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REPRESENTATION THEORY OF LIFTINGS OF
QUANTUM PLANES

WILLIAM CHIN AND LEONID KROP

ABSTRACT. We determine the regular representations, Gabriel quivers
and representation type of all liftings of two-dimensional quantum linear
spaces.

INTRODUCTION

Liftings of quantum linear spaces were constructed and completely de-
scribed in [3], and independently in [6]. These Hopf algebras belong to the
class of pointed finite-dimensional Hopf algebras with an abelian group of
group-likes and are, arguably, the simplest Hopf algebras constructed by
the lifting method of N. Andruskiewitsch and H.-J. Schneider (see e.g. [4]).
When the dimension of a quantum linear space is two, we colloquially re-
fer to them as quantum planes. In this article we systematically study the
representation theory of liftings of quantum planes. The group of group-
likes is arbitrary finite abelian in our construction, and the base field k is
algebraically closed of characteristic zero. Liftings of quantum planes are
generated as algebras by two skew-primitive elements along with the group-
likes G. The skew-primitives generalize the generators e, f in the restricted
enveloping algebra of s/(2) and quantum analogs at roots of unity. If there is
a nontrivial commutation relation between the skew-primitives we say that
the lifting is linked.

Let us summarize some existing related work. The simple representations
of liftings of quantum planes were treated in [Il, 2] where simple modules
are described or reduced to known theory in most cases. The representation
theory of various versions of quantized restricted enveloping algebras was
studied in [7, 23, 21] using a variety of techniques. In [I1] representations of
quantum doubles of generalized Taft algebras were examined. The simple
and projective modules were explicitly constructed within the regular repre-
sentation, extending methods from [2I]. These Hopf algebras are examples
of liftings of quantum planes in the linked nilpotent case. In [I3] rank one
Hopf algebras were constructed and the structure of the regular represen-
tation of their doubles was obtained. These Hopf algebras are sometimes
liftings of quantum planes; but this is not always the case as sometimes they
are not even pointed.

Date: 10/17/08.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.1078v3

2 WILLIAM CHIN AND LEONID KROP

In this article we explicitly describe the simples, projectives, blocks, and
Gabriel quiver in all cases. This enables us to determine the representation
types of the blocks. We make use of certain central idempotents that are
constructed from certain equivalence classes of characters of G to reduce
to the corresponding two-sided summands, which we call class subalgebras.
These idempotents were also used in [I, 2]. The class subalgebras we en-
counter are generated by three elements, one of which is a unit, and the
other two elements are the images of skew-primitives. Our analysis breaks
into the consideration of summands where both, just one, or neither of the
generators is nilpotent. We shall refer to these cases as nilpotent, seminilpo-
tent and unipotent, respectively. Another division is into the classes of linked
and unlinked liftings, resulting in six distinct cases altogether.

Let us give an outline of the results. In the unlinked nonnilpotent cases,
the class subalgebras are the blocks, and are either Nakayama algebras,
or skew group algebras over truncated polynomial rings. The Nakayama
algebras are the simplest algebras of finite representation type, while the
truncated polynomial rings are among simplest of the algebras of wild and
tame representation type (depending on the degree of truncation). In the
linked nonnilpotent cases the class subalgebras are direct sums matrix alge-
bras over a Nakayama algebras and are thus of finite representation type.

In the remaining linked nilpotent case the nonsimple blocks are special
biserial algebras and therefore of tame representation type. The algebras
in this case generalize the quantized restricted enveloping algebra of sl(2).
The basic algebras and quivers that occur here also arose in the study of
Hopf algebras in [11], and we can apply their results to this case. Here we
use an alternative less explicit but much simpler determination of the sim-
ple and projective representations using analogs of “baby Verma modules”
in the more general setting of seminilpotent and nilpotent liftings of quan-
tum planes. We show that linked liftings are symmetric algebras and we
provide an analog of the Casimir element. These tools allow a concise and
efficient determination of the socle and Loewy series structure of the pro-
jective indecomposables, and the minimal central idempotents of nonsimple
blocks.

A more detailed description of material by sections is as follows. In section
[ we review the ideas leading up to the construction of liftings of quantum
linear spaces. We define types of liftings and discuss some auxiliary facts
about duality for finite abelian groups and group algebras used in the sequel.

In section [2] we introduce the general theory of liftings of quantum planes.
We define class idempotents, class subalgebras and compute bases for them.
A quick argument proving Lemma [2.2] shows that the class idempotents are
central. In §2.1 we give generators and relations for liftings and comment
on the existence of unlinked or linked data.

In section Bl we determine the structure of simples, projectives, Gabriel
quiver and blocks for unlinked liftings. The nilpotent case is handled in
Theorem B.1], where the class subalgebras are the blocks and are essentially
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skew group rings over truncated polynomial rings. The seminilpotent case
is described in Theorem where the class subalgebras either resemble the
nilpotent case or are nonbasic Nakayama algebras. In this case the Gabriel
quiver has vertices corresponding to certain cosets of a certain subgroup of
the character group. In the unipotent case, we show in Theorem [3.3] that
the class subalgebras are semisimple, and we explicitly construct the simple
modules. We also give a criterion for the isomorphism of the simples in
Theorem [3.41

We turn to the linked liftings in section [, where we find an analog of
the Casimir element from classical Lie theory, which is central by Lemma
41l In Proposition we show that linked liftings are symmetric algebras
by directly showing unimodularity and that the square of the antipode is
inner. In §4.2 we study the image of the Casimir element C in each class
subalgebra and compute the minimal polynomials. In the unipotent case
we quickly find in Thereom that each class subalgebra is isomorphic
to a matrix algebra over the subalgebra generated by C. As a result, each
class subalgebra is a direct sum of matrix rings over local rings. In the
seminilpotent case, addressed in Theorem [A.7] where the blocks are matrix
rings over the base field or over the truncated polynomial algebra k[v]/(v?).
The precise decompositions are expressed in a number of cases. For use
in the seminilpotent and nilpotent cases, we introduce analogs of standard
cyclic modules in §4.5, where they are shown to be simple in Proposition [4.§]
in the seminilpotent case. Finally we study the lengthier nilpotent case in
84.6. Here the standard cyclic modules may no longer be simple, but have a
unique maximal submodule. Paralleling Lie theory, we obtain precise results
concerning the simple quotients. As a first step in Theorem 13| we dispose
of the generic case where the class subalgebra is semisimple. We then look
at the complementary case and we give detailed results about the Loewy
factors of the standard cyclic modules. This enables the determination of
the structure of the projective indecomposable modules in Theorem 4.18],
along with a presentation of the basic algebras of blocks by quivers with
relations in Theorem We close by explicitly giving embeddings of the
projective indecomposables into nonsimple blocks.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Notation: G a finite abelian group

G the character group of G

k an algebraically closed field

A1yee., 0y € Ci

X1--5Xn € G

aij = xj(ai), ¢ = xi(a;)

For g € G |g| denotes the order of g. In particular, for ¢ € k® |g| is the
order of gq.

For k €k and N €N, Ry n = {y €k]y" =&}



4 WILLIAM CHIN AND LEONID KROP

1.1. Liftings of Quantum Linear Spaces. Recall [22, 19, 4] that the
category gyD consists of kG-modules and kG-comodules V' such that the
G-grading

V= EBVQ where V, = {v € V|p(v) = g @ v}
where p: V — kG ® V is the comodule structure map, satisfies
h.Vy C Vigp—1 for every h,g € G.

Since G is abelian h.V, =V, and V has a basis, say, {v;|i € I'} of G and G-
eigenvectors indexed by a set I. In other words,

(1~1) g-vi = Xi(g)vi
(1.2) p(vi) = a; @ v;
for some a; € G and y; € é, and for all g € G, i € I.

We say that an element v € V is bihomogeneous of degree (a, ) if the
equations (LLI) and (2] hold for v, g and x and we write a = g,, X = Xo-

Definition 1.1. ([3]) An n- dimensional Yetter- Drinfel’d module V is called
a quantum linear space if

Xi(aj)xj(ai) =1 for all ¢ 75 j
in some bihomogeneous basis for V.

We review a construction of the Nichols algebra B(V') associated to the
quantum linear space V' (cf. [3, Lemma 3.4]). As an algebra B(V) is defined
via the relations

vivj = x;(ai)vjvi
" =0
for all i # j and n; = |g;|. One can see immediately that the set {v!! ---vin}

is a basis of B(V'). The action and coaction of G on V' both extend uniquely
to B(V) by requiring B(V) to be an algebra in $YD. Explicitly
g il = Xl (ol
ol vip) =l ol @ 0.

Note that every monomial v}' - -- v} is bihomogeneous.

The coalgebra structure maps d, € are defined by first setting
e(v’f cin) = 804y - 004,
and for 6 : B(V) — B(V) ® B(V) is given by
d(v)) =1, @1+ 1®uv;

on generators and extends to B(V) as follows. Following Lusztig [14] or [4]
we give B(V) ® B(V) a new multiplication by setting

(r@s)(t®@u) = xi(gs)rt ® su
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for monomials 7, s,t,u, and denote this algebra by B(V)®B(V). We also
endow B(V) ® B(V) with the usual tensor product module and comodule
structures over kGG. A tedious, but straightforward calculation shows that
B(V)@B(V) is an algebra in $YD, § is well-defined and 4, ¢ are G- linear
and G- colinear algebra maps. The above mentioned properties amount to
saying that B(V) is a bialgebra in gyD. We turn B(V) into a Hopf algebra
in gyD by defining an antipode S as the linear map

S(uit -+ vip) = (~DZ5 [[ gt vt
j=1

We can use now a result of Radford [20], recast by Majid [15] in categorical
terms, to the effect that the biproduct or bosonization B(V)#kG is a Hopf
algebra. The algebra B(V)#KkG is is known as the trivial lifting of V.

Definition 1.2. A Hopfalgebra H is a lifting of V' if the graded Hopf algebra
associated to the coradical filtration of H is isomorphic to B(V)#kG.

Next we derive a general property of liftings.

Proposition 1.3. FEvery lifting of V has a structure of left-left Yetter-
Drinfel’d module.

PRrROOF: Let H be a lifting of V. By [3] Hy = kG hence H is naturally
a G-module under the action of G' by conjugation, h + g.h := ghg~"' for
every h € H,g € G. Moreover, H is generated by G and skew-primitives
z; satisfying g.z; = xi(g)w;. By [3| 5.2] the set {gz{'---2irlg € G,0 <
ij < n;} is a basis for H. Let I be the span of all gxlt - xin with i >
0. By the quantum binomial formula [I2] one can see readily that I is a
coideal and it complements Hy. Therefore we have a coalgebra projection
m: H — kG. Then p := (r ®id)A : H — kG ® H equips H with a kG-
comodule structure. Further, every u = ga:li1 .-~ is bihomogeneous of

degree (ga’i1 ceain X’f ---x!n). Therefore for every h € G

plhu) = X1 - x; (h)p(u) = gay' -~ a;" @ hou
and the proof is complete. O
We apply the previous proposition and consider the braided commutator
[,]c: H® H — H corresponding to the braiding ¢ : H® H — H ® H arising
from the Yetter- Drinfel’d module structure on H [4]. This commutator is
given by [a,b]. = u(id — ¢)(a ® b) for a,b € H where p is the multiplication
in H. When a, b are bihomogeneous we have

[a,b]. = ab — xp(ga)ba.

We shall later have use of the following braided commutator rules. Let
x,1 be bihomogeneous elements of degrees (a, ) and (b, x 1), respectively,
satisfying

(1.3) [z,ylc=ab—1 and x(a)= x(b).
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Proposition 1.4. Let H be a lifting of V. Suppose u,v € H are bihomoge-
neous and x,y are as above. Then
(a) [z, w]. = [z, u]v + xu(a)ulz, v].
(b) Let ¢ =x"*(a). For every s >1
() [2,9%]c = (s)gy* M (¢°rab— 1)
(i) [y, 2% = q~*(s)gz~*F (g~ Vab - 1).

PROOF: (a) is seen by a direct inspection.
(b) (i). The formula holds for s = 1 by We induct on s assuming it
holds for the given s. By part (a) we calculate
[,y e = [2,57  yle = (8)qy" (@ ab — D)y + ¢°y*(ab — 1)
because y°® is a G- eigenvector of weight Y ™°. Since aby = ¢?yab the first
term on the right is (s),y°(¢°T1ab—1). Therefore the right hand side equals
v ((4° + (8)ga™ )ab — (¢ + (s)g)) = 79° (s + 1)g(g®ab — 1)

the last equality holds by the identities 1 + (s)q¢ = (s + 1), and ¢° + (s)q =

(s + 1)
Part (b)(ii) is proven similarly using the relation yoz —q¢ 'zy = —¢~'(ab—
1) and (s),-1 = ¢~ (s),. O

1.2. Duality for abelian groups and group algebras. We collect some
basic facts that will be used freely henceforth.

Let G be a finite abelian group and its dual group G as before. Then
there is an inclusion-reversing correspondence between the subgroups of G
and the subgroups of G. The correspondence takes a subgroup H C G to

H+ = {\ e GA(h) = 1for allh € H}.

The inverse is defined similarly using the identification G = G and we note
that H-1 = H. We have (HNK)* = Ht + K+ and (H+ K)t = Htn K+
[16].

Now considering the Hopf group-algebra kG we extend the natural pairing

GxG =k, (g,\) — \g)
to a bilinear pairing

kG x kG — Kk, (Z TiJis Zpi)w) — ZTinAj(gi)'

To every A € G we associate a minimal idempotent

er = é S Mg Yy

geG
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of kG. The subspaces ke, afford a one-dimensional representation of G with
character A, i.e. geyx = A(g)ey. Therefore

exen = 15 (0 Mo nla))e,

geG
= u(ex)eu.
By orthogonality of idempotents e) we have
(14) <€)\, /L> = M(e)\) = 5)\,u-

Equality (L4) can be interpreted as saying that basis {ex|A € G} of k@ is
dual to the standard basis {u|pu € G} of kG. That is to say ey maps to the
characteristic function py under the Hopf algebra isomorphism kG = (kG)*.

Therefore
Aley) = Z ey ® ey.
A=uv

2. GENERAL THEORY OF LIFTINGS
2.1. Types of Liftings. The general lifting H of V is given by a lifting
datum
D= {G7 a, b7 €1, €2, X1, X2, ’7}

where a,b € G, x; € G and e; € {0,1},v € k. H is generated by G and z,y
subject to the relations of G and the following

(2.1) ™ =e(a" = 1)

(2.2) " =e(b"? — 1)

(2.3) g9z = x1(9)zg

(24) 9y = x2(9)yg

(2.5) xy — x2(a)yz = y(ab — 1)
The coalgebra structure of H is given by

(2.6) Alz)=a®@zx+zr®1

(2.7) Aly) =by+yxl

(2.8) Alg)=g®g

for all g € G. The datum satisfies the conditions

(2.9) 1 <n = [xi(a)l

(2.10) 1 <ng = |x2(b)|

(2.11) x1(b)xz2(a) =1

(2.12) x;t=eife=1

(2.13 X1 X2 =candab# 1ify#0

We adopt the following terminology
o A lifting is linked if v # 0
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o A lifting is nilpotent if ¢; = 0 for all ¢
o A lifting is seminipotent if ¢; = 0 for exactly one ¢
o A lifting is unipotent if ¢; = 1 for all ¢

We comment on existence of data. Assume G is a product of several
cyclic groups, viz. G = (g1) X {g2) X ---. Suppose |g;| = m;,i = 1,2 and
let 6; be a primitive root of 1 of order m;. Define x; € @,i = 1,2 by
Xi(g9;) = 6i;0;. The tuple {G, g1, g2, X1, Xx2,0} is a lifting datum. If G is a
cyclic p-group generated by g, pick an integer s such that s> # 0 mod |g|.
Set a = g,b = ¢°, and x1(a) = 0, x2(a) = 6~°. Then {G,a,b, x1,x2,0} is a
lifting datum.

Following [4] we call a datum linkable if x1x2 = € and ab # 1. A linkable
datum can be constructed as follows. Let G # Zj. Pick a subgroup L of G
such that G/L is cyclic of order N, generated by g = gL with g € G. Define
a character ¢ : G/L — k*® by sending g to 0, where 6 is a root of 1. Let x
be the pull-back of ¢ to G. We claim that there exists a,b € G such that
b=al,l € G with ab # 1. If so, the tuple {G,a,b,x,x!,7} is a linkable
datum for every v € k°®.

It remains to justify the claim about the elements a,b. If L = 1, then G
is a cyclic group of order > 2. Hence ¢ # 1. Thus a = g = b will do.

Suppose L # 1. If g> ¢ L, then a = g,b = gl,l € L will do. In case
g% € L, say, g> = ly, then either Iy # 1, and we can set a = g = b, or ¢g> =1
and then a = g,b = gl,l # 1 will do.

2.2. Class idempotents.

Definition 2.1. For each A € G we associate the idempotent ey as above
and let X = (x1, x2). Let
E X — Z 6“

HEAX
for each coset A\ X.

For h € Heyx we shall write h for its image heyxx € Heyx. Let T be a
transversal for X in G. For each subgroup L C G, we shall write Ay, for
the restriction of A to L and put

ex, = L7 A(gTHg € kL.
geL

Lemma 2.2. e)x is a central idempotent in H for all \ € G.

PROOF: Observe that
zer = 161730 Mg ag

geG

= (IGI7) "M xalg D)
geG

= eAXlx
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and similarly yey = ey,,y. This yields the assertion. U

Proposition 2.3. The following sets
(a) {tz7'97?|0 < ji <ny, t € T} and
(b) {en@%72[0 < jis <mi, x € X}
are bases of Heyx .

PROOF: We have eyg = A(g)ey for all A € X and g € G. This yields
eaxg = Mg)eax if g € X+, Tt follows directly that the set in (a) in the
statement spans Heyx. The cardinality of the set in (a) is [G : X+]nina,
and since [G : X*] = | X|, the set has cardinality |X|nins. Summing over
a transversal for X in G gives a spanning set for @H,x having cardinality
[G : X]|X|n1ny = |G|ning. This is just the dimension of H, so our spanning
set is a basis of H. This trivially implies that the spanning set in (a) is a
basis for He) x.

The set in (b) is clearly a spanning set for Heyx, and as in the proof of
(a), it is a basis because it has the requisite cardinality |X|nins. O

Lemma 2.4. e)x = S

PROOF: Since ex,. € kX+ C kG, we can express

g1 = Z €

peY

in terms of the basis {e, } for kG, indexed over some set Y C G. Multiplying
this expression by h € X+ we conclude that

Alh)ex,, = Z pn(h)ey.
pey

This implies that uyxy1 = Ax1, i.e. u € AX. Therefore the number of pu’s
occuring in the sum equals the dimension of ey , kG, which is [G/X L =
|X|. It follows that the sum runs over all of AX, as desired. O

3. REPRESENTATIONS OF UNLINKED LIFTINGS
3.1. Nilpotent unlinked liftings.

Theorem 3.1. Let H be an unlinked lifting and suppose €1 =0 = €5. Then
(a) Ewvery indecomposable projective module has the form Py = Hey for

some A\ € G
(b) The central idempotents of H are the ey indexed by the cosets AX €

G/X.
(¢c) The Gabriel quiver for each block Heyx has vertices corresponding
to elements of AX and a pair of arrows
B 1X1
B X2
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for every p € AX.
(d) H is of wild representation type, unless ny = ng = 2 in which case
it is of tame representation type.

PRrROOF: Set J = zH + yH. By the hypothesis, J is a nilpotent ideal, and so
is the Jacobson radical of H. Therefore H has |G| indecomposable projective
modules. Thus the projective modules Hey, A € G account for all of them.
This proves (a).

We let Ly = Hey/Je) denote the corresponding simple H- module. It is
easy to see that for all 7 e N, )\ € CA?,

Jey = Z kz'y’ey,
itj>r
whence each L) is one-dimensional, and Jey/J?ey is two-dimensional, being
spanned by the images of x and y. Note that the respective simple modules
have weights Ax; and \x2. This says that Ext} (L, Lyy,), i =1,2 are one
- dimensional. As A € G is arbitrary, this accounts for the arrows labelled
as in the statement. Thus the blocks are precisely indexed by the cosets as
claimed. This completes the proof of (c).

Since H is a basic algebra, the central idempotents are exactly sum of
the primitive idempotents corresponding to the vertices in each connected
component of the quiver. This yields (b).

H is a skew group ring over the subalgebra generated by x and y. One can
easily see that we can replace x by a 'z and assume that z and y commute.
Thus H is a skew group ring over a truncated polynomial ring, say A. Since
|G| is invertible in k, the arguments [5, 6.3] show that A and H = AG have
the same representation type. The assertion for the truncated polynomial
rings follows from [9], whence (d). O

3.2. Seminilpotent unlinked liftings. Next we describe indecomposable
projective modules for unlinked data with exactly one ¢; = 0. Let X; denote
the subgroup of G generated by y;, and put X = X;Xs5 as before. We
introduce another subgroup of G in this setting as follows. Let N denote
the subgroup (a™ )~ of G. Note that X C N. This can be argued as follows.
Since 7' = € and x2(a) = x1(b™!), we obtain x2(a™) = 1, which proves
the inclusion.

We let N/X; denote the cosets modulo X represented by elements of N
as usual, and write (G \ N)/X; for the complementary set of cosets. Note
that the disjoint sets N/X; and (G \ N)/X; are stable under the action by
multiplication by elements of X.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose H is an unlinked seminilpotent lifting with ¢ = 1
and es = 0. Then

(a) Let A € N. Then Hey is the projective cover of a one- dimensional
H- module.
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(b) Let u € G \ N. Then He, is the projective cover of a simple n-
dimensional H- module.

(c) The isotypic component of He,, is given by equivalence modulo X1,
consisting OfAthe projectives Hex, A € uXj.

(d) Theex, A € G are a complete set of primitive orthogonal idempotents
m H

(e) Let A\ € N. Then Heyyx is a block. The Gabriel quiver of this block
has vertices corresponding to elements of AX and a pair of arrows

B pX1
B X2

for every p € AX (with doubled arrows if x1 = x2). The block Heyx
is of wild representation type, unless ny = ng = 2, in which case it
is of tame representation type.

(f) Let p € G\ N. Then He,x is a block. The Gabriel quiver of this
block is cyclic and has vertices corresponding to cosets in uX/X;
and arrows

puX1 = xopX1
corresponding to multiplication by x2. The block He, x is a Nakayama
algebra. R

(g) The exx indexed by the cosets \X € G/X are a complete set of block

idempotents of H.

PROOF: As noted above the subgroup IV contains X, so that the equivalence
classes AX, A\ € N form a partition of N; taking \ € G \ N instead, we
similarly see that the classes mod X form a partition of G \ N. By Lemma
2.2l the idempotents ey x are all central. The two partitions combine to form
a partition of G and we let

Hy = Z He,
AEN
Ha\y = Z Hey
AeG\N

denote the complementary two-sided summands of H. Further let J =
cHy +yHy + yHé\N, which is a two-sided ideal of H since Hy and HG\N
can be written as the sum of class subalgebras, each of the form He)x.

First suppose that A € N. Then z™ ey = 0 as A(a™) = 1. We also have
y"™ = 0, hence the image J in Hy is nilpotent. Thus J lies in the Jacobson
radical of Hy. Next consider the projective modules Hey. It is plain that
Jey = @i+j>0kxiyje>\, so Hey/Jey is one-dimensional, spanned by a vector
of weight . This finishes the proof of (a).

Secondly, suppose that u € G /N and consider the factor He,/Je,. Since
y"2 = 0, it is clear that the image of J in H, a\N is nilpotent. In this case



12 WILLIAM CHIN AND LEONID KROP
x"e, is a nonzero scalar and
Heu/Jeu = @Ogignl—lkxleu + Jeu

Observe that the action of x cyclically permutes the basis {z’e, + Je,}, the
vector :Eie“ has weight px* for all i = 0,...,n; — 1 and that these weights
are pairwise distinct. It now follows easily that He,/Je, is a simple H-
module. For future reference let us denote this simple module by L,. This
finishes the proof of (b).

We show next that the isotypic component of L, consists of the simple
modules {L,,|x € X1}. Since the multiplicity of L, equals dim L, = nq,
we need to find n; modules isomorphic to L,. If p = p/xq, then the H-
module map specified by e, + Je, ) e, + Jey gives an isomorphism
L, — L,. This accounts for the isotypic component consisting of the n;
mutually isomorphic projective (or simple) modules, which demonstrates
(c).

To prove (d), first observe that the ey, A € G are a complete set of orthog-
onal idempotents in kG by construction (§1.2)). The proofs of parts (a) and
(b) show the projective modules of He) are all simple modulo the nilpotent
ideal J. Thus J is the radical of H, so the ey are all primitive as well.

The proof of (e) is similar to the nilpotent case addressed in the previous
theorem, and will be omitted.

We prove (f). Observe that

Jeu/J?e, = Go<icn ka'ye, + J2e,.

This factor is spanned by vectors xiyeu—l—J Qeu with weights px2x}, which are
permuted by the action of z, and annihilated by y. Thus it is apparent that
Je,/J?e, is isomorphic to L,,,. This shows that the Gabriel quiver is as
asserted in (f) and also that the block containing L,, consists of the simples
indexed by uX;Xs = pX. Similar observations show that Je,/J e, is
isomorphic to Luxé for i = 0,...,n9 — 1. Therefore He, is uniserial for all

1€ G/N and the proof of (f) is complete.

Finally, summing over the idempotents occuring in each block in the cases
(e) and (f) (including multiplicities) produces every block idempotent as
assserted in (g). This completes the proof of the theorem. O

3.3. Unipotent unlinked liftings. We now pass to the remaining unipo-
tent case with ¢; = 1 for all 4. In this case we require A(a™) # 1 # A(b"2).
It is easy to see that such X exist. Recall m = |X| and note that m divides
ning. Let r = niny/m.

Theorem 3.3. Let H be an unlinked lifting and suppose e = 1 = €3 with
Aa™) £ 1 # XNb™). Then Heyx is a semisimple algebra isomorphic to the
direct sum of r copies of Mp, (k).
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PROOF: Replace y by yb~! so by abuse of notation we have zy = yz. We also
abuse notation and write the images of generators in He) x as the generators
x,y themselves.

Since ™ and y™? are nonzero scalars, we can rescale and assume ™ =
y™ =1. Let U denote the subgroup of Heyx generated by x and y. For
each a € U, let f, be the primitive idempotent of kU associated to a. By
Proposition 2.3] He) x has basis

{e)\xleyjz‘o S ,77, S N, X € X}7
so it follows that Hey f, has basis
{excfalx € X}

We claim that Heyx f, is a minimal left ideal. Let p € AX, and observe
that the basis element e, f, has weight p. Furthermore,

leyjéeufa — euxle J2 fu
_ a(le ]2) oS-

with x = x] Therefore the given basis is permuted transitively by left
multlphcatlon by U and the basis elements have distinct G-weights. These
facts imply that each Heyx fo is a minimal left ideal.

The decomposition

Ji Jz

Hexx = @ Heax fo

acU
demonstrates the semisimplicity of Heyy. Since dim Heyx = ninom and
dim He) x fo = m, the proof is complete. O

We can describe isotypic components for the unlinked unipotent lifting
next. Let U be the subgroup generated by z,y as in the previous result, and
let W be the kernel of the map

m:U—X

given by x — x1, y — x2. For a € 17, let aw € W denote the restriction of
ato W.

Theorem 3.4. Let o, € W. Then Heyx fo = Hexx fs if and only if

aw = Pw.

PRrOOF: To prove this result it suffices to show that fgHeyx fo = 0 if and
only if ay # By . To this end we calculate

fﬁeufa = niny ¢ Z B Zeufa

(3.1) = ST ) (e fo

nanz zeU

for all p € AX, where the second expression is obtained by noting that
ze,ufa = emr(z)zfa = a(z)e,uw(z)fa-
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Put w = ' and assume that ayy # €. Let T denote a transversal for
W in U. Now we can write (B.I]) in the form

R D w®(D ] ww))efa

teT weW

which is zero by (L4]).
Moving to the opposite inclusion, suppose that wy = e. Now B can
be written

W ) ]
2) i e S = ol 210 w00 oS

teT

using the definition of the ey. By duality for finite abelian groups G/ X+ ~
X under the evaluation map g — evg : x — x(9), x € X. Since U/W ~ X
there exists go € G unique modulo X+ such that w(t) = 7(t)(go) for all
t € T. Therefore the inner sum in ([3.2]) becomes

(3.3) > w(®)(g9097")
teT
As t runs over T, 7(t) runs over X. Thus the sum in (83) is in fact
_ 0, gog ' ¢ X"
$(gog~ 1) = _

d;( 1X], gog™' € X+
by using ([4) and duality G/X* ~ X mentioned above. Thus we can
harmlessly assume that g runs over goX* and then (3.2) reduces to
X l|90M "(g0)exx fa
G|

Z = (goh)gohfa =

heXl

the second equality by Lemma 24l This expression is clearly nonzero, so
the proof is complete. O

4. REPRESENTATIONS OF LINKED LIFTINGS

4.1. Linked liftings. Let H be a linked lifting with datum D. Setting

= x2(a),x = x1 = x5, andn = |q| one can see readily that y(a) =
x(b) = ¢! and n; = ny. Modifying the defining relations in 21 we arrive
at a presentation of H = H(D) by G together with the relations

(4.1) " =e(a —1)
(4.2) y' =e(d" - 1)
(4.3) gz = x(g9)zg

(4.4) 9y = X" (9)yg
(4.5) ry — qyz = y(ab—1)

with the coalgebra structure as given in 211
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A very important feature of linked liftings is the presence of a special
central element analogous to the Casimir element of the classical Lie theory.

Lemma 4.1.

(4.6) C=(alo)y— — L

(4.7) = y(a'z) - qL(b +qa™h).
s a central element of H

PROOF: The second formula follows from the first by (£35]). The first claim
of the lemma is a straightforward verification. We sketch details. First, by
(#3) and ([44) ry commutes with every g€ G. Further,

o'z (yx) = xga” (yz)
= z(qa” (¢ ey — ¢ "y(ab — 1))
= z(a tay —y(b—at).

by (43 and ([@3]), and
(a7t 4+ gb)x = 2(qa™" + D).
by (&3)). It follows that

The equality yC = Cy is established similarly using the second expression
for C. (]
We proceed to a very useful property of linked liftings.

Proposition 4.2. Every linked lifting of a quantum plane is a symmetric
algebra.

PROOF: Let H be a linked lifting of the quantum plane. By a well-known
result in [I7] the assertion is equivalent to H being unimodular with inner
square of the antipode.

We first show that S? is inner. It is easy to see that S%(z) = —a~lza
and S%(y) = —b~lyb. Since ab~! € ker x,ab! is central in H. Therefore
S%(y) = a~tya as well. It follows immediately that S?(h) = —a~tha for all
heH.

It remains to show that H is unimodular. To do this we provide an
integral I := ez" 'y"~! where e = |G|~} >_gec Y-

Let g € G. Since x1x2 = €, it is immediate that 2"~ 'y"~! commutes with
g. Hence

gl =1g=-¢(g)I.
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We show that I = Iy = 0 next. This is clear if 2™ = 0 = y", so assume,
say, " = a" — 1 with x™ = €. Then x(a™) = 1 and hence a™ is central in H.
Therefore

zl = z(z" 1y le)

— xnyn—le
= (a" —1)y" e
=0.

Similarly Iy = 0.
It remains to show that Iz = 0 = yI. We shall prove yI = 0.
Note that as 2"~ 1y"~! has weight e, [y, 2" 1y" 1], = ya"~lyn g~ 1yn.
Therefore
n—1, n n—1, n—1

yl = 2"y e+ [y, 2" y" " ce.

Since y"™ = e2(b™ — 1) we have y"e = 0. Furthermore, using Proposition [I.4]
we have for the second term

[y7 xn—lyn—l]c — [y7 xn—l]cyn—l + Xn—l(b)xn—l[:% yn—l]c
_ ,yq—(n—l) (n o 1)q$n—2(q—n+2ab _ 1)yn—1
+ Xn_l(b)l'n_l(l - q—(n—l))yn

Since aby" ! = ¢2"~Dy"~1gb and y"e = 0 we conclude that for some h € H
yl = h(ab—1)e
which is zero, completing the proof of the Theorem. O

We proceed to a description of the class subalgebras of H. Let X be the
subgroup of G generated by x and put N = |X|. Since ¢ = x~(a), n|N.
We set m = N/n.

Theorem 4.3. Let H be a linked lifting and X\ € G.
(a) The algebra Heyx is generated by elements E, F, K subject to the

relations
(4.8) E" =+ Ma™™ — 1)
(4.9) F™ = e\ (b" — 1)
(4.10) KN =k
(4.11) EF —FE=n(K™™ - K™)
(4.12) KE =0FK
(4.13) KF=0"'FK

where 0 is a primitive N root of one, k,n are nonzero scalars and
€ = O, 1.
(b) The algebra Heyx is of dimension Nn?.
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PROOF: We begin by modifying the defining relations of H. Let 2/ = a~'x.

Then (4.5) becomes
(4.14) 'y —yx' =~y(b—a ).

n

A simple calculation gives (az')" = q(2)a":17’" = Fa"2™. By rescaling x’ if
necessary we may assume that (Z£I]) holds for 2’ in place of x.

Let E = eyx2’ and F = e)xy. Multiplying (£I) and ([£2) by eyx and
noting that a™, b" € X+, we obtain ([&8) and ([@3). Further, note that x(G)
is finite, hence cyclic subgroup of k® and that ¢ € x(G) has order n. So we
can choose 0 € k to be a generator of x(G) and g € G such that

x(g) =0
0™ = q.

Since x(G) = G/X*,0 has order N. Also a™! = hyg™ and b = hog™™ for
some h; € X+.

Let g = exxg,a = A(h1) and 8 = A(hg). Multiplying (£14]) by eyx and
using Lemma [2.4] we obtain

EF — FE=~(fg ™ — ag™).
Pick p € k such that u = /8 and set K = pg. One can check that

Bg" —ag" = VaB(K" — K™).

Setting 7 = vy/af results in ([@I1]). This completes the proof of (a).

It is clear that any algebra so presented has dimension at most N n?. In
view of the fact that [G : X*] = |X| = N and Proposition 23] we see that
the dimension of He)x is precisely this upper bound. O

4.2. Casimir element. Write C) for the image Ceyx of C in Heyx. In
this subsection we determine the minimal polynomial for each Cy. First, we
set up some notation. Explicitly we have

(4.15) Cy = EF — %(Km’ tgK™™)
(4.16) = FE - %( g K™,
Let o/ = q_il and D = K7™ 4+ gK™. Denote by A, the subalgebra of

Heyx generated by K and define the k- automorphism of Ay by the rule
T(K") = 0"K". Notice that the action of 7 extends to an automorphism of
Ay [t] with fixed ring k[t] and aFE = E7(a) for all a € Ay. Further, set

(4.17) Ry N ={a€ ]1<§|ozN =k} and Ry = Ry n.

For every p € Ry N, let ¢, : Ay — k denote the evaluation homomorphism
given by sending K to p.
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Lemma 4.4. For every p € R

n—1

) = [ + 7/ ¢gip(D)) — E"F"

1=0

1s the minimal polynomial of Cy over k.

PROOF: We first note that the minimal polynomial of C) is of degree n. For
otherwise, suppose g(Cy) = 0 for some monic ¢(t) € k[t] with degg(t) =
m < n. By ([@II) and Lemma [£1T]

(EF)"=E"F™+ Y  aE'F
1<i<m

for some a; € Ay. Hence C{* = EMF™ + 3
and we deduce that

i<m b,E'F' for some b; € Ay
EMF™ 4+ EF =0
<m

for some ¢; € Ay. But this contradicts the fact that {E*FIK*|0 < i,j,k <
n} is a basis for He)x.

We show next that fy\(Cx) = 0. Notice that from the definition of 7
we have aE'" = E't'(a) for all a € Ay. Also, by the definition of C},
FE = Cy\ +n'D. More generally for all 7 > 0,

Fip = pi-Y(pp)pi-L
— Fi—lEi—l(Cv)\ + ’I’}/Ti_l(D)).
Iterating we see that
F"E"™ = (Cy +1/'D)(Cy + 1/7(D))--- (Cy + /" 1(D)).
This says precisely that C) satisfies fy(t). '

It remains to show that fi(t) € k[t]. Write f(t) = >_7_ge;t" ™7 — E"F"
where e; is the jth elementary symmetric function of 7'7¢(D). As 7 has
finite order, the n'7*(D) are permuted by 7, hence the e; are fixed by it, and
so e; € k.

On the other hand a direct inspection using 6™ = ¢ gives ¢,(7'(D)) =
Pgi,(D). Since fx(t) € k[t] and E"F" € k we compute

|
—

n

Ix=ap (1) = 1]+ 0 ¢p(t'(D)) — E"F"

@
Il
— O

3

(t+1'¢gip(D)) — E"F"
0

7
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4.3. The unipotent case.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose E"F™ # 0. Then He)yx is isomorphic to the algebra
of n X n matrices over k[C,].

PROOF: Since E™ and F™ are both nonzero by hypothesis, we have e¢; =
€o = 1 in the datum for H. It follows that x™ = € and hence N = n.
Let B~ = Kk[K, F| denote the algebra generated by K and F. It is easy

to see that B~ is isomorphic to the skew group algebra where the group

generated by K acts faithfully on k[F] by multiplication by powers of ¢~

By a standard argument e.g. [I8], we obtain B~ = M, (k).
Since F is invertible, we have E = F~1C\ +n/F~1D. Therefore Heyy is
generated by K, F,C. Since dim Heyx = n®, we see that
{K'FICY|0 <ii,j,k < n}
is a basis for Heyx. It follows that Heyx = B~ @ k[C)\] = M, (k[C)]). O

Corollary 4.6. Suppose E™F™ # 0. Then every simple Heyx-module is
n-dimensional. U

4.4. The semi-nilpotent case. We now consider the case F™ # 0 and
E™ = 0 with varying assumptions on k. As in the previous theorem we have
n = N. In the following theorem we put

V =k[v]/(v*)

for the truncated polynomial algebra. For an algebra A we let A7 denote
the direct sum of j copies of the A.

Theorem 4.7. Suppose F™ #0 and E™ = 0.
(a) If k2 # 1, then Heyx is isomorphic to M, (k)™.
Assume now that k? = 1
(b) If n is odd , then Heyx is isomorphic to
Mo (k) & M,(V)*2".

Assume further that n is even
(¢) If k =1, then Heyx is isomorphic to

My(V)e.
(d) If k = —1, then Heyx is isomorphic to
Mo (k)? @ M,(V)2".
PROOF: The argument used in the preceding Theorem shows that Heyx =

M, (K[Cy]). Let p € Rgpn. Then Ry, = {¢'pli =0,1...,n—1}. As E" =0,
we obtain the factorization

=] t+7e(D) = [] &+n'Dlp)),

PERK pPERK
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using the fact that 8 = ¢q. So the asserted results in (a)- (d) are a question of
determining the multiplicity of the roots —n/(D(p)). A simple computation
gives that for pi, p2 € Ry n,

(4.18) D(p1) = D(p2) & prp2 =q
In case k2 # 1 this condition does not hold for any two roots, whence we
get (a).

Suppose k? = 1. Then ([#I8) can be rephrased by stating that the root
—n'D(p) occurs with multiplicity one if and only if p?> = ¢~!. Otherwise the
root —'D(p) = —n'D(q~1p~!) occurs twice. It follows that the primary
decomposition of k[C}] is

(4.19) k[Cy] = k* @ (@k[t]/(t +n'D(p))?

where s is the number of simple roots.

It remains to determine s. We note that for p,{ € Ry, ¢ p~t € R, and
p? = (% if and only if ((p=1)? = 1. The mapping 0 : R, — Ry, ¢¢ — ¢* is
an isomorphism if 7 is odd, while im o = R2 for even n. If k = —1, let 7 be
a primitive 2n'" root of 1 such that 72 = ¢q. Then the preceding paragraph
shows that s =1 ifnisodd, s=0if niseven and Kk =1, and s = 2 if n is
even and kK = —1. O

4.5. Standard cyclic modules. We continue with the linked case in sum-
mands Heyx with E™ = 0. We explicitly construct some induced modules
which turn out to be simple for the case where F™ # 0. In the next section
we will assume E™ = 0 = F™ and there these modules will play a crucial
role. Let BT denote the subalgebra of Heyx generated by E, K. For every
p € R, v we make k a B*- module denoted by k, by setting K.1, = p and
E.1, = 0 where 1, is identified with 1 € k. We define the Heyx- module
Z(p) by

Z(p) = Hexx ®@p+ k,
Since He)x is a free BT- module with basis {F?|0 <i < n — 1}, we have a
k- basis for Z(p)

{F'@1,}

and we shall write w; = F*®1,. This is the standard basis for Z(p). Using a
conventional argument, it follows that each simple module is a homomorphic
image of some Z(p). When F is invertible and the F* ® 1, have distinct K-
weights, it is immediate that Z(p) is simple.

Proposition 4.8. In case E" =0, {Z(p)|p € R} is a set of representatives
of simple Heyx- modules. In addition, Z(p) = Z(() if and only if C\.1, =
Cy.1¢.

PROOF: For every p € R, ,, we put C,, for the summand of d.I9] corresponding
to the root —1’D(p) and let €, be the primitive idempotent generating C,,.
Clearly €,1,, is the unity of M,,(C,). Since M, (C),) has a unique isomorphism
class of simple modules, Z(p) is in the class if and only if the restriction
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€l Z(p) is the identity. Since €, is a polynomial in C) taking the value 1 at
—1'D(p) and zero at any other root of fy(t), and as C -1, = —/D(p), the
result follows. O

If we assume that F™ = 0 instead we can construct a He)yx- module in
the obvious manner, inducing from the subalgebra B~ and obtain Heyx -
modules which we denote by Z’(p). These modules are simple if E™ # 0.
We have a k- basis for Z’(p)

{(E'®1,0<i<n-—1}
and we shall write v; = E* ® 1,. This is called the standard basis for Z'(p).

4.6. The nilpotent case. From now on we assume £ =0 = F". We use
the notation of the previous subsection, including the modules Z’(p) and
Z(p) and their standard bases. Recall that N = nm and the definition of
R, n. We will refer to elements of R, y as roots.

Definition 4.9. Let p : Ry v — R,2, be defined by p(p) = p*™. We call
p € Ry N exceptional if p2m = ¢"~!. For every p € R, Ny we define integers
e(p) and €'(p) by the rule

plp) = ¢°) = <),

Definition 4.10. Let M be an He)x- module. We say that 0 # v € M
has weight m € R if K.v = mv. A weight vector v is said to be E-trivial if
Eov=0.

We preface a description of the induced modules with a commutation
formula similar to one for quantized universal enveloping algebra for sly
[12]. The proof is entirely similar to that of Proposition [L4] (b) and will be
omitted.

Lemma 4.11. For every s > 1
(1) [B,F*] = n(s)gF* (K™ —q C~DE™).
(2) [F,E°] = n(s) B~ (K™ — ¢~ =D K—™).

Proposition 4.12. (a) Z'(p) is simple if and only if
e (p) =n—1. If not, Z'(p) has a unique nonzero proper submodule
generated by veryq.
(b) Z(p) is simple if and only if e(p) = n— 1. If not, Z(p) has a unique
nonzero proper submodule generated by we41.

PROOF: Recall the standard basis v; = E'®1,, i =0,1,...,n— 1. We show
first that Z’(p) has a nonzero proper submodule if and only if there is an
F-trivial vg with s > 0.

Since v; has weight 6?p, the v; have distinct weights. Thus, a proper sub-
module M of Z'(p) is the span of the v; that lie in M. Let s = min{i|v; €
M}, By Lemma [A11] (2) F.vs = 0, and s > 0 because M is proper. Con-
versely, if F.vg = 0 for some s > 0, then Heyxvs is a nonzero proper
submodule of Z’(p).



22 WILLIAM CHIN AND LEONID KROP

Using Lemma [.1T)2) we quickly deduce that (for s > 0) F.vy = 0 if and
only if p>™ = ¢'=%. Setting ¢/ = s — 1, we arrive at the desired equivalence.

It follows from p?>™ = ¢'=% that Heyxv, contains no F-trivial vectors
other than vs. Thus He)xvs is the unique proper nonzero submodule of
Z'(p).

The proof of (b) is similar using Lemma [£11] (1). O

We dispose easily of the case where k2 # 1.

Theorem 4.13. Assume that k* # 1. then Heyx = M, (k)V.

PROOF: Suppose that Z(p) is not simple. Then the result above says that
p*™ = ¢°,which implies k2 = p?N = p?™" = ¢*» = 1. We conclude that
every Z(p) is simple. Furthermore, since each Z(p) contains a unique FE-
trivial vector of weight p, we see that the Z(p) are pairwise nonisomorphic.
As dim Heyx = Nn?, the proof is complete. O

4.7. k2 = 1. Let rad Z(p) (resp. rad Z'(p)) denote the proper (possibly
zero) submodule of Z(p) (resp. Z'(p)). Further let

L(p) = Z(p)/rad Z(p).
L'(p) = Z'(p)/rad Z'(p).

Proposition 4.14. Assume k> = 1.

(a) The simple modules L(p),p € Ry n are a full set of representatives
of simple Heyx- modules.

(b) The simple modules L'(p),p € Ry n are another set of representa-
tives of simple Heyx- modules.

(¢) If Z(p) is not simple, Z(p) is a nonsplit extension of L(#~(€(P)+1)p)
by L(p).

(d) If Z'(p) is not simple, Z'(p) is a nonsplit extension of L(6" 1p) by
L(6¢0) p).

(e) dim L(p) = e(p) + 1.

(f) dim L'(p) = €'(p) + 1.

PROOF: (a)-(b). Every simple Heyx- module contains an E- trivial vector
v, say of weight p € R, n. The map given by 1, — v induces a nontrivial
homomorphism Z(p) — M. Since L(p) contains a unique line of E-trivial
vectors of weight p , L(p) 2 L(p') for p # p'. This proves (a). The proof of
(b) is similar.

(¢) and (e). By Proposition (b) rad Z(p) is generated by an E-
primitive we(,)41, hence is the span of {wjle(p) +1 < i < n —1}. This
proves (e). Further, the weight of w1 is 6= (W41 so that rad Z(p) =
L(6~(¢()+1) p). This proves (c).

(d) and (f). By Proposition (a) rad Z'(p) is the span of {v;|e’(p) +
1 <i < n—1}. Now, up to a scalar multiple, the only F- trivial weight
vector of rad Z'(p) is v,—1 and the only F-trivial weight vector in L'(p) is
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ver +1ad Z'(p). These vectors have weights 0¢'(®) p and 6" 1p, respectively.
This establishes (d) and (f). O
We define a mapping o : R,y — R n by

6=+ if p is nonexceptional

o(p) = {a(p) = otherwise.

Lemma 4.15. (a) o is a permutation of order 2m.
(b) The orbits of Rx N under o are of size 2m or 1.
(©) o7 (p) ="~ p.

PROOF: (a)-(b). Suppose p is nonexceptional. By the two previous proposi-
tions e(a(p)) + 1 + e(p) + 1 = n. This equality gives

o%(p) = 0=t (p) = §="p. We conclude that o is a bijection and
02%(p) = 7°"p for every integer s > 0 hence o>™ = 1. Suppose that for
some odd number 1+ 2s < 2m o'¥25(p) = p. Then

p=o(0% () = o(67"p) = 6=V,
because (07" p) = e(p). This implies e(p)+1 =0 mod n which contradicts
the fact that e(p) < n — 2.
(c) To prove (c), notice that o=2(p) = 6"p. So o~ '(p) = o(6™p) =
9"—¢(P)~1) as asserted. O

Proposition 4.16. For every nonexceptional root p, Z’(G_e(p)p) 15 a non-
split extension of L(c=(p)) by L(p). When o = o=, Z'(0~WP)p) 2 Z(p).

PROOF: Set ¢ = 6~¢(")p and consider Z'(¢). By Proposition EI4 Z'(¢) is
a nonsplit extension of L(#"1¢) by L(#¢(©)¢). Now (M = ¢=2c()gelp) =
¢~ s0 by the definition of €/(¢) we have ¢/(¢) = e(p). Therefore #¢ ()¢ = p
while 7"~1¢ = 071(p) by part (c) of the preceding Lemma..

In the case where 0 = 0~! (i.e. m = 1) we have two modules with the
same composition series as in the preceding result, namely Z’ (g—e(p) p) and
Z'(p). These modules are nonisomorphic. For, by definition, Z(p) has an
E-trivial generator, while Z/(8¢(")p) does not. O

We need one more result before the main theorem. This is

Lemma 4.17. (1) If n is odd, then for every d, 1 < d < n there are
exactly m nonisomorphic simple modules of dimension d.
(2) If n is even and k = 1, then for every odd d, 1 < d < n there are
exactly 2m nonisomorphic simple modules of dimension d.
(3) If n is even and k = —1, then for every even d, 1 < d < n there are
exactly 2m nonisomorphic simple modules of dimension d.

PRrROOF: By Proposition B14] dim L(p) = d if and only if e(p) = d — 1. So
the asserted results are a question of the number of solutions in R, n of
the equation p?™ = ¢°. Recall the mapping p : Ry ny — Rn, p(p) = p*™.
For p,¢ € Ren p(p) = p(¢) if and only if p(p¢~') = 1. Now p(~' € Ry,



24 WILLIAM CHIN AND LEONID KROP

and as Ry is generated by 6 with ™ = ¢, the image of p restricted to Ry
is the subgroup of R,, generated by ¢2. This proves parts (1) and (2) as
p(Rk,N) = p(Rn) in both cases.

Assume conditions of part (3). Pick an element 7 € k such that 72 = 6.
Clearly m € R_; ny and moreover every p € R_; y is of the form 6"m for
some 0 < r < N. Now p(0"7) = ¢*"*! which shows that e(p) runs over all
odd integers between 1 and n. This proves (3). O

We let P(p) denote the projective cover of L(p). The ith term of the
radical series of P(p) shall be denoted by rad® P(p), and the socle of P(p)
shall be denoted by soc P(p).

Theorem 4.18. (1) For every nonexceptional root p

(a) dim P(p) = 2n.
(b) The radical series of P(p) is

P(p) D rad P(p) D socP(p) DO
with rad P(p)/rad®P(p) = L(co(p)) @ L(c=1(p)).
(2) If p is exceptional, then P(p) = L(p).

PROOF: Since H is symmetric algebra by Theorem soc P(p) = L(p).
Let p be a nonexceptional root. By Propositions 4.14] and there are
epimorphisms of P(p) on Z(p), Z' (0~ p) carrying rad P(p) to L(c(p)) and
L(c=Y(p)), respectively. Thus rad P(p)/rad? P(p) has a summand L(o(p) @
L(c=Y(p)). Therefore

dim P(p) > 2dim L(p) + dim L(c~*(p)) + dim L(c(p)) = 2n
where the last equality holds since Z(p)/L(c(p)) = L(p)

and Z'(§~®)p)/L(o(p)) = L(p)-
By general principles
(4.20) Hexx = P dim P(p)t™ ")
pERN,N
If n is odd, Lemma [£17] (1) gives
Z dim P(p) - dim L(p) = Z dim P(p) - dim L(p)
pERL, N pnonexceptional

+ > dimP(p) - dim L(p)

p exceptional

>2n(1+2+...+n—1)m+n?m= Nn?

Since dim Heyx = Nn? that expression forces dim P(p) = 2n for all nonex-
ceptional roots p and dim P(p) = n? for the exceptional roots. This com-
pletes the proof. The even cases are treated similarly. O

We denote by B(p) the block of Heyx containing P(p). We let W denote
group generated by o.
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Corollary 4.19. The blocks of Hexx correspond to W- orbits in R n. The
correspondence is given by the formula

Blp)= 3 P(C)mHO

CEWDp

PROOF: Recall that two projective indecomposable modules P and P’ are
linked if they share a composition factor. Linkage gives rise to an equivalence
relation on the set of projective indecomposable modules. The block of P is
the sum of all projective indecomposable modules equivalent to P. By the
preceding Theorem P(p) is linked to P(¢) if and only if ¢ = 0% (p). The
formula follows. O

Theorem 4.20. Assume p is a nonexceptional root. Then

(a) The Gabriel quiver Q, of the block containing P(p) is the quiver with
vertices being the isomorphism classes of simples
[L(c*(p))], © € Z/2mZ with arrows
(L@ (D)= [L(a"F ()]
b;
corresponding to translation by o.
(b) The basic algebra of the block containing P(p) is the quotient of the
path algebra of Q, with relations

aib; — biy1ait1
and all other paths of length > 2.

(c) The block of Q, is a special biserial algebra and therefore of tame
representation type.

PRrROOF: For generalities on basic algebras and their presentations by quivers
with relations, the reader may consult [5]. The present situation is similar
o [11]; however, the argument there is not compatible with the theory
developed here. We proceed as follows.

As a first case assume m > 1. By Theorem I8 rad P(p)/rad ?P(p) equals
L(o(p)) ® L(c=%(p)), therefore the quiver has arrows as in the statement.
Let k@, be the path algebra of the quiver and B be the basic algebra of
B(p). We want to construct an epimorphism of kQ, onto B (cf. [5, IIT 1.9])
whose kernel is generated by relations in (b). Thanks to Propositions [4.14]
and there are nonsplit extensions E; and E! of L(a%(p)) by L(c"~1(p))
and L(o*(p)) by L(c*"1(p)), respectively. Since P(o%(p)) is injective both
embed in P(c?(p)). Now we assign to a; an epimorphism P(c(p)) — Eii1
and to b; an epimorphism P(o**!(p)) — E! which we still denote by a; and
b;. Since o' 1(p) # o'(p), o1 (p) we have a;(E;) = 0, hence a;a;_1 = 0,
and likewise b;_1b; = 0. Further a;b; and b;;1 10,11 are endomorphisms of
P(c™*1(p)) into its socle L(c™1(p)). Therefore

viaib; = biy1a;41
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for some v; € k and all i € Z/2mZ.
We wish to change the basis to get rid of the coefficients. We will

follow argumentation of [II]. Replacing a; by a} = v - yom—10i, ¢ =
1,2,...,2m — 1, we obtain the relations
ajb; = biyraj g fori=1,...,2m — 2

/
Ao, 1b2m—1 = boag
/
Y0 -+ Y2m—1a0bo = bray

We know by Theorem that H is a symmetric algebra and then so
are the blocks of Heyx and their basic algebras. Let v : B — k be a
symmetrizing linear form. Then

Y(v0 - Yam—1a0bo) = ¢P(b1a}) = ¢P(a)br)
= -+ = Y(ahy,_1bam—1) = ¥(boag) = h(agbo)

whence (70 -+ - vom—1 — 1)agbg € ker ¢ and this element spans a one- dimen-
sional left ideal of H. Thus vy - - vom—1 = 1 as desired.

Moving to the case m = 1 we let i € Z/2Z. Now we have just two
projective indecomposable modules in B(p), call them Py and Pj, and let
L; = P;/rad P, ;1. In contrast to the previous case, there doesn’t exist a uni-
form choice of length two indecomposable submodules in rad P;. We argue
as follows. As above by Proposition there are noisomorphic submod-
ules £y and Ef in rad Py with the top composition factor Ly. Consequently,
there are epimorphisms ag : Py — E; and by : Py — E}|. Put Fy = kerag
and F| = kerb;. Both Fy and Fj) lie in rad Py hence by Theorem E.I8| they
are extensions of Ly by Ly. Therefore there are epimorphisms ay : P, — Fy
and by : P, — F{; hence aga; = 0 = byby holds by construction. How-
ever, since a;,b; are nonisomorphisms they send the socle of P; to zero
for all 7. Therefore every path of length > 2 is either zero or spans a 1-
dimensional ideal of B. Since B is symmetric ajag = 0 = bgby as well,
whence F; C kera; and E] C kerby. As dimkera; = n = dim E; we see
that By = kera; and similarly Ff = kerby. From this we conclude that
Fy # F{. Indeed, since dim Hom(Py, Fy) = [Fy : L1] = 1 were Fy = F) we
would have a; = abg,a € k®, which forces Ey = E}, a contradiction. It
follows that agbg and biaq are nonzero homomorphisms P; — soc P;, and
similar conclusions hold for bypag and a1by. Therefore there are v; € k® such
that

Y1aobo = biray
Y2boap = a1by
But then the calculation
P(brar) = 119 (aobo) = (a1b)
= 72¢(boao) = 12¢(aobo)
gives v1 = 2. Replacing ag by y1ag we obtain the desired result. O
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The proof of (c) follows directly from the definition and theory of special
biserial algebras, see [10]. O

Lastly, we want to describe embeddings of blocks and projective indecom-
posable modules in H. First, we take the subalgebra Ay of He)x of section
42 From its definition we have A, = k[t]/(tY — k), hence Ay = ®ke;
where e; is a primitive idempotent uniquely determined by the property
Ke; = (e¢c. Secondly, we use primitive idempotents ¢, associated to roots
i € Ry, defined in section For every p € Ry n,p™ € Ry, hence gives
rise to the idempotent e,m. Abusing notation we write the latter as €.

Proposition 4.21. Suppose p is a nonexceptional root. Then
(1) B(p) = HeAXep.
(2) Ewvery nonsimple projective indecomposable module of H is isomor-
phic to Hexxepec for some A, p,C.

PROOF: It is elementary to see that for a root p of the minimal polyno-
mial f\(t), €,(n) = 1 if p = —n'D(p), and zero, otherwise. For every
simple Heyx- module L(¢) C acts on L(¢) via multiplication by —n'D(().
Therefore €, acts on L(¢) via multiplication by €,(—7'D(¢)). Now D(() =
D(p) if and only if ("™ = p™ or ("™p™ = ¢q~!. Since p is nonexceptional,
g 'p™™ # p™; hence both cases occur. Next observe that for every fixed
element u € R, , the set of solutions to the equation 2™ = u in R, n has
m elements. Therefore Y = {¢|D(¢{) = D(p)} has 2m elements.

On the other hand by Lemma [d.T5] ¢ € W - p if and only if ( = 67"Pp or
¢ =0=¢(P)=15 In the first case (" = p™ and in the second ("™p™ = ¢~ 1.
Thus W-p C Y, hence by Lemma T5] (b) they are equal. It follows that €,
acts as the identity on B(p) and annihilates every other block, whence (1).

The number of projective indecomposable modules in a decomposition
of B(p) equals > ¢y, dim L((). For every ¢ € W p, o(¢) # ¢, hence
there are m distinct pairs {¢,0(¢)) in W - p. For each such pair Proposition
A14 (c) gives dim L(¢) 4+ dim L(c(¢)) = n. Thus B(p) is the direct sum
N indecomposable summands. Since we have N idempotents e¢, the result
follows. O

We turn to the case of a projective simple module P(p).

Proposition 4.22. Suppose p is an exceptional root. Let f = epE”_lF”_l.
Then
Hexx [ = P(p)

and Heyx f 1is a direct summand of Heyx.

PrOOF: Evidently f has weight p. Further, it is elementary to derive the
formulae, = ﬁ H(K —() and then a simple calculation gives Fe, = eg,FE,

C#p
hence f is E-trivial, which proves the first assertion.
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Next we adjust Kac’s formula [8, (1.3.1)] to our context obtaining

min(r,s)
(4.21) [E*, F")=n( Y F''HE)
i=1
where H;" = (r),---(r—i+1), (j)q ;jl(K_m — ¢TI K™). We now

compute f2 using (Z2I)). Since E™ = 0 we deduce
—1n-1
fP=e,H " f=cf

where ¢ = n(n — 1),! H?:_ll (p~™ — ¢#~"+1p™) and since p is exceptional,
every factor in c is nonzero, hence ¢ # 0. Thus ¢! f is an idempotent, and
the proof is complete. O
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