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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 Ry (q) over an algebraically
closed field k, where m > 1 and n > 1 are integers and ¢ € k is a root of unity
of order n. Under the assumption char(k) { mn, all the finite dimensional
indecomposable modules over D(Rmn(g)) are displayed and classified up to
isomorphism. The Auslander-Reiten sequences in the category of finite dimen-
sional D(Rmn (g))-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 ¢ 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 R,,,(q) and called a Radford
Hopf algebra here. Note that the coradical of the dual Hopf algebra R, (¢)* is
not a Hopf subalgebra. When m = 1, R,,,(q) is still well-defined, which is exactly
the Taft Hopf algebra A, (g) of dimension n? 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 [I2] [I7] 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 A,(¢) and the
Radford algebra R,,,(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 [I2]. The Taft algebra A, (q) is of nilpotent type, but
the Radford algebra R,,,(q) is of non-nilpotent type.

The representations of finite dimensional pointed Hopf algebras of rank one was
well studied. For instance, Cibils [I0] 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.
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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 [0 [7, 8, 18, 23]. When n = 2, the Taft algebra Ay(—1) is the
same as Hy, the Sweedler’s 4-dimensional Hopf algebra (see [19] 20]). The Green
ring of Drinfeld double of Hy was also studied by Li and Hu in [I3]. 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(R,»(q)) of
Radford Hopf algebras R,,,(¢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 R,,,(¢) and their Drinfeld
doubles D(Rynn(q)), denoted by Hpp(€), where € € k is a primitive mn-th root of
unity with ™ = ¢. In Section Bl we recall the simple modules and projective inde-
composable modules over Hy,y (§), which shows that the Loewy length of Hyp,p,(§) is
3. In particular, we reconstruct the non-simple projective indecomposable H,,(§)-
modules and give a standard k-basis for each such module. In Section [ we study
the finite dimensional indecomposable H,,,(¢)-modules of Loewy length 2. Us-
ing Auslander-Reiten theory, we display all the finite dimensional indecomposable
H,,(€)-modules of Loewy length 2, and classify them up to isomorphism. All the
Auslander-Reiten sequences in the category of finite dimensional H,,,,(§)-modules
are also displayed. It is shown that H,,,(§) 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 dimy and ®y, respectively. Let
Z denote the set of all integers, Z,, := 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 [I] 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, x, g, 1) is called a group datum if G is a finite group, x is a
k-valued character of G, g is a central element of G and p € k subject to x" =1
or pu(g™ — 1) = 0, where n is the order of x(g). The group datum D is said to be of
nilpotent type if pu(g™ — 1) = 0, and it is of non-nilpotent type if u(g™ — 1) # 0 and
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x"™ = 1. For any group datum D = (G, x, g, 1), Krop and Radford constructed an
associated finite dimensional pointed rank one Hopf algebra Hp and classified such
Hopf algebras. They also described the Drinfeld doubles D(Hp) of Hp, see [12].

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

" =g" -1, xzg=qgzr.

The comultiplication A, counit ¢ and antipode S are given by
A@)=z@g+1om, c)=0, S@)=—ag",
Ag)=9®y, eg)=1, S(g)=gt=gm""

Rinn(q) has a k-basis {g'27]i € Zyn,0 < j < n — 1}. For the details, one can refer
o [12, 24].

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

a®=b -1, " =1, "™ =1, d" =0,
ab = qba, dc = &cd, bc = cb, bd = qdb, ad — da =b— ™,

ac =& tea + El_ig;( mtl _ gbe)dn .

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

Ma)=a@b+l@a, AB)=bab, Ad=c"ed+dsl,
Ale) =c@e+ ("= 1) T30 mrm—prnd™ dF @ cdb,
e(a) =0, eb)=1, e(c)=1, e(d) =0,

S(a) = —ab™t, SOb)=b"1, S()=ct, S(d)=—-c™d.

Throughout the following, assume that k contains a primitive mn-th root ¢ of unity
with ¢ = ™. Then char(k) { mn. Let Hppp(€) := D(Rmn(q)) be the Drinfeld double
of Ryn(q) as described above. Obviously, H. (5) has a k-basis {a'b’cld*|j,l €
Lonn, 0 < ik < n— 1}, and dim(H,,,(€)) = m?n*. For simplicity, we denote the
image of an integer 7 under the canonical eplmorphlsm 7 — Doy, still by i.

3. SIMPLE MODULES AND PROJECTIVE MODULES

Throughout this and the next sections, for any H,,,(§)-module V', let P(V) and
I(V) denote the projective cover and the injective envelope of V., respectively.
Let [(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 H,,,,(£)-module M and z1,---xs € M,
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let (x1,---,2,) denote the submodule of M generated by {z1, - ,zs}, and define
M®:={v e Mldv = 0}.

3.1. Simple modules. Krop and Radford classified the simple modules over D(Hp)
for any group datum D = (G, x, g, i) with G being abelian in [12] Subsection 2.2].
Therefore, one can get the classification of simple modules over H,,,(£) from [12
Subsection 2.2]. In this subsection, we recall the simple Hp,,(§)-modules.

For any 1 <I<n—1andi€Z, let ag(l,i) = (k)g(¢* — ¢ %), 1<k <l-1. It
is easy to see that ay(l,4) #0 for all 1 <k <1 —1. Let

Io = {(4,5)]i,5 € Zpn with ¢"tF £ & for all 0 < k < n — 2},

Then Iy = (mn)? — mn(n — 1), where Iy denotes the number of elements in Iy.

Let U(Hpmn(§)) be the multiplicative group of the invertible elements of H,,, (€).
Then b,¢ € U(Hppn(§)) by b™ = ¢™ = 1. Let G be the subgroup of U(Huun(£))
generated by b and c¢. Then G = {b'¢’|0 < i,5 < mn — 1} and G = Zyp X Zonn
as groups. Let A be the subalgebra of H,,,(§) 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 A, let k
denote the corresponding one dimensional A-module, and let Z(\) := Hpp (§) @4k
denote the induced Hy,p(§)-module. Since Hp,p(§) is a free right A-module with
an A-basis {a’|0 < i < n— 1}, Z()\) is an n-dimensional H,,,(¢)-module with a
k-basis {a’ ®4 1,0 <i < n — 1}, where 1, is a nonzero element of k.

For any i, j € Z, there is a character \;; of G given by \;;(b) = & and \;;(c) = £°.
Clearly, any character of G has this form. Moreover, for any 4,4, 4, j' € Z,

Nij = A\irjr & i =4 (mod mn) and j = j' (mod mn).

Let 4,5 € Z. Then by [12, Proposition 6(a)], Z();;) is simple if and only if
Nij(be™™) = gi=mi ¢ {1,q,¢% -+ ,¢"?} if and only if (i,7) € Io. In this case,
{a*®41,|0 <k <n—1}is a k-basis of Z(\;;). Moreover, a straightforward com-
putation shows that Z(X;;)? = k(1®41.,,). Now suppose (i, j) ¢ Io. Then there is a
unique integer [ with 1 <1 < n—1 such that &~™¢ = ¢'~1. In this case, Z(\;;) con-
tains a unique proper submodule radZ (\;;) = span{a®*®41,,, [l < k < n—1} by [12,
Proposition 6(b)]. Denote the quotient module Z(A;;)/radZ(A;;) by M(l,4). Then
M(l,1) is simple. Define my, € M(l,7) for 1 <k <Ibymi = 1®41y,; +radZ(\;;) if

k=1,and my = al...lak,lak_l ®aly,; +radZ(Ny;) if 2 < k <[, where oy, = ag(1, 1)
for all 1 < k <1 —1. Then {myi,ma,---,m} is a k-basis of M(l,), and hence

dimM (I,i) = I. A tedious but standard verification shows that the H,,, (£)-module
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action on M (l,4) is determined by

Ozk(l,i)karl, 1<k<l—1, 0, k=1,
ampg = dmy =
0, k=1, mi_1, 1<k

bmy, = qurl*kmk, 1<k l, cmy = §i+k71mk, 1<k
Such a basis is called a standard basis of M(l,4). Clearly, M (1,4)? = km.

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

Lemma 3.1. Let (i,7), (7, j') € Iy.

(1) Z(Nij) is a simple module.
(2) Z(Nij) = Z(Aij) if and only if (i,5) = (', j').
Lemma 3.2. Let 1 <1,I' <n—-1andi,i € Z.

(1) M(l,i) is a simple module.
(2) M(l,i) = M(',4") if and only if L =1' and i =i’ (mod mn).
(3) (lz—l—kn);éM(n—lz—i—l—i—k’)foranyk,k’eZ.

Proposition 3.3. The following set
{M13), Zirj )1 U< — 1,0 € Zunn, (7', 5") € Lo}

is a representative set of isomorphism classes of simple H,,(€)-modules.

By Proposition B3] and the structures of the simple H,,,(£)-modules M(I,4) and
Z(Xij), one gets the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let M be a finite dimensional semisimple H,y, (€)-module. Then
(M) = dim(M?).

3.2. Projective modules. Krop and Radford described all projective indecom-
posable D(Hp)-modules for any group datum D = (G, x, g, i) with G being abelian
in [I2} Subsection 2.3]. They described the radical series and simple factors for such
modules. Hence form [I2, Subsection 2.3], one can get the classification of projec-
tive indecomposable modules over H,,,(£). However, in order to classify all finite
dimensional indecomposable H,,, (§)-modules, it is necessary to know the more de-
tails of the non-simple projective indecomposable modules over H,,,(£). For this
goal, we investigate non-simple projective indecomposable H,,,(£)-modules in this
subsection.

Since Hppn(§) is a symmetric algebra, P(V) = I(V) and P(V)/rad(P(V)) 2
soc(P(V)) 2 V for any simple H,,,(§)-module V. Let J denote the Jacobson
radical of H,,,,(£). Then by [I2| Subsection 2.3], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let (i,5) € Ip and k,l € Z with 1 <1< n— 1.

(1) Z(\ij) is a projective module.

(2) tl(P(M(l,k))) =3 and I(P(M(l,k))) =
(3) 11(Hypun(€)) = 3 and hence J3 = 0.
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For 1 <I<n—1andi€Z, define v4(I,9), ar(l,7) €k, 1 <k < n, by
’776(177;) = (k)q(qz-‘rl - qz_k)v O‘k(l z) ( )q(ql - Z-H k)v k<n-—1,
'-Yn(l Z) D1, 1)| (q - qz+l)7 ( ,’L) (n— 1)! (qz+l - qi)'

Lemma 3.6. Let 1 <I<n—1,i€Z and1 <k <

(1) v (1,4) =0 if and only if k =n —1.
(2) ar(l,3) =0 if and only if k =1.
(3) v(1,4) = an—r(l,i) for all 1 <k <n—1 and v,(l,1) = —an(l,i).
4) (1) =« +k(l i) foralll<k<n—1-1.
(5) (l,7) = p_(n-1y(l,i) for alln —1+1<k<n—1
(6) vi(l,i) =ag(n—1,i+1) forall1 <k < n.
(7) (l,3) =y(l,i4+n) and ar(l,i) = ag(l,i +n) for all 1 <k < n.
Proof. 1t follows from a straightforward verification. ]

For any positive integer s, let M,(k) denote the algebra of s x s matrices over k.
Let I, € Ms(k) denote the identity matrix, and let Ds € M,(k) be defined by

010 --- 0
001 - 0

Ds=1 0 0 0
0o 00 --- 0

For1<i<n-—1andi€Z,let X;,, 72, € My(k) be given by

00 0 )
wiid) 0 0 0
Xu=| 0 w0 o o |,
0 0 ’771—1([ Z) 0
0 an(l,1)
a(li) 0 0 0
Zi=| 0 asi) 0 o |,
0 0 o anaa(i) 0

and define A(l,4), B(l,i), C(l,3) and D in Ma, (k) by

X, 0 D, 0
A(l,i) = o . D= :
Dn Zi; 0 D,

B(lv ’L) = dia’g{qi717 qi72’ ’qz nv qi+l717 qi+l727 T 7qi+l7'n,}’

C(la Z) — diag{f”l_", giﬁ-l—n-i—l7 . ,§i+l_1,§i, §i+1, . 7§i+n—1}'
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Lemma 3.7. Let 1 < I <n—1andi € Z. Then there is a unique algebra map
O » Hpn(§) = Moy (k) such that

di(a) = AL, 1), ¢ri(b) = B(l,1), ¢ui(c) =C(l,1), ¢1,:(d) =D

Let P(l,4) denote the corresponding left Hy,p(€)-module.

Proof. For simplicity, let vy, :=~,;(1,4) and o := a;(l,4) for all 1 < j < n. Let

. X 0 _ X, 0
Ai(l,0) = < Dni’Fl z. ) and Ay (1,7) == < Il“ 7, ),

where Xl,i =X - *ynDZ_l, Zl,i =Z1; — oanZ_l and T is an n X n matrix with
the (1,n —1)-entry and (I + 1, n)-entry to be 1 and the other entries to be zero. For
any 1 < j # k < 2n, let P € Ma,(k) be the elementary matrix obtained from I,
by interchanging the j** row and the k" row, and let P; 1,(y) be the elementary
matrix obtained from I, by adding v times the k' row to the j** row, where
v € k. Define a matrix P; € M, (k) by

N1Y29n ... P 2 Yn—l—19n
Oél+10tz+2) n—l 2"(011+10¢L+2~“0tn71)'

Py := Py pqi41(n) P, n+l+2( )Pg nti+3(

Then P is an invertible matrix. One can check that P, ' A(l,4) P, = Ay(l,i) since
an + g2t = 0 by Lemma B.6(3). Clearly, if [ = 1 then Ay (1, i) = Ay (1, ).

Forl>1,let 61,02, - ,0,_1 € k be defined by

146, _
91 _ _1 _ 14+01vn—2 9 — _ I402vn-—3 . 79l71 _ 1+bi—2vn—i41

1772 a2 a3 al ’

and define a matrix Py € My, (k) by
Py:=Puyi-1n-1(=01)Pryi—2n—2(=02) - - Puy1n141(—=01-1).

Then P is an invertible matrix and Py *A;(l,i)Py = Ax(l,4). Thus, in any case,

A(l,7) is similar to As(l,7). Now let Ps := Py_i+1n+1Pu—it2n+2 Pontt €
7, 0

My, (k). Then Pj is an invertible matrix and Py ' As(1,i) Py = 01 7| where T}
2

and Ty are strictly lower triangular matrices in M, (k). It follows that A(l,7)™ = 0.

Clearly, B(l,i)™ = Ia,, and hence A(l,7)" = B(l,i)" — I,. It is easy to check that

B(l,i)™ = C(l,3)™" = Ia,, D™ = 0, A(l,71)B(l,7) = ¢B(l,7)A(l,%), DC(l,i) =
C(l,0)D, B(1,9)C(l,i) = C(l,i)B(l,4) and B(l,z) = qDB(l i). Moreover, one
can check that A(l,4)D — DA(l,i) = B(l,i) — C(l,i)™

A(1,9)C(1,7)
= O A(L) + 2 (€7 — e (C(1, i)™ — ¢B(1,4)C(1,4)) DL

DI,

Thus, the proposition follows. O
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Let 1 <l <n—1and i€ Z. Then there is a k-basis {v1,va, -+, Upn, U1, U2, ,Un}
in P(l, z) such that the H,,,(£)-action is given by

Fyk(l i)vk+1a 1<k<n_l_17
avk = Vel ) Vkt1 + Up—nyi41, N—I<k<n—1,
”yn(l,z)vl + w1, k=n,
ap(lyi)ugrr, 1<k<n—1,
aup = i
a"(luz)ulu k =n,
bup = ¢ Ry, 1 < k< n, = ¢ (n=+k— Yok, 1 <k <
bup, = ¢ Fuy, 1<k <n, cuy = E 1<k <o,

. 0, k=1, . 0, k=1,
Ve = U, =
g ve—1, 2<k<n, g ug—1, 2<k<n.

Such a basis is called a standard basis of P(I,7). Clearly, P(l,i)? = kv; + ku;.
Proposition 3.8. Let 1 <l <n—1andi€Z. Then P(l,i) = P(M(l,1)).

/

Proof. Using the standard basis of P(l,4) given above, and putting
M := (uq) = span{ui,ug, - ,u;}.

Then it is easy to see that M is a submodule of P(l,i) and M = M(l,7). Let
N be a simple submodule of P(l,i). Then dim(N%) = 1 by Corollary B4l Let
0 # z € N Then z = Bivg + Bou; by N C P(1,4)¢, where 31,8, € k. If
By # 0, then bz — ¢"T' =12 = (¢! — ¢""=1)Byv;. Hence v; € N and so a" vy =
y1(1,)y2(l,3) -+ Yn_1—1(l,i)u; € N. Thus, v1,u; € N and dimN? = 2, a contradic-
tion. Hence 81 =0, B2 # 0 and u; = 62_12 € N. This implies M = (u;) C N, and
so N = M since M and N are both simple. Thus, socP(l,i) = M = M (l,i). Hence
P(l,1) is isomorphic to a submodule of P(M (1,4)) by P(M(l,4)) = I(M(l,7)). Hence
dim((P(l,7)/socP(l,i))%) = 2, and so l(soc(P(l,4)/socP(l,i))) < 2 by Corollary 3.4
Let T denote the image of v € P(l,4) under the canonical epimorphism P(l,i) —
P(l,i)/socP(l,i). Then one can see that My := span{v1, 73, -+ ,Up—;} and My :=
span{w;31, Uigz, - - ,Un} are submodules of P(l,7)/socP(l,4). By Lemmal[3.6l(4,6,7),
one can check that My =2 M(n —1l,i+1—mn) and My &2 M(n —1l,i +1). It
follows that soc(P(l,4)/socP(l,i)) = My @ Ma, and consequently, soc?P(l,i
span{vy, va, -+ ,Un_1, U1, U2, - , Uy }. Then by LemmalB6l5), one gets that P(l,4
M(l,i). Thus, r1(P(l,7)) = 3 and I(P(l,i)) = 4. Then by Lemma BE(2), P(l,1)
P(M(1,1)).

Corollary 3.9. A representative set of isomorphism classes of indecomposable pro-
jective Hpn(€)-modules is given by

O ||2< I

{P(1,4), Z(Arj )L TS — 1,4 € Zin, (7', §') € Io}-
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition B3] Lemma B5(1) and Proposition O

Corollary 3.10. Let 1 <1< n—1andi € Z. Then P(l,i) is both a projective
cover of M(1,4) and an injective envelope of M (1,1).

oc?P(l,i) =
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Proof. Tt follows from the proof of Proposition [3.8l O

By Proposition B.8 and its proof, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.11. If P is a non-simple indecomposable projective H,y,(€)-module,
then radP = soc?P and rad®P = socP.

Let {v1, -+ ,Un,u1,u2, - ,u,} be the standard basis of P(l,i). By the proof of
Proposition B8, {v1, -+ ,vn_1,u1,u2,- -+ ,up} is a basis of radP(l,i) = soc2P(l, ).
Such a basis is called a standard basis of radP(l,4) for later use. By Proposition
B3] Lemmal3.5] PropositionB.8, and [4, Lemma 3.5], one gets the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. Let M be an indecomposable Hy,pn(§)-module. If rI(M)=1, then
either M = M(l,3) for some 1 <1 < n and i € Zpy, or M = Z(N;;) for some
(1,7) € In. If rl(M) = 3, then M = P(l,7) for some 1 <1 <n and i € Ly,

By Proposition B9, P = {P(l,i), Z(\irj )1 K I < n—1,0 € Ly, (', j') € I} is
a complete set of non-isomorphic indecomposable projective H,,,, (€)-modules. Let
Pl,i = {P(l,l + kn),P(n — l,i + l + kn)|0 g k § m — 1} and Qi’,j’ = {Z()\i/j/)},
where 1 <I<n-—1,i€Zand (,j') € Iy. Then P;; = Pl itn and Pp; = Pp_iit1
forall 1 <1 < n—1andi € Z. Thus, by Proposition B3] Corollary B9 and the
proof of Proposition 3.8 one gets the block partition of indecomposable projective
H o (§)-modules below.

Corollary 3.13. (1) Ifn is odd then P = (UKK%170<i<n71’P1,i)U(U(iﬁj)GIOQi,j)
is the block partition of indecomposable projective H,,(€)-modules.
(2) Ifn is even then P = (Ulglg"*2,ogign—lplvi)u(uogig%fp%yi)u(u(i,j)elo Qi)

2
is the block partition of indecomposable projective H,,(&)-modules.

4. Indecomposable H,,,({)-modules with Loewy length 2

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

Proposition 4.1. Let M be an indecomposable Hy,p(§)-module with r1(M) = 2.
Then there are integers 1 < I < n—1and 0 < i < n — 1 such that socM =
O s M(L,i + kn) and I(M) = @7 'siP(L,i + kn) for some s, € N, 0 < k <
m — 1.

Proof. Since M is an indecomposable H,,,(§)-module with rl(M) = 2, it follows
from Corollary [3.13 that there are integers 1 < I < n—1and 0 <7< n-1
such that M is an indecomposable module over the block P;; of Hp,p,(§). Since
Hpn(§) is symmetric, I(M) is projective. Hence I(M) = Py & P,, where P; =
O sk Pl + kn) and Py =2 @) 't P(n — 1,i + 1 + kn) for some sy, t; € N,
0 < k <m-—1. Regarding M C I(M), and putting M; = MNP, and My = MNP,.
Since I(M) is an injective envelope of M, socM = socl(M) = socP; & socP;.
Hence socM C Mj; & Ms. Since r1(M) = 2, M/socM is a semisimple submodule
of I(M)/socI(M), and so M/socM C soc(I(M)/socI(M)) = soc?I(M)/socl(M).
By Corollary BII] socI(M) = rad*I(M) = rad®P, @ rad®>P; and soc’I(M) =
radl (M) = radP, @ radP,. Hence M C radl(M). Let w: I(M) — I(M)/socI(M)



10 HUA SUN AND HUI-XIANG CHEN

be the canonical epimorphism. Then I(M)/socI(M) = I(M)/rad*I(M) = n(P,) ®
7(Py) and M/socM C radl(M)/rad*I(M) = n(radP;) @ w(radP,). By the proof
of Proposition B.8 one gets

m(radP)) = (radP; +rad®I(M))/rad?(I(M))
radP; /rad® Py = @7 (s + sp41)M(n — 1i + 1+ kn),
(radPy + rad*I(M))/rad*(I(M))
radP, /rad’ Py 22 @7 (ty—1 + tx) M (1,0 + kn),

1%

m(radPz)

1%

where s, = sp and t_1 = t,,,—1. By Proposition B.2(3), for any simple submodule
X of M/socM, either X C w(radP;) or X C w(radPe). If X C w(radP;) then
7 HX) € M N (radPy + rad®’I(M)) = M N (radP, @ rad®’P,) = (M NradP;) @
rad?P, C M, & M. Similarly, if X C m(radPy) then 7=1(X) C M; ® M,. Tt follows
that M C My & Ms, and so M = M; & My. However, M is indecomposable, we
have M7 = 0 or My = 0, and consequently P, = 0 or P, = 0. Thus either I(M)
O sk P(l,i 4+ kn) and socM = @7 'siM(1,i + kn), or I(M) = &' 't;,P(n —
l,i+1+kn)and socM = @ 't,M(n—1,i+1+kn). This completes the proof. [

Recall the syzygy functor 2 and the cosyzygy functor Q1. Let M be an H,,, (¢)-
module. Choose a fixed projective cover f : P(M) — M and define the syzygy QM
to be Kerf, called the syzygy of M. Choose an injective envelope f : M — I(M)
and define the cosyzygy 2 'M to be Cokerf. If M has no nonzero projective
(injective) direct summands, then neither do QM and Q1M , and QQ~ 1M = M =
Q~'QM. Moreover, M is indecomposable if and only if QM is indecomposable. If N
is also an H,,, (€)-module without nonzero projective (injective) direct summands,
then M = N if and only if QM = QN cf. [I p.126].

Let M be an indecomposable H,,,(§)-module with r1(M) = 2. By [4, Lemma 3.7],
socM = radM. If I(socM) = t and I(M/socM) = s, then we say that M is of

(s,t)-type (cf. []).
Lemma 4.2. Let M be an indecomposable H,,,,(§)-module with x1(M) = 2.

(1) M is of (1,2)-type & M =2 Q1M (1,i) for some 1 <1 <n—1andi € Zyp.
(2) M is of (2,1)-type & M =2 QM(1,7) for some 1 <1 <n—1 and i € L.

Proof. (1) By Corollary and the proof of Proposition B8 if M =2 Q1M (l,1)
for some 1 <1 <n-—1andi € Zyy,, 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 < I < n—1
and i € Zyy,. It follows from Corollary that there is an H,,,(£)-module
epimorphism f : P(l,4) — M. Since (M) = 3 and I(P(l,i)) = 4, I(Kerf) = 1.
Hence Kerf = socP(l,i) = M(l,4), and so M = P(l,i)/Kerf = P(l,4)/socP(l,i) =
Q= 1M(1,4) by Corollary B.I0

(2) It is similar to (1) or dual to (1). O
Lemma 4.3. Let M be of (s,t)-type.

(1) s <2t and t < 2s.
(2) If s# 1, then t < 2s and QM s of (25 — t, s)-type.
(3) Ift # 1, then s < 2t and Q1M is of (t,2t — s)-type.
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(4) If s =t, then both QM and Q=1 M are of (t,t)-type.

Proof. By Proposition [£.]] there are integers 1 <l <n—1and 0<i<n—1such
that socM = @7 't M (1,i+kn) and I(M) = & e P(I,i+ kn) for some t, € N,
0 < k <m — 1. Moreover, 22:01 ty = t.

(1) By the proof of Proposition B}, M /socM C radl(M)/rad*I(M) and

radl (M) /rad’T(M) = @7 (ty + tes1)M(n — 1i + 1 + kn),

where t,, = to. Hence s = I[(M/socM) < l(radI(M)/rad*I(M)) = 2t. Further-
more, we have M/radM = M/socM = &}*"'sM(n—1,i+1+kn) for some s, € N,
0 < k<m—1, with ZZ:Ol s, = s. Hence P = @} 'si,P(n—1,i+1+kn) is a projec-
tive cover of M. Thus, there is an epimorphism f : radP — radM. Since radM =

socM is semisimple, rad®P C Kerf, and hence I(socM) < l(radP/rad®P) = 2s,
and so t < 2s.

(2) Assume s # 1. By the proof of (1), f : P — M is a projective cover with socP =
rad?P C Kerf. Hence f induces an epimorphism f : P/rad2P — M. If t = 2s,
then [(M) = 3s = I(P/socP), and hence f is an isomorphism. However, P/rad*P
is not indecomposable by s > 1, a contradiction. Therefore, t < 2s. Meanwhile,
QM = Kerf C radP, socP = rad’P C Kerf and rad®P # Kerf. It follows that
rl(QM) = 2 and I(soc(QM)) = l(socP) = s. But I(QM) = [(P) — (M) =3s—t
and so [(QM /soc(QM)) = 2s —t. That is, QM is of (2s — ¢, s)-type.

(3) Tt is dual to (2).
(4) It is clear. O

Corollary 4.4. Let M be of (s,t)-type with socM = @?ZBltkM(l, i+ kn) for some
integers 1 <I<n—1,0<i<n—1andty > 0.

(1) M/socM = @7 si,M(n — 1,7+ 1+ kn) for some integers sj, > 0.
(2) Hompg,, () (M,socM) = Hompg, (¢ (M/socM,socM) = 0.

Proof. (1) follows from the proof of Proposition Il Since radM = socM and
socM is semisimple, it follows from (1) and Lemma [B:2(3) that
Homg,, . (&)(M,s0cM) = Homg, (&) (M /socM,socM)
= HomHmn(g)(GB;Cn;OlskM(n — i+ 1+ kn), @t M (1,5 + kn)) = 0.
This shows (2). O

Proposition 4.5. Let M be an indecomposable Hp,p,(&)-module of (s,t)-type.

(1) If s<t, thent =s+1 and M =2 Q°M(l,7) for some1 <1l <n—1 and
1 € Ly,

(2) If s > t, then s =t +1 and M = Q'M(l,i) for some 1 <1 <n-—1 and
t € Lumn -

Proof. (1)If 1 =5 < t, then t = 2 by Lemma[3(1) and M = Q=M (l,i) for some
1<l<n-1and: € Z,,, by Lemma[£2l Now assume 1 < s < t. Then ¢t < 2s by
Lemmal43l Set r =t —s, then 1 <7 < s. We know that there is a unique positive
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integer I such that I'r < s < (I'+1)r. We claim that Q*M is of (s —ir,s— (i —1)r)-
type for all 1 < ¢ <!'. In fact, QM is of (s — r, s)-type by Lemma [43[2). Now let
1 <i <!’ and assume Q' M is of (s —ir,s — (i — 1)r)-type. Then s—ir > s—1'r > 1
and Q1M is of (s — (i + 1)r, s — ir)-type again by Lemma HE3(2). Thus we have
proved the claim. In particular, Q' M is of (s=U'r,s—(I"=1)r)-type. i s—1U'r > 1,
then s — (I’ = 1)r < 2(s — I'r) by Lemma [.3|(2), which forces (I’ + 1)r < s, a
contradiction. Hence s —I'r =1 and so r = 1. It follows that t = s +1, s =1’ +1,
and QU M is of (1,2)-type. Thus, by Lemma B2, Q5 1M = Q1M (l,4) for some
1<li<n—1and i € Zpy, and so M = Q™ *M(1,1).

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

Corollary 4.6. Let M be the indecomposable H,,n(€)-module with ri(M) = 2.
Then either M s of (s, s)-type or M is isomorphic to QF*M(l,i) for some integers
s>2land1<Ii<n—1, and i € Zpmn.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition O

Lemma 4.7. For any 1 <l < n, i € Zpmn, we have following Auslander-Reiten
sequences in ModHy,y, (€):

(1) 0= QM(l,i) = M(n—1,i+l)®M (n—1,i+l-n)®P(l,i) — Q1M (l,i) — 0;

(2) 0 — QT2M (i) — QT MM —Li+1) o QT Mn —-1Li+1—n) —
Q'M(1,4) — 0;

(3) 0= Q7 'M(1,i) = QD Mn - 1Li+ 1) QD Mmn —1,i+1—n) -
Q- F2DM(1,0) — 0,

where t > 0 and Q°M (1,i) = M(l,1).
Proof. Tt is similar to [4] Theorem 3.17]. O

In what follows, we investigate the indecomposable H,,,(£)-modules of (¢, 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 [(N/socN) > [(socN).

Proof. We first show the result for s = 1. By Proposition Il we may assume
socM = @ZzoltkM(l,i—l—kn) forsome 1 <I<n—1,0<i<n—1andt; € Nwith

Z:Ol tp = t. If M contains a submodule N of (2,1)-type, then N = QM (l,i +
kn) = radP(l,i+kn) for some fixed k with ¢, > 0 by Lemma[L2land socN C socM.
Hence, there is a short exact sequence

0—radP(l,i+kn) =M - K —0

with K # 0 since l(radP(l,i + kn)) = 3 < [(M). By Corollary [£4[2), we have
Homg,,, e)(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 — Hompy,, (¢)(K,radP(l,i+ kn)) — Homgp,  (e)(K, P(l,i+ kn))
— Hompy,, ¢)(K, M(l,i + kn)) = Extyy  ¢)(K,radP(l,i + kn)) — 0.

Hence Ext}{mn(g) (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 < j < s. If M contains a submodule N of
(s + 1,s)-type, then socN = @] 'spM(l,i + kn) for some s, € N with s, < tx
and ZZZOl si = s. By Corollary E4(1), N/socN = @ 's) M (n —1,i+ 1+ kn) for
some sj € N with ZZ:OI s}, = s + 1. Moreover, there is a short exact sequence.

0—-N-—=MZ M/N—=O0.

Let V be a simple submodule of M/N. Then N C 7= }(V) C M and 7= *(V)/N =
V. If V is not isomorphic to any submodule of socM, then V is not isomorphic
to any submodule of soc(m~1(V)), and hence soc(r~1(V)) = socN. In this case,
I(soc(m=1(V))) = s and I(7~1(V)/soc(r=1(V))) = s + 2. Thus, 7~ 1(V) is de-
composable by Lemma [3.12 and Corollary [A.6, and 7~*(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]
one can check that V' C m(socM), soc(M/N) = m(socM) = & 're M(1,i + kn)
for some 7, € N with E;n:_ol rp =t —s and socM = socN @ soc(M/N). Hence
I(M) =2 I(N)® I(M/N). Thus, any monomophism M — I(N)@ I(M/N) is an
envelope of M. Now by applying Q~! to the above exact sequence, one gets an
exact sequence

0—Q YN)—=Q (M) - QY (M/N)—o0.

This contradicts the induction hypothesis since Q=1 (M) is of (¢, t)-type and Q1 (N)
is of (s,s — 1)-type by Lemma [3[3). Therefore, M contains no submodule of
(s + 1, s)-type. This completes the proof. O

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

Proof. Suppose I(L/socL) = I(socL) and I(N/socN) = l(socN). For any sub-
module X of M, we have [X] = [X/socX] + [socX] in Go(Hmn(§)). Moreover,
X/socX = (X + socM)/socM C M/socM and socX C socM. Since [L + N| =
[L] + [N] = [LN N} in Go(Hpmn(§), it follows from Corollary E4)(2) that
[(L + N)/soc(L + N)] = [L/socL] + [N/socN] — [(L N N)/soc(L N N),
[soc(L + N)] = [socL] + [socN] — [soc(L N N)]
in Go(Hpmn(§)). Hence we have
I((L+ N)/soc(L+ N)) =1(L/socL) +1(N/socN) —I((LNN)/soc(L N N)),
l(soc(L + N)) = l(socL) + l(socN) — l(soc(L N N)).

By Lemmald8 [((L+N)/soc(L+N)) < l(soc(L+N)) and I((LNN)/soc(LNN)) <
[(soc(L N N)). This forces I((L N N)/soc(L N N)) = I(soc(L N N)). O
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For any positive integer i, j. Let T; ; € M;x;(k) be given by

o 0 - 0 1
o o0 --- 0 O
o o0 - 0 0

Clearly, Ts s = D:7! for any integer s > 1. In particular, T}, , = D?~!. For any
1<l<n—1andié€Z, define A;(i) in M;(k) by

0 0 0 0
ar(l,i) 0 0 0

A(i) = 0  as(li) 0 0|
0 0 - (i) 0

where ay(l,1) is defined in the last section. By Lemma B6(2), ay(l,7) # 0 for all
1<k<l—1.

Lemma 4.10. (1) For any 1 <1 < n—1 and i € Z, there is a unique algebra
morphism ¢ : Hypn (§) — M, (k) such that

d(a) = Zii, ¢(b) = diag{g"t!=1, g2, ... gtin,
#(c) = diag{€?, &t ... ¢tn=11 4(d) = D,,

where Zy; and D, are given in Section 3. Denote by Ti(l,i) the correspond-
ing left Hpn(§)-module. Then Ti(1,3) is of (1,1)-type, socTi(l,i) = M(l,i) and
Ty(l,4)/socTy(l,3) = M(n—1,i+1).

(2) For any 1 < 1 < n—1 and i € Z, there is a unique algebra morphism ¢ :
Hpn (&) = My (k) such that

Ani(i+1—mn) 0 D,_; 0
Qb a) = . B ¢ d) = 5
(@) Tin—1 A7) () 0 D
¢(b) — diag{qi_l, qi—27 . ,qi—n}, ¢(C) — diag{SiH_", §i+l—n+1, . ,€i+l—n+n—1}'
Denote by Tlﬁ, i) the corresponding left Humn(§)-module. Then T1(1,4) is of (1,1)-
type, and socT1(l,4) = M(l,i) and T1(1,4)/socT1(1,4) 2 M(n —1,i+1—mn).

Proof. 1t follows from a straightforward computation. O

Obviously, we have the following lemma.
Lemma 4.11. Let 1 <1,I' <n—1 andi,i € Z.
(1) Ty(L,3) 2T (l',4").

(2) Th(l,3) 2Ty (I',4") if and only if L =1" and i =4’ (mod mn).
(3) T1(1,i) = T,(I',i") if and only if L =1' and i =i’ (mod mn).

Proposition 4.12. Let M be of (1,1)-type. Then there are 1 <1 < n—1 and
i € Z such that M = Ty(l,i) or M = T1(l,4).



REPRESENTATIONS OF DRINFELD DOUBLES OF RADFORD HOPF ALGEBRAS 15

Proof. Since M is of (1,1)-type, there are 1 <1 < n—1and ¢ € Z such that socM =
M(l,7). Hence P(l,7) is an injective envelope of M. We may assume that M is
a submodule of P(l,4). Then socM = socP(l,i), M/socM C soc?P(l,i)/socP(l,1)
and M C soc?P(l,i). Let vi,va, -+ ,Un,u1,u2, - ,u, be the standard basis of
P(l,i). Then by the proof of Proposition B.8 socP(l,i) = span{uy,ug, - ,u;} =
M(1,4) and soc?P(l,i)/socP(l,i) = My & Ma, where

M :==span{v; +socP(L,i)[1<j<n—I}=Mnh-1i+1—n),
My :=span{u; +socP(l,i)|l +1<j<n} = Mn-—1,i+1).
By Lemma B2l M; and M, are simple submodules of soc?P(l,i)/socP(l,i) and

M; 2 Ms. Since M /socM is a simple submodule of soc? P(l, i) /socP(l,4), M /socM =
My or M/socM = Ms.

If M/socM = My, then M = span{vy,va, -+ ,Up_1, U1, U2, -+ ,u;}. In this case,
by Lemma B.616,7), one can check that M = Ty(l,i). If M/socM = My, then

M = span{uy, ua,--- ,un}. In this case, one can check that M = T(l,1). O
Remark 4.13. Let 1 <I<n—1 andi € Z. By Proposition[].12 and its proof, we
have

Qi) =2 Ti(n—1i+1—n), Qi) 2Ti(n—1i+1),

QT (1) =T (n—1,i+1), T(l %T(n—ll—i-l—n)

—n). Moreover, one can
=2k and

1(1,4), T1(1,i + kn)) =

i)

i)
Hence Q2T (1,3) = Ty(l,i +n) and Q*T;(1,i) = T
check that Endy,, ¢)(T1(1,4)) =k, Endy,, )(T (1,4
Homp,,,,(¢)(T1(1,8), Ta(l, i+ kn)) = 0, Hompy,,, (¢)(

for all k € Z with m t k.

)ﬂ| 5?

Lemma 4.14. Let M and N be nonzero indecomposable Hy,,,(§)-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. Tt follows from Lemma [B.12] Corollary .6, Lemma (7 and [1, Theorem
V.5.3]. O

Let 1 <l <n—1andi€Z. Since DTrTi(l,i —n) = Q?Ty(l,i —n) = Ti(l,4), one
gets an Auslander-Reiten sequence (AR-sequence for short)
0—->Ti(l,i) > M —>T(l,i —n) = 0.

If M has a nontrivial indecomposable direct summand NV, then there is an irre-
ducible morphism f : Ty(l,i) — N. By Lemma T4 and (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, [(T1(l,47)) = I(N). It is absurd. Hence M is
an indecomposable module of (2, 2)-type. Denote M by T5(l,¢). Thus, we have an
AR-sequence

0— Tu(l,d) 25 To(l,) 25 Tu(l,i — n) — 0. (1)

Clearly, socTy(l,4) = M(l,i)® M(l,i—n) and Tx(l,4)/socTa(l,i) 2 M(n—1,i+1)&®
Mmn—-1i+1l—n).

Lemma 4.15. Imf; is the only submodule of (1,1)-type contained in To(l,7).
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Proof. Let N be a submodule of (1, 1)-type of T(l,7). Then by Lemma [£9]
I((NNImfy)/soc(NNImf)) = I(soc(N NImfy)).

Hence either NNImf; =0 or NNImf; = N. If NNImf; = 0, then Tx(l,4) =
N @ Imfy, a contradiction. Hence N NImjf; = N, and so N = Imf;. O

By applying Q2 to the sequence (), one gets another AR-sequence
0 — Q2T (1,i) — Q*Tr(1,i) — Q*T1(1,i — n) — 0.

Hence Q?Ty(1,i) = To(l,i + n) by Q*T1(l,i) = Ti(l,i +n) and Q>T1(l,i —n) =
Ty(l,4). By [I, Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a unique module T5(l, ) up to
isomorphism such that there is an AR-sequence

g1

2 ’
0 = To(l,i) =L Ti(l,i — n) @ Ta(l, i) 220 Ty(1,i —n) — 0.

Lemma 4.16. T3(l,4) is an indecomposable module of (3, 3)-type with socT3(l,1) =
®2_oM(l,i — kn), T5(1,i)/socT5(l,i) = ®_oM(n —1,i+1—kn) and Q2T5(1,4) =
T3(l,i + n). Moreover, Im(faf1) and Imfs are only submodules of (1,1)-type and
(2,2)-type, respectively, and T3(1,4)/ITm(fof1) = Ta(l,i — n) and T5(1,%)/Imfy =
T1 (l, 7 — 271)

Proof. Tt is similar to [4, Lemma 4.10] by using Lemmas [£9] T4 and d

Now suppose t > 3 and we have got indecomposable modules
Tl(la Z)a T2(lv Z)v Tty Tt(lv Z)
and AR-sequences

0 — T1(l,3) L5 Tu(l,4) 25 T (l,i — n) — 0,

(952
fs—l g
0= Ts1(l,i) ——= Ts—a(l,i —n) ® Ts(l,1) Foogs1)

Ts_l(l,i — TL) —0
for all 3 < s <t, where 1 <I<n—1andié€ Z. They satisfy the following:

(1) Ts(l,4) is of (s, s)-type with socTs(l,7) = @;_yM(l,i — kn) and
Ts(1,3)/socTs(l,i) =2 @;_M(n —1,i + 1 — kn);

(2) Im(fs—1---f;) is the only submodule of (3, j)-type of Ts(l,¢) and
To(L,0)/Im(fs—1--- f5) = Ts—j(I,i —jn) for all 1 < j < s;

(3) Q2T4(1,7) = Ts(l,i +n),

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

(gt—l)
L\ . N (a0
0— Tt(l,l) _— thl(l,l — n) @TtJrl(l,Z) —_—

Tt(l,i— TL) — 0.

Then similarly to Lemma .18 we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.17. Ti11(l,4) is an indecomposable module of (t + 1,t + 1)-type with
SOCTt+1(l, Z) = ®2:OM(Z7 7 — kn), Tt+1(l, i)/SOCTt+1(l, Z) = GBZZOM(TL — l, 1+ l— kn)
and Q?Ty1(1,1) = Tepa(l, i+ n). Moreover, Im(fi - f;) is the unique submodule
of (4, 7)-type of Tyx1(1,4) and Tysa(1,9)/Im(fe -+ - f;) = Tig1—;(1,i — gn) for all 1 <
i<t

Proof. Tt is similar to [4, Lemma 4.11] by using Corollary 4] Lemmas [1.8] 1.9 and
414 O

Summarizing the discussion above, one gets the following theorem.

Theorem 4.18. For any 1 <l < n—1and i,t € Z with t > 1, there is an
indecomposable Hpy (€)-module Ti(1,1) of (t,t)-type. We have following properties:

(1) Q2Ty(1,49) = Ty(1,i + n), socTy(l,i) = @) _{M(1,i — kn) and
Ty (1,3) /socTy(l,i) = @yt M(n — Li+ 1 — kn).

(2) For any 1 < j < t, Ty(I,i) contains a unique submodule of (j,j)-type,
which is isomorphic to T;(1,1) and the quotient module of T;(l,i) modulo
the submodule of (j,7)-type is isomorphic to Ty—;(1,i — jn).

(3) For anyl < j <t, the unique submodule of (j,j)-type of T¢(1,1) is contained
in that of ( + 1,7 + 1)-type.

(4) There are AR-sequences

0— Tu(l,d) L To(l,i) 25 Ty(l,i —n) — 0,

)

0= Th(l, )~ Ty (1, = n) @ Topr (1, d) =290 T (li—m) = 0 (¢ > 2).

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

Theorem 4.19. For any 1 g_l <n-—1andit € Z witht > 1, there is an
indecomposable H,y, (€)-module T(l,1) of (t,t)-type. We have following properties:

(1) Q2Ty(1,49) = Ty(l,i —n), socTy(l,i) = @i _{ M(l,i + kn) and
Ti(1,)/socTy(1,i) 2 @_tyM(n —1,i+ 1+ (k- 1)n).

(2) For any 1 < j < t, Ty(l,4) contains a unique submodule of (j,7)-type,
which is isomorphic to T;(1,i) and the quotient module of Ty(l,i) modulo
the submodule of (j, j)-type is isomorphic to Ti—;(l,i + jn).

(3) Forany1 < j < t, the unique submodule of (j, j)-type of Tt(1,4) is contained
in that of (7 + 1,7+ 1)-type.

(4) There are AR-sequences

0 — Th(l,4) L To(l,d) 2 To(lyi+n) — 0,
o
0 Tutd) T T i) e Tonn i) T Tt m) 50 (> 2).
Corollary 4.20. Let 1 <1,I' <n—1and i,/ t,t! €Z witht>1 and t' > 1.

(1) Ty(l,0) 2T (l',4").
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(2) Ty(L,d) 2T (',d) if and only if t =t', l =1" and i =i’ (mod mn).
Ti(l,i) =Ty (l',i") if and only if t =t', 1 =1" and i =i’ (mod mn).

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma LTIl Theorems FI8(2) and ETX2), I(T:(1,i)) = 2t
and [(Ty (I',i")) = 2¢'. O

Proposition 4.21. Let M be an indecomposable Hpp(€)-module of (t,t)-type. If
M contains a submodule of (1,1)-type, then M = Ty(1,i) or M = T4(1,4) for some
1<li<n—-1andicZ.

Proof. If t = 1, it follows from Proposition .12l Now let ¢ > 1 and assume that M
contains a submodule N of (1,1)-type. Then by Proposition T2 N = T3 (l,4) or
N = T4(l,i) for some 1 <l <n—1andi€ Z. If N=Ty(l,i), then an argument
similar to the proof of [4, Theorem 4.16] shows that M 2 Ty(l,4). Similarly, if
N =Ty (1,4) then M = Ty(1,4). O

For any H,y,(§)-module M and i € Z, let M) := {x € M|cx = 'z}
Lemma 4.22. Let M be an H,,,,(§)-module.

(1) For any i,j € Z, My = My < i = j (mod mn), and hence M =
@iz, M(i) as vector spaces.

(2) dM;y € M1y for any i € Z, and hence M? = ®iez, MeN M.

(3) If K and N are submodules of M such that M = K © N, then My =
K(i) (S5) N(i) for alli € Z.

(4) If f : M — N is an Hpy(§)-module map, then f(My) € Ny for alli € Z.
Furthermore, if f is surjective, then f(M)) = Ny for all i € Z.

Proof. 1t follows from a straightforward verification. O

Let 1 <l<n—1,ieZandPZGB;”:BlP(l,i—i—kn). For any 0 < k <m —1, let
Fouk, oo ok uf uf, - ub ) be astandard basis of P(I,i+kn). Then {v¥, u¥[1 <
< k< m-—1}1is a basis of P. Let n € k*. For any 1 < j < n and

-1, deﬁnexf S Pbyxé? :uf if1<j5 < :vf zué?—i—vffll if

m
1<j<nand0 <k <m=—1 2l ' =ul 4l ifl+1<j<n

and k = m — 1. Note that ¢/t*" = ¢/ for any j,k € Z. By Lemma [B.6(4), a
straightforward verification shows that

Qj(l,i)$?+1, 1<ji<n,0<k<m—1,
aac?: an(l,i)x’f+:1:]f+1, j=n0<k<m—1, (2)
(i) e+ nal, j=nk=m-—1,
bak =gtk 1<j<n,0<k<m—1, (3)
caf = £ 1< <n,0 <k <m— 1, (4)

0 =1,0<k<m—1,

~
xffl, 1<j<n,0<k<m—1.
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This implies that span{xﬂl <j<n,0< k< m—1}is asubmodule of P, denoted
by Mi(l,i,n). Clearly, {z%|1 < j <n,0 <k <m—1}is a k-basis of M(l,4,n). A
basis of M(l,4,n) satisfying Eqs.(@)-(&]) is called a standard basis.

Lemma 4.23. Retain the above notations.

(1) rl(Ml(lv’LvT])) = 27 SOCMl(lvile) = @;qn:_olM(lal+ kn) and
Mi(1,4,m)/socMi(l,i,m) = @' M(n — 1,5+ 1+ kn).

(2) My (l n) is an mdecomposable module of (m,m)-type.

(3) Mi(l,i,m) does not contain any submodule of (1,1)-type.

(4) My(l,i,m) 2 Tu(l',i") and My(1,i,m) 2 T (l',d') for any 1 <1 <n—1
and i € Z

Proof. (1) By the proof of Proposition B8, we have M;(l,i,7) C radP and

socMq(l,4,m) = rad My (1,4 17) = socP
= span{zF|1 <j<L,0<k<m-—-1}= oP M (1,0 4+ kn).

Hence Mi(l,i,7n)/socM1(l,i,n) € P/socP. Let w : P — P/socP be the canoni-
cal epimorphiosm. By Lemma B.6(4,6), a straightforward verification shows that
span{m(af 1), - ,m(zk)} is a submodule of Mi(l,4,1)/socMi(l,i,m) and isomor-
phic to M(n —1,i+ 1+ kn) for any 0 < k < m — 1. Therefore,

M (l,i,m)/socMy(l,i,n) = span{m(z¥)[l+1<j<n,0<k<m—1}
=~ ol \M(n—1,i+1+kn),

and so rl(My(l,4,7n)) = 2.

(2) Suppose Mi(l,i,7) = N @ K for some submodules N and K of M (l,i,7). Then
by Lemma B22(3), Mi(l,i,n);) = Ny © K¢ for any j € Z. It is easy to check
that for 1 < 5,57 <nand 0 < k, k' <m—1,

i+kn+j—1=i+k'n+j5 —1 (mod mn) < j =3 and k =k’

Then by Eq. @) xk € Ml(lvivn)(inLknqufl) and dim(Ml(lvivn)(iJrknJrjfl)) =1 for
all <7< n and 0<k<m-—1, and so :102C € N or xf € K. In particular,
22 € N or 2% € K. Without losing generality, we may assume 20 € N. Then
az® = a,(l,3)z+2} € N, and caz? = o, (1,7)cad+cxi = a,(l,i)¢1 2+ 2] € N.
This implies that 29,21 € N. If z} € K, then a similar argument shows that
r1,22 € K, and so 1 € N N K, a contradiction. Therefore, > € N. Similarly,
one can check that 22,--- 2™~ € N. However, My(l,i,n) = (x%,:z:,lz,~ ,zmlhy,

Hence N = M;(l,4,m), and so M (1,4, n) is indecomposable. Then by (1), M;(l,4,n)
is of (m, m)-type.

(3) Suppose on the contrary that M (l,i,n) contains a submodule N of (1,1)-
type. Then by (1), #(N) is a simple submodule of M;(l,%,7n)/socMy(l,4,7n), and
hence 7(N) =2 M(n —l,i + 1+ kn) for some 0 < k < m — 1. This implies that
m(N) = @72 7 (N)(i4hnts) and dim(m(N)iypn)) = 1 forall | <j < n—1. By
Lemma (4)7 7T(]V)(i-i-kn-l-j) = 7-‘-(A]V(z'-l-kn-l-j))7 and hence N(i+kn+n—1) # 0. By the
proof of (2), N(iskntn—1) = M1(l,4,7)(i+kntn—1) and so xF € N. Then similarly to

(2), one gets =¥, 2¥ € N, and hence (z¥,25™!) C N, where 2" = 29. However,
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(kY 2= M(1,i+ kn) @ M(1,i + (k4 1)n) and I(socN) = 1, a contradiction.
Therefore, M (l,i,n) does not contain any submodule of (1, 1)-type.

(4) Tt follows from (3) and Theorems ALI8(2) and L.T9(2). O
Lemma 4.24. Let 1 <Il<n—1,1€Z and n € k*.

(1) QilMl(la 7;5 77) = Ml(n - la i+ 1 — n, (_1)m77)
(2) Q7 2My(1,3,1) = My(l,5 —n,n) and Q>M;(1,3,7) = My(l,i +n,n).

Proof. With the notations above, P = @} ' P(I,i+ kn) is an injective envelope of
Mi(l,i,m) and M;(l,i,nm7) C P. For any = € P, let T denote the image of z under
the canonical epimorphism P — P/M;(l,4,n). Then

— { M 1< j<n,0<k<m—1,

IR
i i , )
—nvj_l, I+1<j<n,k=m—1.

Let yf = (—1)’“@ forall 1 < j <mnand 0 < k< m—1 Then {yj|1 J
n,0 < k < m — 1} is a basis of P/M;(l,4,n). By Lemma B.6(6,7) and Eq.(@),
straightforward verification shows that

<
a

aj(n—li—l—l—n)yﬁ_l, 1<j<n,0<k<m—1,
ayt = an(n—1i+1—n)yk+yi*, j=n0<k<m—1,
Oén( _lal+l_n)y1n 1+( 1)m77y15 ]:nk:m_lv

byk — qi+l—n+(n—l)_]‘y‘ 1< ] < n, 0< k< <m— 17
cy fé-ﬂrl n+kn+j— 1y 1§]§n,0§k§m—1,
dk_ 0’ jzl,()gkgm—l,
T y¥ o, 1<j<n0<k<m—1

It follows that Q1M (l,i,m) = P/Mi(l,i,m) = My(n —1,i+ 1 —n,(—1)™n). This
shows (1). (2) follows from (1). O

Lemma 4.25. Let 1 <I<n—1,i€Z andn € k*. Then
My (1, i,m) = My(l, i+ n,n).

Proof. Let {xﬂl <j<n0<k<m—1}and {yﬂl <j<n0<k<m—1}be
the standard bases of Mi(l,i,n) and Mi(l,i + n,n), respectively. Define a linear
map f: Mi(l,i+n,n) — Mi(l,i,m) by

f(k)— x?'H, 1<j<n,0<k<m—1,
Yi) = nx?, 1<j<n,k=m—-1
Then f is a linear isomorphism. By a standard computation, one can check that
flayf) = afW)), f(by}) =bf (), Fleyl) = cf (u)), Fdy}) = df (y]),

where 1 < j <mand 0 <k <m— 1. Hence f is an H,,;,(§)-module isomorphism.
This completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.26. Let 1 <Il<n—1,i€Z andn € k*. Then
Q*Mi(li,m) = Mi(ld,n) = Q7 2Mi (1, i, m).
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Proof. Tt follows from Lemmas [£24)(2) and O

Proposition 4.27. Let 1 <I,I'<n—1, i, € Z and n,n’ € k*. Then
Mi(l,i,n) =2 M (I'i' ')y < 1l=1U,n=n" and i =14 (mod n).

Proof. 1 =1, n = n' and i = ¢ (mod n), then M;(l,i,n) = M(l',i,n') by
Lemma (.25 Conversely, assume M (l,4,n) = My(U',i’,n'). Then socM;(l,i,n) =
socMy(l',i',n"). By Lemmal£23(1), M (l,7) = M (I',i'+kn) for some 0 < k < m—1.
It follows from Lemma B2(2) that I =’ and mn|i — ¢’ — kn. This implies n|i — i’
Then by Lemma E25] M;(I',i',n') = My(l,4,n'), and so M;(l,i,n) = Mi(l,i,7).
Let f : Mi(l,i,n) — Mi(l,i,7') be a module isomorphism. Let {z%[1 < j <
n,0 < k < m—1} and {yf|1 < j €< n,0< k< m—1} be the standard bases
of Mi(l,i,m) and My(l,4,n'), respectively. Then by the proof of Lemma [23(2),
Mi(l,3,m) (ipbntj—1) = kx? and M1(1,4,7) (i4kntj—1) = ]1«3;;-c for all 1 < j7 < n and
0 < k < m—1. Hence by Lemma [£22[(4), there are scalars 8y, 81, , Bm—1 € k*
suchthatf( kY = Bky foral0 < k<m—1. Foranyl <j<nand0<k<m—1,
Jd k) = dm f(af), ie. f(z¥) = Bryl. Then for 0 <k <m —1, by f(azk) =

af(x*), one gets that o, (1, 1) Bryr 4+ Bro1yt T = an (1, 7) Bry? —I—Bkka which implies
Br = Brg1. Thus, fo = f1 = -+ = Bp—1. Finally, from f(az ') = af(z)'~1),
one gets n =17’. O
Corollary 4.28. Let 1 <l <n,i€Z andn € k*. Then

Enden(g) (Ml (l, i, 7’])) =~ k.

Proof. Tt follows from the proof of Proposition O

Lemma 4.29. Let M be an indecomposable H,, (§)-module of (t,t)-type. Then ei-
ther M contains a submodule of (1,1)-type, or M contains a submodule isomorphic
to My(l,i,m) for some 1 <l <mn,i€Z andn € k*.

Proof. If t = 1, the result is trivial. Now assume t > 1. Then by Proposition
41 P = @?:BltkP(l,i + kn) is an envelope of M for some 1 <l <n—-1,i€Z
and t; € N with 22:01 tr = t. Hence we may assume M C soc2P = radP =
o tradP(l,i + kn). Then socM = socP = @} tysocP(l,i + kn).

For any 1 < s < #y, let {v]f’s, . ,vﬁ’_sl,ulf * ---,uf*} be a standard basis of the

sth summand radP(l,i + kn) of tyradP(l,i + kn). Then radP has a k-basis
{v I Vs uks,~-~ ,uﬁ’s|0§k§m—1,1§s§tk}

7nl’

and socM = socP = span{ul’ ,-~- k’S|O <k<<m-— 1,1 < s <t} Let V =
span{ovf®, ... ,vssl,uf+sl,-~- ,uks|o < —1,1<s<tgtand U = MNV.
Then as vector spaces, radP = VEBSOCP and M = UEBSOCM Forany0 <j<1—-1

and 0 <k <m—1, (radP) iyt kn) = span{uj+1|1 <s<ty}. Foranyl <j<n—1

and 0 < k < m — 1, (radP)(iyjqkn) = span{vfill Sl, J+1|1 < s < g1, 1 <

s < i}, where we regard t,, = to and Uﬁl l = 3+S1 ;- Note that socP =
@é;% @Z:(Jl (radP) (i4j4kn) and V = 69] l @k o (radP)(l_HHm). Hence socM =

Db Orly Miyjyrny and U = S5 G Miyjikm). Moreover, My pm) =
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(radP)(ipjtkny forall 0 < j<l—Tand 0 <k <m—1. Forany 0 <j<n—1,
let P[j] = ®k:0 (randp)(l+J+kn) and M[j] = MnN P[J]' Then radP = ;—l:olp[j],
My = 69;::_01M(i+j+kn) and M = @?;&Mm. Moreover, Mj;; = P for all 0 <
7 <1l—1, socM = @;;%MU] and U = @?;llM[j]. By the structure of radP, the
maps M — Mj;_q), — dz and Mj;_q) — M[;), z — ax are both bijective for any
0 <j <n—1with j # . Moreover, dM[g) = 0, dM};; € My;_1}, aMp_y) = 0 and
aMp,_1) € M. It follows that dimM; =t forall0 < j<n—1.

If M4 N My # 0, then it follows from Lemma E22(2) and My = &7 M it 144m)
that M¢ ﬂM(H_H_,m # 0 for some 0 < k < m—1. Since M(;i4xn) € (radP)(it14xn),
it follows from the action of d on radP that M¢% N Miti4kn) C span{vk+1’s|1 <
s < tpe1) Let 0 # 2 € MYnN Miti4kn). Then z = Ztk“ Bsvy FLs for some
B, By, € k. Then by the proof of Proposition 4.12] one can see that the sub-

module (z) is isomorphic to T1(l,i+ (k+ 1)n), and hence M contains a submodule
of (1,1)-type.

Now assume M?% N My = 0. For any 0 < k < m — 1, let V9 = span{vlf+1’s|1 <

<tpyr}t and Vi = span{ul 1 <s <t} Then (radP)(iyiirn) = VO ® V)l and
M(HHkn)ka = 0. Note that VO 0if tpp1 = 0. Hence VP ® M ;41 1m) C V2DV,
and 5o dimM ;4 pn) < dimV;! = . However, 37t dimM ;4 gy = dimMyp) =
t= Z:ol ty. It follows that dimM ;14 kn) = dimV;! = ¢, and so (radP) (i414kn) =
V2@ V! = V2@ Mijiqpn for all 0 <k <m—1. If to,ty, -+ ,ty,—1 are not all
nonzero, then we may assume tx117 = 0 but tx # 0 for some 0 < k < m—1. In
this case, M(;qyi4pn) = Vi = span{uf+sl|1 s < tx}, and hence the submodule

<ul+1> of M is isomorphic to Ty (l,i + kn) by the proof of Proposition @ Thus,
M contains a submodule of (1, 1)-type. From now on, assume that ¢, t1, -, tm—1
are all nonzero. Then for any 0 < k < m — 1, there exists a basis {zg 5|1 < s <t}

of Mitiyrn) such that zg s — u;:’fl € VY for all 1 < s < t;. Firstly, suppose
that zp 1 — u;:’Lll, S Tty — uﬁtf are linearly dependent over k for some 0 < k <
m—1. If tx, = 1 then xp; — uﬁll = 0. In this case, uﬁ’_ll = 21 € M, and
M contains a submodule (ul+1> of (1,1)-type as above. If ¢t > 1, then without
losing generality, we may assume that zj, — uﬁtf = Zt’“ 1ﬁ] (x;w “l+1) for
some (; € k. In this case, uﬁtf - Zt’“ 1ﬁ]ul+1 = Tpy, — ZJ U Bjxk; € M
and M contains a submodule <uf+t1k - Zt’“ ! ﬂaul+1> of (1, 1)-type as above. Then

suppose that xp 1 — u;:’Lll, S Tty — uﬁtf are linearly independent over k for all
0 < k<< m-—1 Then tgy1 = dlka >t for all 0 < kK < m — 1. Hence
to = tm 2 tm,1 2 2 tl 2 to, and so to = tl = e = tmfl. Thus, for any

0 < k <m — 1, there is an invertible matrix Xj, € M, (k) such that

k1 k,2 Ritoy _ k11 k12 k+1,t0
(T — Upp1rTh,2 = Uppqs 5 Thito — ul+1) (vy » U1 ARG ) X

Then X = X,,—1--- X1 Xp is an invertible matrix in M; (k). Since k is an al-
gebraically closed field, there is a nonzero element B = (81, -+ ,3:,)T € ko and
a nonzero scalar n € k such that XB = nB, where (1, - ,8)? denotes the
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transposition of (51, -, B,). For 0 < k < m — 1, define xfﬂ € Miti4kn) DY

0o _ 1 _
wPpy = (To1, 5 %0,40) B, Ty = (X115, 21,40) Xo B,
m—1

o = (11, T 1,t0) X2 - - X1 X0 B.

Then we have

0o _ 0,1 uOto 1,1 1t0
z) = (wyy, sy )B4 (v )XoB,

1 1,1 1,to 2,1 2t0

T, = (ul+1,-~- Ul+1)XOB+ (v, ) X1 X0 B,

m—1 __ m—1,1 m—1,to m,1 m,to
et = (it ) X XoB A (o 07 ) X - Xo B

m—1,1 m—1,t 0,1 0,t
= (Ul+1 Uy ) X2 XoB +n(vy, -, 077°)B.

Note that the map P,_1) — P, — d"~'~1z is a bijection and its restriction gives
rise to a bijection from M, ;) onto M. Hence if x € P,_y) satisfies d" 1y €

My, then x € My, _y). Define 20l o pml e Pp—1) by
1
x??,: (u%la"' OtO)B+( U, _ [a"'v ntol)XOB
o= (ut - ul)XoB o+ (0, o) Xa Xo B,
xg_l = (uzl_l’lv"' 7u$_1"t0)X XOB+77( n— l7"' 77}?{?[)3'
Let 0 < k < m— 1. It is easy to see that d"‘l_1 ¥ =}, and hence zk € M,_q).
Let x = d" Ik for 1 < j < n. Then xk € M(H_J 1+kny forall 1 < j < n.
Moreover7 dx- p forall 1 < j<n,and dxl = 0. Furthermore, we have
0,1 0,t 1,1 1,t
JI?: (’U,J S ,uj O)B, le = (uj R 7uj 0)){0‘37
= (u}n—l,l, . ,u;ﬂ—l»tO)Xm_Q .- XoB
forall 1 < j </, and
0,1 e
B g U )B (o) 0K
1,1 lt o2t
ah= (ujt, up ) XeB+ (3, )XIXOB
m— m—1,1 m—1,t 0,t
B = @ T X, e X B+ (o, - 00 B,

for all [ +1 < j < n. Clearly, the set {xf|1 <7< n,0< k< m—1} is linearly
independent. By Lemma [B:6(4,7), a straightforward verification shows that

aj(l,0)zk 1<j<n0<k<m—1,
ax;?: an(l,3)zk —|—xk+1, j=n0<k<m-—1,
an(l, ) 02, j=nk=m—1,

bx?zq”’lﬂx?, 1<j<n,0<k<m—1.

It follows that {xk|1 < j < n0 < k< m—1}is a basis of the submodule
(29 2k . ,xm‘1> of M and (29, m=1y o My (10, m). O

Corollary 4.30. Let M be an indecomposable H,,n,(€)-module of (t,t)-type. If
m1t, then M contains a submodule of (1,1)-type.

n,...7x

Proof. 1t follows from the proof of Lemma [4.20 O
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Corollary 4.31. Let M be a nonzero submodule of M1(l,i,7n), wherel <1< n—1,
i€Z andnek*. If I(M/socM) = l(socM), then M = My(l,4,7).

Proof. Let s := I(M/socM) = I(socM). If s < m, then it follows from Lemma
A8 that M contains a direct summand N of (¢,t)-type with 1 < ¢ < s. By Corol-
lary £30, N contains a submodule of (1,1)-type, and so does M;j(l,,n), which
contradicts Lemma [.23](3). Hence s = m, and so M = M;(l,,n). O

Throughout the following, unless otherwise stated, let 1 <[l <n—1,7 € Z and
n e kx.

By Corollary B26, Q2M;(1,i,m) = My (l,i,1). Hence there exists an AR-sequence

0— Ml(lalan) f—1> MQ(lv’LvT]) 2) Ml(lalan) —0
for a unique module Ms(l,7,7) up to isomorphism.

Lemma 4.32. With the notations above, My(l,i,1n) is an indecomposable module
of (2m, 2m)-type, Q2M>(1,i,m) = Ma(l,4,m), socMa(l,i,m) = @' 2M (1,7 + kn)
and Ms(l,i,n)/socMa(l,i,n) =2 @' 2M (n — 1,i + 1 + kn).

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that Mz (l,4,n7) has a nontrivial indecomposable
direct summand N. Then g1y : N — M;i(l,4,n) is an irreducible morphism. By
Lemma T4 N is of (¢,¢)-type and 1 < ¢t < 2m. Clearly, t # m, and hence N
contains a submodule K of (1, 1)-type by Corollary[d30 By Lemmal£.9] K C Kerg;
or K NKerg; = 0. Since Kergy = Imfi = M;(l,4,7), K ¢ Kerg; by Lemma
[£23(3). Hence K N Kergy = 0. This implies that K = ¢1(K) C M;(l,4,n),
which contradicts Lemma [£.23[(3). This shows that Ms(l,4,7n) is indecomposable.
Obviously, Ms(l,i,7) is of (2m,2m)-type. Since Q2M;(l,i,1) = My(l,i,7), one
gets Q2Mo(l,i,n) = Ms(l,i,m). Clearly, socMa(l,i,n) = &7 '2M(1,i + kn) and
Ms(l,i,n)/socMa(l,i,n) =2 @' 2M (n — 1,0 + 1 + kn). O

Lemma 4.33. Let N be a submodule of (t,t)-type of Ma(l,i,n). Then either N =
Imf, or N = Msy(l,i,m). Moreover, Ma(l,i,n)/Imf; = My(l,i,7).

Proof. Let L := N NImf;. Then [(L/socL) = I(socL) by Lemma If L =0,
then N = ¢;(N) C M;(l,i,n) by Imf; = Kergy. In this case, by Corollary £3T]
g1(N) = M;(l,4,m), and so Ms(l,i,m7) = N & Imf;, a contradiction. Hence L # 0.
Note that L C Imf; = M;(l,4,n). Again by Corollary 3Tl L = Imf;, and hence
Imf; € N. This implies m < t < 2m. If m < t < 2m, then N contains a
submodule K of (1,1)-type by Corollary By Lemma [0 one knows that
either K C Imf; or K NImf; = 0. Since Imf; = M;(l,i,n), K ¢ Imf; by
Lemma [£.23(3). Hence K NImf; = 0, which implies K = ¢;(K) C My(l,i,n), a
contradiction. Hence t = m or t = 2m. Thus, either N = Imf; or N = Ms(l,,7).
Moreover, Ma(l,i,n)/Imf; = Ma(l,i,n)/Kergy = My(l,4, 7). O

Corollary 4.34. For any 1 <1’ < n—1and i € Z, Ma(l,i,m) 2 Ton(I',i') and
MQ(Z, 7:7 77) % TQ’m(lla 7’/)
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Proof. By Lemma [£33] Ms(l,i,n) does not contain any submodule of (1,1)-type.
However, both Tb,,(I’,i") and Ta,,(I’,4) contain a submodule of (1, 1)-type by The-
orems [.I8(2) and L19(2). Thus, the corollary follows. O

Since Q2Ms(1,i,m) = Msy(l,i,7), by [1, Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a
unique H,,y, (€)-module Ms(1,4,m) up to isomorphism which fits an AR-sequence

f (f1,92)

2
0— M2(la 7;5 77) E— Ml(lvlvn) S5 M3(lvlvn) MQ(lv’LvT]) — 0.

Lemma 4.35. Retain the above notations.

(1) Ms(l,4,7m) is an indecomposable module of (3m,3m)-type, socMs(l,4,1) =2
@2;_513M(z, i+ kn) and M;s(l,i,m)/socMs(l,i,m) = @7 '3M(n — 1,i + 1 +
kn).

(2) If N is a submodule of (t,t)-type of Ms(l,i,m) with 1 < t < 3m, then
N = Im(faf1) or Imfa. Moreover, Ms(l,i,n)/Im(f2f1) = Ma(l,i,m) and
M3(lvla77)/lmf2 = Ml(lu i, 77)

(3) Q2M3(luiun) = M3(la%77) _

(4) M3(l,i,m) 2 Tam(I',1") and M3(l,i,m) 2 T3m(l',3") for any 1 <1 <n—1
and i € Z.

Proof. (1) Suppose on the contrary that Ms(l,4,n) is decomposable. By Lemma
@4 Ms(l,i,7n) has a nontrivial indecomposable direct summand N of (s, s)-type
with 1 < s < 3m. Then ga|n : N — Ms(l,4,7) is an irreducible morphism. Hence
92|~ 1s injective or surjective, but ga|n is not bijective. If go|n is surjective, then
2m < s < 3m, and hence N contains a submodule of (1,1)-type by Corollary [4.30
Thus, by Proposition 2T} N = T,(I’,i') or N = T,(I',4’") for some 1 <I' <n —1
and ¢ € Z. This implies that there is an irreducible morphism from Ts(’,¢) to
Ms(l,i,m) or from T(I',i") to Ma(l,i,m), which contradicts Theorem EIS(4) or
Theorem £19(4) by Corollary 434l Hence go|n is injective. So s < 2m and N =
92(N) G Mx(l,i,n). Then by Lemma B33, s = m and go(N) = Imfy = M;(1,4,7).
Thus, M3(1,4,m) has to be decomposed into a direct sum of three indecomposable
submodules of (m,m)-type, and hence Im(f{,g2) = Imf;, a contradiction. This
shows that Ms(l,4,n) is an indecomposable module of (3m,3m)-type. Clearly,
socM3(l,4,m) = @' 3M(1,i + kn) and Ms(1,,1)/socMs(l,4,m) = &7 '3M (n —
Li+14kn).

(2) Let N be a submodule of (¢, t)-type of M3(l,4,n) with 1 <t < 3m. If m t ¢, then
by Corollary A30, N contains a submodule of (1,1)-type, and so does Ms(l,i,n).
By Proposition E2T, M3(1,4,n) = T3, (',i") or Mz(l,i,m) = T3m(l',i') for some
1<l <n—1andi €Z. This contradicts Theorem EL.I8(4) or Theorem [L19(4)
as stated above, since gy is an irreducible morphism. Hence mlt.

Case 1: t = m. Since fo : My(l,i,m) — Ms(l,4,n) is an irreducible morphism,
f2 is injective, and so Imfy is a submodule of (2m,2m)-type of Ms(l,i,n). If
N NImfy = 0, then Ms(l,i,7) = N @ Imfo, which is impossible. Hence L :=
N NImf, # 0. By Lemma [£9 I(L/socL) = Il(socL) < m. By Lemma 48 L
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contains a submodule K of (s,s)-type with s < m. Then by the previous para-
graph, s = m. This forces N = L G Imfy = Ms(l,i,n), and so N = Im(faf1) =
M (l,4,m) by Lemma [£33l Since go is an irreducible morphism, it is surjective,
and hence [(Kergs/soc(Kergs)) = I(soc(Kergs)) = m. If Kergs is decomposable,
then by Lemma 8 Kergs has a direct summand of (s, s)-type with 1 < s < m,
a contradiction. Hence Kergs is an indecoposable module of (m, m)-type. Thus,
Kergs = Im(faf1), and so Ms(l,4,n)/Im(faf1) = Ms(l,4,m)/Kergs = My(l,4,7n).

Case 2: ¢ = 2m. In this case, K := N N Kergy # 0 since Ms5(l,4,n) is indecom-
posable, and [(K/socK) = I(socK) by Lemma Then by Corollary 31l and
K C Kergy = Im(faf1) = Mi(l,4,7n), one gets K = Kergs, and so Kergs C N. In
particular, Kergs C Imfs. Hence Kergo C N NImf,. If Kergo = N NImfy, then
I(N+Imfs) = I(N)+1(Imfz) —l(Kerge) = 6m, and so N+Imfo = M3(l,4,n), which
implies Ma(l,4,1m) = g2(N + Imfsz) = g2(N) @ g2(Imfz), a contradiction. Hence
Kergs # N NImfy. Let Ly := N NImfy. Then (L1 /socLy) = I(socLy) by Lemma
If Ly # Imfs, m < l(socLi) < 2m. In this case, whether L; is indecomposable
or not, Ly contains an indecomposable module of (s1,s1) with m { s1, a contradic-
tion. Hence L1 = Imfy, and so N = Imf,. Now by Lemma £33 Im fo/Im(faf1) =
M;(l,i,n) and hence Ms(l,i,m)/Imfy = (Ms(l,7,7)/Im(f2f1))/(Im f2/Im(f2f1)) =
M2(l7 i, n)/Imfl = Ml(lv i, 77)'

(3) Since Q2M;(l,i,m) = Mi(l,4,n7) and Q2My(l,i,m) =2 Mx(l,i,7), an argument
similar to Ty (l,) shows that Q2M;z(l,4,n) = Ms(l,i,7).

(4) By (2) and Theorems[I8(2) andATN2), M5(l,i,n) 2 Tsm(l',i') and M5(l,i,n) 2
T3, (l',i') forany 1 <1’ <n—1andi € Z. O

Now suppose t > 3 and we have got indecomposable modules
Ml (lu iu 77)7 M2(lu iu 77)7 ) Mt(lu iu 77)

and AR-sequences

0 — Mi(l,i,n) 25 My(l,i,m) 2 My(1,3,1) — 0,

(952)
. fs—1 , o (Fllangso)
O%Ms—l(lalan) MS-?(luzun)EBMS(lalan)

Ms—l(lu iu 77) —0
for all 3 < s < t. They satisfy the following:

(1) M(1,4,n) is of (sm, sm)-type with socM(l,i,m) = @' sM(l,i+ kn) and
M(1,i,m)/socMs(l,i,n) 2 &P 'sM(n — i+ 1+ kn);

(2) If N is a submodule of (s',s’)-type of M,(l,4,n) with 1 < s’ < sm, then
s’ = jm and N = Im(fs—1--- f;) for some 1 < j < s — 1. Moreover,
Ms(l,i,m)/Im(fs—1--- f;) = Ms—;(I,4,m) forall 1 < j <s—1;

(3) QQMs(lviﬂ?) = M(l,i,n);

(4) My(l,3,m) % Tem(I',i') and My(1,3,1) % Tepn(l',i") for any 1 <1/ <n —1
and i’ € Z,



REPRESENTATIONS OF DRINFELD DOUBLES OF RADFORD HOPF ALGEBRAS 27

for all 1 < s < t. Again by [1l Proposiotns V.1.12 and 5.3], there is a unique module
Mi11(1,4,m) up to isomorphism such that there is an AR-sequence

(gtl)
. fi : Ul :
0— Mt(la Z, 77) _— Mtfl(lvlvn) D Mt+1(la Z, 77) — Mt(lvlvn) — 0.

Lemma 4.36. Retain the above notations.

(1) Myy1(l,4,m) is an indecomposable module of ((t + 1)m, (t + 1)m)-type with
SOC]\4,5+1(Z7 i, 7’]) = @?:Bl (t + 1)M(l, 7 =+ kn), Mt+1(l, 7;, ﬁ)/SOCMt+1(l, 7;, 77) =
Pt + )M (n —Li+ 1+ kn).

(2) If N is an indecomposable submodule of (s, s)-type of Myy1(l,4,m) with 1 <
s < (t+ 1)ym, then s = jm and N = Im(f;--- f;) for some 1 < j < t.
Moreover, Myy1(1,4,n)/Im(fy--- f;) = Myp1—;(L,i,m) for all 1 < j <t

(3) Q*Mp1(l,4,m) = My (L, d,m). B

(4) Miy1(l,i,m) 2 Tqrym (53" and M1 (1,4,m) 2 T q1ym (', 4") for any 1 <
'<m—1andi €Z.

Proof. (1) If My11(l,4,m) is decomposable, then by Lemma T4, M;;(1,4,n) has a
nontrivial direct summand N of (s,s)-type with 1 < s < (¢t + 1)m, and gy :
N — M;(l,i,n) is an irreducible morphism. Hence ¢;|y is a monomorphism
or an epimorphism, but ¢/ is not an isomorphism. Using the induction hy-
pothesis (4), an argument similar to Lemma shows that g:|y is not an epi-
morphism. Hence ¢¢|y is a monomorphism. So s < tm and N = ¢(N) C
M,(1,%,m). Then by the induction hypothesis, g:(N) = Im(fi—1--- f;) = M;(l,4,1m)
for some 1 < j < ¢t —1, and so ¢(N) C Imf;—1 Thus, if My11(l,4,7) is de-
composable, then g;(My11(l,7,17)) € Imf;—1, and hence Im(f/_;,9:) = Imf;_1,
a contradiction. This shows that M;y1(l,4,1) is an indecomposable module of
((t + L)m, (t + L)m)-type. Clearly, socMyy1(l,4,m) = @' (¢ +1)M (1,3 + kn) and
Myi1(l,i,m) /socMyq(Li,n) =2 @t + 1) M(n —1,i + 1+ kn).

(2) Let N be a submodule of (s,s)-type of My11(l,4,1) with 1 < s < (¢t + 1)m.
Then an argument similar to Lemma 35 shows that m/|s.

Let N be a submodule of (m, m)-type of M;1(l,4,1). Then similarly to the proof
(Casel) of Lemma [£35] one can show that N =Im(f;--- f1) = Mi(l,4,n), Kerg, =
Im(fe -+ f1) and Myqa (L, 4,m)/Im(fe -+ f1) = Meya (1,4, n) /Kerge = My(1,0,m).

Now let 1 < j < ¢, and let N be a submodule of (jm, jm)-type of My 1(l,4,n). If
N NKerg;y = 0, then j < t, otherwise M;41(l,4,m) = N @ Kerg;, a contradiction.
Hence (N & Kerg;)/Kerg; is a submodule of (jm, jm)-type of Miy1(1,4,n)/Kerg;.
Since My1(1,4,n)/Kerg: = Mi(1,4,m), My1(1, 1) /Kerg; contains a unique submod-
ule of (jm,jm)-type. Since all f; are injective, Im(f;--- fj+1) = M;41(L,4,m).
Hence Im(f; - - - f1) = Kerg; is the unique submodule of (m, m)-type of Im(f - - - fj+1)
by the induction hypothesis and j + 1 < ¢, and so Im(f; - - fj+1)/Im(f;--- f1) =
M;(l,4,m). Thus, Im(f; - -- fj+1)/Kerg; = (N®Kerg,)/Kerg, and soIm(f; - -+ fj11) =
N®Kerg, a contradiction. This shows that L := NNKerg; # 0. Then I(L/socL) =
l[(socL) by Lemma By Lemma [£8 and the result shown above, one can
check L = Kerg,, and hence Kerg; C N. Thus, N/Kerg; € M;1(l,4,7)/Kerg; =
M, (1,4,7m). Then by Corollaryld4] I(soc(N/Kerg;)) = I((N/Kerg:)/soc(N/Kerg:)) =
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(j — 1)m. By Lemma [£.8 any indecomposable direct summand of N/Kerg; is of
(sm, sm)-type. However, it follows by the induction hypothesis that there is a
unique submodule of (sm, sm)-type in My y1(l,4,7n)/Kerg; for each 1 < s < ¢, and
that the submodule of (sm, sm)-type is contained in that of ((s + 1)m, (s + 1)m)-
type for all 1 < s < ¢. Thus, N/Kerg; has to be an indecomposable module of
((j—1)m, (j —1)m)-type. Then an argument as above shows that N = Im(f; - - - f;).
Moreover, we have

My (Ld,m)/Im(fe - f5) = (Mg (L4, m) /Kerge) /(Im(fe - - - f;) /Kergy)
= Mt(lvivn)/lm(ftfl o fj*l) = Mt+1*j(l7i7n)'

(3) By the induction hypothesis, Q*M;_1(l,i,1) = My_1(l,i,n) and Q>M, (1,4, 7)
M;(l,i,m). Hence an argument similar to T(l,i) shows that Q2M;1(l,i,n)
Mt+1(la 7;5 77)

(4) By (2) and Theorems BI§(2) and BEIN2), Miy1(1,4,n) 2 T(s41)m(l’,4’) and
Miy1(ld,m) 2 T(tﬂ)m(l’,i') forany 1 <l'<n—1and i €Z. O

1R

Summarizing the discussion above, one gets the following theorem.

Theorem 4.37. For anyn € k* and l,i,t € Z with 1 <l <n—1andt > 1, there
is an indecomposable Hypy (€)-module My(l,4,m) of (tm,tm)-type. Moreover,

(1) Q2M(1,4,m) = My(1,4,7m), socMy(l,i,n) = & 'tM(1,i+ kn) and
My (1,3,m)/socM(1,4,m) = &M (n — i+ 1 + kn).

(2) If My(1,4,m) contains a submodule of (s, s)-type, then ml|s. Moreover, for
any 1 < j < t, Mi(l,i,m) contains a unique submodule of (jm,jm)-type,
which is isomorphic to M;(l,i,m) and the quotient module of My(l,3,n)
modulo the submodule of (jm, jm)-type is isomorphic to My_;(1,4,n).

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

(4) My(l,i,m) 2 Tim(l',i") and My(1,i,m) 2 Tem(l',d") for any 1 <1 <n—1
and i’ € Z.

(5) There are AR-sequences

0 — Mi(L4,1) 25 Mo(l,i,n) 25 My(1,i,m) — O,
(91&—1)
. fi . (e .
0— Mt(la 1, 77) E— Mtfl(la 2, 77) S2) Mt+1(la (2 77) . Mt(lvlvn) —0 (t 2

Corollary 4.38. Let 1,1’ € k* and I,I',i,7,t,t' € Z with 1 < 1,I' <n—1 and
t,t' > 1. Then M(l,i,n) = My (I',i',n) o t=t1=Un=1n" and i =i (mod n).

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 27, Theorem[d37(2,5), [(M(l,i,n)) = 2tm and
(My(U,i',n')) = 2t'm. O

Proposition 4.39. Let M be an indecomposable Hpp(€)-module of (t,t)-type. If
M contains a submodule isomorphic to M1(l,i,m) for some 1 <1l <n—-1,i€Z
and n € k*, then t = sm and M = My(l,i,n) for some s > 1.
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Proof. Assume that M contains a submodule isomorphic to M;i(l,4,n) for some
1<l<n-—1,9i€ Zand n € k*. Then t > m. By Proposition £.21] Lemma
[£23(4), and Theorems [£18(2,3) and ET92,3), one can check that M does not
contain any submodule of (1, 1)-type. Hence m|t by Corollary €30, and so t = sm
for some s > 1. Then an argument similar to [4, Theorem 4.16] shows that M =
Mt (l, 7;, 77) O

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

Corollary 4.40. A representative set of isomorphism classes of finite dimensional
indecomposable H.,, (§)-modules is given by

M(1,3), Z(Nirjr), P(Ld), QM (1,d), | 1<1<n—1,i€ Zpn,s > 1,
TS(lvi)vfs(lai)aMS(lvjan) .] E Zna (i/vj/) E 10577 6 kX

By Corollary 40, we also have the following corollary.
Corollary 4.41. H,,, (&) is of tame representation type.
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