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CANONICAL FORM OF MATRIX FACTORIZATIONS FROM FUKAYA CATEGORY OF SURFACE

CHEOL-HYUN CHO AND KYUNGMIN RHO

ABSTRACT. This paper concerns homological mirror symmetry for the pair-of-pants surface (A-side) and
the non-isolated surface singularity xyz = 0 (B-side). Burban-Drozd classified indecomposable maximal
Cohen-Macaulay modules on the B-side. We prove that higher-multiplicity band-type modules correspond
to higher-rank local systems over closed geodesics on the A-side, generalizing our previous work for the mul-
tiplicity one case. This provides a geometric interpretation of the representation tameness of the band-type
maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules, as every indecomposable object is realized as a geometric object.

We also present an explicit canonical form of matrix factorizations of xyz corresponding to Burban-
Drozd’s canonical form of band-type maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules. As applications, we give a geomet-
ric interpretation of algebraic operations such as AR translation and duality of maximal Cohen-Macaulay
modules as well as certain mapping cone operations.

CONTENTS

Introduction
1.1. Proof of main theorem
Localized Mirror Functor and Its Computation

2.1. Localized mirror functor for pair-of-pants surface
2.2. Computation of localized mirror functor
2.3. [Illustration with an example
2.4. Higher rank computation
Matrix Factorizations from Loops with a Local System
3.1. Loop words and canonical form of immersed loops
3.2. Loop data and canonical form of loops with a local system
3.3. Matrix factorizations from canonical form of loops with a local system
3.4. Periodic case
3.5. Non-cylinder-free case w' = (2,2,2)"
Matrix Factorizations from Maximal Cohen-Macaulay Modules
4.1. Maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules and Macaulayfication
4.2. Band data and canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
4.3. Conversion formula between loop/band data
4.4. Matrix Factorizations from canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
4.5. Degenerate case
Applications
5.1. Flip ofloops and dual of modules
5.2. Reverse of loops and shift of modules
5.3. Higher rank/multiplicity and twisted complexes

Appendix A. Relevant Categories

A.l. Ay -category

10
10
12
14
16
17
17
20
20
24
26
29
29
30
32
33
36
39
39
46
51
59
59



2 CHO AND RHO

A.2. Compact Fukaya category of a surface 60
A.3. Categories of matrix factorizations 65
A.4. Stable categories and Eisenbud’s equivalence 66
References 68

1. INTRODUCTION

A version of Homological mirror symmetry (HMS) conjecture of Kontsevich [ , ] says that
the derived wrapped Fukaya category of a symplectic manifold X (A-side) and the singularity category of
its mirror Landau-Ginzburg (LG) model (X, W : X — C) (B-side) are equivalent:

D™ (W Fuk (%)) = Dsing (W™ (0)).

HMS between punctured Riemann spheres X = §? \ {n points} (n = 3) and the corresponding LG models
was established in [ ].

In the case of the 3-punctured sphere, the corresponding LG model is given by (C3, xyz).
A-side B-side

z

mirror pair

X y
T = $%\ {3 points} Xo = Spec(Clx, y,21/ (xyz))
symplectic geometry i i algebraic geometry
D™ (W Fuk(X)) = Dssing (Xo)

This equivalence has been shown on the level of generators, which in this case consist of any two of three
non-closed curves Lyy, Ly, and L,x on the A-side (Figure 4), and the corresponding objects on the B-side
(Remark 4.9). This work of Abouzaid-Auroux-Efimov-Katzarkov-Orlov | ] inspired a lot of further
developments in homological mirror symmetry. However, it is hard to compare more complicated objects
in both sides directly from this equivalence.

On the other hand, it is known that the following three categories are equivalent [ , , I:

Eisenbud Buchweitz
@(xyz) = C_M(A) = Dsing (XO)
Here, MF(xyz) is the homotopy category of matrix factorizations of xyz, CM(A) is the stable category of
maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A:= C[[x, y,z]]/ (xyz), and Dying (XO) is the singularity category
of Xy := Spec(A). In this paper, we work with power series rings instead of polynomial rings (Remark 1.5).

In a recent work [ 1, Burban-Drozd developed a new representation-theoretic method to deal
with maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over certain non-isolated surface singularities including A. As a
consequence, they classified all indecomposable classes of such modules, which fall into band-type (con-
tinuous series) and string-type (discrete series). This proves that those singularities have tame Cohen-
Macaulay representation type.

Thus, a natural question is which objects of the Fukaya category correspond to the indecomposable
maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A (Remark 9.8.8 in [ 1). Especially, it is of great interest
whether their symplectic counterparts are realized as geometric objects in the Fukaya category. This
question will be answered in the present paper by giving an explicit correspondence:
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Theorem 1.1. Under homological mirror symmetry, there is a one-to-one correspondence
{closed geodesics' in X with an indecomposable local system}/ ~gauge equivalence &
{band-type indecomposable objects in CM(A)}/ ~isomorphism

where X is given a hyperbolic metric with three cusps.

In our setting of the Fukaya category of %, objects are oriented immersed curves in Z with a local sys-
tem. We call them loop-type or arc-type according to whether the curve is a loop (closed curve) or an arc
(starting and ending at 0%). Closed geodesics are representatives in certain (but not all) free homotopy
classes of oriented loops in Z. Thus, Theorem 1.1 describes a correspondence between indecomposable
objects of loop-type in the Fukaya category and band-type in the category of maximal Cohen-Macaulay
modules. A similar correspondence between arc-type and string-type objects can be also made, but we
do not cover them in the present paper (see Remark 4.9).

In our previous work [ ], we already established a correspondence between loop-type objects of
rank p = 1 and band-type objects of multiplicity £ = 1, and found a canonical form of matrix factorizations
for that case. The main purpose of the present paper is to extend it to a correspondence between loop-
type objects of arbitrary geometric rank p and band-type objects of arbitrary algebraic multiplicity p.

To convert objects of Fukaya category into matrix factorizations, we use the localized mirror functor
FL: D" (WFuk(2)) — MF(xyz)

developed by the first author with Hong-Lau in [ ]. In the present work, we elaborate its computa-
tional aspect to apply it to higher-rank local systems. In particular, we give an explicit formula (2.6) for
resulting matrix factorizations, and use it to deduce matrix factorizations of higher-rank local systems
directly from the result on rank 1 cases (Proposition 2.5). It presents us a canonical form of matrix fac-
torizations for higher-rank objects in terms of loop data, extending the previous version for rank 1 case
in [ 1.

Burban-Drozd also provided a canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules in terms of band
data. But the corresponding matrix factorizations under Eisenbud’s equivalence were not known, due to
the complexity of Macaulayfication process. With the help of homological mirror symmetry, we now have
a candidate. Indeed, we demonstrate that our canonical form of matrix factorizations fits perfectly into
this framework under an explicit conversion formula between loop data and band data. The presence of
this conversion formula suggests that it would have been hardly attainable otherwise.

For the proof, we define the notion of (A, A)-substitution pair and use its homological property. It
enables us to extend the Macaulayfication result as well as conversion formula obtained in [ ] to
higher-multiplicity cases (Theorem 4.14).

After all, it turns out that the geometric rank p and the algebraic multiplicity y coincide in a majority of
cases. But surprisingly, there are a few (countably many) exceptions called degenerate cases, where two
parameters differ by 1 as p = ¢ — 1. This can be interpreted as an inevitable phenomenon following from
the elimination of the regular module A that occurs when we take the stable category CM(A) = CM(A)\{A}.

Analyzing the correspondence of objects in those cases is quite tricky both on geometric and algebraic
sides: The geometric loop is freely homotopic to the reference loop (Seidel Lagrangian), so we perturb
it to prevent an immersed cylinder (§3.5). On algebraic side, the corresponding module has one excep-
tional Macaulayfying element, which does not appear as a family of A and cannot be obtained from the
above (A, A)-substitution process. So we perform an additional computation for this case and find that
the existence of such an element causes the degeneration p = 1 —1 (§4.5).

I our paper, a closed geodesic is always oriented, non-periodic, immersed (i.e., not necessarily simple) and considered up to
orientation-preserving reparameterization.
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Applications. The correspondence obtained in Theorem 1.1 can be used to relate natural geometric sym-
metries to algebraic operations. Here we present some of them, while expecting that there will be further
interesting translations between two languages. The first two are from geometry to algebra, and the last
two are the other way around. (These applications were not presented and have been postponed from
[ ] to include general relations between higher rank/multiplicity objects.)

First, taking the duality functor Hom4 (—, A) of modules in CM (A) corresponds to flipping loops in
Fuk (Z) (see figures in Example 5.7). We show the commutativity of the following diagram of functors
in (A..-)categorical level (Proposition 5.9 + Proposition 5.6). Then we give a clear description of these
operations in terms of loop/band data (§5.1.5).

L ~
HOFuk(Z) —Z— MF(xyz) —— CM(A)
(1.1) ﬂipll transposel_"ﬁ duallHomA(—,A)

HOFuk () —Z— MF(x =
—> ME(xyz) —— CM(A)

Second, we consider the AR translation, which is given by the shift functor of the triangulated category
CM (4). It is not easy to compute in terms of band data, but it is equivalent to reversing the orientation
of underlying loops in Fuk (£) (Proposition 5.5 + Proposition 5.11), which we can compute in a geometric
way. We will give an algorithm to compute them using conversion to the loop data (Proposition 5.12).

0 Ft =
H Fuk(Z) —— ME(xyz) —— CM(A)

(1.2) orientation | | switching )
reversing w0 factors (1] shift | [1]

HOFuk(5) —Z— MF(x =
7 ME(ryz) —— CM(4)

We remark here that an indecomposable object in degenerate cases and its image under operations in
(1.2) are invariant under operations in (1.1). Conversely, if an indecomposable object is invariant under
operations in (1.1), either it or its image under operations in (1.2) is of degenerate case.

Third, categories involved in HMS typically possess natural triangulated structures. Along with the pa-
rameterization by band or loop data, higher multiplicity/rank objects are given by some iterated map-
ping cones (or twisted complexes in Ay,-categories) involving lower multiplicity/rank objects. Propo-
sition 5.22 gives an explicit way to understand higher rank local systems in Fukaya category as twisted
complexes of lower rank objects.

Finally, periodic objects in both sides are decomposed into as many pieces as the number of repeti-
tions 2. We give an explicit formula for this decomposition (Theorem 3.21). It shows that non-primitive
loops in the Fukaya category are decomposable (Corollary 3.22), which is not obvious on the A-side.

Geometric interpretation of tameness. In Theorem 1.1, we showed that all band-type indecomposable
maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A correspond to explicit geometric objects (rather than abstract
twisted complexes) in the Fukaya category. It gives a geometric interpretation * of their representation-
tameness, which was already proven algebraically in [ ]. It is geometrically intuitive that there are
only countably many closed geodesics (or free homotopy classes of loops) in Z. Then an indecomposable
local system lying on a fixed loop of rank p € Z>; is determined by its holonomy up to gauge equivalence,
which can be represented (up to basis change) by the p x p Jordan block J, (n) € GL, (C) with some eigen-
value 17 € C*. As a result, the elements of sets in Theorem 1.1 are parameterized by closed geodesics in %,
a rank p (discrete parameters), and an eigenvalue of holonomy 7 (continuous parameter). That is, they
consist of countably many one-parameter families.

2We place this discussion in the middle of the main text (§3.4) since they are also needed to analyze degenerate cases.
3But we are not giving a new proof, as classification of objects in the Fukaya category here relies on the B-side result via HMS.
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Relation with other mirror symmetries of surfaces. Recently, there have been many studies on homo-
logical mirror symmetry between Z-graded partially wrapped Fukaya categories (or topological Fukaya
categories) of graded marked surfaces (A-side), derived categories of modules over gentle algebras, and
derived categories of coherent sheaves on certain non-commutative curves (B-side). Gentle algebras
have long been an intriguing topic in representation theory since they are derived tame, closed under
derived equivalences, and have well-understood indecomposable objects in their derived categories (see
[ 1, [ | and references therein). Their connection with the Fukaya categories was first estab-

lished in [ ], graded marked surfaces corresponding to them were constructed in | ], and in-
dependently, a closely related algebraic model was constructed in | ]. Their relation with certain
non-commutative curves was first found in [ ], extended to nodal stacky curves in [ ], and again

generalized to much broader class of non-commutative nodal curves in [ ].

It is especially remarkable that indecomposable objects on each side are classified, have a concrete
one-to-one correspondence and therefore the derived tameness of gentle algebras can be understood in
a (symplectic) geometric way. Also, many purely representation-theoretic problems concerning derived
equivalence of finite-dimensional algebras have been attacked and solved using geometric insights and
techniques (e.g. [ , , , , , , , D.

The triangulated categories which are the focus of the present work are related to Z,-graded Fukaya
categories (using oriented Lagrangian curves as objects) of surfaces (A-side). Their mirrors are usually
given by certain categories of matrix factorizations or equivalently, singularity categories of Landau-
Ginzburg models (B-side). There have been many well-studied homological mirror symmetries. For ex-
ample, the mirrors of genus two and higher genus closed surfaces were constructed in [ ]and [ 1,
respectively. In [ 1, spherical objects in Z,-graded Fukaya categories of closed surfaces were related
with simple closed curves with a rank 1 local system. Mirrors of punctured spheres and their cyclic covers
were established in | ]. Anon-commutative mirror model of punctured surfaces were also discov-
eredin [ ], and a related functor was constructed in | ]. Going in a different direction, [ ]
considers Fukaya categories of singular surfaces and show the reverse direction (switching A- and B-sides)
of homological mirror symmetry.

On the level of all indecomposable objects in Z,-graded Fukaya categories, nevertheless, their classi-
fication and correspondence under mirror symmetry are not known in full generality. Compared to the
situation of Z-graded mirror symmetry, however, it is apparent that there will be much utility of estab-
lishing such a strong bridge between curves in Fukaya categories and matrix factorizations (in the global
sense of | 1). It will provide more applications of homological mirror symmetry, relating new tame
triangulated categories arising from representation theory (other than finite-dimensional algebras) with
Fukaya categories of surfaces.

Towards global Z,-graded mirror symmetry. Our previous work | ] and the present work aim to
ignite this new direction of development in the homological mirror symmetry program. There are many
good reasons to start with the pair-of-pants surface and its mirror xyz = 0, which has been of great inter-
est:

Most importantly, the pair serves as a building block to construct more complicated mirror pairs. For
example, the idea of constructing the mirror of general Riemann surfaces using their pair-of-pants de-

compositions appeared in many places in the literature including [ , , , , ]. (The
last four uses a sheaf-theoretic version of Fukaya categories, which is different from (but equivalent to)
the Floer-theoretic version used in this paper.) See also the well-written survey in [ , §9.4] and refer-

ences therein. A common approach, often referred to as a local-to-global principle, involves proving the
compatibility of categorical gluing on both sides, based on the mirror symmetry of the local pair. More-
over, as explained in [ ], copies of the localized mirror functor employed in this paper (as its name
implies) can be also glued together in order to obtain a mirror functor in the global setting.
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Independently of the above gluing formalism, mirror symmetry of the pair-of-pants surface also played
acentralrolein [ ]Jand [ 1. The authors consider its cyclic and abelian covers, respectively, and
construct their mirror LG model using the symmetry given by the deck transformation groups.

On the other hand, representation theory and classification of objects on B-side have been explicitly
developed only for the local model C|[x, y, zl] / (xyz)in [ ]. So we will need to work out the corre-
sponding theory for more general (non-affine) normal crossing surface singularities appearing as mirrors
of other Riemann surfaces. After establishing it, we hope to generalize our present results to mirror sym-
metry of more general Riemann (orbi-)surfaces, which will enhance our understanding of geometric and
algebraic tame categories and give many fruitful applications.

1.1. Proof of main theorem. In this subsection, we deduce Theorem 1.1 from several results summarized
from the body of the paper. The approach to prove it will be completed through the following two steps:

I. Compute matrix factorizations corresponding to canonical forms of local systems over loops in X.
II. Convert them into Burban-Drozd’s canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules.

I. Canonical forms of loops with a local system and corresponding matrix factorizations. We take the
following specific representatives of free homotopy classes of loops in X: Given a loop word

I I I gl I l I i 37
w' = (1}, my,n}, l,my,ny,... L, my,ny) €Z

(T € Z)), consider the loop L(w') described in Figure 1. We restrict to normal loop words (Definition 3.5)
so that they (up to shifting) produce only one loop in each hyperbolic free homotopy class. Then they are
also in one-to-one correspondence with closed geodesics in Z (Proposition 3.8).

We introduce a loop datum (w7, p) to parameterize loops with a local system, which consists of a
normal loop word w' € Z37 (1 € Z»1), a holonomy parameter n € C*, and a (geometric) rank p € Z;.
The associated canonical form of a loop with a local system, denoted by £ (w’, 7, p), is given by the loop
L(w') together with a rank p local system whose holonomy is represented by J, () * (up to basis change).

Proposition 1.2 (Corollary 3.11). There is a one-to-one correspondence

{closed geodesics in = with an indecomposable local system} / ~gauge equivalence

1:1 o qs
< {non-periodic loop data}/ ~ghiting -

zl,  -y™7', o0 0 0o —xiw
-y ML, oxl, -2, 0 e 0 0
A A T
0 0o —xkI, oz,
—ymel, 0
0 0 0 e —yl, xl, =2,
-7, o 0 L 0 -zl 20 31px31p

Ut .
{j-times where x%, y?, z% are regarded as 0 if a < 0

£ (w',n,p) ¢ (w',A,p)

Figure 1. Canonical form of a loop-type object in Fuk (X) and MF(xyz)

4We denote by J, (17) € GL, (C) the p x p Jordan block with eigenvalue e C*.
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The localized mirror functor converts each loop with a local system £ (w', 7, p) into a matrix factor-
ization ' (&£ (w',n,p)). The corresponding canonical form of matrix factorization of xyz is

(1.3) (¢ (w7, 0), v (W' 4,p))°

where A is either n or -1 depending on w’ (see Definition 4.10). Its first component is shown in Figure 1
and the second one is determined by the first (Definition 3.16).

There are some exceptions called degenerate cases (i.e., w' = (2,2,2)", n = (—1)"), where the second
factor v (w’ A, p) is not defined, and we use an alternative form (Definition 3.24)

(]--4) ((ﬂdeg ((2; 27 2)‘[7 ]-; P) vwcleg ((2; 2) 2)‘[7 ]-; P)) .

To integrate (1.3) and (1.4) into a unified notation, we denote them as (¢ (deg (W', A, p), ¥ (deg (W', A, p)).
Namely, it defaults to (1.3) in the general case but adopts (1.4) only in the degenerate cases. Then the re-
lation between the canonical form of loops with a local system and the canonical form of matrix factor-
izations is summarized as:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 3.17 + Theorem 3.25 + Proposition 3.27). For a loop datum (w’,n,p) and A = £n
determined by the conversion formula Definition 4.10, there is an isomorphism in MF (xyz)

FH (L (W'n0) = (Paen (W)L 0), Wideg (W 14,0)).

I1. Canonical forms of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules and corresponding matrix factorizations.
Burban-Drozd’s classification and canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules are best handled
in the category of triples Tri(A), which was introduced and shown to be equivalent to CM(A) in the same
work. The canonical form © (w, A, 1) of a band-type indecomposable object in Tri(A) is described in
Figure 12. It is parameterized by a band datum (w, A, p), which consists of a band word

37
w= (lly my, ny, 12) my, ny,..., l‘l,') mq, n‘l,') €z

(T € Z51), an eigenvalue A € C*, and an (algebraic) multiplicity y € Z5;.

tnl’ﬂju 0 [nfﬂ I 0
( ) cn™ [
0 tn;+11“ tn;“rllu

cen™ cn™
0 AFy 0 -
\ t'nl +11# 0
0 0 e, O N\tmes ( Y ]
LA 0 0 ’
m
C(([))Tﬂ I;-times C((t))'['ﬂ
[t‘l“fp % A/’”T*llp 0
i TH
0 tl;“[M (@) 0 tmz‘ﬂlﬂ

O (w,A,u)
Figure 2. Canonical form of a band-type indecomposable object in Tri(A)

and the corresponding loop with a local system

St is also parameterized by loop data (w', A, p), but it is more convenient to distinguish two continuous parameters 7 (for loops
with a local system) and A (for matrix factorizations). They are related under the conversion formula in §4.3.
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We denote by M (w, A, i) the corresponding object in CM (A), and refer to it as the canonical form of a
band-type indecomposable maximal Cohen-Macaulay module over A.

When we take the stable category CM(A) = CM(A)/{A}, we lose exactly one isomorphism class [A]
of indecomposable objects containing the regular module A (Definition A.14). In CM(A), it is written in
the canonical form as A = M ((0,0,0), 1, 1). This implies that for the band datum ((0,0,0), 1, 1), there is no
corresponding loop datum.

In §4.3, we define a conversion formula between loop data and band data. It induces a bijection

{non-periodic loop data}/ ~shifing g ({non-periodic band data}\ {((0,0,0),1,1)})/ ~shifting -
(w'np) < (wApy)
Note that the set on the left side already appeared in Proposition 1.2. The set on the right side is in bijection
with
{band-type indecomposable objects in CM(A)}/ ~isomorphism

by Burban-Drozd’s classification (Theorem 4.7). In most cases, we have p = u € Z-;. However, for non-
periodic degenerate cases, the correspondence is given by

(w,:(z’z)z)’n:_l)p) g (w:(o’oyo)»/lzly,u)
withp=pu-1€2Z;,.

The conversion formula indeed relates band-type indecomposable objects in MF(xyz) and CM(A) in
their canonical forms under Eisenbud’s equivalence:

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 4.14 + Theorem 4.17). For a non-periodic loop datum (w,n, p) and band datum
(w, A, u) related under the conversion formula, there is an isomorphism in CM (A)

coker @eg (w',1,0)% = M(w,A, ).

Mirror symmetry correspondence. Summing up, we have equivalence of categories and correspondence
between loop/band-type indecomposable objects as follows (where w’ and w are non-periodic):

localized Eisenbud Burban
mirror functor isenbu -Drozd
ot coker Fgp

1.5 ~ ~
(15 D" (WFuk(®) — MF(xyz) — CM@A) — Tri(A)
Z(w',n,p) — Qe (Wi Ap) — MwAp) — O(wA,p)

Note that objects in each category are parameterized by loop data or band data. The conversion formula
between loop data and band data realizes the one-to-one correspondence between loop/band-type in-
decomposable objects (up to isomorphism) in each category as
{closed geodesics in = with an indecomposable local system} / ~gauge equivalence
g {non-periodic loop data}/ ~snifting
g ({non-periodic band data}\ {((0,0,0),1,1)})/ ~shifting
g {band-type indecomposable objects in CM(A)}/ ~isomorphism -
It proves our main Theorem 1.1.

bwe regard a matrix factorization (¢,¥) of xyz as a pair of homomorphisms between two free modules over S := C[[x, y, z]]
(Definition A.11), then define ¢ := ¢ ® id 4 as an A-module homomorphism (See Theorem A.16).
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Periodic case. In each category, objects corresponding to periodic loop/band data are decomposable:
Consider a loop datum (w7, p) with a periodic normal loop word w’ = (/)" € Z3* (N € Zs,). Its corre-
sponding band datum (w, A, u) has also a periodic band word w = @w" € Z37. Denote by A, ..., Any_1 € C*
and 7y, ...,nn-1 € C* the N-th roots of A and 7, respectively. Then we have decompositions

N-1 N-1 N-1
< (wl»n,P) = @ < (wl»nk,P), (P(deg) (wl)A’/J«) = @ (P(deg) (w/,Ak,ﬂ) 7) M(w»/l,,u) = @ M(w’lk»,u)
k=0 k=0 k=0

in Fuk (2), MF(xyz), and CM(A), respectively. (See Corollary 3.22 + (3.6), Theorem 3.21 + (3.5), and (4.7).)

The loop datum (@', 7y, p) and the band datum (@, A, 1) also correspond to each other for each k
under the conversion formula. Therefore, by Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4, the above three decompo-
sitions are compatible with each other in non-degenerate cases. In degenerate cases, the first and the
second are still compatible with each other, while the second and the third are not, due to the shifting of
rank/multiplicity p = p—1 (see (4.8) and (4.9)).

Remark 1.5. In this paper, we consider matrix factorizations over the power series ring S := C[[x, y, zl]
and maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over its quotient A := C[[x, y, zl] / (xyz), instead of the polynomial
ring S := C[x, y, z] and its quotient A := Clx, y, z] / (xyz). To distinguish the latter, we denote by MF[xyz] the
category of matrix of matrix factorizations of xyz over S, and by CM (A) the category of maximal Cohen-

Macaulay modules over A (see| 1). Their stable categories and other variations are defined in the same
way as in §A.3 and $A.4.
There are obvious faithful functors MF[xyz] — MF(xyz) and CM (A) — CM (A) (see [ , Theorem

2.1.3, Corollary 2.1.8]), which are essentially surjective (indeed, every indecomposable object in CM(A) is
obtained as an image of the functor). Still there are some objects in MF[xyz] that are not isomorphic to
each other but become isomorphic in ME(xyz). For example, the below diagram shows a family of matrix
factorizations (A € C*) that are not zero objects in MF|[xy z] but becomes zero objects in MF(xyz). (Note that
the vertical isomorphisms exist only in the latter category.)

¢ (g ﬂx—yy) @ (xOy —AZ+J/) &
(Z(/l—ly)“ (1))] ((/lfjfl)-l _)t)er)J (Z(/l—ly)‘1 ?)l
Sz (xgz (1)] 82 ((1) xg)/z) Sg

They come from a loop with holonomy A that is homotopic to one of the boundary circles in X, which was
excluded in our correspondence in Theorem 1.1. Thus, ME[xyz] has more objects than MF(xyz). It would
be interesting to know how many objects in the gap, and whether they are also realized in a geometric way.
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vising the draft from a representation-theoretic perspective, Severin Barmeier, Dongwook Choa, Wonbo
Jeong, Sangjin Lee and Sangwook Lee for many useful discussions in symplectic geometry, and Hanwool
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Research Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) funded by the Ministry of
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"Note that if the left side is in a degenerate case, exactly one of direct summands in the right side is in a degenerate case.
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2. LOCALIZED MIRROR FUNCTOR AND ITS COMPUTATION

This section is devoted to an elaboration of the computational aspect of the localized mirror functor
[ ] applied to the pair-of-pants surface. Especially, we develop a formula for finding each compo-
nent of the matrix factorization corresponding to a higher-rank local system (E, V) over a loop L. Every
convention and notation for such an object &£ = (L, E, V) is based on our geometric setting of the com-
pact Fukaya category (with immersed loops with a local system) explained in Section A.2.

2.1. Localized mirror functor for pair-of-pants surface. We call a smooth surface with boundary X dif-
feomorphic to the complement in S? of three distinct points a pair-of-pants surface. Consider a marked
loop L = (L, e;,01) in X described in Figure 3, which is called the Seidel Lagrangian. (Note that its self-
intersections are transversal. See also [ ].) Assume that the areas of two triangles bounded by L in X
are the same . We put on its domain a trivial line bundle E; = S' x C equipped with a flat connection V|
whose holonomy is —1 at the point * marked in Figure 3. We assume that the triple (L, £y, Vy) is an object
of Fuk (X) and still denote it as L for simplicity.

& W

Figure 3. Seidel Lagrangian L in X Figure 4. Generating objects of D" W Fuk (%)

Since L has 3 self-intersections, we have
Pen={a, XYz}, y@D=lo,XY 2.

We trivialize E; over S'\ % asin Proposition A.7, which yields identifications E |, = C foreach e € y (L,L).
Then we have Hom¢ (E |., Epl.) 9= Spang {e} as noted in Remark A.8, and hence

hom® (L,L) = Span¢ {el?,?,f} hom! (L,L) =Spancioy, X, Y, Z}.

Seidel Lagrangian L is very special and useful because it has a weak bounding cochain (or it is weakly
unobstructed) in the sense of [ ]. It enables L to serve as a reference of the localized mirror functor.

Proposition 2.1. | | A linear combination b = xX+yY +zZ € hom! (L,L) is a weak bounding
cochain forany x, y, z€ C. That is,

2.1) ml )= m;(b,...,b)=xyz-eL

and hence (L, b) has the disk potential wt = xyz.

Proof. All m;-terms in the left side vanish because there are no bigons. There are several non-zero m,-
terms such as m, (X, Y) = Z = —m, (Y, X) coming from the front and back triangles, but they cancle each
other because the holonomy —1 contributes only to the back triangle. The only non-zero higher m-3-term
ism3(X,Y,Z) = xyz- e, which comes from the front triangle bounded by L passing through e; (Remark
A.9.(3)). This is the only surviving term in mg (L), which gives the disk potential wht=x yz. O

8This condition is necessary when we consider the Novikov field A instead of our field C.
INote that although two Ej |,’s have the same notation, they are actually fibers of E over different preimages (in S!) of the point
e € X under L, as noted in the definition in (A.4).
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Such a pair (L, b) defines an Ax-functor from Fukaya category to the As-category MF,_ (xyz) of ma-
trix factorizations of xyz, called the localized mirror functor [ ]. (Here we follow the convention in
[ 1) It is based on the deformation theory of Ax,-operations, as we will see below:

For any object & = (L, E, V) in W Fuk (2) ', note that two sets y* (L, ) (s € Z,) are finite sets of the same
cardinality 7 := % |LNL]|. Therefore, two C-vector spaces

2.2) hom' (£,L)= @ Homc(El,,C)= @ (El,)" (e€2Zy)
pex°(LL) pex°(LL)
have the same finite dimension 7 p, where p is the rank of E.

We define the deformed differential
o0
0,b 0,b
m,"”:hom(%,) —hom(Z,1), f—m}"(f):=) mii(f.b...,b),
! ! i=0 l —

1

2
which is a C-linear map of degree 1 and satisfies (m?’b) = xyz-idhom(e,1) by the following lemma, which

we recall for the reader’s convenience:

Lemma 2.2, | | For a weak bounding cochain (L, b) with disk potential WL, we have
2
(m?’b) = Wﬂ' . idhom(,%,[L) .
Proof. Forany f € hom® (%,L) (s € Z,), we can write

[e o lNe o)
b(0b(p) _
m{? (m (f))—];Oi;)mprj(ml”(f,b,....,b),b,....,b)
i j
o0
= _pli=t b,....b,mp(b,...,b),b,...,b),
ZOJZIZOI;( MW mgy g4, (F l m( k ) l )
0 1

where the second identity follows from the A.-relations (A.1). Using the identity 220:1 my(b,...,b) = wt.
ey and the fact that ¢; is a unit (A.2), we can rewrite it as

Y O g (fob bW e, by, b) = (D g (£, Wh e =Wt f,
lo.5 =0 T T

which proves the claim. O

Restricting the domain of m(l)'b to each degree summand yields two maps

. O @=m)’
2.3) hom’ (£, )= @ (Elp) P (Ely*=hom'(£,L)
pex’(L,L) Ph@=m)’  sexl(LL)
satisfying
(2.4) YH(L) PN (L) = xyz-idygmo gy, and N (L)WY (L) =xyz-idygmipy) -

Ashom® (&Z,L) (e € Z,) are C-vector spaces of dimension 7 p, extension of scalar to the ring S := C[[x, ¥, z]]
yields two free S-modules S ®c hom* (£,L) of rank 7p. Now we view each of oL (¥£) and VL (L) as a map
between those S-modules, regarding x, y and z as variables in the ring S. Then the relation (2.4) still holds
just by replacing idpom* (1) With idsghom: (1), S0 the pair

FH (L) = (0" (D), ¥ (¥)

produces a Tp x Tp matrix factorization of xyz in S.

10gor definition of wrapped Fukaya category W Fuk (2), see [ ]and [ ] (also [ ] for surfaces). Its objects involve not
only loops but also arcs between boundaries, and it contains the compact Fukaya category Fuk (2) as a full subcategory.
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Theorem 2.3. | | The localized mirror functor & L. WFuk(Z) — MF A, (xyz) is defined as follows:
e For an object £ = (L, E,V) in WFuk(X), its mirror object in MF 4__(xyz) is given by
FHp) = (0" (), v (®).
« Higher components {F}, _, are given by
F -hom (%, £1) ® ---@hom (Ly_1, Ly) — homyg, (1)) (F- (L), F- (L)

Yooy e ) m y. ,_,b,---,b,
(fireeor fi) »myy° P (frreenr fio—) = Z k14 (1 fk . )

l
whose images are C-linear maps hom (%,L) — hom (%,L), also viewed as module homomor-
phisms S®hom (%, L) — S®hom (£, L) over S = C[[x, y, z]].

Then, FL is an Ao, -functor. Moreover, it induces an equivalence from the derived wrapped Fukaya category
D™ W Fuk (2) !! to the homotopy category MF [xyz] 12 of matrix factorizations of xy z.

The last statement recovers the result of | ] for X. It follows from the fact that #* sends the three
generating arcs Lyy, Ly,, and L,x of D" W Fuk (Z) in Figure 4 to the three generating matrix factorizations
z-xy, x-yz,and y- zx of MF [xyz], respectively. The functor induces an isomorphism on cohomology of
hom spaces between those objects and hence we can apply Theorem 4.2 in [ 1.

2.2. Computation of localized mirror functor. Note in (2.2) that hom (%£,L) allows a decomposition
into p-dimensional vector spaces ( E| ) for p € y (L,1). Correspondingly, the operation m1 Y (and hence
oL (£) and ¥' (¥)) is decomposed into several ((El,)* (Elp )")-components Bfor p,se y(LL).

Forpey (Ll and f= f| € (El,)" chom(£,L), we have

oo
0,b 1
m U (f) =) mu(f,b,...,b b=xX+yY+zXechom (L,L)
1 ( ) ;} +z( ) ( )

= Z xl...x,-m1+,~(f,X1,...,Xi),
(%1, X1 ) (%7,X;)

e{(x,X),(0,Y),(2,2)}

and

m1+i(f,X1,...,Xi): Z Z sign(u) hol; (0u) (f’Xl’m’Xi).
sex(LL) ued (p, X1, Xi,3)

Therefore, the (E|,)*-component of m(l)’b (f)is

> X1 X > sign(u) hols 0w) (f, X1,..., Xi).

(01, X1) o (51.X;) ued (p,X1,...Xi,5)

e{(x,X),(0,Y),(2,2)}

So it comes from immersed polygons (also called deformed strips) u bounded by L and L, whose angles
consist of p, Xj,...,X; and s in a counterclockwise order, for some X;,..., X; € {X,Y, Z}. (See Figure 5.)
Such a deformed strip contributes a monomial x; --- x;, where x; is x, y or z depending on whether X; is
X,YorZ.

Uyt is obtained from W Fuk (Z) by taking twisted completion (Definition 5.16), idempotent completion and then the cohomo-
logical category (Definition A.3). For more details, we refer to [ 1.

12We can take the target of the functor as MF 4 _ [xyz] (see Remark 1.5) since every object in W Fuk () is quasi-isomorphic to an
object whose image lies in MF 4 _ [xyz]. Then MFE[xyz] is the same as its cohomological category HO (MF4__ [xyz]).

13Following the standard natation in matrices, (E|s)* and ( E| p] * are subspaces of the codomain and domain, respectively.



CANONICAL FORM OF MATRIX FACTORIZATIONS FROM FUKAYA CATEGORY OF SURFACE 13

Figure 5. A deformed strip which contributes a monomial x; --- x; to the ( Els)*-component of m(l)'b ( f | p)

The sign of the deformed strip u is given by

if orientation of L = orientation of 0u, .
=(-1) (I+DTow)zo0w .

) 1
sign (u) = {

(-1)I*1  otherwise
It follows from formula (A.6) and the fact that the orientation of L along any angle X is preserved (because
all X;’s have odd-degrees) and the degrees of p and s are always different.

The holonomy operation of du at s is by definition given as

hol; (0u) : Homg (El,, Ey|,) ® Home (Elx, , Evlx,) ®---® Home ( Eplx,, Evlx,) — Home (Elg, Eply),
(f,X1,..0, Xi) — P((Ow)j+1) © Xj o P((0u);) © Xj—1 o --- 0 X3 0 P((0u)y) o f o P((8u)o).

Under the identification Hom¢ (E[LI X E | X,-) = Spang {X ]-} =C (jefl,...,i}), the generator X; corre-
sponds to 1. Note that (6u)]- liesonlL for j € {1,...,i + 1}, and under the identification Hom¢ (E[LIXJ._1 , E[L|Xj) =

C (jefl,...,i+1}, Xo:=p, Xj41:=9), in view of Proposition A.7, P((au)j) corresponds (—1)#((0”)1'”*1),
where # ((6 u);n *[L) is the number of times (0u) ; passes through the point % on L. Therefore, we can
replace hol; (0u) (f, X1,..., X;) with

(—*OUN*) £ o P ((Qu)y),

where #(Gun *[L) is the total number of times du passes through the point % on L, and P ((0u)) €
Homg¢ (E ls, El p) is the parallel transport from E|; to E| p along the side of u lying in L.

We summarize the above discussion into the following formula:

Proposition 2.4. The ((Ely)*, (Elp)*) -component ofm(l)’b :hom (£,1L) — hom (%£,L) (and hence of ®* (£)
or ¥ () is the C-linear mapm®”: (E|,)" — (E|y)* that maps f € (El,)" to

(2.5) Z X1 X Z (_1)(i+1)1]0([L)¢0(6u)+#(auﬁ*|L)f o P ((au)o) .

(1,X1 )0 (%7, X)

{(x,X),(0Y),(z,2)}

It is also an S-module map S® ( E| ) * — S®(Ely)*, by considering x, y and z as variables in S = C[[x, y, z]].

If we choose a point % on L so that holy (E) is represented by a matrix H € GL,, (C), trivialize E|g1\4 =
(S'\ %) x CP as in Proposition A.7 and thus (E|,)" = (E|,)* = CP, then it is represented by the p x p matrix

’

(2.6) Z XX Z (— 1)(i+1)ﬂ0(W0(@u]+#(6um*l) (HT)#(alm*L) (Towy=o@w ~Tow#o(ew)
. i
(41X ) (511X;) ue M (p,X1,---Xi,s)

{6, X),(1,Y),(2,2)}

where#(0u N % 1) is the number of times du passes through the point % on L. Note that the entries can be
also viewed as elements in C[[x, y, z]].
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2.3. Mlustration with an example. In this section, we illustrate the computation of the localized mirror
functor with a concrete example. Namely, we will find the mirror matrix factorization of the loop with a
local system £ := £ ((3, -2,2),1m, 1) 14 for any 7 € C*. Itis an object (L, E, V) of Fuk (X) that consists of the
underlying loop L := L(3,—-2,2) described in Figure 6, a trivial line bundle E over the domain S! of L, and
a flat connection V on E whose holonomy is 1 at the point % on L marked in Figure 6.

Note that L and L have 6 intersections, say p, g, r, and s, t, u. According to their degrees, we have
@D ={p,qr}, x'@CL=istu.

We trivialize E over S! \ % as in Proposition A.7, which yields identifications E|, = C for each ¢ € y (L,L).
Then we have Homg (El., E|.) = Spang {¢} as noted in Remark A.8, and hence

hom’(%,L) = Span, {pq.r}, hom!(%,L) = Spang {s, t, u} .

Then two restricted operations m(l)’h :Hom? (¥,L) — Hom! (¥,L) and m?'b :Hom! (¥,1) — Hom® (&, L)
with respect to ordered bases {p, ¢, '} and {s, t, u} yield two 3 x3 matrices ®" (£) and P! (£), respectively.

p qg r s ru
gl sz 0 0 p Xy 0 0
i tl v x -z| q|-y +nzx* yz 7
u\-nx> 0 y) r nx3 0 zx

() wi(2)

Figure 6. Matrix factorization of xyz corresponding to £ = £ ((3,-2,2),7,1)

Entries come from the following relations:

mPP(p)=zs+y? t-nxtu m}?(s) =xyp+ -y et qn s
m(l)'b((Z)z xt and m(l)'b(t) - Y% q
m(l)’b(r): —zt+ yu m(l)’b(u)= 2 q+ zxr

Note that the (m, »)-entry of Ol (&) or YL (#) is the coefficient of m in m(l)’b (o) fore,me {p, q,1,8,t, u} So it
can be computed from the formula (2.6), which in this case is just a single entry (in S = C[[x, y, z]])
2.7 Z X1 X Z (- 1)(i+1)1]0(|]_)#0(6u)+#(6um*ﬂ.)n#(aun*L) (Towy=o0@w = Tomy 200w )

(X1, X1 ) (xivxi) ME./%(',Xl,...,Xi,i)

e{(6,X),(,Y),(2,2)}

That is, each deformed strip u bounded by L and L, whose angles consist of e, Xj,...,X; and min a
counterclockwise order, contributes a monomial x; - - - x;. Its coefficient is determined by coincidence of
orientations of L, L with boundary orientation of du and the number of times du passes through the
points %, or % . Figure 7 shows some deformed strips that contribute some of the entries above:

14This is the canonical form of loops with a local system corresponding to a loop datum ((3, -2,2),7,1). See Definition 3.9.



(@) (q,s)-entry of ¥ (1): —y3 +nzx?

Figure 7. Some entries of @ (L) and Y (1)
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2.4. Higher rank computation. We can compute the matrix factorizations corresponding to a higher
rank local system on a loop easily once we know the result for rank 1 local systems on the same loop.

Consider two local systems on the same loop L in X that have rank 1 and p, respectively:

e & (n) := (L, E1, V1) : loop with a local system of rank 1 of holonomy n € C*.
e %, (H):= (L E,,V,):loop with alocal system of rank p of holonomy H € GL,, (C),

Namely, there is a point % on L and identification E;|4 = C and Ep| * = CP, so that holy (E;) is repre-
sented by a scalar n) € C*, while holy, (E,) is represented by a matrix H € GL, (C).

For any p,s € y (L,1), the formula (2.7) and (2.6) imply that the (s, p)-entry of (&' (£ (1)), ¥* (<1 (n)))
and the ((Ep |S)’k , (Ep |p) )-component of (% (&, (1) L (&£, (H))) are given in the form

(2.8) Y anfeCllx,yzl and Y ak(HT)kEC[[x,y,z]]p"p,

k=—00 k=—00

respectively, for some ay € C|[[x, y, z]]. (See Theorem 3.13 for the convergence issue).

Proposition 2.5 ((n, H')-substitution). The matrix factorizations corresponding to %, (n) and %, (H) are
given in the form

F- (£ (n) = ( PRI wkn’“) and F“(L,(H)=| Y ero(H')", Y yee(H') |,
k=—00 k=—00 k=—00 k=—00
respectively, for some i, Wi € Cl[x, , 211”7 (T = 3 |LNL]).
Proof. Let ¢ be a T x T matrix over S = C[[x, y, z]] whose (s, p)-entry is a; given in (2.8) (viewed as a map

of free S-modules from Spang (x° (L,1)) to Spang (x! (L,1)) with respect to an appropriate order in each
set ¥ (L,L)).Then Y @n* coincides with ®- (<1 (n)).

Now ¢ ® (H T)k is a Tp x Tp matrix over S, which can be also viewed as a map of free S-modules

@ spang{plec(El,) — @ Spansisiec(Eyl)’
pex®(L,L) sexl(LL)

under an orderin y* (L,L) and identification E, |p = E, |s =~ CP.ts ((Ep |s)’k , (Ep |p)*)-component is ay (HT)k,

. k.
where ay denotes the (s, p)-entry of . Therefore, the corresponding componentof 3.5 __ ¢ ® (H T) is
Y ag (HT)k , which is that of ®* (£, (H)) by (2.8). It works the same for v, instead of @j. O

k=-o00

The proposition says that if we know ¢ and y’s from the rank 1 cases, we immediately get the result
for higher rank cases as well, just by ‘substituting the matrix H for the scalar 1)’. See the example:

Example 2.6. Consider the loop with a local system £, := £ ((3,-2,2),n,p) of rank p € Z,. It consists of
the same underlying loop L := L(3,-2,2) as in Subsection 2.3 (Figure 6), trivial vector bundle E,, of rank p
over the domain S' of L, and a flat connection V, on E, whose holonomy is ], (n) at the point %. Then, by
the result for £ in Subsection 2.3 and Proposition 2.5, the corresponding matrix factorization is

(Elp)"  (Elg)" (ElD* (El9)* (El)* (Ely)*

(Ely)* zl, 0 0 (Elp)" xyl, 0 0

oL (L) =Bl ¥, xl, -zl, | and W (%,)=(El) |-V Iy +2x%],(n)" yzl, 221,
(B =T, (m)" 0 yI (El)* 31, m)" 0 zxI,

I5Here ® for matrices refers to the Kronecker product.
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3. MATRIX FACTORIZATIONS FROM LOOPS WITH A LOCAL SYSTEM

In this section, we first define the canonical form of immersed loops in X and local systems on them,
parameterized by normal loop words (§3.1) and loop data (§3.2), respectively. Then we compute their mir-
ror image under the localized mirror functor, which provides the canonical form of matrix factorizations
of xyz (§3.3). The matrix factorizations corresponding to periodic loop words are decomposable, which
implies that non-primitive loops (with a local system) are decomposable in the Fukaya category (§3.4).
Meanwhile, an exceptional case is handled separately (§3.5).

3.1. Loop words and canonical form of immersed loops. We first recall from [ ] the concept of
loop words, which parameterize free homotopy classes of loops in X. They were introduced in order to pick
a specific representative in each (hyperbolic) free homotopy class, motivated by the observation that two
freely homotopic loops correspond to homotopically equivalent matrix factorizations under the localized
mirror functor (Theorem 3.13).

Note that the fundamental group of £ can be presented as m; () = («, B,y |a,6y = 1) with the based
loops a, B and y in Z shown in Figure 8a. Also recall that there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the free homotopy classes of loops in X and the conjugacy classes in 7} (X).

(a) Generators a, 8, y of w1 () (b) Canonical form L(w’,n, p] of loops a local system

Figure 8. Fundamental group and loop data

Definition 3.1. Aloop word of length 37 is
w' =, my,ny, Ly, my,ny, ..., 1L, m, n) e 737
(T € Z>1). The associated loop, denoted as
L(w),
is illustrated in Figure 8b. It visits three holes A, B, and C in turn, winding them around the number of times
specified in w'. Namely, starting from the point %« marked in the figure, it winds hole A I} -times, hole B m/, -
times, hole C n} -times, hole A 1, -times, hole B m/,-times, and so on. After finally it winds hole C n-times,

it returns to the point % to form a closed loop. We perturb it if it is necessary to put them together into a
transversal set.

Note that its free homotopy class in [S',Z] = 71 (£)/ ~conjugation IS

[L(w)] = [l priymak prioy™s. ok gy

Two loop words w' and W' are regarded as equivalent if [L(w')] = [L(@')].

Example 3.2. The loop described in Figure 21 and Figure 6 is (a perturbation of) L(3,—-2,2).
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We denote the j-th value of aloop word w' as w;. so that

/ / / / / / 37
w' = (wy, wy, wi, ..., wy,_,, ws,) €Z°.

Then any tuple (w;c, w;c e w;) for some distinct k, [ € Z3; is called a subword in w'. We regard the index
i of l;, m; and n; to be in Z; (hence 3i € Z3;) and the index j of w}. to be in Z3;. Therefore, for example,

(wj,_;, wy,, w)) is a subword. We define the 1-shift of aloop word w' to be
/(1) _ l/ I l/ l li l/ l i 37
w' = (1, my,ny, ..., I, my, ny, Iy, my, ny) €Z

and k-shift to be w'™® which is obtained from w’ by applying the 1-shift k-times (k € Z).

For aloop word w', we define its N-concatenation (w' )N as the N repetitions of w'. It is called periodic
if it is N-concatenation of another loop word for some N € Z-,. For an immersed loop L : S! - 3, we
define its N-concatenation by the immersed loop

IN.gl .y gmit (eZNm't)
Aloop Lor its free homotopy class [L] are called non-primitiveif L is freely homotopic to an N-concatenation

of another loop for some N € Z-,. Otherwise, they are called primitive.

Note that if a loop word w' is periodic, then the associated loop L(w’) and its free homotopy class
[L(w')] are non-primitive. But the converse is not true in general as a non-periodic loop word w’ can be
equivalent to a periodic one. It will be fixed when we will regard only normal loop words (Corollary 3.7).

The following lemma is easy to check.

Lemma 3.3. The following operations on a loop word w' do not change the equivalence class of w':

(inserting 0s) insert the subword (0,0,0) somewhere in w',

(removing 0s) remove a subword (0,0,0) in w' if it exists,

(adding 1s around0) add (1,1,1) to the subword (w}_l,O, w}ﬂ) in w' where w} =0, and
(subtracting 1s around 1) subtract (1,1,1) from the subword (w}_l, 1, w}ﬂ
(shifting) take k-shift of w' for somek € Z.

) in w' where w;. =1,

The converse statement is also true, but its proof involves a non-trivial word problem.

Proposition 3.4. | ] Two loop words w' and W' are equivalent if and only if W' can be obtained from
w' by performing the above five operations finitely many times.

Note that several equivalent loop words can represent the same free homotopy class. To find a unique
representative in each class, we introduce the following normal form of loop words. It will play an impor-
tant role in the conversion formula between loop data and band data.

Definition 3.5. A loop word w' is said to be normal if it satisfies the following conditions:

e any subword of the form (a, 1, b) in w' satisfies a,b <0,

e any subword of the form (a,0,b) in w’ satisfiesa<-1,b=1ora=1,b<-1lora,b=1,
o w' has no subword of the form (0,-1,-1,...,—1,0), and

o w' does not consist only of -1, that is, w' # (-1,-1,...,-1).
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We say that a loop L or its free homotopy class [L] are elliptic if L is null-homotopic, parabolic if L is
freely homotopic to some concatenation of a boundary loop, and hyperbolic otherwise 6. An elliptic loop
is obstructed, and a parabolic loop L can always be deformed so that it doesn’'t meet the reference L at
all, which means that the corresponding matrix factorization %" (L) is null-homotopic. Therefore, elliptic
and parabolic loops will be excluded from our consideration.

According to Definition 3.1, each elliptic or parabolic loop is produced by a loop word equivalent to
one of (1',0,0), (0,m’,0) or (0,0,n’) for some I',m',n’ € Z. Loop words in those forms are called non-
hyperbolic, while the others are called hyperbolic. Therefore, hyperbolic loop words produce hyperbolic
loops. Interestingly, the above normality condition automatically rules out non-hyperbolic loop words.
Moreover, the normal form up to shifting gives exactly one representative among equivalent hyperbolic
loop words.

Proposition 3.6. | | Any normal loop word is hyperbolic. Conversely, any hyperbolic loop word is
equivalent to a unique normal loop word up to shifting.

This also implies that two normal loop words w’ and i@’ are equivalent if and only if they coincide up
to shifting, that is, 1’ = w'® for some k € Z.

Corollary 3.7. A normal loop word w' is periodic if and only if the associated loop L(w') and its free ho-
motopy class [L(w')| are non-primitive.

Now we give X a hyperbolic metric with three cusps. It can be achieved by considering the Poincaré disk
as the universal cover of Z as shown in Figure 9. In fact, such a metric is unique up to isometry (Theorem
9.8.8in [ D). It is well-known in hyperbolic geometry that there is exactly one (immersed) closed
geodesic in each primitive hyperbolic free homotopy class of loops in X (Theorem 9.6.4 in [ 1). This
provides another description of normal loop words.

Proposition 3.8. There is a one-to-one correspondence

{closed geodesics in =} = {non-periodic normal loop words}/ ~hifing -

Figure 9. Fundamental domain of X in its universal cover (Poincaré disk)

16The terminologies come from hyperbolic geometry. In fact, if we assign a hyperbolic metric to the surface, the elliptic, par-
abolic, and hyperbolic loops correspond to concepts already in use in hyperbolic geometry. We refer readers to Section 9.6 in

[ I
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3.2. Loop data and canonical form of loops with a local system.

Definition 3.9. Aloop datum (w',7, p) consists of the following:

e (normal loop word) w' = (I}, m}, ny, ly, mb, n, ..., I, m}, ny) € Z7 for somet € Z»1,
 (holonomy parameter)ne C*,
» ((geometric) rank) p € 7> .

It represents an object (L, E, V) of Fuk (X), denoted as

< (w',m,p),
that consists of the loop L := L(w') defined in Definition 3.1, a trivial C-vector bundle E of rank p over
the domain S* of L, and a flat connection V on E whose holonomy is Jo (n) at the point % on L (marked
in Figure 8b). We refer to it as the canonical form of loops with a local system corresponding to the loop
datum (w',n, p).

Proposition 3.10. Ler (L, E,V) be a loop with a local system with L = L(w') for some normal loop word
w'. Then there are finitely many pairs (n1,01),...,(Na,pa) € C* x Zs1 (d € Zs1) such that (E,V) is gauge
equivalent to the direct sum

(Ey,Vi)@---®(Eg,Va),
where (L, E;,V;) (i €{1,...,d}) is the canonical form & (w',n;, p;) corresponding to the loop datum (w',n;, p;).
Moreover, the choice of the pairs is unique up to the order.

Proof. Note that every C-vector bundle over S L js trivial. At a fixed point % on L, the holonomy holy (E) of
(E,V) along L at % is represented by some matrix H € GL, (C). Then the Jordan canonical form of H has
Jordan blocks Jp, (11),-..,Jp, (na) (d € Z51) for some pairs (71,p1),..., (4, pa) € C* x Z=1, which yields
the desired decomposition. U

This shows that any indecomposable local system on a fixed loop L = L(w') is gauge equivalent to a
unique canonical form £ (w’,n, p). Combining this with Proposition 3.8, we get the following:

Corollary 3.11. There is a one-to-one correspondence

{closed geodesics in X with an indecomposable local system} / ~gauge equivalence
1:1 . .
< {non-periodic loop data}/ ~ghifing -

3.3. Matrix factorizations from canonical form of loops with a local system. To get a matrix factoriza-
tion defined over C from the loop with a local system £ (w’,n, p) constructed in Definition 3.9, we first
need to ensure that the underlying loop L(w’) doesn’t bound an immersed cylinder with the reference
loop L (Seidel Lagrangian). We briefly summarize the discussion in [ ] here:

Definition 3.12. A loop L in X is said to be cylinder-free with L if there is no immersion j : S'x[0,1] = X
that satisfies j (€*"'',0) = L(1(1)) and j (e*™'!,1) =L (; (1)) for some immersions 1, j : S' — S*.

Theorem 3.13. | | For an object &£ := (L, E,V) in Fuk(X) whose underlying loop L is cylinder-free
with L, its mirror matrix factorization F* (£) = (®- (£), V' (£)) is well-defined over C. More precisely,
this means that the moduli spaces involved in formula 2.5 are finite.

Moreover, the homotopy class of F* () is invariant under free homotopy of the underlying curve L and
gauge equivalence of the flat vector bundle (E,V) 8.

Proposition 3.14. | | For a normal loop word w' other than of the form (2,2,2)", the corresponding
loop L(w') is cylinder-free with L.

17we say that a loop datum is periodic if its normal loop word is periodic, and define a shift of a loop datum as the shifting of its
normal loop word.
1856 also [ , Proposition 5.4] for its invariance under Hamiltonian isotopy of L.
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Now we compute the matrix factorization corresponding to the canonical form (L, E,V) := £ (w/,n, p)
for aloop datum (w’,n, p) with w’ # (2,2,2)". For a loop word of length 37
w' = (1, my,ny, , my,ny,..., I, my, ny),
the corresponding loop L = L(w') has 67 intersections with L. We name even-degree angles from L to
L by p1,q1,71,---» Pt Gz, T € hom® (L,1) and odd-degree angles from L to L by s1,6,us,..., S, b, Ur €
hom! (L,1) in the order along the orientation of L.

Figure 10. Canonical form (L, E,V) = % (w',n, p) and Seidel Lagrangian L

Proposition 3.15. For a loop datum (w',n,p) with w' # (2,2,2)" 19 the corresponding loop with a lo-
cal system (L,E,V) := £ (w’ 1, p) is converted under the localized mirror functor into the matrix factor

" (£ (w',1,p)) given by

(Elﬂl)* (Ellh)* (Elrl)* (Elﬂz)* (E‘%)* (E‘fr)*
’ , -1

(Els,)" zlp -y™, 0 0 0 -(=x0h (]p (TI)T)

(E|n)* yimilp xjp _Zn/lillp 0 0 0

(Elu)" 0 zMI, yl, -0k, 0 0

(Els,)" 0 0 -(x7hk, ozl ,
_yMQ—ljp 0

(El,)" 0 0 0 y "L, x, —z%1,

(Ele) \==05"7,m" o 0 0 z7 1, vl 310 x 31p

where x%, y%, z% are regarded as 0 ifa < 0.

Proof. For p =1 case, the computation is essentially the same as what we did for @' (£((3,-2,2),1,1)) in
Subsection 2.3. A rigorous proof can be found in | ]. For p = 2, we use Proposition 2.5 to ‘substitute

the matrix J, (n) T for the scalar 71, as we did in Example 2.6. O

19For the case w' = (2,2,2)7, we still get the same form even if we use the loop constructed in Definition 3.1, which is not
cylinder-free with L. For n = —1, however, it fails to be a matrix factor of xyz as its determinant is zero. For n # —1, it is a valid
matrix factor of xyz but the opposite matrix factor ¥ (< (w',n,p)) cannot be directly obtained by counting polygons between
LandL, because it involves some moduli spaces having infinitely many elements. To justify it, we will need to develop additional
explanation but we won'’t to do in that way here. We will rather treat them separately in Subsection 3.5.
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Inspired by this observation, we propose the following definition:

Definition 3.16. For a loop datum (w', A, p) with (w', 1) # ((2,2,2)",1), consider the matrix

2,  —y™7l, o 0 0o —xhw!
_y_mi.[p xIp _Zni_llp 0 °e 0 0
0 —zmI, oyl —xkl, 0 0
o (W 1,p) = 0 0 -xkr, oz,
—ymlg 0
0 0 0 ey, xl ~zM1,
_xl{—ljp (1) 0 0 0 —z‘”élp vlp 37p x31p

where x%, y%, z% are regarded as 0 if a < 0. Then it is a matrix factor of xyz with the opposite factor denoted
byy (w', A, p) %°. We refer to the pair (p (w', A, p),w (w', A, p)) the canonical form of matrix factorizations
of xyz corresponding to the loop datum (w', A, p).

We can transform the matrix ¢ (< (w', 1, p)) obtained in Proposition 3.15 into ¢ (w’,A, p) by some
bases change and prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.17. For a loop datum (w’,n,p) with w' # (2,2,2)7, there is an isomorphism

FH (£ W'np)) = (¢(w'hp)y(w'Ap))
in MF (xyz), where
A= (_1)11+"-+IT+1'17
forliz=U+1=Ty oy =Tpo = Tpsy G€Z)7.

Proof. Note that exactly one of block components —y™ 1] » and y M » survives in @' (£ (w',n, p)), for
example, as y? is regarded as 0 if a < 0. By changing the sign of some basis elements, we can replace its
block components

Yy 2y~ 05, (07 Ly, oy, 2y, —(05 (), — 07 (7))
with

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! _1
_y_mllpr _Z_nllp, _xlg_llp, —x_lzlp, _y—mrlp, _Z_nrlp, _xll—l(_l)T]p(n)T, _x—ll(_l)'l’(]p(n)T)

in order, where (-1)" is the total sign change given by

(—I)T = (_1)(li_l)ﬂl{zl_l”l{so+1]m§so+1]n’1so"’(lé_l)“lézl_léﬂléso"'ﬂméso"'"""“m;so"'ﬂn;so — (_l)ll+"'+lT+T'

The last two can be again replaced by —xli‘ljp (1) and —x~h Jo (M)~ for A := (=1)Tn, respectively, by
some bases change using the fact that the matrix (— nts P (n) T is similar to J, (1) from the relation

00 0 1 n0O0-0),0 0 0- +1 A10-0
0 -0nfo In0-0ff: : : . 0A1-0
0~1 0 of=Dotn-~0ollo o 150 |=|o0a~:
oo oi i J[lo=nto- 0 R |
#1-0 0 0 00 1nJ\1 0 0 0 000 - A O

20Note that itis a consequence of Theorem 3.13, Proposition 3.14 and Theorem 3.17. An algebraic proof is given in the proof of
Theorem 4.14. Indeed, the opposite matrix ¢ (w’, A, p) can be explicitly written, see Corollary 9.6 in [ l.
2lThisis a part of the conversion formula from loop data to band data (Definition 4.10).
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To manipulate and analyze the canonical form of matrix factorizations, it is convenient to introduce
notations on some special matrices.

Notation 3.18. Denote the N x N Jordan block of eigenvalue 0 and its transpose as

0100 000 0
001--0 T 100 -0
Jv=jeoe | o and Ry =i ng)

000 0/ NxN 00 10/ NxN

Note that the n x n Jordan block of eigenvalue A € C is J, (A) = AL, + J,,. We will also frequently use
010

0 000 -~ A
No1_ | 0010 T N-1_[300-0 22
RN(/UZ=]N+/1KN = 0001 and RN(/U=KN+A]N = 0100 ,
200 0/ NxN 00 10/NxN

and their enlargement by replacing A with ], )t

0 I,0 0
0 01,0
RN(]p(A)):]N®Ip+KZIVV_1®]p(/l)= 0 0 0 I ,
R A
Jo) 0.0 0 f o ng
000 - J,W™!
[b0O0 - 0
RY(p W) =Knel,+Jy '®Jp() " =01 0-

001, 0 NpxNp
For square matrices Ay, ..., A;, we denote the block diagonal matrix made from them as

A0 0 - 0
T 0 Ay 0 - 0
(3.1 PAi=[00a-o0
=1 00 0 - A

Using these new notations, we can write the canonical form given in Definition 3.16 for p =1 as
o (W' 2,1)=¢(w,0,1) - Axh KT Aty h ST
where ¢ (w,0,1) is obtained by putting A = A™! = 0 in the expression of ¢ (w’,A,1). Then the general

expression for arbitrary p is obtained from it by ‘substituting the matrix J, (1) for the scalar A’, that is,

(3.2) oW Ap)=pw,01)el,-x"1KGT e, W -x1 BT e g, (1)L

T

It can be also viewed as a consequence of Proposition 2.5.

By reordering rows and columns of the canonical form ¢ (w’, A, p), we obtain an alternative canonical
form

T T
zlrp @Dy, —(EBx""Ip) Ry (Jo )™
i=1 i=1
T T
3.3) (palt(w,’ﬂﬂ p) = _®y_mi]p XITP _®Zni_llp
i=1 i=1
T T
~Rn(Jp (V) (@xli_lfp) @Dz, YIrp
i=1 i=1 3tpx31p

Sometimes it is more convenient to work with this alternative version than with the original one.

22Note that both are just (A)1x1 if N=1.
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3.4. Periodic case. In this subsection, we show that objects corresponding to the periodic normal loop
words are decomposable. The core of the decomposition lies in the following linear algebra problem:

N-1 N-1
Lemma3.19. The Jordan canonical form of Ry (J, (1)) and RL. (J, (M) ') are @ J, (Ax) and EB Jo (A2H)%,
k=0

respectively, where g,...,An-1 € C* are the N-th roots of A € C* (i.e., distinct solutions ofo = /1).

Proof. By the following Lemma 3.20, the matrix Ry (J, (1)) = Jn ® I, + Kny ' ® J, (A) is similar to

In+AKY KN 0 0 Ry() Ky7' 0~ 0
0 IN+AKY KNTU 0 0 Ry Ky 0
N-1 _ N-1 - : — N . .
Ip®]N+]p (M®KN = 0 0 IN+AKG ™ ™ : = 0 0 Ry(h) ™ ’
: : : R G : : Y
0 0 0 o JN+AKNT pNxpN 0 0 0 - Rv(A)/pNxpN

whose characteristic polynomial (in ?) is
£ =10~ 0P
0 -1 0 N P
(det(tIn—Ry ()P =|0 0 1 *: =(t7=4)" == 20)" - (t = An-1)".
S0 0 7 e
It is straightforward to check that the eigenspace for each eigenvalue t = A4 (k € {0, ..., N — 1}) has dimen-
sion only 1, which completes the proof for Ry (J, (A)). The proof for R}\} (Jp (M)71) is similar. O

Lemma 3.20. For two matrices A€ C™>*™ gnd B € C"™2*"2, their Kronecker products A® B € C"™/M2>mn:
and B® A € C""™M>™ gre permutation equivalent. More specifically, there is a perfect shuffle matrix
Sp.q € O(pq) for each (p, q) € Z=1 x Z>1 whose entries are0 or 1, such thatsqu = S;}q =S4,p and

Smlva (A®B) Sannl = B ®A
forany Ae C"™>*™ gnd B e C™2""2,

In particular, if A and B are square matrices, A® B and B ® A are similar.

Proof. One can get B® A from A ® B (and vice versa) just by reordering rows and columns. It is straight-
forward to check the detail (see [ D. U

Theorem 3.21. Let (w', A, p) be a loop datum with (w',A) # ((2,2,2)7,1). If the normal loop word w' is

periodic, i.e., w' = (W' )N € Z°%° for another normal loop word W' € Z%% (1 = NT), there is an invertible
matrix V € GLgz, (C) such that

@(@0',20,p) 0 : 0
(p(w’,/l, P) —_ -1 0 o(@'4, P) 0 v,
0 6 <P(W /1N—1 e)

where Ay, ...,An-1 € C* are the N-th roots of A. This yields a decomposition in MF(xyz)
(w',A,0)= EB @ (@', Ak, p)

Proof. Recall the formula (3.2)
oW Ap)=pw,01)el,-x"1K e, W -x1 5 e T, 1)L
Here we have

o(w,0,1)=Iyeq(,0,1)—xi ' ye K - x Ky e !

231 p =1, they are diagonalizable via a transition matrix given by the Vandermonde matrix [/lj.)o —_—
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fora periodic word w' = ()" . Denoting by ¢ := ¢ (i/,0,1), we can rewrite ¢ (w/, A, p) as
(ved-x " ne K3 - i Kye )@, -2 KN e K3 e g, (M - h TN e AT e g, (1))

where we also used trivial identities Ké”f‘l = KIIVV_1 ® Kgff_l and ]3T e % lg ]ST 1

By Lemma 3.20, we can switch the order in the Kronecker product A® B® C above into A® C® B to get
a similar matrix. That s, (p (w', A, p) is similar to

6y INODEO- AT Uye L+ KN e J, () e K3 - X[ (Ky@ I, + TN 1o ], (1)) & J3T-1

- _ _ ~
= Inp® -1, Ry (I, (D) @ K31 = x; " RE (7, ))& J5!
via transition matrices given by Iy ® S3z,, and Iy ® S, 37. In other words, (3.4) is another expression for

(IN®Ssz,0) @ (W', A, p) (IN® Sp3¢) -

Now we may assume [/ > 1. (The other case is handled in the same way.) Then we can drop the third
term in (3.4). Lemma 3.19 implies that there is an invertible matrix P € GLy, (C) satisfying

N-1
DI, (Ak)).
k=0

N(JoW)P=P

Multiplying P ® I3z to (3.4) on the right yields

(In® S37.0) 9 (W', 4, p) (In ® Spar) (P& L) = Pe g —x, ' Ry (J, (W) P) ® K3Z ™!
~ I'-1 N1 371
=Pop-x' PP Jp,Ax)|®K3;
k=0

-1 Nl 37-1
=(P®I3)|Ing® P —x; Jo(AR) | ® K3;
k=0

2

=(P®I3) @(ng’(p xl ]P(/lk)®K§TT 1)'
k=0

Lemma 3.20 says that each direct summand I, ® ¢ — x1 ]p (Ar) ® K311 is similar to

~ ~ h-1,37-1
oW A, p)=¢oI,—x;' Kgg ® Jp (Ar)
via transition matrices S, 37 and S3z », and hence their direct sum is similar to EB;CV:_OI 0] (11)’ Ak p) via tran-
sition matrices @]Iy:_ol Sp3t = IN® Sp 37 and @2’;01 S37,p = IN ® S37 p. Therefore, we can write
N-1

(In® Sp37) (P ® Is7) (In ® S37,0) @ (W, A, p) (IN ® Sp,37) (P I37) (In ® S37,0) = €D @ (@', Ak, p),
k=0

which shows the claim with V := (Iy ® Sy 37) (P ® Is7) (In ® S3z,0) € GLs7 (C). O
Corollary 3.22. Let (w',n,p) be a loop datum with w' # (2,2,2)". If the normal loop word w' is periodic,

ie,w = (' )N € Z%" for another normal loop word W' € Z3% (t = N%), there is a decomposition in Fuk (X)

’77 P @ff ’nk’

whereny,...,nn-1 € C* are the N-th roots of 1.

Remark 3.23. This shows that non-primitive loops (with alocal system) are decomposable in the Fukaya
category, which is not intuitively obvious. In following up works, we will see that this is indeed a general
and intrinsic feature of the Fukaya category of hyperbolic Riemann surfaces.
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3.5. Non-cylinder-free case w’ = (2,2,2)". Note that a loop L in X is not cylinder-free with L only if it is
freely homotopic to L” for some 7 € Z. Only in cases of w’ = (1,0,1,0,1,0)” or (2,2,2)” for some 7 € Z>, the
corresponding loop L(w') has the same free homotopy type with L” and L7, respectively. Then it has a
chance to bound an immersed cylinder with L. In the former case, it is not the case for our canonical form
given in Definition 3.1. In the latter case, however, our canonical form bounds an immersed cylinder with

L, which indeed produces some infinite moduli spaces involved in the formula 2.5 for the matrix factor
VL (2 (W m.p)) *.

To prevent this, we take a very specific perturbed version of the loop for the case w' = (2,2,2)". We
first define the loop L := L(2,2,2) as shown in Figure 11. Then let L((2,2,2)%) be the T-concatenation
(with % as a starting point) of it. For a loop datum ((2,2,2)",7, p), we define the loop with a local system

%£((2,2,2)7,n,p) as in Definition 3.9 so that it has holonomy J, (1) at %, using the modified underlying
loop L((2,2, 2)0).

ED\xTpm” 0yl xyL, )] B\ -L-J,m)" xI, I, zI,

(Elp)™  (Elg)" (Eln* (El)* (Elw)*  (El9* (EIp* (ElW*
(Elw)* zxl, 0 0 0 (Elp)” vl 0 0 0
FL .
(Bl | &y -y, 0 0 (Elg) zl,  —zxl, 00
(Elp* 0 xlp —zl, © (Elp)* xlp  =x*I, =xyl, 0

~

(D'L‘(rf ) &”[L‘(:? )

Figure 11. Loop with alocal system £ := £ ((2, 2,2),1m, p) and the corresponding matrix factorization

Definition 3.24. The degenerate canonical form of matrix factorizations of xyz corresponding to a loop
datum ((2,2,2)7, A, p) is defined as

(Pdeg ((2,2,2)7,24,0), Waeg ((2,2,2)7, 4, p))

—zxl;, 0 0 0 ¥l 0 0 0
zly  -yL, 0 0 —zlp —zxlyp 0 0
B 0  xlp —zlp, 0 ’ ~xly, 2Ly ~xylL, 0

=XR;p(A) 0 ylypy —xyly 4Tpx4Tp —Lip+R; py(A) —xI;, —yL, -zl 41pxATp

Theorem 3.25. For a loop datum ((2,2,2),1n, p), there is an isomorphism

FHL(22,2,0,0) = (Pdeg(2.2,2)7,4,0),Waeg (22,27, A, p))
inMF (xyz), where A := (-1)"1.

24g4il] the matrix factorization can be defined over the Novikov field. Moreover, unless n = —1, we can use the formula 1 -7+
P-n+ = ﬁ to evaluate T = 1 in some infinite series to get a matrix factorization over C, which is isomorphic to the

corresponding (original) canonical form. But instead of justifying that formula, we will take a detour using the perturbed loop
and showing Proposition 3.27.
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Proof. For T =1 case, the matrix factorization ' (% ((2,2,2),n,p)) is computed in Figure 11, using the
same method as in Proposition 3.15. It can be transformed to (@geg ((2,2,2)", 1, p), Wdeg ((2,2,2)7, A, p)) by
changing the sign of some basis elements. The case of 7 = 2 is handled similarly. O

For A # 1, we can reduce the degenerate canonical form into the original version using the following
‘matrix reduction’:

Lemma 3.26. | ] Let S be the power series ring C[[xy,...,Xn]] of n variables and f € S its nonzero
element. Assume that the pair ((ECT 2), (HFT f)) is a matrix factorization of f in S, for some matrices C,

FeS*k D E, G, He S andu, ve S. Ifu or v isa unitin S, there is an isomorphism

|

respectively, in ME(f). Therefore, the pair is isomorphic to the reduced pair (C — Du"'E",F) or (C,F - Gv™'HT),
respectively, in the homotopy category ME(f).

F G
HT v

11

oy (C-Du'E",F)e(1,f) or (CF-Gv'H")e(f1),

(CD

Proof. Assume that u is a unitin S, and consider the following diagram:

skes M» ske s M» skes
L I (i %
—-Du
0 1 0f

Ske s ke S
The commutativity of the diagram is immediate from some matrix calculations using the fact that the
original pair is a matrix factorization of f. Also, note that the vertical maps are all isomorphisms. This

o) (5 C)) = (c-Du BT, F)8 (1, ) in MF(f).

yields an isomorphism ((
One can construct an explicit homotopy between (1, f) or (f,1) and the zero object 0 == 0 in
ME(f), which shows that it is a zero object in the homotopy category MFE(f). (It is also a consequence

of Proposition A.15.) This means that we can drop the direct summand (1, f) or (f,1) in ME(f). O
Proposition 3.27. IfA # 1, the degenerate canonical form (¢qeg ((2,2,2)7,4,p), Waeg (2,2,2)7,4,p)) (r,p €
Z>1) is isomorphic to the original version (¢ ((2,2,2)",4,p),¥((2,2,2)7,1,p)) in ME(xyz).

Proof. Inthe simplest case 7 = p =1, the reducing process in Lemma 3.26 along a unit —1+ A in ¢/ geg ((2,2,2), 4, 1)
yields a commutative diagram, which proves the claim:

Paeg((2,2,2),1,1) Vdeg((2,2,2),A,1)
SPBes —=2 T, S8 —EF T, SBeS
I —(1—/1)*1(%) (O I ) I —(1—A)*‘(Jz/)
T a| \1A-)7(xy 2) ul X
0 -(1-17"! 0 —-(1-A)7!

(4’((2,2,2),/1,1) 0 )

(1//((2,2,2),/1,1) 0)
0 Xyz

0 1

SBeS PBeS — 5 S¥aS
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In general case, we ‘substitute the matrix R; , (1) for the scalar A’ to get a commutative diagram:

(pdeg((Z,Z,Z)T,/l,p) Vdeg ((szyz)r./l,p)

SPrresTe SPes P SPresTr
Yl . 0 Iy Vi .
Iy —| 2lp |(Irp=Ry,p (1) ( O " ) Isrp = 2Lep |(Irp=Ry,p (D))
xlp ul ul| \rp (Ip=Rep (D)™ (XLrp YIrp 2Irp) |y xlp
0 ~(Lp=Rep(1)) " 0 —(Lip=Rep (W)™
ea(2,22),4,p) 0 ) (U/alt((2,2y2)1y/1yp) 0 )
0 xyzl 0 I
STPaST s, smesm s §PeST

Therefore, the degenerate canonical form is isomorphic to the alternative canonical form (3.3) in MF(x y z),
which is again isomorphic to the original canonical form in MF(xyz). O

This shows that even if the normal loop word is w’ = (2,2,2)" (and hence we use the perturbed loop
for & ((2,2,2)’,17, p)), we can still define and use the original canonical form of matrix factorizations
(0(2,2,27,14,p),¥((2,2,2)7,1,p)) unless A =1 (or equivalently ) = (—1)"). Therefore, we would not call
them all degenerate cases.

Definition 3.28. A normal loop word is called non-cylinder-free if it is w' = (2,2,2)" for somet € Z>1, and
a loop datum is called degenerate if it is

(D) (w'=(2,2,2)",n=(-1)7, p) and parameterizes loops with a local system £ ((2,2,2)",(-1)7, p),
@) (w' = (2,2,2)", A = 1, p) and parameterizes matrix factorizations (pdeg ((2,2,2)7,1,p), ¥deg (2,2,2)7, 1, p)).

Now Theorem 3.17, Theorem 3.25, and Proposition 3.27 complete the proof of Theorem 1.3 in the in-
troduction.

For 7 = 2, the non-cylinder-free loop word (2,2,2)" is periodic, and the corresponding objects are de-
composable as in the general case (Theorem 3.21):

Proposition 3.29. For a loop datum ((2,2,2)", A, p), there is a decomposition

7-1

Paeg((2,2,2)7,4,0) = P Paeg (2,2,2), Ar i, p)
k=0

inMF(xyz), where A;,...,A; -1 € C are theT-th roots of A.
Proof. Ttis proven in the same way as Theorem 3.21. 0

Combining Proposition 3.29 and Proposition 3.27, we get a decomposition of the matrix factorization
for periodic degenerate cases (w' = (2,2,2)",A=1) as

7-1

Pacg (2,2.2)7,1,0) = D aeg (2.2,2), €77 p]  in MF(xy2)
3.5) k=0 .
= Paeg (2.2,2),1,0) 8 D9 (2.2,2),€¥% p)  in ME(xy2).
k=1

This also implies the decomposition of the loop with a local system for periodic degenerate cases (w' =
(2! 2; 2)T; n = (_1)1) as

7-1 .
(3.6) 2(2,2,2)7,(-1",p) =@ 2(2,2,2),-¢*"7,p] in Fuk(®),
k=0

extending the result of Corollary 3.22 to any periodic normal loop words.
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4. MATRIX FACTORIZATIONS FROM MAXIMAL COHEN-MACAULAY MODULES

In this section, we first recall some general concepts on maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules which
we will need in the rest of the section, including the Macaulayfication and its computation (§4.1). Then
we recall Burban-Drozd’s classification [ ] of band-type indecomposable maximal Cohen-Macaulay
modules over A := Cl[[x, y, zl] / (xyz). Their canonical form is provided as a submodule of a free module
A", whose generators are given in terms of band data (§4.2). Those band data are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with loop data by the conversion formula given in | ] (§4.3). Using this correspondence,
we prove the main theorem in this section that the canonical form of matrix factorizations correspond-
ing to loop data is related to the canonical form of band-type maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules corre-
sponding to band data under Eisenbud’s equivalence (§4.4). The degenerate casewill be treated separately
(§4.5).

4.1. Maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules and Macaulayfication. Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring,
k:= A/mits residue field, and d := kr.dim(A) its Krull dimension.
Definition 4.1. A Noetherian A-module M is called maximal Cohen-Macaulay if

Ext)y (k, M)=0 fori€e{0,...,d—1}.

We denote by CM(A) the category of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A, which is a full subcate-
gory of the category A—mod of Noetherian (i.e. finitely generated) A-modules.

We refer readers, for example, to | ] for general properties and representations of maximal Cohen-
Macaulay modules, and [ ] for (not necessarily maximal) Cohen-Macaulay modules. However, note
that many authors, including [ |, refer to maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules simply as Cohen-Macaulay
modules.

4.1.1. Macaulayfication. Now let us focus on our specific case where A is given by C|[x, y,z]]/ (xyz). It is
an example of surface singularities (i.e. d = 2), and many technics and representation-theoretic aspects for
them were developed and studied in [ , 1. We will especially use the following Macaulayfying
process, which naturally associates any Noetherian A-module a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module:

Definition 4.2. [ ] The Macaulayfication of a Noetherian A-module M is defined by
M":=Hom 4 (Hom, (M, A), A)*®.
It is indeed a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module 26 This defines a functor 1 : A—mod — CM(A), which
is called the Macaulayfication functor.
We will use a combinatorial tool to compute the Macaulayfication of a given A-module in practice:

Definition 4.3. Let M be an A-submodule of a free module A . If there is an element F € A"\ M such that
xF, yF, zF € M, we call it a Macaulayfying element of M in A".

Proposition 4.4. | | For an A-submodule M of a free module A, the following hold:

(1) M is maximal Cohen-Macaulay if and only if there is no Macaulayfying element of M in A”. We have
M' = M in this case.

@) M'=(M, F)i[1 holds for any Macaulayfying element F of M in A”.

Proof. See Proposition 4.2 in [ ] for the proof of (1), and Lemma 1.5 in | ] for (2). O

25We are using the fact that A is Gorenstein in codimension one and therefore its canonical moduleis isomorphic to A. See [ ]
for general definition when A does not have a such property.
26Here the fact that the Krull dimension of A is 2 is essential. See Lemma 3.1 in [ ].
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4.2. Band data and canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules. We recall the concept of
the band data from [ 1, which parameterize band-type indecomposable maximal Cohen Macaulay
modules over A = Cl[x, y, z]] / (xyz). Here we use a slightly modified version of band words given in
[ ] for our specific singularity A, in order to match them with the loop data in the next subsection.

Definition 4.5. Aband datum (w, A, u) consists of the following:

o (band word) w = (I;, my, ny, lo, mo, ny, ..., Iy, my, ny) € 237 forsomet e Zs5,
e (eigenvalue) A € C*,
e ((algebraic) multiplicity) p € Z>,.

It defines an A-module, denoted by

M(w, A, ),
as an A-submodule of A™ generated by all columns of the 6 matrices
xl;+2y1'u le;+21u 0
2.2 2 2 2.2 0 xbt2yp, :
XYLy, ¥y 2tLy, 2°x°Ly, nwx(wAp):= ,
: . IF+2
: : zxT oy
a2 0 XYL
(xym;'+2+yml’+22) I/J 0 0
0 (xym2*+2+ym;+2z) IH 0
7y (W, p) = . . , . :
0 0 (xym;’+2+ym;+2z) I,u
TUXTU
(yz"f+2+z"f+2x) I 0 0
0 (yz"2++2 + z”5+2x) I 0
7 (10,4, 1) = | | | | ,
0 0 n:+2+ n;+2 1
(yz z x) [

where a* := max{0, a} and a” := max{0,—a} forac Z.

The notion of shift, subword, concatenation and periodicity of a band word can be defined similarly
following those of a loop word. Two band words w and i are considered equivalent if they coincide up to
shifting, thatis, i = w® for some k€ Z.

In general, however, the A-module M (w,/l,p) fails to be maximal Cohen-Macaulay. So we need to
Macaulayfy it to get an object in CM(A) from a band datum.

Definition 4.6. Given a band datum (w, A, 1), we define the corresponding maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-
module

M (w, A, ) := M(w, A, )’
as the Macaulayfication of M(w, A, ). We refer to it as the canonical form of band-type maximal Cohen-
Macaulay modules over A corresponding to the band datum (w, A, ).

The maximal Cohen-Macaulay module M (w, A, 1) constructed from any band datum is locally free on
the punctured spectrum of A, that is, for any p € Spec(A) \ {m} the localization M, is a free Ap-module,
where m is the maximal ideal of A. The converse also holds, which is the following classification theorem:

Theorem 4.7. | | Any indecomposable maximal Cohen-Macaulay module over A that is locally free
on the punctured spectrum is isomorphic to the canonical form M (w, A, p) for some unique non-periodic
band datum (w, A, 1) up to shifting of the band word w.
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The proof of the theorem actually follows from a highly non-trivial representation-theoretic study of
the category CM(A), which is applicable to much broader class (i.e. degenerate cusp) of non-isolated
surface singularities. To be more specific, they created its equivalent category Tri(A), called the cate-
gory of triples (or Burban-Drozd’s triple category in some literature), and a natural equivalence functor
Fgp : CM(A) = Tri(A)%’. Its object consists of two modules and a ‘linearized morphism’ between them,
and the indecomposable objects can be classified via a matrix problem on the linear map. As a result,
they fall into the following two types: band-type and string-type. The canonical form © (w, A, 1) of band-
type indecomposable objects in Tri(A) is given in Figure 12, which are parameterized by the band data
(w, A, u). Then they determine the corresponding objects M (w, A, 1) in CM(A) under the equivalence,
which we take as presented in Definition 4.6.

ln;+11# 0 tn]*ﬂIM 0
0 ’ tn,+11“) (I:((),‘))T'u 0 ' tn;’+ll‘l
Ve

~

o i o 1 Cn™ c(n™
) H lml’ﬂlp 0
6 0 tl;”IH ( 0 . lm.[+11”]
AL 0 - 0
! (6 M cun ™
a ~ & .
0 . ey, 0 ' i,

where a* := max{0, a} and a~ := max{0,—a} foraeZ
C) (W = (li’ mi, ni)‘l{:l A, ,U)
Figure 12. Canonical form of band-type indecomposable objects in Tri (A)

Remark 4.8. One can also consider a direct functor ME(xyz) — Tri(A) by composing the Eisenbud’s coker-
nel functor and Burban-Drozd’s functor Fgp. Then we have an alternative way to compute objects in Tri(A)
corresponding to the canonical form of objects in MF(xyz). This gives another proof for Theorem 4.14 with-
out going through the Macaulayfication process. However, since it involves additional algebro-geometric
consideration for the category Tri(A) ([ , Chapter 5]), we defer it to a separate future work.

Remark 4.9. Indecomposable maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A that are not locally free on the
punctured spectrum were also classified in [ | by using string data instead of band data. On the mir-
ror side, they correspond to arcs starting and ending at boundaries of X. Most statements and proofs in the
present paper apply to these cases without significant modifications, while one should take care on some
technical details when proving homotopy invariance of matrix factorizations to establish a one-to-one cor-
respondence of them with open geodesics. There we have to consider wrapped morphisms between arcs
(non-compact Lagrangian submanifolds), and a discussion on the wrapped Fukaya category of immersed
non-exact Lagrangians should precede this. Here we present only some correspondence between basic ob-
jects as in Figure 13, which also correspond to z-xy, x- yz and y - zx in MF(x yz), respectively.

C((0) 1 1 C((n)
~N «
C((®) C(()
yZ LZ
§ !
C((2) Lyy C((2) C(() C(()
N
C(n)

Figure 13. Mirror symmetry of generating objects

273ee also [ ] for another elaboration on this equivalence and its applications.



32 CHO AND RHO

4.3. Conversion formula between loop/band data. We define the conversion formula, which underlies
the correspondence between the canonical form of matrix factorizations of xyz (in loop data) and the
canonical form of band-type indecomposable maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A (in band data).
It was first introduced in [ ], and now we reformulate and extend it for higher rank/multiplicity.

Definition 4.10 (Conversion from loop data to band data). A loop datum (w',n, p) with a normal loop
word w' = (W}, Wy, Wi, Wy, We, We, ..., Wy _,, Wh |, W5 ) € 737 is converted to a band datum (w, A, ) as
follows:

e The normal loop word w' is converted to the band word w € Z°7, defined as
Wij:= w} +1- ﬂw}_lzl - 1]w}zl - 1]w}.Hzl (] € ZST) .

e The holonomy parametern € C* is converted to the eigenvalue
A= (=D 5Ty where l; = wsi_o fori € Z;.

o The geometric rank p is converted to the algebraic multiplicity*®

e in non-degenerate cases,
#e= p+1 inthe non-periodic degenerate case (w' = (2,2,2),n=-1).

We call a band datum degenerate if it is (w = (0,0,0)",A = 1, ) for some 7, € Z>;. Note that it cor-
responds to a degenerate loop datum (w’ =(2,2,2)",n=(-1)%, p) under above the conversion formula
above (while ignoring the relation between p and p which is not defined if 7 = 2).

Definition 4.11 (Conversion from band data to loop data). A band datum (w, A, ) with a band word
w = (W, Wa, W3, Wa, Ws, We, ..., W3r—2, W3r—1, W3z) € Z°F is converted to a loop datum (w',n, p) as follows:

e The band word w is converted to the normal loop word w' € 737, defined as

/

wj

= w]'—1+5j_1 +6j+6j+1 (jEZgT)
whered = 5(w) € {0,1}%7 is given by

0 if w; <0, or
w; = 0 and at least one of the first non-zero entries adjacent to the ]
0j:= string of Os containing w; (exists and) is negative, J€Zs).

1 otherwise
o The eigenvalue A € C* is converted to the holonomy parameter
n:= (=D wherel; := wsi_o fori € Z,.
e The algebraic multiplicity u is converted to the geometric rank >°

_u in non-degenerate cases,
P ©—1 inthe non-periodic degenerate case (w = (0,0,0),A =1).
Proposition 4.12. | 1 (1) The loop word w' converted from a band word w is indeed normal.
(2) Two conversion formula above are inverse to each other.
28We do not define it for periodic degenerate cases (w' = (2,2,2)",7 = (-1)" with 7 = 2), because the corresponding loop with a
local system and matrix factorization are decomposed into 7 pieces ((3.6) and (3.5)) and they are mapped to maximal Cohen-

Macaulay modules having different algebraic multiplicities (4.9).
29%We do not define it for periodic degenerate cases (w = (0,0,0)", 1 = 1 with 7 > 2) in the same reason as above.
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Example 4.13. The following shows the conversion between a normal loop word w' and a band word w:

w' =(8,2,3,-1,-1,-4,-1,0,5,0,-2,1,0,4,6)

ﬂw’21=6(w):(1r1,1)0»0)0»0:0)1»0)0)1v0’1)1)

w =(6,0,2,-1,0,-3,0,0,5,0,-2,1,-1,3,4)

The holonomy parameter 1) and eigenvalue ) in this case are related by A = (—1)67110F0=145p — _pp.

4.4. Matrix Factorizations from canonical form of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules. Let S:= C[[x, y, z]]
be a power series ring and A := C[[x, y,z]]/ (xyz) a hypersurface singularity. For a non-degenerate band
datum (w, A, i), let w' be the converted normal loop word from the band word w and p := p. They define
objects in the canonical form as follows:

« the matrix factorization (¢ (w', A, p),w (w', A, p)) corresponding to the loop datum (v, 4, p),
« the maximal Cohen-Macaulay module M (w, A, u) corresponding to the band datum (w, A, ).

Now we state our main theorem in this section that they are related under Eisenbud’s equivalence:

Theorem 4.14. Let (w, A, 1) be a non-degenerate band datum, w' the converted normal loop word from
the band word w and p := . Then there is an isomorphism in CM(A)

cokerg(w’,&,p) =M(w A ),

or equivalently, regarding M (w, A, 1) as an S-module Mg (w, A, ), it has a free resolution of the form

’yA,
0 sn o(w',Ap) sn b4 MS(LU,A,/J) ——

To prove the theorem, we need to compute an explicit Macaulayfication of the module in Definition
4.5 and find its resolution. The case of u = 1 was carried out in [ 1. We have developed our setup so
that we can extend the construction of y = 1 to the general case by ‘substituting the matrix J, (1) for the
scalar A’ in all matrices. (Recall that we did the same operation in the geometric side (Proposition 2.5).)
We explain the procedure in detail below:

4.4.1. Preservation of Exactness. Let R be a C-algebra and consider a one-parameter family of matrices in
the form

N
pM)= Y @AfeR™
k=—N
for some matrices ¢y € R™*". For any C-valued square matrix A € CH*¥#, we associate a new matrix by

N
PN := Y @roAfe R,
k=—N
We call the pair (¢ (1), ¢ (A)) a (A, A)-substitution pair. We have seen many examples:
e (¢(w',2,1),¢(w',A,p)) (Definition 3.16) forms a (A, J, (A))-substitution pair. We denote them as
p(w',A):=¢(w', A1) and ¢ (W', ], D) :=¢(w',A,p).

o (my (w,A,1), 7y (w, A, 1)) (Definition 4.5) forms a (A, J, (A))-substitution pair for each y € {x, y, z},
denoted as
(W, A) =1y (w,A,1) and 7 (w,Ju ) =7 (w, A p).

Such a pair enjoys a nice homological property, namely, (A, A)-substitution preserves the exactness of a
sequence as in the following proposition. We thank Kyoungmo Kim for providing us the idea of the proof.
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Proposition 4.15. Let

N N

P =) @A € R™" and wA) = ) Ak e RP
k=-N k=-N

be one-parameter families of matrices for some @ € R™ ",y € R™", which form a sequence

@.1) gr Y, gm YD g

foreach A € C. Given a square matrix A € CH*¥, we have new matrices
N N
PN = Y @roAFeR™ T and wnN)= Y wreAreRWMH
k=N k=N
so that (¢ (L), (N) and (v (), (A)) form (A, A)-substitution pairs, which also make a sequence

@A)

4.2) Rioph PN, pmgpu YW,

R'® RM.
Nouw if the sequence (4.1) is exact, more precisely, if we assume

@ vV A)=0foranyAeC,
(i) im (1) =kery (1) for any eigenvalue A of A,

then the sequence (4.2) is also exact, i.e., im ¢ (A) = kery (A).
Proof. The assumption (i) is equivalent to each coefficient of A* in the expansion of 1 (1) ¢ (1) being zero
30 that is, ¥ (1) ¢ (1) is zero as a Laurent polynomial in A. This implies v (A) ¢ (A) = 0.

The converse is not immediate. First we show that we can replace A with any similar matrix J. Namely,
let J € C¥*H be a matrix satisfying A = P~! JP for some invertible matrix P € GL, (C). Then the computation

N N N
e =Y groh =Y gra(PURP)= Y (InoP ) (pre ") U0 P)
k=—-N k=—-N k=—-N

=(In®P™")

N
> <pk®1k)(1n®P)=(Im®P—1)<p<nun®P)
k=-N

and the same computation for y (A) show the commutativity of the following diagram:

p(A) 1 w(A)
_—

R"® R} ——> R™®R R'® RH

I,I®P1||| I,,®Pul Iszl

)] 0)]
Rre Rt = pmgpr 2, RlgRH
Since the vertical maps are all isomorphisms, the statement is equivalent to im¢ (J) = kerw (J). This en-
ables us to replace A with its Jordan canonical form.

Furthermore, if J is decomposed into block diagonals Ji,..., J§ (in the sense of (3.1)), an analogous
argument shows that the statement holds for J if and only if it holds for each block J;. Therefore, it is
enough to prove the statement for a Jordan block J, (1), where A is an eigenvalue of A.

We proceed by an induction on u. For u = 1, the statement is the same as the assumption (ii). Now let
p = 2 and assume that the statement is true for A = J,_1 (1). We deform ¢ (J, (1)) into its similar matrix

((P(IM—I(M)

0 w?/l)) by the following computation:

30This is true for any infinite (e.g. algebraically closed) field, including our field C.
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(7. () % T, (WK - (J,, L) *)k i (]y Lk *)
(p = (p ® = (p ® = — (p ® -
! o N 0 A T eTE o A
.- ], 71(/1)]( * N ]‘k](/l)k®(pk *
:k:Z_NSu,m(( ’ 0 Ak)®(pk) Snu=Sp,m k:Z—N( 0 ﬂk(pk) Sn,u
N
S )S 1,
:Sp,m k:Z_N( " 1(‘/’k®];6 1)) S, Akwk))sn'u

= Sum (Smu1@1) [PV =) (Su1,0®1) S

The same computation also works for y (J, (1)), which yields the following commutative diagram:

o(Ju(V) y(Ju(V)
R"®(RF1@R) - R"™®(R*'®R) - R'®(R*'®R)
(Su-1,n®1) S (Su-1,m®1) S p (Su-1181) S .
Ul Ul
PUu1 ) * (u/(fp—l(l)) * )
0 o) 0 {20

(R"®R*1)®(R"®R) —— > (R™®R* !)®(R™®R)

(R'®R*1)®(R'®R)

Note that the vertical maps are natural isomorphisms. As we know ¥ (J, (1)) ¢ (J,. (1)) = 0 from our first
discussion, the composition in the bottom row also vanishes. The exactness of the bottom row easily
follows from the induction hypothesis and the assumption (ii), also implying that the top row is exact. [J

4.4.2. Proof of the theorem. Now recall that we have M (w, A, p) = im# (w, A, u) < A™, where

7 (w, A, ) = (X2 Y2 ey | Y2 22 Loy 22 Lo v (w, T (O) [y (w, T D) [ 702 (w0 T D) ),y

is an A-valued matrix, or an A-module map A%"* — A"H. Because it does not directly become maximal
Cohen-Macaulay, we will find its Macaulayfying elements in A** to Macaulayfy it. Here we briefly recall
our previous discussion in [ ] for g =1 case:

For a fixed band word w, consider a one-parameter family of elements in A* of the form

(4.3) FA)=FA'4+F+F,A whereF_,Fy,F,€A"and A€ C*

(see (9.8) in [ ] that satisfies

(4.4) xF) =7 (w,A,1)ay(A) foreachye{x,y,z} and1eC”

for some ay (1) = ay,-A~' + ay 0 + a, 1A where ay,—, ayo, ay,+ € A5 (see (9.10) in | ]). Then we have

xF (1) € M (w,A,1) for each y € {x,y,z} and 1 € C*, which means that F (1) is a Macaulayfying element of
M (w,A,1) in A foreach A € C*.

Theorem 4.16 (Theorem 9.1 in | . Let (w, A, 1) be a non-degenerate band datum and w' the con-
verted normal loop word from the band word w. Then there are Macaulayfying elements F, (1), ..., F¢ (A) of
M (w, A,1) in AT of the form (4.3), realizing the Macaulayfication of M (w, A, 1) as

M(w,A,1) = M(w, A, )" = (M (w,1,1), F; (D),..., Fe (V) 3L,

Moreover, denoting the right side as imn (w, A,1) for some matrix w (w,A,1) € A™37, it fits into the free
resolution of Ms (w, A,1), which is M (w, A, 1) viewed as an S-module:

A1
4.5) 0 gn LW gn T@AD 0 A01) — 0.

3l degenerate case (w = (0,0,0)%,A = 1), we find only one Macaulayfying element (which doesn’t belong to a one-parameter
family in 1) to acheive the Macaulayfication, because there are no Macaulayfying elements for (w = (0,0,0)", 1 # 1).
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Now we ‘substitute J, (1) for A’ in all matrices to accomplish the same result for p > 2:

Proof of Theorem 4.14. For each Macaulayfying element F (1) = F_A~! + Fy + F; A € A" of M (w, A,1) in A"
given in Theorem 4.16, we associate a matrix F (J, (1)) := F-® J, (M) "' + Fy® I, + F. ® J, (1) € AT to get
a (A, J, (1))-substitution pair (F (A), F (Ju (A4))). Then relation (4.4) implies

xF(Jy W) =7 (w, A, 1) ay(Ju (D) foreach ye{x,yz},
which shows that each column of F (J, (1)) is a Macaulayfying element of M (w, A, 1) in A™. Therefore,

Theorem 4.16 also implies that
(M (w, A, 1), Fy (Ju ()., Fe (Ju W)y =imm (w, J, (1)) < A™.

On the other hand, applying Proposition 4.15 to the above resolution (4.5), we have a free resolution

o', Ju(A) 7 (w,],(A)
_— _—

0 —> S37H S3TH imz (w, Jy, (A))g — 0

of imz (w, J, (1)) as an S-module. Finally, we know that ¢ (w’, J, (1)) is a matrix factor of xyz, namely,

(W Ju W)y (W', ]y V) = xyzlsy,
which implies that im 7 (w, J, (1)) is already maximal Cohen-Macaulay and hence equals M (w, A, ). O

4.5. Degenerate case. Under the conversion formula, the degenerate band data (without multiplicity)
(w=1(0,0,0",1 = 1) and the degenerate loop data (without rank) (w’ = (2,2,2)",1 = 1) are converted to
each other. Recall that we have the degenerate canonical form of matrix factorizations (Definition 3.24)

(0deg ((2,2,2)7,1,p), ¥aeg (2,2,2)7, 1, p)).

For 7 = 2, the normal loop word (2,2,2)" is periodic and the matrix factorization is decomposed into
T pieces, each of which corresponds to the non-periodic normal loop word (2,2,2) (Proposition 3.29).
Among them, only one piece still has eigenvalue A = 1. We compare it with the maximal Cohen-Macaulay
module corresponding to the non-periodic degenerate band data (w = (0,0,0),A =1, ) :

« the matrix factorization (@geg ((2,2,2),1,0), Wdeg ((2,2,2),1, p)),
« the maximal Cohen-Macaulay module M ((0,0,0),1, ).

It turns out that they correspond to each other under the relation p=pu—1:
Theorem 4.17. For a geometric rank p € Z») and algebraic multiplicity yp € Z>» with p = u—1, we have
coker@geq ((2,2,2),1,p) = M((0,0,0),1, 1)

in CM(A). For u = 1, the right side M ((0,0,0),1,1) = A% is a zero object in CM(A).

Theorem 4.14 and Theorem 4.17 are combined to give Theorem 1.4 in the introduction. To prove The-
orem 4.17, it is convenient to introduce a reduced form of our matrix factorization: We define

((Pdeg ((272:2) ’ 1) P) »Wdeg ((2,2,2) ) 1» P))

—zxe! 0 0 0 —yer —xyJ, @7 -y J, (07 —yz],(0)"

zl, -yl, 0 0 —ze; —zxJ,()T —yz], T -2°],(0)7

B 0 xI, -z, © | —xer —x27,@07 —xy1, 7T —zx],@7
~xJp(D) 0yl ~x¥ep ) 41 0 -xe] -yel -ze] s 1)xGpr)

32gee Remark 9.5 in [ 1. It also follows from our discussion below.
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forpeZ:;,and

(Pdeg (2,2,2),1,0),¥qeg ((2,2,2),1,0)) := (-xyz,—1)
forp=0.
Lemma 4.18. For p € 71, the degenerate canonical form (¢qeg ((2,2,2),1,p), ¥deg ((2,2,2),1, p) ) is isomor-
phic to its reduced form (Pgeg ((2,2,2),1,p),¥Waeg (2,2,2),1,p)) in MF(xyz).

Proof. The submatrix —Irp + Ry,p (A) = =1, + J, (1) of Waeg ((2,2,2),1,p) has (p — 1) units. So we can use
Lemma 3.26 (p — 1)-times to reduce it to (3p + 1) x (3p + 1) size, the computation is straightforward. [

Proof of Theorem 4.17. Let u€ Z>;. We will find a free resolution

(4.6) 0 §3H-2 Paeg(2,2,2),1,u-1)

$3-2 1> M;s((0,0,0),1,u) —> 0.

Then Eisenbud’s equivalence and Lemma 4.18 complete the proof.
Note that
M ((0,0,0),A, ) =im7 ((0,0,0), A, i) = im ( 2x*J,(A) + x>y I | (xy* + y*2) I, | (y2* + 2°x) 1)) , < A¥
forany A € C* and p € Z;. It is easy to check that the sequence

z -y 0 0
0 x -z O

St -Ax 0 y —xy] 3 (Azx?+x2y|xy*+y*z|yz?+2%x)

M ((0,0,0),4,1)s — 0
is exact for any A € C*. Then by Proposition 4.15,

zly, -yl O 0

0 xI, -z, O

-xJu1) 0 yl, —xyl, (zx? T,V +x*y L, | (xy*+y?2) L, | (y2 +2%x) 1))

st S

M((0,0,0),1,1)g —> 0

is also exact. Using

0
—xyJu(0)

zl, -yl, O vl 0
0 xI, -zl zly :( ),
~xJ,) 0 yI, ) \xI,
we can reduce it to the following, which is still exact:
zly, -yl, O 0
0 xI, -z, 0O

-xJu(1) 0 yl, —xye, (zx?Ju (D +x*y I | (xy*+y?2) 1| (y 22+ 22 x) I,,)

83[,1+1 SB/,L

M((0,0,0),1,)g —> 0.

There is a Macaulayfying element F := (xy + yz+ zx)e; := (xy + yz + zx,0,...,0) € A” of M((0,0,0),1, 1)
in A”. So we enlarge it as My ((0,0,0), 1, ) := (F, M ((0,0,0),1, 1)) , < A", then
X y z 0 0 0 0
-e 0 O zl, -yl, 0O 0
0 —e O 0 xIy, -zl 0

0 0 -e —x]p(l) 0 yIu —xye,

§3u+4 g3u+1

(xy+yz+zx)e|zx?J, (V) +x2y L | (xy*+y*2) 1| (y2* +2° x ) 1,,)

MO ((0! O;O)r 1!“)8 — 0

is exact. (One can check it using Lemma 9.7 in | 1)
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We can reduce matrices along three unit entries of the first matrix. (See Lemma Lemma 9.8 in [ 1)
As aresult, for u =1, we get a free resolution

-Xyz Xy+yz+zx

0 S S MO ((0)0’0))1r1)8 — 0

and for u = 2, we have

—zxelr 0 0 0
ZIp_l *yI“_l 0 0
0 xl;,,l —ZIu,1 0

-xJy1(1) 0 yIi1 —xye 1

0 SS'U_Z 53;1—2
Xy+yz+zx zx*el 0 0

0 2x* [ (D+x2yIy (xy2+y22) Loy (y2°+22%) Lo

My ((0,0,0),1,1)g — 0.

Note that the left matrix is @deg (2,2,2),1,u—1). As it is a matrix factor of xyz, the induced map S3=2
S§3H-2 g injective and M, ((0,0, 0), l,u) is maximal Cohen-Macaulay, implying that it is the same as the
Macaulayfication M ((0,0,0),1,u) = M((0,0,0),1, ,u)Jr. So we achieved the desired free resolution (4.6) of
M((0,0,0),1, ) for any p = 1. O

We finish this section with a remark on the periodic cases: We showed that the matrix factorizations
corresponding to periodic loop data are decomposable (Theorem 3.21 for cylinder-free case and Propo-
sition 3.29 for non-cylinder-free case). In non-degenerate cases, they are mapped to maximal Cohen-
Macaulay modules corresponding to periodic band data (Theorem 4.14). It yields the decomposition

N-1
4.7) M(w, A, ) = P M(w, Ak, 1)

k=0
in CM(A), where (w, A, ,u) is anon-degenerate band datum with a periodic band word w = ! for another
band word @, and Ay, ...,Ay-1 € C* are the N-th roots of A. In fact, an investigation in the category Tri(A)
proves that the decomposition (4.7) is still valid in CM(A), even for non-degenerate band data.

Now something tricky happens in periodic degenerate cases: For aband datum (w = (0,0,0)", 1 =1, ),

the corresponding maximal Cohen-Macaulay module is decomposed as

-1 k

M((0,0,07,1, 1) = P M((o,o,O) , ez’”'?,p) .

k=0
Note that only the first direct summand is still degenerate, and the rank of its converted loop datum is
shifted only in that piece. Namely, the corresponding matrix factorization and loop with a local system is
(4.8)

7-1 . -1 .
Paeg (22,2, Lu-1) e Po ((2,2,2), eZ”l'f,u) and £(2,22),-1Lu-1)e@ <L ((2,2,2), —ez’”'f,u) .
k=1 k=1

Therefore, the object in CM(A) corresponding to a periodic degenerate band datum is mapped to objects
in MFE(xyz) or Fuk () that are decomposed into pieces having different geometric ranks.

Conversely, for a loop datum (w' =(2,2,2)",n=-1,p) or (w' =(2,2,2)",1=1,p), we observed in (3.6)
and (3.5) the decomposition of the corresponding loop with alocal system and matrix factorization. Now
we know that they correspond to the decomposition of maximal Cohen-Macaulay module

7-1 .
4.9) M((0,0,0,1,p+1) & D M ((0,0,0), 6”7, p),
k=1

where only the first direct summand has a shifted multiplicity.
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5. APPLICATIONS

5.1. Flip ofloops and dual of modules. Generally speaking, a symplectomorphism (diffeomorphism pre-
serving the symplectic form) between symplectic manifolds induces an equivalence on their Fukaya cat-
egories. There are some obvious symmetries in our pair-of-pants surface X, each of which induces a cor-
responding auto-equivalence on Fuk (X), and hence on MF(xyz) and CM(A).

In this subsection, we take a look at the Z,-symmetry given by flipping X back-and-forth, which is de-
scribed in Example 5.7. It is given by an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism i : £ — X, which is an anti-
symplectomorphism (1*w = —w). Such a map defines a natural contravariant A -functor 1 : Fuk (X) —
Fuk(Z) (§5.1.1). We also define the transpose functor in MF4__(f) as a contravariant A.-functor (§5.1.2),
and show that, in our situation, two A.,-functors are related under the localized mirror functor (§5.1.3).
It is also related with the duality functor Hom 4 (-, A) in CM(A) under Eisenbud’s equivalence (§5.1.4). We
also give a description of these operations in terms of loop/band data (§5.1.5).

5.1.1. Anti-symplectomorphism and contravariant A -functor on Fukaya categories. We first recall some
general algebraic notions following | I:

Definition 5.1. Given a Z,-graded A, -category <f, the opposite Ay,-category </°P consists of the same
class of objects Ob (d Op) := Ob (), switched morphism spaces hom;g,op (&, &) = hom;g. (&1, %) (o €
7,), and Ay -operations {mzp} 1 defined as

mzp (gl,...,gk) = (—1)|g1|+"'+|g"|_kmk (gk,...,gl)
for gi ehom’ o, (Zi-1,%;) =hom}, (&, Zi-1) G €{l,...,k}, s €Z3).

A straightforward calculation shows that o/ °P is indeed an A,-category.

Definition 5.2. A contravariant A, -functor & := {9}~ between two A, -categories of and 9B is an Aso-
functor from o/ °P to B. Equivalently, it can be defined by giving a mapping

%o : Ob (/) — Ob (%)
and k-linear maps (k = 1)
Y :homgy (£, %) ® ---®homy (L, Li-1) — homg (Yo (L), %0 (Lk))
of degree 1 — k, satisfying A.o-relations
Y X w8 8i)r o G (81410 81))

1<ksnl<ij<-<iy=n

(5.1) .
= ¥ (_1)|81|+..,+|gj|—1<gn_j+l-+1(gl,...,g,-,m}‘?‘/_i(gj,...,g,-+1),gj+1,...,gn)

O<i<jsn
forany fixed n € Z>, and morphisms g; € homjd (&, ZLi1)Ge{l,...,n}, o€ Zy).

It induces an ordinary contravariant functor H° (4) : H® («f) — H° (%), whose mapping on objects is %
and action on morphisms is given by [g| — (%1 (g)]-

Now let (Z,w) and (£',w’) be 2-dimensional symplectic manifolds (possibly with boundary) of finite
type (as in §A.2) and 1 : £ — X' an anti-symplectomorphism (1*’ = —w). We will define a contravariant
Aco-functor 1:= {1} 50 : Fuk (£) — Fuk (2') as follows:

Any object £ := (L, E, V) of Fuk (Z) consists of a loop L: S! — X, a finite-rank C-vector bundle E over
S!, and a flat connection V on E. We define its image under the functor 1 as the triple

10(£):=(1(L),E*, V"),
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where 1 (L) := 10 L: S! — X' is the image of L under 1, E* is the dual vector bundle of E over S, and V* is
the dual connection of V.

For two objects £; := (L;, E;, V;) (i € {0,1}), note that there are bijections

X" (L1, Lo) <5y (1(Lo),1(L)), q—1(q) (s€Zo)

as shown in Figure 14 for e = 0 case. Therefore, we have

hom' (%), (&)= @  Home(E|, Eil,)
q'ex* (1(Lo),1(L1))

= @ HomC((Eolq)*;(El|q)*) (e €7Z)).
qgex*(Li,Lo)

We define 1; :hom (£, %) — hom (1 (%), 1 (£1)) by
(5.2) g e Home (Eil4, Eolg) — (-1)8lg* e Home ((Eoly)*, (Eily)")

for a base morphism g over q € x* (L1, Lo) (* € Z5), and then linearly extend it to any morphisms. Higher
components ;> are defined to be zero.

q ! t(ql
—_— I N 4>—Tl (Lo)

Figure 14. g€ x° (L1, Lo), 1(q) € x° (1 (Lo) , 1 (L1)) Figure 15. A polygon and its image under :

Proposition 5.3. The functor 1 : Fuk (£) — Fuk (') defined above is indeed a contravariant A, -functor.

Proof. As 1;>3 =0, the required Aoo-relations (5.1) simplify to
(5.3) my (11 (g1),-- 11 (gn)) = (D188l (1 (g, 1))
forneZsyand g; € homl':uk(z) (&, ZLi21) iefl,...,n}, e €7Z5).

For g; € x* (L;,L;—1) and g; € Hom¢ (Eilqi , Ei—1|qi) (i €{l,...,n}, e € Zy), the left side is
(5.4)

m, (nlelgr, L cplelg) =y Y (=plal++1al sign (4 hol, (9u') (g7, g2).

Note that there is a bijection between angles

XLy Lo) <> y (1(Lo), t(Ln)), T 1(r)

and between immersed polygons
MGy s @1, F) ot (1(q) s 1 (Gn) 1 (F))s w1 () := 10U
as shown in Figure 19, for each r € y (L,, Ly). Therefore, the right side of (5.4) is replaced by

55 5 Y (=plaltHalsign (o (wyholyy 0 w) (g5, 82
rex(Ln,Lo) ued (qn,...q1,7)
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For each pair of u and 1 (1) in those sets, from the sign rule (A.6), we have
(5.6)
n n
sign(w)sign (1 () = (=D | 3 |4i] Tow,_#0@w + 171 oo 200w + ) [1(4:) | Touwm #o@w + 110 Toqr,m #o0@uw
i=1 i=1
n
= =DM Y 91| (Tows-n#o@w = Townzo@w + 1) + 171 (To(zo)20@w = oL #o@w +1) |

i=1
where we used the fact that |g;| = |(g;)|, Ir] = 11 (r)] (i € {1,..., n}) and that the orientation of L; coincides
with that of du if and only if the orientation of 1 (L;) differs from that of (1 (u)). Note also that

(lgil=1 & Tow:nzoow = Towpzoow) and (Ir1=1 & Towyzoouw # loww)#o0w)

which reduce (5.6) to (~1)Zi=119il,
On the other hand, hol, () (0 (2(w))) (g} ,..., &) is by definition given as

P((0(1(1)))0) 0 groP((@(w)))1)0gy_10--08; 0P (0 (1(w))y-1) 08y o P((0(1(w)))n),

where each P ((0(z(u)));) is the parallel transport with respect to V;‘ from El* \l(q‘)

the dual P ((0u);)* of the parallel transport P ((0u);) with respect to V; from E;| gini t0 Ej |qi- Therefore, we
can replace the total composition by (hol, (0u) (gn,.-.,&1)) *,

to E}| , which is
i 11(qis1)

Summing up, we can rewrite (5.5) as

Y sign(u) (hol, Ou) (gn,-.-.8&1))"
T‘EX(Ln,LO) ueM(Qny---rQ1y7)

whose degreeis [r| =2—n+|q1|+---+|qn| . Therefore, it is the same as (—1)l8l++lgnl=ny, (M (gn,--- 81)),
or the right side of (5.3). 0

5.1.2. Transpose functor on MF,_(f). Let S be the power series ring C[[xy,..., X;;]] of m variables, and
f € S its nonzero element. Taking transpose of matrix factorizations of f gives rise to a contravariant
Aso-functor —Tr: MF4_ (f) — MF4_ (f), called the (minus) transpose functor 33 which we now define:
4 A
For an object P° = P! with free S-modules P°, P!, we define its image as (P!)" = (P%)",
-y

where P* denotes the S-dual Homg (P, S) of an S-module P and ¢*, * denote the natural pull-back maps.
It defines the functor —Tr := {— Tri} ;>0 on the object level as

Tt : 0b (MFa_ (/) — OB (MFa (), (0w) — (=", ~").

. . L $o #1 .
Given two matrix factorizations Pg w<:> Pé and P? 1//(:) P11 of f and an even-degree morphism
0 1

(a:P)— P, B: P} — P}) (resp. an odd-degree morphism (y : P — P}, § : P} — P?)) (see diagrams in
(A.9)), we take dual of the maps to define its image under —Try:

~Tri :hom (o, ¥o), (91,1)) — hom ({91, 1), (95, %)), (@ B)—(B",a") (resp. (y,6)— (6",7")).
The higher components Try-» are defined to be zero. It is straightforward to check that Tr is a contravariant

Aso-functor.

3Bwe put the minus sign here to match with the flip functor in the next subsection. However, the functor with a minus sign and
one without a minus sign are (A -)quasi-isomorphic to each other.
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5.1.3. Flip of loops and transpose of matrix factorizations. Coming back to our specific situation, the anti-
symplectomorphism 1: ¥ — X described in Example 5.7 and the discussion so far yield the diagram:

Fuk(®) —Z— MF,_(x)2)
(5.7) ﬂipl 1 transposel_ Tr
Fuk(z) —Z— MF,_(xyz)

In this subsection, we will show that the diagram commutes, in the sense that two Ax,-functors &% Lozand
—TroZ" are quasi-isomorphic3* to each other.

It is based on the fact that our reference object L (Seidel Lagrangian) is invariant under the flipping
functor 1. Namely, Figure 16 shows that (L) consists of the same underlying loop with L and its local
system is gauge equivalent to that of L. Moreover, one can easily check (as we did in Proposition 2.1) that

—1(b)=—x1(X)—yu(Y)—-z1(Z) € hom' (z (BIRA(W)]

is a weak bounding cochain with the disk potential wiL = x yz. Therefore, the pair (z (L), —2(b)) defines a
localized mirror functor &'® : Fuk (2) — MF A, (Xy2).

L .
® o
s 1(Xi) 1(X1)
v x iR uy) 1°X) o - N 1w 1(3)
Xi X i(p
L o
¢ )

1(L
Z 1)
Figure 16. Seidel Lagrangian and its image under 1 Figure 17. A deformed strip and its image under ¢

Now we have two localized mirror functors %" and %'V, but there is a trivial isomorphism between
(L, b) and (z (L), —1(b)), and it has been already proven (with much greater generality) in [ ] that such
isomorphic weak bounding cochains induce quasi-isomorphic Ay,-functors:

Proposition 5.4. [ , Theorem 4.7.(2)] Two localized mirror functors & Land 'O are quasi-isomorphic.

To show that the diagram (5.7) commutes, therefore, it is enough to check the following alternative:

Proposition 5.5. Two A -functors 'V o1 and — TroF' are the same.

Proof. Recall from §2.2 that 1 (£) = (0" (£), P! (¥)) is given as maps

ot (L)=m]"

hom’(Z,L= @ (E,)" @ (Elp*=hom'(Z,L),
pex®(LL) YL =m?  sexl(LL)

whose ((EIS)*,(Elp)*)-component m?’b : (Elp)* — (Els)* for each p, s€ y (L,L) is

Z XX Z (_1)(i+1)ﬂo(ﬂ.)#o(6u)+#(0uﬂ*m)P ((au)o) * ,

(%1, X1) 5 (%7, X;) ue M (p,X1,..,Xi,5)
{(x,X),(nY),(z.2)}

347wo Aco-functors are quasi-isomorphic to each other if there are Ao-natural transformations between them satisfying some
homotopy conditions. Any A-natural transformation induces an (ordinary) natural transformation between the induced ordi-
nary functors. See [ ] for the details.
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where P ((0u)() € Homg (E ls, El p) is the parallel transport from E|; to E|, along the side of u lying in L.
Taking its dual yields the map — Tr (FL (¥)) = (-@ (£)*, -¥L (£)*) given by

-t ()"

(homl(,%,ﬂ_))*: EB E|, —— EB Elp:(homo(ff,[l_))*,
sexl(L,L) -¥H(L) pex°(LL)

whose (El,, Els)-component E|; — E|, for each p, s€ y (L,L) is

— Y X1 X Y (= 1) U Dlowzoew +#(0UNKL) p (5y),).

(X1, X1 ) (x7.X;) uet (p, X1, Xi,s)
{0, X), (1Y), (2,2)}

On the other hand, the opposite side Z'U) (1(£)) = (@'V (1(£)), ¥'V (1 (£))) is given by
(5.8)
'V (1(£))=m " i .
hom’ (&), 1 W)= D E*|, — @ (E|,) =hom!'1(¥),1 L),
pex ) L) YOL)=my™ Y vextam,uw)

whose ((E*|¢)*,(E*|,)*)-component m®™"®: (E*| )" — (E*|¢)* foreach p/, s' € y (1 (L), 1 (L) is
(5.9) 2 Xy X > (—1) D houwrato) HOUNOKD)) p ((a1) )

1

! ! ! ! —_
(). X7) o (2. X7) u’e./%(p’,X{,.,.,le,s’)
€{(=x,1X)), (=3, UV, (-2, U2}

Under the bijection between angles

LD < W), W), pei(p) (s€Zy),

we can put p’' = 1(5) and s’ = 1 (p) for some p, s € y (L,1). Each X is 1 (X;) for some X; € {X,Y, Z}. There is
also a bijection between deformed strips

M (P, Xy, X1,3) =t (1(3),1(X1)e e 1(XD), 1 (), w—1(u):i= 10w

as shown in Figure 17. Also using the identifications (E* |l(§)) = E|s and (E* | l(ﬁ)) = Elp, we can rewrite
(5.16) and (5.9) as
'V (1(£))=my "

D El D

sex(L,L) PO (L)=m?"""  peyd(LL)

where the (E|,, Els)-component E|; — E|, is

(5.10) Y (mx) e (-x) > (=1) D ouwyzoeua H#OGINGA) p (4 (1 ()))g)*

(x1,X1) 00 (x7,X5) uejl(p,X,-,...,Xl,E)
e{(x,X),(,),(2,2)}

The obvious relations

Towy#o@w * loawy#o@uun =1 and  #(dun k) =#(0 (2 (w) N (%))
and the fact that P ((0(:(w)))o) € Home (E*|,, E*|;) is the dual of P ((0u)o) € Home (El;, El,) replace
(5.10) again into

— Y X1 X Y (= 1) U Dlowzoeuw +#(0UNK1) p ((5),).

(1, X1) 5 (%, X;) ue M (p,Xi,...X1,5)
{(x,X),(nY),(2.2)}

This shows that two functors are the same on the object level. It is also straightforward to check that
they coincide on the morphism level. U
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5.1.4. Flip of loops and dual of modules. The commutativity of diagram (5.7) induces the commutativity
of the left square in the following diagram of ordinary categories and functors:

coker

HOFuk () —Z— MF(xyz) ——
MFE(xyz) CM(A)

(5.11) ﬂip[ 1 transpose[ —Tr duallHomA (—,A)

coker

0 Ft =
H Fuk(Z) —— ME(xyz) —— CM(A)

We check the commutativity of the right square in the general setting:

Proposition 5.6. Let S be the power series ring Cl[x1,...,Xn]] of m variables, f € S its nonzero element
and A:= S/ (f) the quotient ring. Then the following diagram is commutative, that is, two compositions of
functors are naturally isomorphic to each other:

coker

MEF(f) —— CM(4)
transposel_]‘r duallHomA(—,A)
coker

ME(f) —— CM(4)

4
Proof. Recall that under Eisenbud’s equivalence (Theorem A.16), a matrix factorization po ? Pl of

f corresponds to a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module M := coker ¢, which admits a 2-periodic free
resolution given by

0 b4 1 i 0 b4 1
+— P'®gA — P ®3A — P'®sA — P'®sA — M — 0.

Taking Hom 4 (—, A) yields a 2-periodic free resolution of Homy4 (M, A) as

* *

@ Y
0 —> Homy (M, A) —> Homg (P!, A) —> Homy (P°, A) —> Homy (P!, A) —> ---,

where ¢ = ¢* ®ida: (P1)" @5 A— (P°)" ®5 Aisinduced from ¢* : (P!)" — (P°)". It gives natural isomor-
phisms

Hom (M, A) =ker* = imy™ = Homy (P°, A) /kery* = Homy (P°, A)/im¢* = cokerp* = coker(—(p*).
O
5.1.5. Correspondence of canonical forms. Flipping aloop with alocal system, taking transpose of a matrix

factorization, and taking dual of a maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules can all be given explicitly in terms
of loop/band data.

e In Fuk(), let (L, E, V) := £ (w',n, p) be the loop with a local system corresponding to a loop da-
tum (w',n,p). Its flip is given by (1(L), E*,V*). Recall that the free homotopy class of the loop
L(w') corresponding to the given normal loop word w' = (I}, m},n},..., I, m,, n}) € Z°" is given
by

[L(w)] = [aliﬁmiyni ...al;ﬁm;yn;],
where a, B, y are generators of 7, (X) (Figure 8a). It is easy to see that the free homotopy class of
the flipped loop 1 (L(w')) is

[1(L(w)] = [al—liﬁl—miyl—ni ...al—léﬁl—m’ryl—n’r].
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Defining a new normal loop word 1 — w' as the normal form of the loop word %
(1-1,1-m},1-ny,...,1-1.,1-m.,1-nl)eZ",

two loops 1 (L(w')) and L(1 - w') are freely homotopic to each other.
The holonomy of (E,V) at some point is represented by a matrix J, (1) (up to conjugacy). It

1 _
changes to ( Jo (1) T) (which is similar to J, (1) ! by discussion in the proof of Theorem 3.17)
for the dual local system (E*,V*). This is because the parallel transport from E*|, to E*|, is

(P(Lp—q) *)_1, where P (L,_,) is the parallel transport in (E, V) from E|, to E|.
Thus, the flipped loop with a local system (z(L), E*,V*) is isomorphic to the canonical form
< (1 -, n_l, p), that is, they give isomorphic matrix factorizations in MF(xyz) by Theorem 3.13.
e In MF(xyz) (or MF(xyz)), consider the canonical form ¢ (w’, A, p) corresponding to a loop datum
(w', A, p). Its transpose still remains in the canonical form up to equivalence of loop words and
bases change J, (A™1)" ~ J, (A1) ~ J, ()", which results in the canonical form ¢ (1 - w',A"%, p).
e In CM(A) (or CM(4A)), the canonical form given in terms of Definition 4.6 does not directly show
the relation with taking dual. However, in Tri(A), one can handle it in an algebraic way and see that
the dual of the canonical form M (w, A, u) corresponding to a band datum (w, A, i) is isomorphic
to M (—w, 271, u), where —w is the band word given by multiplying —1 to every entry of w.

The above discussions summarize to the following mappings (up to isomorphism) under the diagram
(5.11), while two rows are consistent with our main correspondence (1.5):

Z coker
£ (w',m,p) T Py (WA, p) > M(w,1,p)
ﬂip[ 1 transpose] -Tr dua1[H0mA(—,A)
coker

2(1-w'n7,p) —Z— Paeg (1-w', A7, p) —— M(~w, A7)

Example 5.7. The following shows the correspondence of loops with a local system £ ((3,-2,2),1n,1) <

£((=2,3,-1),n71,1), marrix factorizations ¢ ((3,-2,2),A,1) < ¢ ((-2,3,-1),A71,1), and maximal Cohen-

Macaulay modules M ((2,-3,1),A,1) — M((—2,3, 1,171, 1) (in Tri(A)) up to isomorphism, where A = —1.
Flip of Transpose of Dual of

loops with a local system matrix factorizations maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules

1 k((®)
e ~N

z 00 k(1) k(1)
- -y x -z - MzT Tts
-Ax* 0y k((£) k(1)

~ e

k(D)

1 transpose I dual

k(@)

) ) s ~
z -yt A k(1) k((6)
- 0 x 0 - II Il
0 -z y k((0) k(1)

~ e
AZ @y

351t is not normal a priori in general, but Proposition 3.6 ensures that one can deform it to the unique normal loop word by
performing five operations in Lemma 3.3 finitely many times.
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5.2. Reverse ofloops and shift of modules. Orientation-reversing ofloops induces another auto-equivalence
on Fuk(Z) (§5.2.1). We also define the switching functor in MF4_ (f) (§5.2.2), and show that, in our situ-
ation, two Ay -functors are related under the localized mirror functor (§5.2.3). They boil down to shift
functors of triangulated categories, and therefore, are also related with the shift functor of CM(A) (§5.2.4).

We give an algorithm to compute them in terms of loop/band data (§5.2.5).

5.2.1. Orientation-reversing of loops and auto-equivalence on the Fukaya category. Let (£, w) be a 2-dimensional
symplectic manifolds (possibly with boundary) of finite type (as in §A.2). There is an obvious symmetry of
objects in Fuk (X), namely, we can reverse the orientation of the underlying loop of every object. It results

in an auto-equivalence on Fuk(Z) given by a (covariant) As-functor j := {ji} -, : Fuk(2) — Fuk(2) we
define now:

Any object £ := (L, E, V) of Fuk(Z) consists of a loop L: S! — X, a finite-rank C-vector bundle E — S!,
and a flat connection V on E. We define its image under the functor j as the triple
Jo(&):=(j(L):=Lox,x"E,x*V),

2t

wherex: S — S1, e e 2" denotes the orientation-reversing map.

Note that reversing the orientation of loops doesn't affect their (self-)intersections. Therefore, for two
objects &£; := (L;, E;, V) (i € {0,1}), the sets x* (Lo, L1) and x* (J (Lo) , J (L1)) ( € Z) are identified, as shown
in Figure 18. The fibers E;|, and «* E;|, over the preimages (in S1) of the point p € X under L; and j(L;),
respectively, are also naturally identified. So there is also a natural identification between

&b HomC(Eolp,Ellp) and b HomC(K*E0|p,K*E1|p),
pex®(Lo,L1) pex® (7 (Lo),7(L1))

We define j; : hom (%, £1) — hom () (%), j (£1)) by

(5.12) f eHome (Eol,, Eil,) — DV f e Home (x* Eol,,x* Eil,)

for a base morphism f over p € y* (Lo, L1) (» € Z»), and then linearly extend it to any morphisms. Higher
components ji» are defined to be zero.

PP g i 1 7 (Lo)
plr - PP
Figure 18. p, p€ x (Lo, L1) = x (] (L0), ] (£1)) Figure 19. A polygon u €. (p1,...,pr. q)

Proposition 5.8. The functor j : Fuk (£) — Fuk(X) defined above is indeed a covariant A -functor.

Proof. As ji=» =0, the required A -relations (A.3) simplify to

(5.13) my (71 (A) -0 (Fn)) = 11 (e (fr o0 )

forne Z-y and f; e hom® (Z_1, %) (i€{l,...,n}, e € Z,).For p; € x* (Li-1,L;) and f; € Homg¢ (Ei—1|p,- , Ei|p,-)
(iefl,...,n}, e € Zy), recalling the definition of m,, in (A.5), both the left and right sides are contributed by
the same polygons u € 4 (pu,..., p, q) for g € x (Lo, Li) . But for each polygon , its bounding loops have
different orientations in both sides. It plays a role only when we compute sign(u), whose quotient in both
sides is given by (- 1)Z§=1|p,~|+|’1| following the sign rule (A.6). It cancels all the signs that occur when taking
J1, which confirms (5.13). |
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5.2.2. Switching functor on MF4_ (f). Let S be the power series ring C[[x,...,X;;]] of m variables, and
f € S its nonzero element. Switching two factors in matrix factorizations of f gives rise to a covariant
Aso-functor [1] : MF 4 (f) — MF 4 (), called the switching functor 36, which we now define:

® v
For an object P° = P! with free S-modules P°, P!, we define its image as P! = PY. Ttdefines

the functor [1] := {[1]} =0 On the object level as
[1]9: Ob (MF4_,(f)) = Ob(MF4_ (), (¢,¥)— (v.¢).

. . . Pl ®o .
Given two matrix factorizations P? 7<_> Pl1 and Pg 1//(:) Pé of f and an even-degree morphism
1 0

(a:P)— P, p: P{ — P}) (resp. an odd-degree morphism (y: PY — P}, § : P} — PJ)), we define its image
under [1]; as

(111 :hom ((¢1,¥1), (9o, wo)) = hom ((w1,¢1), (Wo,90)), (a.B)— (B, a) (resp. (y,8)— (8,7)).
The higher components [1];~» are defined to be zero. Then it is straightforward to check that [1] is a
covariant As,-functor.

5.2.3. Orientation-reversing of loops and switching of matrix factorizations. Now in our situation, we have
the diagram of Ay,-categories and functors:

gIL
Fuk(Z) —— MF,4_(xyz)

-reversing two factors

(5.14) orientationl ; switching lu

9".
Fuk () —— MF,4_(xyz)
In this subsection, we will show that the diagram commutes, more precisely:
Proposition 5.9. Two Ay -functors %o j and [1] o F* are the same.
Proof. Recall from §2.2 that FL (£) = (' (£), ' (£)) is given as maps

oL (L)=m)?

(5.15) hom"(Z,D= @ (Elp) @ (B =hom' (L),
pex(L,L) L) =mt’  sexl(LL)

whose ((EIS)*,(Elp)*)-component m(l)'b : (Elp)* — (El)* foreach p, s€ y (L,L) is

Z X1 X Z (_1)(i+1)ﬂo(lL)#o(0u)+#(0uﬁ*[L)P ((0u)0)* ,

(1, X1),0 (51, X;) uet (p,X1,....Xi,s)
e{(6,X),(n 1), (2,2)}

where P ((0u)o) € Homg (Ely, Elp) is the parallel transport from E| to E|, along the side of u lying in L.
Switching positions of the left and right sides in (5.15), Z' (%) [1] is given by maps

P (L)=m}”

hom'(Z,L)= @ (ElY* @ (Elp)" =hom’(2Z,D),
sex (L) ot ($)=m?’b pex®(L,L)

whose ((El,)", (Ely)*)-component m$”: (E|)* — (El,)" for each s, p€ y (L,L) is

Z XL X Z (= 1) I+ Dlowzou +#(0unki) p (Owo)*,

(x1,X1) 00 (7, X5) uE./ﬂ(S,Xl,...,Xi,ﬁ)
{6, X),(0,Y),(2,2)}

361t boils down to the shift functor of the triangulated category MFE(f).
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where P ((0u)() € Homg (E lp, El S) is the parallel transport from E|, to El|; along the side of u lying in L.

On the other hand, the opposite side ZL (; (£)) = (% (; (£)), YL (; (£))) is given by
(5.16)
s PE)=my?
hom’(j(2),1)= @ (x|, @ (x*E|,)" =hom'(;(&),L),
Pex’ (L) YLO@)=m’ syl (JDL)

whose ((E*Isr)*,(E*Ipr)*)-component m(l)'b : (K*E|pr)* — (k*Elg)* foreach p/, s’ e y (7 (1),L) is

(5.17) Z X1 X Z (_1)(i+1)1]0(ﬂ_)¢0(5u)+#(auﬂ*ﬂ.)P ((Ow)o)*,

(1 X1),e (0 X7) uej[(p’,Xl,...,Xi,?)

e{(x.X), (1Y), (2.2)}
where P ((0u)q) € Homg (K*E|5r , K*E|pl) is the parallel transport from x*E|y to K*E|pr along the side of u
lying in L.

Note that reversing the orientation of L doesn't affect its intersection with L, but their degree changes.
Therefore, we can replace p' € y°(; (L),L) and ' € (7 (L),L) with s € ' (L,L) and p € ¥°(L,L), respec-
tively. The fibers x* E|,; and " E|y are also identified with E|; and El,, respectively. So we can rewrite
(5.16) and (5.17) as

oL (7(L)=m?

D (EY* D (Ep)

sex! (L) PL@)=m?"  pey®(LL)

whose ((Elp)*,(EIS)*)-component m‘l)’b ((El)* — (Elp)* is

Z X1 X Z (= 1) I+ Dlowzowu +#(0unki) p (Owo)*,

(F1,X1) e (%5, X7) ue M (,X1,,Xi,p)
e{(x,X),(0,),(2,2)}

where P ((0u)o) € Homg ( El,, El,) is the parallel transport from E|, to E|, along the side of u lyingin L.

Notice that it is the same expression with ' (%) [1], especially because sign(u) is not relevant to the
orientation of L. This shows that two functors are the same on the object level. It is also straightforward
to check that they coincide on the morphism level. |

5.2.4. Orientation-reversing of loops and shift of modules. The commutativity of diagram (5.14) induces
the commutativity of the left square in the following diagram of ordinary categories and functors:

coker

L ~
HFuk(£) —Z— MF(xyz) —— CM(A)
(5.18) Orréfzgﬁifﬁ%n[f ;‘v“(’)“fz}c‘igfs[[ll shiftl[l]
coker

HOF 7 -
uk(®) —Z> MF(xyz) ——> CM(A)

We explain the commutativity of the right square in the general setting:

Definition 5.10. [ | Let (A,m) be a Noetherian local ring and M € CM(A) be a maximal Cohen-
Macaulay module over A. Choose an injectioni: M — Q of M into a finitely generated projective A-module
Q such that its cokernel is still maximal Cohen-Macaulay. We define the shift *” of M as

M]|1] := coker(i),

which is uniquely determined as an object of CM(A) up to isomorphism.

371t was called translate in [ ], and AR translation in [ ].
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In the case of hypersurface singularities, it can be explicitly given in terms of matrix factorizations
under Eisenbud’s equivalence:

Proposition 5.11. Let S be the power series ring C[[x1,...,Xn]] of m variables, f € S its nonzero element
and A:= S/ (f) the quotient ring. Then the following diagram is commutative, that is, two compositions of
functors are naturally isomorphic to each other:

coker

MF(f) —— CM(A)

switching )
two factors l (1 shlftl [1]
coker

ME(f) —— CM(4)

@
Proof. Recall that under Eisenbud’s equivalence (Theorem A.16), a matrix factorization po ? Pl of

[ corresponds to a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module M := coker¢, which admits a 2-periodic free
resolution given by
. —> Plgg A 2, PlegA X, Plgg A 2, PlesA — M — 0.

From this we have natural isomorphisms

M = coker¢ = (P'®s A)/imf = (P'®s A)/kerﬂ =imy =kerg,
and hence there is a natural embedding of M into a finitely generated free A-module P° ® A:

i:MEker£—>P0®3 A.

Taking its cokernel gives

M]J1] = coker(i) = (PO ®g A)/kerf = (PO ®g A)/imﬂ = cokery,

which is also maximal Cohen-Macaulay, being the image of the switched matrix factorization (v, ¢) under
Eisenbud’s equivalence. O

5.2.5. Correspondence of canonical forms. Orientation-reversing of a loop with a local system, switching
two factors of a matrix factorization, and the shift of a maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules can all be given
explicitly in terms of loop/band data.

e In Fuk(®), let (L, E, V) := &£ (w',n, p) be the loop with a local system corresponding to a loop da-
tum (w',n, p). Its orientation-reverse is given by (7 (L), x*E,x*V). Recall that the free homotopy
class of the loop L (w') corresponding to the given normal loop word w' = (I}, m}, ny,..., I, m,,n}) €
73" is given by

[L(w)] = [aliﬁmiyni ...alélgm;yné],
where a, f, y are generators of 7} (X) (Figure 8a). The free homotopy class of the orientation-
reversed loop j (L(w')) is

7 (2 (w))] =

_ [a—l;ﬁoy—n; aoﬁ—mgyoa—lgﬁo B .Y—ni aoﬁ_miyo .

')/_n;'ﬂ_m;'a_lé . ,}/—niﬁ—m; a_li:I .
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Define a new normal loop word w'[1], the reverse of w’, as the normal form of the loop word 38
(5.19) (-1;,0,-n.,0,-m.,0,~1.,0,...,—n},0,—m},0) € Z°7,

then two loops j (L(w')) and L(w'[1]) are freely homotopic to each other.

The holonomy of (E,V) at some point is represented by a matrix J, (n) (up to conjugacy). It
changes to J, (n)”" for the pull-back local system (k*,x* V).

Thus, the orientation-reversed loop with a local system (j (L),x* E,x*V) is isomorphic to the
canonical form ¥ (w’ [1], 17_1, p), that is, they give isomorphic matrix factorizations in MF(x yz) by
Theorem 3.13.

« In MF(xyz), it is just easy to switch two factors of canonical form (¢ (w’, A, p),y (W', A, p)) corre-
sponding to aloop datum (w’, 4, p), but then ¥ (w', A, p) no longer appears in the canonical form.
Even worse, it is never obvious how to change it into the canonical form ¢ (LT/’ A, ﬁ) for some an-
other loop datum (@’ A, p). Example 5.14 shows that the length 37 of the word w’ can be also
changed. (In general, we have %T <7 <271, where 37 is the length of i0'.)

e In CM(A) or Tri(A), there is no easy way or formula to compute the shift of modules.

The above discussions say that so far the only way to compute the canonical form of the shift of maxi-
mal Cohen-Macaulay modules is to make a detour to use the geometric operation in the Fukaya category.
We summarize the procedure as follows:

Proposition 5.12 (Shift algorithm). Let M (w, A, p) € CM(A) be the maximal Cohen-Macaulay module over
A corresponding to a band datum (w, A, ). Its shift is given by

M(w,A,p) (11 =M (wil], 171 1),
where the band datum (w[1], +A™!, u) is computed in the following manner:
(1) Convert the band datum (w, A, ) into a loop datum (w',n, p), following Definition 4.11.
(2) Compute the reverse w'[1] of the loop word w' (i.e. find the normal form of the loop word (5.19)).

(3) Convert the loop datum (w'[11,n™}, p) again into a band datum (w[1],+A71, u), following Defini-
tion 4.10.

We have the following mappings (up to isomorphism) under the diagram (5.18), while two rows are
consistent with our main correspondence (1.5):

P coker

! / =~

L (W'n,p) ———— Qeg (W, A, p) ——————— M(w, A, p)

orientation switching :

reversing I] two factors][l] Shlft[[l]
coker

ol ~
2 (W', p) o Puaeg (W1, 2471, p) ——— M (w1}, 17", )
Example 5.13. The following shows the computation of w(1] from the band word w in Example 4.13:
w =(6,0,2,-1,0,-3,0,0,5,0,-2,1,-1,3,4)

w =(8,2,3,-1,-1,-4,-1,0,5,0,-2,1,0,4,6)
w,[l]Z(—S,O,—G,O,—4,0,0,0,—1,0,2,0,0,0,—5,0,0,0,1,0,4,0,1,0,1,0,—3,0,—2,0)

W[l] :(_7y 1 y_5: 1 y_3y 0 ’ 0 ’ 2 »_Gy 1 y_ly 4 »_L 1 r_lv 1 ’ 0 )_27 1 )_1, 1 )

381t is not normal a priori in general, but Proposition 3.6 ensures that one can deform it to the unique normal loop word by
performing five operations in Lemma 3.3 finitely many times.
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Example 5.14. The following shows the correspondence of loops with a local system £ ((3,-2,2),1,1) <
£((-2,1,-1,0,2,0),n71,1), matrix factorizations ¢ ((3,-2,2),A,1) — ¢ ((-2,1,-1,0,2,0), -A~1, 1), and max-
imal Cohen-Macaulay modules M ((2,-3,1),A,1) < M ((-2,1,-1,0,2,0),—A"1,1) (in Tri(A)) up to isomor-
phism, where A = —n. (First two in the bottom row are not presented in the canonical forms.)

Reverse orientation of Switch two factors of Shift of
loops with a local system matrix factorizations maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
| k@
e ~
z 00 k(1)) k(1)
- -y x -z - MZT Tta
-Ax% 0y k(1) k(1)
~ /
Uk !
1 opposite factor I shift
to0 2 10
(o 1) k() (0 1)
e ~
xy 0 0 k()2 k(1)
3 2 2
— +Azx z z <« 0 1 10
peat y K] 19
Ax 0 X
z k()2 k()2
~

re
(59 ww? (o2

5.3. Higher rank/multiplicity and twisted complexes. In this subsection, we first recall the concept of
twisted complexes in an A,,-category and related notions, based on [ ) 1 (§5.3.1). Then we asso-
ciate any twisted complexin MF4_ (f) an equivalent matrix factorization (§5.3.2). We derive a formula for
extending the localized mirror functor to twisted complexes (§5.3.3). Finally, we show that our canonical
objects in MF(xyz) as well as Fuk (Z) of higher rank are isomorphic to twisted complexes of lower rank
objects (§5.3.4, §5.3.5).

5.3.1. Twisted complexes and twisted completion.

Definition 5.15. Let.of be a Z,-graded Ao,-category over a field k. An abstract twisted complex *° in of is
a pair (£,0), which consists of

o adirect sum of shifted objects, which is a formal expression of the form
N
£ =@ Zilk)
i=1
forsome NeZ>1, £;€0b(f) and ki€ Z, (i€fl,...,N}),
e acollection of morphisms

0:= (6ij ehom}d (ffi,ffj) [—kl‘ + kj]40)

satisfying the Maurer-Cartan equation

1<i<j<N

(5.20) md (£):= Y m,(6,...,6) =0,

n=1

39The terminology is intended to distinguish it from the rigid twisted complexin MF 4__ (f) below (5.24).
40For a Zy-graded vector space V := V9@ V! and k € Z,, we denote by V[k] its k-shift, i.e., V[k]* = vtk forec 7.
411t is a finite sum because my, (6,...,0) vanishes for n = N.



52 CHO AND RHO

wherem,(5,...,8) isan elementof @ hom?, (%L, ;)| ~ki+ k;j] with components given by
1<ij<N

(5.21) (mn(6,...,6)),-j:: Z mn(5ii1,6i]i2,...,6in_1]~)Ehomfﬂ(ffl-,fj)[—kl-+kj].
l=n<j-i
i<i1<~~-<]in,ll<j
Definition 5.16. Given a Z,-graded A -category <f, its twisted completion Tw</ is a Z,-graded As-
category defined as follows:

* [Its objects are the abstract twisted complexes in </,
o The morphism space between (Zg = @ﬁ\i’l Zoi koi] ,60) and (21 = @?21 Lrilkiil ,61) is

Ny N Ny M
homy,, ., (@e%i [koil, D L1 [klj]) =@ @hom’, (Loi, L1j) [~koi + kij] (e €Zy),
i=1 j=1 i=1j=1

Twef

e The Ax-operations {m K are defined as

}kzl
m']IC‘W'g{ : homTW.Qf ((30;50) y (zlral))®' * '®h0mTW.s2¢ ((zk*1v5k*1) y (2]0 6]6)) - homTWd ((201 50) ) (zkr 6k)) y
(fl""’fk)._)mio ..... 5k(fl;-~-»fk) = Z Omﬁm0+...+mk(60r-~-»50)f1v61’-~-r61»f2)'-';fkrak»-~-»5k)42'

mgy m mj

for fi ehomry o (Zi-1,0i-1),(Z;,61) (G €{l,..., k}).

It is a triangulated A,-category, and its cohomological category H® (Tw.<f) becomes a triangulated cate-
gory in the classical sense (| , S1.3]).

Note that there is a natural embedding «f — Tw.<f of A-categories sending each object £ € Ob(«/)
to the trivial abstract twisted complex (Z£[0],0).

Taking the twisted completion of Ay, -categories is functorial in the following sense:

Proposition 5.17. An A -functor & := {F}i=o : A — 9B between Ao -categories induces an Ao -functor
TwF = {(TWF) i} k=0 : TWwef — Tw B between their twisted completions defined as follows:

 An abstract twisted complex (@f\i L %ilkil,8) in of is mapped to the abstract twisted complex in 9

given by
N o)
D F L)k, Y Fn6,....6)],
i=1 n=1

where F,(6,...,6) is an element of P homé—g (Fo (L), Fo (%)) [ ki + k]| with components

1<i,j<N
(gn (6)~-~)6))ij = Z 9,1(6”‘1,61'11'2,...,61‘"71]‘)€h0m1% (gO(gi)’go (gf)) [_ki+kj]'
l=n<j-i

i<ij<-<ip1<j
o Higher components {(Tw %)} ;=1 are given by
(Tw F) - homy o7 (£, 60), (£1,61)) ® -+ ® homy oy (Lg-1,6k-1), (L, 0k))
— hommyg (TwF)o ((Zo,60)), (TWF)o (L, 61)),
(fioeof)= Y. Fremertme(60,--,60, f1,61,..,61, foroo e fir Ok r Ok ).
NN N

my m, my

The induced Ao-functor Tw.% : Tw.of — Tw 2 also boils down to an exact functor H? (Tw %) : H® (Tw.«f) —
HP® (Tw %) between classical triangulated categories.

42pach component is defined in the same manner as in (5.21).
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5.3.2. Twisted complexes of matrix factorizations. Let S be the power series ring Cl[[xy, ..., X;;]] of m vari-
ables, and f € S its nonzero element. We will demonstrate that the A,-category of matrix factorizations
MF 4_ (f) has an intrinsic notion of twisted complexes, by constructing them as actual objects in it.

In §5.2.2, we already defined the shift functor [1] : MF 4 (f) — MF 4 (f), which simply switches the po-

sition of two matrices in a given matrix factorization. More precisely, given a matrix factorization PO —><7
: . o K 1 i_ pi+k
we define its k-shift (k € Z,) as P[k] —ﬁ Plk]*, where P[k]’':= P'"* and
%

(p,w) ifk=0,

, k] := kl,wlk]):=

Now we associate any abstract twisted complex given in Definition 5.15 an object in MF 4 (f). Suppose

(Pz il
that we have finitely many shifted matrix factorizations P;[k;1° ‘W Pilki]' (N€Zs1,i€{l,...,N}

1

and morphisms between them
(vij,0ij) ehom' (¢}, v;), (91, w:)) [-k;j + kil = Homg (P;[k;1°, P;[k;]') x Homg (P;[k;1", P;[k:]°)
for1=<1i < j < N, which form the following left diagram (not necessarily commutative):

1‘/’1 k;l

Pk 20 bkt YL pgk0

po %, pt ¥, po
(5.22) V V V / / /
pl Y, po_?, pl

ki ilki
Pitkilt Y5 b tk® 2L bkt

We can arrange them into the block matrix form as follows:

N N
(p,9) = (@(pi[ki], @Wi[ki])
i=1 i=1
Pikil° Prlk2)® -+ Pnlkn]° Pilkil' Palko]' -+ Py lknl!
Pyl (g1 lki] 0 0 Pyki)° yr [Kal 0 0
_| pkd'] 0 @lkel - 0 Prlkol” |0 yalkel - 0
Py knl! 0 0 -+ onlkn] Py [kn1° 0 0 - ynlknl

(v,6) = ((vi7,6:;) € hom' (¢, 9;), (@1, wi)) =k + Kil) iy

Pi[kil® Palkol® -+ Pnlkp]° Pilkil' Polkol' - Pylknl!

Py [ky)! 0 Yi2 - YIN Py [ky1° 0 012 - OIn

| Pkt 0 o . P2lk2)” |0 0 :
: . : Y(N-1)N 5 : : o dw-pN

Py lkn)! 0 0 0 Py lkn1® 0 0 0

¢
Observe that (¢,y) forms a new matrix factorization P° = P!, where P* := @Y P;lkil* (» € Zy),

and (y,6) defines a morphism (y,5) € hom' ((¢,v), (¢,v)), which form the right diagram in (5.22) (not
necessarily commutative).
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The A,.-operations between them are computed as

my ((y,6)) = (wy + 69, 95 +yw), ma((y,8),(7,6))=(6y, y6) and my=5((6,7),...,(6,7)) =0,

following (A.10). It is easy to check that their components are also compatible with the abstract definition
in (5.21). Therefore, the Maurer-Cartan equation (5.20) is phrased as

(5.23) 0=my((r,0)) +m2((r,0),(1,0)) = (wy + ¢ +8y,05 +yy +70),
and an abstract twisted complex in MF 4_ (f) is equivalent to a pair ((¢,v), (y,6)) satisfying (5.23) **.

(p+
We define the rigid twisted complex in MF4_ (f) associated to such a pair as PY —— pl. More

w+6
precisely, it is given as
w((o,9),(r.6)) = (0 +7,¥+9)
Pi[k1]® Paolkol® -+ Pylkn]® Pi[kil' Polkol' - Pylknl!
Pkl (p1lkll Y1z o YN Pk’ yrlkil 612 e o1n
5.24 . .
(5:24) _| Pk’ 0 2lls] - : Py [k,]° 0 Y2 ko]
: : : . YwN-nN : : : o Sv-pN
Pylknl'\ 0 0 - onlkyl/  Pylknl®\ 0 0 - wynlknl

It is indeed a matrix factorization of f, as a direct consequence of the equation (5.23).

Proposition 5.18. The embedding i :MF 5_(f) — TwMF 4_ (f) of A -categories is a quasi-equivalence.
Proof. The natural embedding i sends each matrix factorization (¢,v) to the abstract twisted complex
((¢,¥)10],0). The morphism space between such two complexes ((¢o,1%0)[0],0) and ((¢1,v1)[0],0) is

identified with the original hom space hom?2 ((¢1,11), (90, ¥o)) . On the morphism level, the first com-
ponent i; is the identity map on that space, and the higher components iy, are defined to be zero.

We define its quasi-inverse 7 : TWMF 4_ (f) — MF 4_ (f) by sending each abstract twisted complex

( (@%u«l] D], (1:0) = (11.01) € hom (1)), (o w ) =k ) o

to the rigid twisted complex Tw ((¢,v), (y,8)). Given two abstract twisted complexes ((¢o, %o), (Y0,60))
and ((¢1,%1),(y1,61)), their hom space

Ny N
homr}WMFAoo(f) (((¢0,W0)»(Y0»50))»(((PI»U/I) (Yl’él @@hom (Pljﬂ//lj),((POiJI/Oi)) [_k0i+k1j]
i=1j=
Ny N;
=P P (Homg (Py k1 ;1% Poilkoil®) x Homg (Py [k 1", Poilkoi]' ")) (e €Z2)
i=1j=1

is naturally identified with the hom space between rigid twisted complexes

homyye ) (Tw((00,%0) (v0,60)), Tw ({1, ¥1), (v1,61)))

0
= Homg @PU [k11°, @ Poilkoi1"
i=1 j=1

x Homg
i=1

Nl No
@ Py jlkj1', @ Poilko) | (e€Zy).
=1

Therefore, we can define the first component ; of the A, -functor 7 as the identity map on that space,
and the higher components 7>, as zero. It is straightforward to check that i and 7 are indeed quasi-
inverse to each other. O

43The pair is also an example of a bounding cochain. Compare it with the weak Maurer-Cartan equation (2.1).
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5.3.3. Twisted complexes under localized mirror functor. Combining above discussions, we derive a for-
mula for extending the localized mirror functor to twisted complexes.

Proposition 5.19. The image of an abstract twisted complex (££ = @ﬁ.\i 1 %, 5) in WFuk (2) under the in-
duced localized mirror functor Tw & L. Tw W Fuk (Z) — MF A, (xyz) is the rigid twisted complex

N o (£,6)=mS? N
@homo (%;,L) G}homl («£,L),
i=1 vLL,o)=md?  j=1
with components given by
(5.25) -
6,b) o 44 . . o+1
m = m 0ii;»0iiyr--»0i, ,i»—b,...,b)""thom® (Z£},L) - hom""" (Z;,1)
( L Jij Osrgj_i I;) n+1+k( iip Oy In-1] ) ( J ) i

i<ij<-<ip1<j k

forlsi<j<NandecZ,.

In particular, its diagonal components are given by the original mirror (q)[L (&, vt (&) @2.3) of £,
and its strictly upper triangular components are determined by inserting (j — i) -times of the twisting d.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 5.17 that the induced functor Tw % L. Tw W Fuk () — TWMF A, (Xyz) maps
the given abstract twisted complex to the abstract twisted complex in MF4_ (xyz) given by

N o]
(5.26) D7 (&), Y, Fr6,....0)|,
i=1 n=1
where Z (6,...,6) isan elementof @ homy (., (Fy (L), Fy (£;)) with components
1<i,jsN 0
(9%(6,...,6))”&: Z ‘O}I% (6ii1'6i1i2""’6in—1j)Ehomll\/IFAoo(xyz) (gg(ffl),ffg(ff]))

lsnsj-i
i<ij<-<ip1<j

The definition of &' in Theorem 2.3 identifies those with
FL (L) =m®" ;hom® (£;,1) — hom'™! (£;,1) and
93,; (5,'1'1,51'1 ips - "’6in—1j) = m?l';'l’o'b (5ii1 ,61'11'2,...,61'”_]]', —) :hom”* (fj,ﬂ_) — hom"*! (&;,0).
Finally, under (5.24), the rigid twist complex in MF4_ (xyz) corresponding to (5.26) is given by
X ol o L b . 0,.,0b > 0,.,0b
PFy L)+ > Fp6,....0)=m7 (=) + Y m i "7(6,...,6,-)= Y m)0Y(6,...,6,-),
i=1 n=1 n=1 n=0

n+1
n n

N N

which is the map m‘f’b : @hom' (%;,L) — G}hom”rl (&;,L) with the same components as given in (5.25).
i=1 i=1

O

Remark 5.20. One can also directly define the localized mirror functor F- : Tw W Fuk (Z) — MF4_ (xyz)
2
based on the above formula, not passing through Proposition 5.17. For instance, the identity (m‘f’b ) =wt.

idhom(e,1) for any twisted complex (as well as bounding cochain) (Sf = @é\i 1 fiﬁ) in WFuk (Z) follows
from the same line of proof as in Lemma 2.2. Then one can extend the definition given in Theorem 2.3 by

. 8,b 8,..0,b 0,b 0,...,0,b .
usingm;"” andwm /""" instead of m;"” andwm, ", respectively.

44Itisjustm1+k(—,b,...,b) if n=0.
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5.3.4. Canonical form of matrix factorizations viewed as twisted complexes. Now we show that our canon-
ical form of matrix factorizations of xyz defined in Definition 3.16 with a higher rank is expressed as a
twisted complex consisting of several copies of the corresponding object with rank 1.

Proposition 5.21. The canonical form (¢ (w',A, p),y (W', A, p)) of matrix factorizations of xy z correspond-
ing to a non-degenerate loop datum is quasi-isomorphic in MF 5 _(xyz) (and isomorphic in MF(xyz)) to
the rigid twisted complex

Tw{(¢ (', 2,1)%, w (!, 1,1)*). (1,0))

for some morphisms

(v,8) = ((rij,81;) € hom' (o (w', A, 1), w (w', 4, 1)), (o (w', A, 1), w (W', 4,1))), i<

Proof. Recall from (3.2) that the canonical form of matrix factorizations of xyz corresponding to a non-
degenerate loop datum (w’, A, p) is written as

oW Ap)=pw,01)el,-x"KI e, (W -x TR e T, ()7
=p(w A1) el -x" KT e (J, M- AL) - x 1T e (1, M -7 )
—p(w A1) el -xi K e, —x i e (—/1‘ Jo+ A== (-1 I,
Using Lemma 3.20, we know that it is similar to
Lep(w, A1) -xh", ekt +xh (A‘ZJP—A‘3]§+ (=P ST 1)®J3T L

which is expressed as

(5.27)
pwA) TG 0 o oW A1) A2 AT B e ()P
0 o(w',A,1) —xli_lKg‘TT’l 0 0 p(w' A1) A7 _11];; b (_M_pﬂx_li];rl
0 0 p(w' A1) ™ : and 0 0 o(w' A1) :
; : : . —xh i : : : R *11]31 1
0 0 0 - e, /1 1) p3Txp3T 0 0 0 o(w',4,1) 03Txp3T

in the case of li > 1 and li < 0, respectively. This observation together with the definition (5.24) of rigid
twisted complexes prove the proposition. O

5.3.5. Canonical form of loops with a local system viewed as twisted complexes. In this subsection, we will
realize (5.27) as the image of an abstract twisted complex in Fuk (£) under the induced localized mirror
functor Tw#L : Tw W Fuk () — MF4_ (xy2), as a direct consequence of Proposition 5.19.

We first take the loop with a rank 1 local system £ := (L, E, V) := £ (w',n,1), where (w',n,1) is the non-
degenerate loop datum corresponding to (w’, A,1) under Theorem 3.17. Its underlying loop L = L (w') has
a marked point oy € y! (L, L) that we assume is located nearby the point % as in Figure 20. We denote by
0:= idly, € Homg (Ely, , Elo,) < hom! (¥, %).

Consider the abstract twisted complex

0012 0 0

00 023 *** 0
(5.28) £ W 1), 8=]00 0 -

R

00 0 -

that consists of the direct sum of p-copies of %; := £ = £ (w',n,1) (i € {1,...,p}) and a collection of
morphisms
&:=(6ij ehom' (£, %)) 1< <)

where §;; is nontrivial only for j = i + 1, in which case it is 0;(;4+1):= 0 € hom! (¥, %;+1) =hom' (£, ¥).



CANONICAL FORM OF MATRIX FACTORIZATIONS FROM FUKAYA CATEGORY OF SURFACE 57

Proposition 5.22. The mirror image of the abstract twisted complex (5.28) in Fuk (Z) is quasi-isomorphic
inMF,_ (xyz) (and isomorphic in MF(xyz)) to the rigid twisted complex

oL (L (w'n1))  @r-ntp I R R G ) R
-1 0 PH(LW'n1) g0 ey o -
Jo(n) " @p_1+Ip@po+Jp(n)® 1= 0 o e(ZWay)
: 5 : R
0 0 0 w4 (L(w'm1)) ) p3rxp3r

where @ (£ (w',n,1)) =07 p_1 + @o + 11 for p_1, po, 1 € Clix, ¥, 2113737 (from Proposition 3.15).

In particular, it is also isomorphic to the rigid twisted complex (5.27) given in Proposition 5.21.

Proof. According to Proposition 5.19, the mirror image is given in the form

. o ((£%0,6))=m]" )
hom" (£,1)®° hom' (£,1)®".
vh((£%,6))=m]"

Each diagonal component of @" ((£°®,6)) is @ (%), and strictly upper triangular components are

(5.29) (m‘f"’) ,

0o
ij = ];)mj—i+l+k(0i(i+l)y---’O(j—l)j»_’b»-u’b) :hom" (gj,ﬂ_) —hom"*! (&, L)

k

for1<i< j< N and e € Z,. Note that it depends only on the difference j — i, and hence we assume i = 1
without loss of generality. Substituting f = f | € hom® (&j,L) for some p € 10 (L j»L) into it becomes

> X1 Xe Y > sign(u) hol (0u) (012,023, ..., 0(j-1)j» [, X1,-- -, Xk)»
SExl (Ly,L) uEuﬂ(012,023...,0(]'_1)]‘,}7,)(1 ..... Xk,g)

(1, X1) o (51 X)
{(x,X),1Y),(z,2)}
following the same procedure as in §2.2.

We will associate each element u in the moduli space
(5.30) M (012,023, ...,0(j-1)j, P» X1, Xk, 3)

with an element ' in .4 (p, Xa,..., Xk, S), by considering recursive perturbations of p-copies of L; = L =
L(w') (i €{1,...,p}) as described in Figure 20.

Figure 20. Recursive perturbations of a loop L

Case i) The boundary orientation of u coincides with the orientations of L; ’s. Such a polygon u cannot have
angles at more than one of 012, 023,...,0(j-1)j in a consecutive manner because of their arrangement as in
Figure 20. Hence it exists only when j = 2, and it has an angle at 0. Ignoring 0y, and identifying L; and
Ly, u has an obvious counterpart u’ in .4 (p, X1,..., X, s) that passes through the point % and has the
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same boundary orientation with L;’s. In other words, such polygons u are identified with the polygons v’
in 4 (p,Xi,..., X, 5) such that the holonomy of du’ contains one 7-factor.

Under the correspondence, it is easily checked that sign(u) and sign(u/) are the same, and the holo-
nomy of du and du’ contain zero and one 7)-factor, respectively, because they pass through the point %
0 and 1 times, respectively. As those polygons u' contribute to the factor n¢; in the decomposition of
oL (£ (w',n,1)), their corresponding polygons u contribute ¢; to the component (5.29) for j =i + 1.

Case ii) The boundary orientation of u differs from the orientations of L;’s. Such a polygon u now have
angles at 012, 023,...,0(j-1)j consecutively as drawn in yellow in Figure 20. Ignoring those angles and all
perturbations, u has an obvious counterpart v’ in .4 (p, Xi,..., X, s) that passes through the point % and
has the opposite boundary orientation with L;’s. In other words, such polygons u are identified with the
polygons ¢’ in .4 (p, X1,..., Xk, s) such that the holonomy of du’ contains one ™! -factor.

Under the correspondence, the quotient of sign(u) and sign(u/') is given by (—1)/~#, because u have j—i
more angles of odd degree that u’, where its boundary orientation is different from loops. The holonomy
of du and du’ contain one ~U~*D and n~! factor, respectively, because they pass through the point
% with the opposite orientation j — i+ 1 and 1 times, respectively. As those polygons u’ contribute to
the factor n™1¢_; in the decomposition of @' (£ (w’,1,1)), their corresponding polygons u contribute
—(-n)~U=#*D¢y_, to the component (5.29).

To summarize, the polygons in Case i) and Case ii) contribute to J, (7) ® ¢; and J, (1) ® ¢ part of
the given matrix factorization, respectively (while the I, ® @ part is not relevant to the twisting 0;(;+1)’s).

The second statement follows from bases change as done in Theorem 3.17. (One can also use (3.2).) [

Remark 5.23. Proposition 5.22 also reveals that the canonical form £ (w',n, p) of loops with a local sys-
tem corresponding to non-degenerate loop data (w',n, p) is quasi-isomorphic in TwFuk (%) to the abstract
twisted complex (5.28), which is made of p-copies of £ (w',n,1) and odd-degree morphism o’s between
them. In fact, it can be also derived from purely Fukaya-categorical discussions, not appealing to homo-
logical mirror symmetry. It has been shown in | , Theorem 5.8] that every higher rank local system
over a loop can be realized as an abstract twisted complex of rank 1 local systems, using de Rham version of
Fukaya category.

But our specific realization of recursive perturbations as in Figure 20 still suggests how we should perturb
underlying loops when we want to work with the perturbation method instead of de Rham version. Espe-
cially when inputs of an Ax-operation involve multiple er’s and oy ’s, its definition becomes more tricky
and unsymmetric in some sense, which was not fully explained in Remark A.9. Nevertheless, some system-
atic recursive perturbations can be made so that the A -relations remain valid.

This also gives an example where the mapping cone of two loops at their intersection is not quasi-
isomorphic to their surgery at that point, contrary to the usual situation which has been explained in many
places in the literature including , Lemma 5.4], [ , Theorem 4.1] and [ , Theorem 6.68].
This happens because two perturbed loops cannot satisfy the minimality condition, as also remarked in
[ , Lemma 2.25]. We hope our explicit construction of twisted complexes involving o1 ’s can be extended
to realizing mapping cones of arbitrary morphisms in Fukaya category as geometric objects. We will come
back to these points in another future work.
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APPENDIX A. RELEVANT CATEGORIES

A.1. A-category. Let us first recall the definition (and convention) of an A -category over a field k and
related concepts.

Definition A.1. A Z,-graded A..-category <f over k consists of a class of objects Ob (), a Z,-graded k-
vector space hom(%y, £1) = hom® (£, £!) @ hom! (£°, £Y) for £y, £ € Ob(«f), and A-operations
{mi} =1 given by k-linear maps

my :hom (%, &) ®---®hom (L_1, L) — hom (L, L)
of degree 2 — k *° satisfying Aoo-relations

(Al) Z (_1)|ﬁ|++|fl|_lmn—]+l+1 (fl)---;ﬁ)mj—i(ﬁ+17'--vﬁ))ﬁ+lr-~-)fn):0

0<i<jsn
for any fixed n € Z>, and morphisms f; e hom® (¥£;_1,%;) (i €{l,...,n}, e € Zy).
It is called (strictly) unital if each object £ has aunitid ¢ € hom (¥, %) satisfying
(A.2) my (ide, f) = f, my(gide)=(DI8lg and mi(..,ide,..)=0 ifk#2
forany ' € Ob(«f), f ehom (¥, %£') and g e hom* (£, £) (» € Z»).
Definition A.2. An A -functor & := {F}}-o between two A, -categories o/ and 9B consists of a mapping
%y :0b(«/) — Ob(A)
and k-linear maps (k=1)
Frhomy (£, £1) ® - @homy (Ly_1, Lx) — homg (F (L) , Fo (L))
of degree 1 — k, satisfying A-relations

Y Y wd(F (e fi)o Fai (fiiien fo)

1<k=snl<ij<-<ip=n

. (_1)|f1|+...+|f,-|—ign_j+,-+1(fl,...,ﬁ,mj{i(ﬁ+1,...,fj),f,-+1,...,fn)

O<i<j<n

(A.3)

for any fixed n € 7>, and morphisms f; e hom’, (£, Z;) (i €{l,...,n}, e € Z).
The composition 4 o & := {(¥4 o F) i} k=0 Of two Aco-functors ¥ : of — B and 4 : B — € is given by
(gog)n(flrn-»fn):: Z Z (gk(gil (fl)---yﬁl)v---)gn—ik_l (fik_1+1v---»fn))-

1<k<snl<ij<-<iy=n

An Ao -functor & : of — 9B is called unital if of , %8 are unital and
F1dy) =idg, ) and Fr(..,idg,...)=0 ifk=2
forany £ € Ob (&f).
The Z;,-graded k-vector space hom (%, £1) = hom® (%, #1) @ hom! (%, £)) has a degree 1 map m; :

hom (%, %) — hom (%, &) satisfying mf = 0 by the A -relation for n = 1. Therefore, it becomes a
cochain complex equipped with a differential m,. Taking its cohomology yields an ordinary category:

Definition A.3. For a unital As,-category &, its cohomological category H° («¢) is an ordinary category
whose objects are the same as </ and the morphism space between two objects £y, £ is given by

Hom ooy (Lo, L)1) := H° (hom (Zp, £1),my).

A unital Ao -functor F : o — B induces an ordinary functor H® (%) : H® («f) — H° (%), whose map-
ping on objects is Fo and action on morphisms is given by [ f| — [F1(f)] .

4SHere it is just k as we are using the Z,-grading.
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A.2. Compact Fukaya category of a surface. We establish our geometric setup of the Fukaya category.
We refer to | , , ] for its general definitions and properties, [ , | for Fukaya
category of surfaces, and [ ) ) ] for higher rank vector bundles in Fukaya category.

A.2.1. Objects. Let (Z,w) be a 2-dimensional symplectic manifold (possibly with boundary) of finite type.
Thatis, X is a connected oriented smooth surface (with boundary) of finite type and w is an area form on it.
Then any smooth curve L in ¥ automatically satisfies the Lagrangian conditions (w|, =0, dim L = % dimZ)
and hence is a Lagrangian submanifold in Z.

Consider an immersed oriented smooth loop L: S! — X\ X having only transversal self-intersections.
We assign two distinct marked points e;, o; % on the image of L away from its self-intersections, and call
the triple (L, er, 01) a marked loop in X. When there is no need to specify marked points, we will call a
marked loop just a loop, and denote it shortly as L.

Definition A.4. A setG consisting of some marked loops in Z is called transversal if it satisfies the following:

» Any two distinct loops in G meet transversally.
o There are no triple intersections among loops in 0.
e Marked points of each loop in O do not lie on any intersection of itself or any other loop in 0.

Definition A.5. (1) A loop L: S' — X is called obstructed if it bounds an immersed disk or ‘fish-tale. This
means that there is an immersion i : D* — X which satisfies i (¢?"") = L (1(t)) for some immersion 1: [0,1] —
S!. Otherwise, L is called unobstructed. A transversal set G of marked loops in X is called unobstructed if
all of its elements are unobstructed *'.

(2) A transversal set O of marked loops in Z is called full if it contains at least one element in each primitive
free homotopy class other than the null-homotopic one.

Given a full unobstructed set @ of marked loops in Z, we define a Z,-graded compact Fukaya category
Fuk (Z) = Fuk([Z:2 (%;0) with respect to € over C.

Definition A.6. An object of Fuk (Z) is given by a triple £ = (L, E, V), which consists of the following:

e amarkedloopL:S' — X in0,
o aC-vector bundle E of finite rank p over the domain of L, and
e aflat*® connectionV onE.

g

&‘AI

.\ ’
Figure 21. Objects in Fuk (Z) where X = $?\ {3 points}

46Equivalently, we can assign a Morse function f; : S' — R on the domain of L which has a minimum at e; and a maximum at
or, so that they are all critical points of fr. Graph of its differential d f; induces a C°-small Hamiltonian perturbation ¢ (L) in a
neighborhood of L so that they make transversal intersections at e; and oy.

47We need this condition for the Aoco-relations (without mg-terms) to hold. See [ ].

481n fact, every connection is flat in this case because dim S! = 1, but we still stick to the terminology to emphasize that it defines
alocal system.
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For a computational purpose, we want to (not globally) trivialize E so that the parallel transport be-
tween two points is trivial away from a special point on L. For that, we choose a point % on (the domain
of) L avoiding any intersection points (also with other loops) and denote by

holy (E) e Hom (Ely, Ely)

the holonomy of (E, V) along L at % *°. We choose an identification E|y4 = CP where p is the rank of E,
then holy (E) is represented by some matrix H € GL, (C). (We simply say that the object (L, E, V) has a
holonomy H (at %).)

Proposition A.7. There is a trivialization
Elgiig = (S'\ %) x CP
of E over S*\ % satisfying the following: For any two points p and q on (the domain of) L other than %, the
parallel transport
P(Ly—q) €Hom(El,, El4)

from El, to El|, along L (in the shortest way from p to q following the orientation of L) is represented by

(1) H ifthere is % in the way from p to q, and

(2) 1, (the identity matrix) otherwise,

with respect to the induced identifications E|, = CP and E|, = CP.

Proof. Note that the linear isomorphisms P (Ly_. p) tEy LR E, for each p € S\ % yield the bundle iso-
morphism

(Sl\*) X E* i E|Sl\*.
(p,w) = P(Lg—p) (w)

In case (1),
P(Ly—g)=P(Ly—p) " oholy(E)o P(Ly—g): Ep — Ex — E4 — E,
coincides with the map holy (E) : Ex — Eyx under the identifications of E,, and E; with Ey.

In case (2),

|

-1 =
P(Lp—g)=P(Lax—p) oP(Lx—q):Ep— Ex —Eq4
is just the identity on E4 under the same identifications. (|

A.2.2. Morphisms. Given two objects £y = (L, Ey, Vo) and £ = (L1, E1, V1) in Fuk (¥), roughly speaking,
their morphism space hom (%, %)) is defined as a direct sum of Z,-graded C-vector spaces attached to
each (self-)intersection of underlying curves Ly and L;. We will explain the attached vector spaces below
by dividing it into two cases:

In the case L # L, as they are compact, they have finitely many intersection points. We define the set
X (Lo, L1) := Lo N Ly,

which is divided into an even-part and an odd-part according to orientations of two curves at each ele-
ment. An element p € x (Lo, L) has an even-degree if the orientation of T,,L; ® T, Lo agrees with that of
TpZ, and an odd-degree otherwise. Both situations are compared in Figure 22. We use + or — signs to
indicate that p is even or odd, respectively, writing | p| =0 or 1. We denote by 7(0 (Lo, L;) (the even-part)
and )(1 (Lo, L) (the odd-part) the subsets of y (Ly, L1) consisting of even-degree and odd-degree elements,
respectively.

Pt is the only invariant of flat bundles under gauge equivalence. Two gauge equivalent flat bundles (E7, V1) and (E2, V) define
quasi-isomorphic objects in the Fukaya category. See, for example, Proposition 4.9 in [ l.
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Each intersection of Ly and L; contributes one element to each of y (Lg,L;) and y (L1, Lo). We distin-
guish them by denoting one by p and the other by p. Note that |p| + |ﬁ| = 1 always holds. It is convenient
to view p € x (Lo, L1) as a pair of clockwise opposite angles from Ly to L;, and p € y (L1, Ly) as the angles
from L, to Ly, as described in Figure 22.

Zb C L
Plp P.p Plp 5
—s Lo —& Ly —e LocL
plp plp plpP
@ pex® Lo L), peyt (Lo, L1) () pext Lo, L), pex® (Lo, L1) pex®@ L), peyt L, L)
Figure 22. Angles p € x (Lo, L1), p € x (L1, Lo) when Ly # L; Figure 23. Angles p, p€ x(L,L)

In the case L:= Ly = L, it has finitely many self-intersections. In a small neighborhood of such a self-
intersection p, there are two pieces L,, L, of L meeting at p. We may assume that the orientation of
T,Lp® Ty L, agrees with that of T,X. As in Figure 23, the pair of clockwise opposite convex angles from L,
to Ly, is denoted by p and has an even-degree. Its adjacent pair of clockwise opposite convex angles from
Ly, to L, is denoted by p and has an odd-degree. Two (pair-of-)angles p and p will have different meaning
when we count polygons involving them.

We consider the marked points e; and oy, to have even and odd degrees, respectively. We define the set
x (L, L) :={er, 01} U{p,P|p:aself-intersection point of L},
which is divided into two subsets y° (L, L) and y' (L, L) as before.
In both cases, we define the A,,-morphism spaces as

(A.4) hom' (%, £1):= @ Homc(Eoly, Eilp) (+€2Z5)
pex*(Lo,L1)
where Epl, and E|, are the fibers of Eg and E; over the preimages (in S1) of the point p € Z under L

and L; (or under different branches L, and I:b of L in the case L := Ly = L,), respectively. They yield a
Zy-graded morphism space

hom (%, &) := hom® (%, ;) ® hom! (£, £)).

An element f € Homc ( Eo p» E1l p) for each p € y (Lo, L) is called a base morphism over p, and we denote
itby f | pto specify that fact.

Remark A.8. According to Proposition A.7, we have identifications Eg|, = CP* and E|, = CP', which yield
Hom¢ (Eolp, E; Ip) = CPr*Po_ Denoting by pap the generator corresponding to the py x po matrix whose the
only nonzero entry is 1 in the (a, b) -th position, we have

hom® (%, £)= P @ Spanc{paw} (+€Zy).

pex®(Lo,Ly) 1=a=p;
1<b=py

In the simplest case py = p1 = 1, we just write

hom® (%, %)= @  Spanc{p}=Spanc (x’ (Lo, L1)) (s€Zy).
pex*(Lo,L1)
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A.2.3. A -operations. The Ax-operations {my};-, on base morphisms between objects Z; = (L;, E;,V;)
(i €{0,...,k}) are defined as

my :hom (%, &) ® ---®hom (ZLy_1, &) — hom (£, L)
(A.5) (f1|p1 fk|pk) - ¥ 3 sign (1) hol, Ou) (fi,--., fi)

qexLo,Li) uet (p1,.... Pk, q)

for any p; € y (Li_1,L;) other than ey or o7 °°, such that p;;; # p;, and f; = fi|p[ € Hom (E;_1ly,, Eilp,)-
Then it is linearly extended to other morphisms. We will explain the meaning of each component one by
one below.

First, the moduli space ./ (p1,..., Pk, q) is the set of immersed (k + 1)-gons bounded by Lo, Ly, ..., Lk
whose angles consist of py, ..., pg, g in counter-clockwise order. To be precise, it means a continuous map
u:D?*—3% together with k+1 points zy, ..., 2k, 20 € 0D? (in counterclockwise order) such that the segment
of dD? between z; and z;, is mapped to L; (i € Z,1), the image of u has a convex corner p; at u(z;) = p;
(Pk+1:= g), and u is an orientation-preserving immersion on D?\ {z1,..., z, 2o}. We consider such maps
up to automorphisms of the domain D?, that s, ({z1, ..., Zk, 20}, u) and ({z],..., 2}, 2}, u') define the same
element in the moduli space if and only if there is a homeomorphism ¢ : D> — D? such that ¢ (z;) = z;
(i € Z41), uis a diffeomorphism on D?\ {zy,..., 2k, 20}, and ' = wo¢.

Figure 24. An element u of 4 (p1, ..., px, q)

Second, to determine the sign of u, we follow the sign rule established and illustrated in [ , I:
Consider the boundary orientation on du as usual, that is, it is given in such a way that u lies on the left
along it. The orientation of L is irrelevant. For 1 < i < k, whenever the orientation of L; does not match
the orientation of du, (—~1)!7il is contributed to sign (1), which changes the sign only when the angle p;
from L;_, to L; has odd-degree. In addition, if the orientation of L differs from that of du, the sign (-1) |al
of the output angle g from L to Ly is also contributed. Summing up, we have

sign (1) := I Pl I (-l
1<i<k, if orientation of Lj
orientation of L; # orientation of du
(A.6) # orientation of du

k
= =DM X |pil Townzoww + 4| Towwzoww |
i=1

where o(L) denotes the orientation of a curve L and Tgtatement iS 1 if the statement is true and 0 otherwise.

S0p¢ ey, or or’s are involved as inputs, the definition of Ax-operation becomes much complicated. See Remark A.9 for some
cases.
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Third, the holonomy operation of du at g is defined as

hol, (0u) : Homg ( Eyly, , Eilp,) ®---® Homg ( Ex-1lp, » Exlp,) — Home (Eolp, » Exlp,)
(fir--r fi) = P(@Owp) © fr © P((Ou)g—1) © fr—1 © == © fo 0o P((Ou)1) o fi o P((0u)o)
where
P ((0w);) € Home (Eil,, Eil )
is the parallel transport with respect to V; from Ej| p: 10 Eilp,., along the side of u (following the boundary

orientation) lying in L;.

Remark A.9. When oy, or ey, are involved in the moduli space 4 (pa,..., Pk, Pk+1), an appropriate per-

turbation scheme can be introduced. Here we follow [ | and explain some special cases where we have

only one of them in input or output of the A -operations, which will be enough for our purpose°!.

DIfZLi1=%;(i€{l,...,k}) (and hence L;_1 = L; is a loop) and an input p; is oy, from L;_1 = L; to itself,
then elements of M (p1,..., Pi-1,0L;, Pi+1,---» Pk 4) are polygons which have convex corners at pu, ..., pi-1,
pass through the point or,, and then again have convex corners at pi1,..., Pk, 4 in counterclockwise order.

@) IfLi-1 =% (i€{l,...,k}) and p; isey, | = ey, the set M (p1,...,eL,,-.., Pk, q) is empty unless k = 2,
which yields

(A7) (. idle,, ) =0 ifk#2

Ifk = 2, given two objects £ = (L,E,V) and &' = (L', E',V'), we regard a segment ( —*@éo—L ) of L from
p

er, to any point p € x (L, L") (which doesn’t pass through or) as an ‘infinitesimal triangle’ whose angles are
er, p and p. It provides the unique element of 4 (er, p,p) and 4 (p, er, p), which yields

(A.8) my (idle,, f],) = f1, and wy(gl,idl,) =D gl
forany f|,€hom(Z,2') and g|; € hom (Z',.£). Equations (A.7) and (A.8) imply thatidg := idl,, isa
unitof £.

) If Lo = £x =: &£ and the output q is ey, elements of 4 (pn,..., Pk, er) are polygons which have convex
corners at py,..., pr and then pass through the point ey in counterclockwise order.

Remark A.10. In fact, the definition given in (A.5) involves a crucial problem. That is, sometimes there are
infinitely many elements in the moduli space 4 (p1,..., px, q). Therefore, a priori, we must work over the
Novikov field

—00

[e.°]
A= Z a; T
i=0
instead of the base field C (which makes the hom spaces A -vector spaces) and define the A -operations as

my :hom (%, &) ®---®hom (ZLy_1, &) — hom (L, L)
(f1|pl,...,fk|pk)H Y Y sign(w) T°“hol, 0uw) (fi-.., fi)

qex (Lo, L) uet (p1,--»Pi,q)

a; €C, /1,'€|R, lim /1,':00}
i

instead of (A.5). But we demonstrated in [ | that we can evaluate T = 1 when we compute the ma-
trix factorizations corresponding to cylinder-free loops under the localized mirror functor (See Definition
3.12 and Theorem 3.13.). In this paper, therefore, we still work over C and use the definition (A.5) when
computing the mirror images of cylinder-free loops.

S1But see also Figure 20 for the case where many or,’s are involved.
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A.3. Categories of matrix factorizations. Let S be the formal power series ring C[[x;,..., X;;]] of m vari-
ables, and f € S its nonzero element.

¢
Definition A.11. Amatrix factorization of f (in S) is a pair (¢, ) of S-module homomorphisms P° ? P!
between two finite-rank free S-modules P° and P! that satisfy

yo=f-idp and @y=f-idp>?

There are several versions of the categories of matrix factorizations of f. They all have matrix factoriza-
tions of f as objects, but morphism spaces are different, which we will now explain:

Given two matrix factorizations PJ % P! and P? <—>_1 P! of f, an even-degree or odd-degree
morphism between them is a pair of S-module maps (a : Pg —P), p:Py—Py)or(y:P)—Pj,6:P)—
P(l)), respectively. They consist the even-part and odd-part of the morphism space defined as

hom* ((¢o, o), (¢1,91)) := Homs (Pg, P}) x Homs (P, P{ ") (= € Zy),
and form the following diagram but are not required to commute it:

1//0 Yo

0 1 0 0o %o 1 0
po 2, p1 %o, po po 2, pl Yo, po
(A.9) al ﬁl al V y y
po 2, p1 Y, po pl B, po 2, pl

The Z,-graded morphism space is a Z,-graded C-vector space defined as

hom? (o, ¥0), (¢1,91)) := hom” (0, w0), (91,%1)) ® hom' (@0, wo), (91,91)).-

We define a C-linear map d of degree 1 on it as

hom” ((¢o, ¥o), (¢1,%1)) % hom" (w0, ¥o), (¢1,¥1)) and  hom' (w0, o), (1, ¥1)) = hom” (o, o), (1,%1)) .
(@, B) — (p10a—Bowo, y10p—aoyy) (v,6) — (w107 +80¢q, p108+70ow)

It satisfies d? = 0, making the morphism space a 2-periodic cochain complex with a differential d.

Definition A.12. We define four different categories of matrix factorizations of f. Their objects are matrix
factorizations of f. The morphism space between two matrix factorizations (po, o) and (¢1,v1) will be
defined, while the composition of morphisms and the identity morphisms are given in the obvious way.

(1) In differential Z,-graded category MF g (f), it is given by (hom?2 ((po,¥0), (¢1,v1)),d), which is a
Z,-graded C-vector space equipped with the differential d.

(2) In (ordinary) category MF(f), it is given by Z° (hom ((po,wo), (91,v1)),d), which consists of even-
degree morphisms (a, ) € hom® ((¢o,v0), (¢1,%1)) that commute the left diagram in (A.9).

(3) Inhomotopy category ME(f), it is given by H® (hom?2 (o, o), (¢1,w1)),d). This category is the same
as the stable category ME(f) := MF(f)/{(1, f), (f, 1)} (Definition A.14).

(4) In (Z»-graded) A,-category MF »_ (f), it is given by the Z,-graded C-vector spacehom® ((¢1,%1), (o, ¥0)) -
(Note that it is reversed.) The Ao -operations {my} =, are defined as:

(A.10) mp = d, my ((a’o,ﬁo),(al,ﬁl)) = (—1)._1 (ao,ﬁo)o(a’l,ﬁl) and My>3:=0
for (a0, Bo) € hom* ((¢1,91), (0o, W0)) (» € Z2) and (a1, B1) € hom? ((¢2,¥2), (p1,¥1)) -

52These conditions imply that PO and P! have the same rank. Moreover, 1 is completely determined by ¢ and vice versa.
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A.4. Stable categories and Eisenbud’s equivalence. 53 1et S be the power series ring C[[xy, ..., Xy]] of
m variables, f € § its nonzero element and A := S/ (f) the quotient ring. In this case, we can relate the
category CM(A) of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A (Definition 4.1) and the category MF(f) of
matrix factorizations of f (Definition A.12(2)) in a stable sense. We need some preparation:

Definition A.13. Let </ be a category whose Hom-sets are abelian groups, and P a set of some objects in
& . For any two objects M, N in «f, we denote by I (M, N) the subgroup of Hom (M, N) generated by all
morphisms from M to N that factor through a direct sum of objects in P. We define the quotient of «f by P
as the category < | P whose objects are the same as </, and the morphism spaces are defined as

Hom /p (M, N) := Hom,, (M,N)/ I (M, N).
Note that any objects in P are zero objects in the category </ | P, and it is the largest quotient of </ with this

property.

Definition A.13 enables us to define the stable categories of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A
and matrix factorizations of f °*:

Definition A.14. (1) The stable category of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules over A is defined as

CM(A) := CM(A)/ {A}.

(2) The stable category of matrix factorizations of f is defined as
ME(f) := MF(f)/{(, N, (f, D}.

The following justifies our use of the same notation as the homotopy category ME(f) in Definition A.12:

Proposition A.15. The stable category and the homotopy category of matrix factorizations of f are the
same.

Proof. A more general statement and proof for the identification of the stable category and the homotopy
category of cochain complexes in an additive category can be found in §4.1 in [ ]. Here we provide
an explicit proof for our setting:

We actually show that their Hom-sets are the same. For that, it is enough to show

I((¢,9), (9" v") = B’ (hom™ (¢, 9), (¢', %)), d)

!

. N 14 @
for any matrix factorizations P° < P! and P° == P" off.

W
First let (a: P* — P, B: P! — P'!) be a generator of I ((¢,v), (¢',¥')), i.e., it factors through a direct
1)

(5 71,

sum of (1, f)’s and (f,1)’s, which is written as $% @ S? S%® SP for some a, b € Zs without loss

Vo 2

of generality. That is, (a, 8) is a composition (a” oa’, "o f') of some morphisms that are described in

5311 discussions in this section (except for Proposition A.15) can be found in Chapter 7 in [ l.
41 general, one can take the quotient of a Frobenius category by its projective objects to make it a triangulated category, called
the stable category. See §3.3 in [ ].
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(and commute the squares in) the following diagram:

PO L p! po
(@ (B [
a':=| B=|" a''={
-
sagsh ~0 I gaggh 10 D gaggh
o= (af af) B=(5] 1) a"=(a o}
P/O (P' Pll w, p/O

Now we know that (a, §) is null-homotopic by checking that it is the differential of an odd-degree mor-
phism (B} oa)y: P* — P!, @}/ o | : PL — P'). This shows (a, ) € B’ (hom”: ((p,v), (¢',¥")),d).

Conversely, an element of B® (hom?2 ((¢,v),(¢',w')),d) is by definition given by the differential of
an odd-degree morphism (y: P — P}, §: P! — P/). As the differential is additive, we may assume & = 0
without loss of generality. Now the differential of (y,0) is (¢’ oy,yov), and the following commutative
f-id

.d Jq
diagram shows that it factors through the direct sum of P° % PY and P! = Pl | being an
-1 1
element of I ((¢,v),(¢',v')):
pY ? p! ! PO
7] [y 7]
Y (ld Q)YC"I/ (f,ido)\v
n \0 fid n 0 id 1
PlspP Vo p'! ——— PlsP
(0y") (0 id) (0y")
PIO ¢ P/l v’ P/O N
Now we can state Eisenbud’s equivalence between two stable categories:
14
Theorem A.16 (Eisenbud’s matrix factorization theorem | , ). Amatrix factorization po ? Pl

of f defines a 2-periodic acyclic chain complex of A-modules

0 L Y o0 LS ¥
- — PP®sA — P ®sA — P'®sA — P ®sA — ---,

where @ = p®idy andy := y®id 4. Taking the cokernel of ¢ yields a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module

M := coker g S It defines a functor coker : MF(f) — CM(A), which also induces a functor between stable

categories
coker : ME(f) — CM(A).

Conversely, a maximal Cohen-Macaulay A-module M, regarded as an S-module Mg, admits a (not

unique) free resolution

4

0 S" S" Ms 0.

It determines another map vy : S — S" such that gy =y = f -ids», yielding a matrix factorization (¢, )
of f. This process defines a quasi-inverse to the above induced functor, giving an equivalence of stable cate-
gories ME(f) and CM(A).

55 . . . 0 1 Y o L.
Note that M admits 2-periodic free resolution --- - P ®g A — P* ®gA— P"®3A— P ®5 A— M = coker¢p — 0.
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