule K of (s, s)-type with s 6 m. Then by the previous para-
graph, s = m. This forces N = L $ Imf2 ∼= M2(l, i, η), and so N = Im(f2f1) ∼=
M1(l, i, η) by Lemma 4.33. Since g2 is an irreducible morphism, it is surjective,
and hence l(Kerg2/soc(Kerg2)) = l(soc(Kerg2)) = m. If Kerg2 is decomposable,
then by Lemma 4.8, Kerg2 has a direct summand of (s, s)-type with 1 6 s < m,
a contradiction. Hence Kerg2 is an indecoposable module of (m,m)-type. Thus,
Kerg2 = Im(f2f1), and so M3(l, i, η)/Im(f2f1) = M3(l, i, η)/Kerg2 ∼= M2(l, i, η).

Case 2: t = 2m. In this case, K := N ∩ Kerg2 6= 0 since M3(l, i, η) is indecom-
posable, and l(K/socK) = l(socK) by Lemma 4.9. Then by Corollary 4.31 and
K ⊆ Kerg2 = Im(f2f1) ∼= M1(l, i, η), one gets K = Kerg2, and so Kerg2 ⊆ N . In
particular, Kerg2 ⊆ Imf2. Hence Kerg2 ⊆ N ∩ Imf2. If Kerg2 = N ∩ Imf2, then
l(N+Imf2) = l(N)+l(Imf2)−l(Kerg2) = 6m, and so N+Imf2 = M3(l, i, η), which
implies M2(l, i, η) = g2(N + Imf2) = g2(N) ⊕ g2(Imf2), a contradiction. Hence
Kerg2 6= N ∩ Imf2. Let L1 := N ∩ Imf2. Then l(L1/socL1) = l(socL1) by Lemma
4.9. If L1 6= Imf2, m < l(socL1) < 2m. In this case, whether L1 is indecomposable
or not, L1 contains an indecomposable module of (s1, s1) with m ∤ s1, a contradic-
tion. Hence L1 = Imf2, and so N = Imf2. Now by Lemma 4.33, Imf2/Im(f2f1) ∼=
M1(l, i, η) and hence M3(l, i, η)/Imf2 ∼= (M3(l, i, η)/Im(f2f1))/(Imf2/Im(f2f1)) ∼=
M2(l, i, η)/Imf1 ∼= M1(l, i, η).

(3) Since Ω2M1(l, i, η) ∼= M1(l, i, η) and Ω2M2(l, i, η) ∼= M2(l, i, η), an argument
similar to T2(l, i) shows that Ω

2M3(l, i, η) ∼= M3(l, i, η).

(4) By (2) and Theorems 4.18(2) and 4.19(2), M3(l, i, η) ≇ T3m(l′, i′) andM3(l, i, η) ≇
T 3m(l′, i′) for any 1 6 l′ 6 n− 1 and i ∈ Z. �

Now suppose t > 3 and we have got indecomposable modules

M1(l, i, η),M2(l, i, η), · · · ,Mt(l, i, η)

and AR-sequences

0 → M1(l, i, η)
f1
−→ M2(l, i, η)

g1
−→ M1(l, i, η) → 0,

0 → Ms−1(l, i, η)







gs−2

fs−1







−−−−−−→ Ms−2(l, i, η)⊕Ms(l, i, η)
(f ′

s−2,gs−1)
−−−−−−−→ Ms−1(l, i, η) → 0

for all 3 6 s 6 t. They satisfy the following:

(1) Ms(l, i, η) is of (sm, sm)-type with socMs(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 sM(l, i+ kn) and

Ms(l, i, η)/socMs(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 sM(n− l, i+ l + kn);

(2) If N is a submodule of (s′, s′)-type of Ms(l, i, η) with 1 6 s′ < sm, then
s′ = jm and N = Im(fs−1 · · · fj) for some 1 6 j 6 s − 1. Moreover,
Ms(l, i, η)/Im(fs−1 · · · fj) ∼= Ms−j(l, i, η) for all 1 6 j 6 s− 1;

(3) Ω2Ms(l, i, η) ∼= Ms(l, i, η);
(4) Ms(l, i, η) ≇ Tsm(l′, i′) and Ms(l, i, η) ≇ T sm(l′, i′) for any 1 6 l′ 6 n − 1

and i′ ∈ Z,
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for all 1 6 s 6 t. Again by [1, Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a unique module
Mt+1(l, i, η) up to isomorphism such that there is an AR-sequence

0 → Mt(l, i, η)







gt−1

ft







−−−−−−→ Mt−1(l, i, η)⊕Mt+1(l, i, η)
(f ′

t−1,gt)
−−−−−−→ Mt(l, i, η) → 0.

Lemma 4.36. Retain the above notations.

(1) Mt+1(l, i, η) is an indecomposable module of ((t+ 1)m, (t+ 1)m)-type with

socMt+1(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 (t+ 1)M(l, i+ kn), Mt+1(l, i, η)/socMt+1(l, i, η) ∼=

⊕m−1
k=0 (t+ 1)M(n− l, i+ l + kn).

(2) If N is an indecomposable submodule of (s, s)-type of Mt+1(l, i, η) with 1 6

s < (t + 1)m, then s = jm and N = Im(ft · · · fj) for some 1 6 j 6 t.
Moreover, Mt+1(l, i, η)/Im(ft · · · fj) ∼= Mt+1−j(l, i, η) for all 1 6 j 6 t.

(3) Ω2Mt+1(l, i, η) ∼= Mt+1(l, i, η).
(4) Mt+1(l, i, η) ≇ T(t+1)m(l′, i′) and Mt+1(l, i, η) ≇ T (t+1)m(l′, i′) for any 1 6

l′ 6 n− 1 and i′ ∈ Z.

Proof. (1) If Mt+1(l, i, η) is decomposable, then by Lemma 4.14, Mt+1(l, i, η) has a
nontrivial direct summand N of (s, s)-type with 1 6 s < (t + 1)m, and gt|N :
N → Mt(l, i, η) is an irreducible morphism. Hence gt|N is a monomorphism
or an epimorphism, but gt|N is not an isomorphism. Using the induction hy-
pothesis (4), an argument similar to Lemma 4.35 shows that gt|N is not an epi-
morphism. Hence gt|N is a monomorphism. So s < tm and N ∼= gt(N) ⊂
Mt(l, i, η). Then by the induction hypothesis, gt(N) = Im(ft−1 · · · fj) ∼= Mj(l, i, η)
for some 1 6 j 6 t − 1, and so gt(N) ⊆ Imft−1 Thus, if Mt+1(l, i, η) is de-
composable, then gt(Mt+1(l, i, η)) ⊆ Imft−1, and hence Im(f ′

t−1, gt) = Imft−1,
a contradiction. This shows that Mt+1(l, i, η) is an indecomposable module of
((t+ 1)m, (t+ 1)m)-type. Clearly, socMt+1(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1

k=0 (t+ 1)M(l, i+ kn) and

Mt+1(l, i, η)/socMt+1(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 (t+ 1)M(n− l, i+ l + kn).

(2) Let N be a submodule of (s, s)-type of Mt+1(l, i, η) with 1 6 s < (t + 1)m.
Then an argument similar to Lemma 4.35 shows that m|s.

Let N be a submodule of (m,m)-type of Mt+1(l, i, η). Then similarly to the proof
(Case1) of Lemma 4.35, one can show that N = Im(ft · · · f1) ∼= M1(l, i, η), Kergt =
Im(ft · · · f1) and Mt+1(l, i, η)/Im(ft · · · f1) = Mt+1(l, i, η)/Kergt ∼= Mt(l, i, η).

Now let 1 < j 6 t, and let N be a submodule of (jm, jm)-type of Mt+1(l, i, η). If
N ∩ Kergt = 0, then j < t, otherwise Mt+1(l, i, η) = N ⊕ Kergt, a contradiction.
Hence (N ⊕ Kergt)/Kergt is a submodule of (jm, jm)-type of Mt+1(l, i, η)/Kergt.
Since Mt+1(l, i, η)/Kergt ∼= Mt(l, i, η), Mt+1(l, i)/Kergt contains a unique submod-
ule of (jm, jm)-type. Since all fj are injective, Im(ft · · · fj+1) ∼= Mj+1(l, i, η).
Hence Im(ft · · · f1) = Kergt is the unique submodule of (m,m)-type of Im(ft · · · fj+1)
by the induction hypothesis and j + 1 6 t, and so Im(ft · · · fj+1)/Im(ft · · · f1) ∼=
Mj(l, i, η). Thus, Im(ft · · · fj+1)/Kergt = (N⊕Kergt)/Kergt, and so Im(ft · · · fj+1) =
N⊕Kergt, a contradiction. This shows that L := N∩Kergt 6= 0. Then l(L/socL) =
l(socL) by Lemma 4.9. By Lemma 4.8 and the result shown above, one can
check L = Kergt, and hence Kergt ⊆ N . Thus, N/Kergt ⊆ Mt+1(l, i, η)/Kergt ∼=
Mt(l, i, η). Then by Corollary 4.4, l(soc(N/Kergt)) = l((N/Kergt)/soc(N/Kergt)) =
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(j − 1)m. By Lemma 4.8, any indecomposable direct summand of N/Kergt is of
(sm, sm)-type. However, it follows by the induction hypothesis that there is a
unique submodule of (sm, sm)-type in Mt+1(l, i, η)/Kergt for each 1 6 s 6 t, and
that the submodule of (sm, sm)-type is contained in that of ((s + 1)m, (s+ 1)m)-
type for all 1 6 s < t. Thus, N/Kergt has to be an indecomposable module of
((j−1)m, (j−1)m)-type. Then an argument as above shows that N = Im(ft · · · fj).
Moreover, we have

Mt+1(l, i, η)/Im(ft · · · fj) ∼= (Mt+1(l, i, η)/Kergt)/(Im(ft · · · fj)/Kergt)
∼= Mt(l, i, η)/Im(ft−1 · · · fj−1) ∼= Mt+1−j(l, i, η).

(3) By the induction hypothesis, Ω2Mt−1(l, i, η) ∼= Mt−1(l, i, η) and Ω2Mt(l, i, η) ∼=
Mt(l, i, η). Hence an argument similar to T2(l, i) shows that Ω2Mt+1(l, i, η) ∼=
Mt+1(l, i, η).

(4) By (2) and Theorems 4.18(2) and 4.19(2), Mt+1(l, i, η) ≇ T(t+1)m(l′, i′) and

Mt+1(l, i, η) ≇ T (t+1)m(l′, i′) for any 1 6 l′ 6 n− 1 and i′ ∈ Z. �

Summarizing the discussion above, one gets the following theorem.

Theorem 4.37. For any η ∈ k× and l, i, t ∈ Z with 1 6 l 6 n− 1 and t > 1, there
is an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module Mt(l, i, η) of (tm, tm)-type. Moreover,

(1) Ω2Mt(l, i, η) ∼= Mt(l, i, η), socMt(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 tM(l, i+ kn) and

Mt(l, i, η)/socMt(l, i, η) ∼= ⊕m−1
k=0 tM(n− l, i+ l + kn).

(2) If Mt(l, i, η) contains a submodule of (s, s)-type, then m|s. Moreover, for

any 1 6 j < t, Mt(l, i, η) contains a unique submodule of (jm, jm)-type,
which is isomorphic to Mj(l, i, η) and the quotient module of Mt(l, i, η)
modulo the submodule of (jm, jm)-type is isomorphic to Mt−j(l, i, η).

(3) For any 1 6 j < t, the unique submodule of (jm, jm)-type of Mt(l, i, η) is

contained in that of ((j + 1)m, (j + 1)m)-type.
(4) Mt(l, i, η) ≇ Ttm(l′, i′) and Mt(l, i, η) ≇ T tm(l′, i′) for any 1 6 l′ 6 n − 1

and i′ ∈ Z.
(5) There are AR-sequences

0 → M1(l, i, η)
f1
−→ M2(l, i, η)

g1
−→ M1(l, i, η) → 0,

0 → Mt(l, i, η)







gt−1

ft







−−−−−−→ Mt−1(l, i, η)⊕Mt+1(l, i, η)
(f ′

t−1,gt)
−−−−−−→ Mt(l, i, η) → 0 (t > 2).

Corollary 4.38. Let η, η′ ∈ k× and l, l′, i, i′, t, t′ ∈ Z with 1 6 l, l′ 6 n − 1 and

t, t′ > 1. Then Mt(l, i, η) ∼= Mt′(l
′, i′, η′) ⇔ t = t′, l = l′, η = η′ and i ≡ i′ (mod n).

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.27, Theorem 4.37(2,5), l(Mt(l, i, η)) = 2tm and
l(Mt′(l

′, i′, η′)) = 2t′m. �

Proposition 4.39. Let M be an indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-module of (t, t)-type. If

M contains a submodule isomorphic to M1(l, i, η) for some 1 6 l 6 n − 1, i ∈ Z
and η ∈ k×, then t = sm and M ∼= Ms(l, i, η) for some s > 1.
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Proof. Assume that M contains a submodule isomorphic to M1(l, i, η) for some
1 6 l 6 n − 1, i ∈ Z and η ∈ k×. Then t > m. By Proposition 4.21, Lemma
4.23(4), and Theorems 4.18(2,3) and 4.19(2,3), one can check that M does not
contain any submodule of (1, 1)-type. Hence m|t by Corollary 4.30, and so t = sm
for some s > 1. Then an argument similar to [4, Theorem 4.16] shows that M ∼=
Mt(l, i, η). �

Summarizing the discussions in the last section and this section, one gets the clas-
sification of finite dimensional indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules as follows.

Corollary 4.40. A representative set of isomorphism classes of finite dimensional

indecomposable Hmn(ξ)-modules is given by
{

M(l, i), Z(λi′j′), P (l, i),Ω±sM(l, i),

Ts(l, i), T s(l, i),Ms(l, j, η)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 6 l 6 n− 1, i ∈ Zmn, s > 1,

j ∈ Zn, (i
′, j′) ∈ I0, η ∈ k×

}

.

By Corollary 4.40, we also have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.41. Hmn(ξ) is of tame representation type.
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