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PERVERSE COHERENT ¢(-STRUCTURES THROUGH TORSION
THEORIES

JORGE VITORIA

ABSTRACT. Bezrukavnikov in [7] recovered the work of Deligne defining per-
verse t-structures for the derived category of coherent sheaves on a projective
variety. In this text we prove that these t-structures can be obtained through
tilting torsion theories as in the work of Happel Reiten and Smalg [9]. This
approach proves to be slightly more general as it allow us to define perverse
coherent t-structures in other settings, namely for noncommutative projective
planes.

1. INTRODUCTION

A t-structure on a triangulated category D is a pair of full subcategories (D<?, D=9)
of D such that, for DS" := D=<9[—n] and D=" := D=°[—n], n € Z we have:
(1) Hom(X,Y)=0,¥X € D=V Y € D!
(2) D=0 C D=!
(3) VX € D, there is a distinguished triangle

A— X — B — A[1].

D=%N D29 is called the heart of the t-structure and it is an abelian category
(as proven in [6]). It is also well known that D<C  the aisle of the t-structure,
determines the whole pair by setting D= = (D<0)1[1].

In [7] the perverse coherent t-structures are constructed as as follows. Let X be
a scheme and X P denote the set of generic points of all closed subschemes of X.
A perversity is a map p : X' — Z satisfying the monotone and comonotone
properties:

e monotone: y € T = p(y) > p(z)
e comonotone: y € T = p(x) > p(y) — (dim(z) — dim(y))

Note that the image of a perversity on an n-dimensional scheme has atmost n+1
elements.

Now, given a perversity p, the perverse t-structure is defined by taking as aisle:

DP=0 = {F* € D™ (coh(X)) : Var € X', i3,(F*) € D=")(0, — mod) |

where i, : {x} — X is the inslusion map. The proof that this is in fact an aisle
can be seen in [7].

A more algebraic treatment of these categories is provided by Serre. Let X be
a projective variety over an algebraically closed field K and define R = T['(X) :=
D,,cz (X, 0x(n)) where I is the functor of gobal sections and Ox is the structure
sheaf of X. Serre proved that the category Qcoh(X), of quasi-coherent sheaves
over X, is equivalent to the quotient category Tails(R) = Gr(R)/Tors(R) where
Tors(R) is the full subcategory of torsion modules of the category Gr(R) of graded
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modules over R for the following torsion theory: x € M is torsion if and only if
IN > 0 such that zR; = 0, Vj > N, i.e., the submodule generated by x is right
bounded. When written in the lower case tails(R) = gr(R)/tors(R) we mean only
finitely generated objects, thus getting a category equivalent to coh(X).

Given a torsion theory in the heart of a t-structure we can construct, as in [9]
and [8] a new t-structure. We shall use an iteration of this process to obtain the
perverse coherent t-structure from the standard t-structure on D(QCoh(X)) =
D(Tails(R)) when R is a commutative connected noetherian positively graded K-
algebra generated in degree one.

This new method of getting perverse coherent t-structures can then be used
in other contexts. In this text we exemplify this with noncommutative projective
planes. The notion of noncommutative projective scheme associated to a non-
commutative graded K-algebra was introduced in [5]. A noncommutative pro-
jective scheme can be thought of as an abstract space Proj(R) which category
of quasi-coherent sheaves (respectively coherent sheaves) is the quotient category
Tails(R) = Gr(R)/Tors(R) (resp. tails(R) = grmod(R)/tors(R)) for a noncom-
mutative K-algebra R. [2] defined some algebras such that their category of tails
play the role of coherent sheaves over some noncommutative projective plane. These
algebras, so called Artin-Schelter regular algebras of dimension 3 are algebras
of global dimension 3, finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension (in fact 3) and Gorenstein.

Artin-Schelter (AS for short) regular algebras of dimension 3 have been classified
(see [2] and [3]). They are quotients of the free algebra in r generators by r relations
of degree s, where (r,s) € {(2,3),(3,2)}. Furthermore, to each AS-regular algebra
of dimension 3 we can associate a triple (E, o, L) where FE is a scheme, o € Aut(E)
and L is an invertible sheaf on E. In the case where r = 3 (in which we will focus
from now on) the algebra is said to be elliptic if E is a divisor of degree 3 in P?
and L is the restriction of Op2(1). The only other case to consider is when E = P?
- and then we say the algebra is linear. It can be proven that if A is linear then
A = B where B is a twisted coordinate ring of P? and therefore tails(A) = coh(P?).
We will focus on the elliptic cases to provide an example of a new construction of
perverse coherent t-structures.

The text is outlined as follows: section 2 presents some basics on the theory of
torsion theories for categories of graded modules; section 3 recalls material from [9]
and shows how to obtain a t-structure by iterating adequately the use of torsion
theories on a general Grothendieck category; section 4 show how torsion theories
come into play when describing perverse coherent t-structures and section 5 applies
section 3 to define perverse coherent t-structures on noncommutative projective
planes.

2. TORSION THEORIES FOR GRADED MODULES

Let R be a, not necessarily commutative, graded ring. In what follows, module
shall mean right module and ideal shall mean two-sided ideal.

Gr(R) is a Grothendieck category admiting injective envelopes which we will
denote by £9. We shall use Homg, gy for homomorphisms in this category (i.e.
R-linear, grading preserving). For a graded module M we will denote by h(M) the
subset of homogeneous elements. It is clear that M = (h(M)). Also, for a prime
ideal P, define C9(P) = C(P) N h(R), where C(P) is the set of regular elements
mod P, i.e., the set of elements = of R such that = + P is neither left nor right zero
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divisor in R/P. If R is commutative, then C(P) = R\ P. The following remark
proves to be useful.

Remark 2.1. Given a connected positively graded ring R generated in degree one
and a homogeneous prime ideal P # Ry := @, R;, we have P, # R,, for all
n > 1. In fact, suppose Ing > 1: P,, = R,,. Then, since the ring is generated in
degree one, we have P, = R,,,Vn > ng. Now, if 21 € Ry \ P; then, since P is prime,
Jry € R: x9 = 21121 ¢ P. Now, deg(xe) > 2 since R is positively graded. Thus
we can inductively construct a sequence of elements (z,,)nen none of them lying in
P and such that deg(xy) > deg(xn—1), thus yielding a contradiction.

To an injective object E in Gr(R) we can associate a natural torsion theory in
Gr(R), for which a module M is torsion if Homg,(g)(M,E) = 0. This torsion
theory is said to be cogenerated by E in Gr(R).

Note that, since the category of finitely generated objects is closed under ex-
tensions, the torsion theories above defined to Gr(R) restrict to torsion theories in
gr(R). This is the key fact that allow us to restrict everything that follows to the
finitely generated setting, even though we choose to work with the whole category
since generally injective objects are not finitely generated.

The following lemma proves a useful criterion for graded modules to be torsion
for each of the torsion theory associated with an injective object. The arguments
of the proof mymic the ungraded case proved in [12].

Lemma 2.2. Given any graded ring R and graded modules T and F the following
conditions are equivalent:
(].) HomGT(R) (T, EQ(F)) = 0,’
(2) Yt € h(T), 0 # f € h(F), of the same degree Ir € h(R) such that tr = 0
and fr # 0.

Proof. Suppose Homg,.(ry(M, E9(F')) # 0. Let a be one of its non-zero elements.
Choose u € h(T) such that a(u) # 0. Now since F is essential graded submodule of
E9(F), i.e., given any non-trivial graded submodule of E9(F), its intersection with
F is non-trivial, hence 3s € h(R) : 0 # a(u)s = a(us) € F. If we choose t = us
and f = a(us) they are homogeneous of the same degree and clearly, given r € R,
if tr =0 then fr =0.

Suppose now that (2) is false, i.e., 3t € T, f € F'\ {0} homogeneous of the same
degree such that Vr € h(R), tr = 0 = fr = 0. Then, there is a well defined
non-zero graded homomorphism tR — F, tr — fr, since (h(R)) = R. Now, since
EY9(F) is an injective object in the category of graded modules, we find a non-zero
graded homomorphism T'— E9(F). (]

This following corollary is fundamental for our approach in section 4. Indeed,
it shows that, even though we might not be able to localise with respect to C9(P)
in the noncommutative setting, we can reformulate a zero localization statement
in terms of torsion. Following this philosophy, even though in general it does not
make sense to talk about the degree zero of localization, we shall reformulate it in
terms of torsion as in corollary 2.3.

Corollary 2.3. Let R be a commutative positively graded ring generated in degree
one and P a homogeneous prime ideal (different from the augmentation ideal) in
R and S = C9(P) = h(R\ P). Given M a graded R-module then (S~*M)o = 0 if
and only if Homg,ry(M,E9(R/P)) =0.
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Proof. This follows from the fact (S~1M) = 0 is equivalent, by definition of graded
localization, to condition (2) of the above lemma. O

3. T-STRUCTURES VIA TORSION THEORIES

Let A be a Grothendieck category with an ordered set of hereditary torsion
classes S = {T1, ..., T}, } such that (;_, T; = 0.

Definition 3.1. An algebraic perversity is a function p : S — Z such that
p(T) =p(Ti—1) +1,V2<i<n

Note that a perversity is uniquely determined by its value on a single element of
the ordered set S.
Our target is to prove that the following subcategory is an aisle for a t-structure:

DP=0 ={X* e D(A): H'(X*) €Ty, Vi>p(Tj)}.

Remark 3.2. Clearly such a category is a subcategory of D<mas{p(Ti):T;€5} "5 ghift
of the aisle of the standard t-structure. This is because the instersection of all
torsion classes is zero.

Theorem 3.3. If n > 2, then DP=° is an aisle of a t-structure in D(A).

Proof. We shall use induction on n. Note that without loss of generality we can
consider zero to be the maximal value of the algebraic perversity p. For the sake
of simplicity we shall renumber the indices of the torsion classes in agreement with
their perversity values.

Suppose n =2, p(T—-1) = —1 and p(Ty) = 0. Hence,

D=0 = {X* e D(A): H°(X*) €Ty, H'(X®)=0,Yi>0}

The fact that this is a t-structure follows from [9]: this is the t-structure obtained
via tilting with respect to 7_;.

Suppose now the result is valid for any ordered set of n hereditary torsion
classes with zero intersection. Let S be such a set with n + 1 elements, S =
{T-n,T—n+1,...,To} with an algebraic perversity p such that p(T;) = i. We want
to prove that the subcategory DP<C with respect to this perversity p defines a
t-structure on D(A).

First let us consider S = {T_,,,T_n11,...,T_1 NTy}. Clearly, by assumption on
S, this is also an ordered set of torsion classes with zero intersection in A. Let
p: S — Z be the algebraic perversity satisfying p(T,, N Ty41) = 0. We fall into
the case of n torsion classes and thus we have an associated t-structure whose heart
will be denotes by B and whose associated cohomology functor will be denoted by
H) = t%otgo, where the t5’s are the associated truncation functors.

Consider now the following subcategory of B:

W={X*eB: H'(X*)eT_1, H(X®*) =0, Vi< 0}

Thus W can be seen as the stalk subcategory 0 — 0 — ﬂ;lfn T; — 0 and thus it

is a torsion class inside B since homomorphisms in W can be seen as homorphisms
in A (W is closed under extensions since exact sequences in B are precisely the
exact triangles of D(A) that lie in B and the result follows from the long exact
sequence of cohomology).

Now the crutial observation is the following lemma:



PERVERSE COHERENT ¢-STRUCTURES THROUGH TORSION THEORIES 5

Lemma 3.4. X* € D?=<0 if and only if H)(X*) € W and H.(X*®) =0,Vi > 0.

Proof. Note first that H5(X®) = 0,Vi > 0 is equivalent to X* € DP<0.

Suppose X*® € DP<0. It is clear from the definition of the perversity p that
DP=0 ¢ DP=0 thus proving the vanishing of positive p-cohomologies.

Now, we can fit p-cohomology in the following distinguished triangle:

<-1 . <0 . . <-1 .
57X — 57X — HY(X®*) — t5 7 (X*)[1]
which, again due to the fact that D=0 ¢ DP<0 ammounts to the distinguished
triangle
<- ° . . <-— .
571 (X)) — X* — Ho(X®) — 51 (X*)[1].

Remark 3.1 shows that t5'(X*) C ¢t=~1(X*) and, since X* € D= we also
have that t==1(X*®) € DP<~1 thus tg_l(X') =t=71(X*) and hence, since in any
distinguished triangle two of the vertices determine the third one up to isomorphism,
we have

HY(X*) = HY(X*),
which by definition of D=0 tells us that H)(X*) € W.

Conversely, suppose X*® € DP<0 and Hg(X') € W. Similarly as before, we have
an exact triangle

t5 (X% — X* — HI(X®) — t57(X*)[1]
whose long exact sequence of cohomology (for the standard cohomology functor)
tells us that Hi(tgfl(X')) ~ Hi(X*),Vi < 0 (since negative cohomologies van-
ish for HY(X*)) and that H(X*) = HO(HJ(X*)) € W. Since X* € DP=0,
Hi(t5~(X*)) € Th—;,Vi < 0 and thus H'(X*) € T,_;¥i < 0. On the other hand
HO(X*®) = HY(HJ(X*)) proves that H°(X*®) € T,. This is precisely the additional
conditions that an element in DP<C has to satisfy to be in D”<°  thus proving the

statement.
O

Thus we have that , DP*<C can be obtained by tilting B with respect to the torsion
theory which torsion class is W and therefore it is the aisle of a t-structure. ([

Recall that a t-structure is said to be nondegenerate if
(JObD="=0 and () ObD="=0.
neZ nez

Clearly, the standard t-structure is nondegenerate.

Lemma 3.5. The t-structure associated to an algebraic perversity p defined on a
finite ordered set of n hereditary torsion classes with zero intersection, as defined
above, is nondegenerate.

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that the maximal value of p is zero.
Then, as before, D»»<° C D=0, The standard t-structure is nondegenerate and
thus (1,,c, Ob DPSt = (.

On the other hand

m Ob DP)Zn _ ﬂ Ob (Dp,ﬁnfl)L — (U Ob Dp,gn—l)L'

nez nez nez
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Since D="~! C D=~k and |, ., Ob D=* = D we also have | J,,o, Ob DP-=n~1 =
D and thus (,,c, Ob DP==" = 0. O

Remark 3.6. A nondegenerate t-structure restricts well to the bounded derived
category (see [13]). Thus, even though we chose to work with unbounded derived
categories, all our statements can be restricted to bounded derived categories with
no predjudice.

4. PERVERSE COHERENT T-STRUCTURES THROUGH TORSION THEORIES

We are now going to prove the main theorem of this text but let us fix some
notation beforehand. Let X be a smooth projective variety such that R = ['(X)
is a commutative positively graded K-algebra generated in degree 1, where K is
algebraically closed of characteristic zero. 7 shall denote the projection functor from
gr(R) to its quotient tails(R) and note that ['(mM) = @, Homyas(r) (TR, mM (1))
is a left-adjoint of m. Let p : X®P — 7Z be a perversity as in the introduction.
Suppose that the perversity has n values and that, wihtout lost of generality, the
maximal value of the perversity is zero. Set Ei = [ e x.p(a)=iy £ (R/Ann(z)),
i € Im(p), where Ann(x) is the homogeneous ideal of functions vanishing at x
(which is maximal).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that A and B are graded modules and B is torsion free
injective. Then Homgy(gr)(A, B) = 0 if and only if Homypasr)(TA, 7B) =0

Proof. Suppose f € Homqpasr)(TA,7B) # 0. Now, B is torsion free and so we
have Homqais(r)(TA, mB) = limar.a/4/ torsion Homar(r)(A’, B). Let A’ be such
that 3f € Homg,ry(A', B) : nf = f. Then since B is injective, f can be extended
to A thus proving the direct implication.

Conversely, suppose f € Homgy(r)(A, B) # 0. Since B is torsion free, we have
that there is A" < A such that A/A" is torsion and fj4» # 0 (since otherwise we
would have a nonzero map from A/A’ to B, which is not allowed by definition of
torsion). Thus wf # 0 in Hompaisr) (TA, 78). O

Recall that a set of injective objects {I1, ..., [,,} in a category A is a cogenerating
set for A if, for any X € A, Hom(X, I;) = 0 for all j, then X = 0.

Corollary 4.2. (1E;);, as defined above, cogenerate Tails(R), where R = T'(X).

Proof. First note that all the F; are torsion free. In fact, since R is commutative,
R/P is torsion free for any prime ideal P and thus, since the torsion free class
of a hereditary torsion theory is closed under taking injective envelopes, we have
that E9(R/P) is torsion free. Now, since K is algebraically closed, Hilbert’s Null-
stellensatz implies that the class of ideals formed by the annihilators of points in
X'P includes the class of maximal ideals of R. Given a graded module M and an
element m € M, note that there is a graded injection from R/Ann(m) to M. Since
Ann(m) is contained in some maximal ideal I, R/Ann(m) maps non-trivially to
E9(R/I) and thus so does M hence proving that the E;’s cogenerate Gr(R). Also,
mE;’s are injective in T'ails(R) (see [11]). The result now follows easily from lemma
4.1. O

Before stating the main theorem let us prove a useful lemmas:
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose R is a commutative local ring with maximal ideal m. Given
X* a bounded complex of free R-modules and Y* = R/m @r X°®, if H (Y*) =
0Vj>a, then H (X®*) =0Vj > a.

Proof. Suppose H7(Y*®) = 0Vj > a. Suppose X*¥ =0 Vk > p (X* is bounded). If
« > p then we have the result. If @ < p, consider the following exact sequence:
Xp—1 — XP — coker(dy ") — 0
and apply to it the functor F thus getting another exact sequence, since F is right
exact
Y, 1 — YP — R/m ®p coker(d% ") — 0.

Now a < p and YP*! = 0 imply that, since HP(Y*) = 0, d’;/_l is surjective. Hence
R/m ®p coker(d’;{_l) = 0 which, by Nakayama’s lemma (since R is local), implies
that coker(d% ') = 0 and thus d ' is surjective, thus proving that H?(X*®) = 0.

If a = p we are done. Otherwise assume H?~}(Y*®) = 0 and we prove that
HP~1(X*) = 0 as well. Note that then the result follows by iterating this process

a finite number of times (the difference between a and p). Firstly note that, since
XP is free, the short exact sequence

0— Ker(d¥ ') — Xp—1 — X? — 0

splits and thus Ker(dggl) is a summand of the free module X771, i.e., a projective
module. However it is well-known (Kaplansky’s theorem) that projective modules
over local rings are free. Now we have that Ker(dg’{l) NmXP~1 = mKer(dg’{l).
In fact take z1,..., 2, 2441, ..., 2n a basis for XP~! such that the first ¢ elements
form a basis for Ker(d’;(_l). Given z € Ker(dgf_l) NmXP~! we have, on one hand
T = 25:1 a;z; with a; € R and on the other hand x = " | b;z; with b; € m. Linear
independence of the elements of the basis assure b; = 0Vi > t and a; = b;Vi < t,
thus proving that = € mKer(d% ). The converse inclusion is trivial.

This fact allow us to observe, by considering the natural map from K er(d’)’{l) to
(Ker(d% ") + mXP~1)/mXP~! that Ker(db ') = (Ker(d% ') + mXP~1) /mXP~1
is isomorphic to Ker(d% ')/mKer(d% ') = R/m @ Ker(d% ). This means that,
by definition of truncation, ¥ := 7<, 1(Y*) = R/m ®r 7<p_1(X*) =: X. Now
note that, since H?~1(Y*) = 0, Ker(d% ') = Im(d% ?) and thus

YP 2 =yP2 5 Ker(dl ') =YP!
is surjective, thus allowing us to conclude, as in the first argument of the proof,
that HP~! (X') = 0, which concludes the proof since X*is quasi-isomorphic to X°,

thus having the same cohomology.
O

Finally we prove our main result. We will denote by 7; the torsion theory
cogenerated by 7E; in Tails(R)

Theorem 4.4. Given a perversity p and objects (wE;); as above, let p be the alge-
braic perversity such that p(nE;) = i. Then DP<0 = DP:<0,

Proof. Let us start by rewriting the conditions defining the aisle DP'<°. By defini-
tion, we have

DP=0 = {F* € D"(Tails(R)) : Homraisr)(H (F*),7E)) =0, ¥j > k}
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and given that the objects Ej are torsion-free injective objects, by lemma 4.1 we
have

DP=0 = [P € D"(Tails(R)) : Homg,(r)(L(H/(F*)),Ey) =0, Vj >k —n}.
Unfolding the products Ej, we get
D=0 = [F* € D"(Tails(R)) : Vo € X'P, Homg,gy(D(H?(F*)), EY(R/1,)) = 0Vj > p(z)}
and using corollary 2.4 we get
DP=0 = {F* € D"(Tails(R)) : Vo € X"P, T(HI(F*))) =0VYj > p(z)}

where I'(H7(F*®))(,) means the degree zero part of the localization of I'(H’(F*))
in complement of Ann(z), which is the same as stalk at = of H/(F*®). Since taking
stalks is an exact functor (thus t-exact for the standard t-structure and therefore
commuting with cohomlogy functors) we get

DP=0 = {F* € D’(coh(X)) : Vo € X'P, HI(F2) =0Vj > p(z)}
Recall that
DP=0 — {F' € D’(coh(X)) : Vo € XtP, i*(F*) e D=P@) (0, — mod)}
which is clearly the same as
{F* € D*(coh(X)) : Vo € X'P, HI(i%(F*)) =0, Vj > p(z)} .

Thus it remains to prove that H’/(F?) = 0 Vj > p(z) if and only if L/i%(F®)) =
0, Vj > p(x).

Suppose F* such that H7(F?) = 0 Vj > p(x). There is a spectral sequence of
Grothendieck type of the following form:
Ox,z

E5" =TorZ " (Ky, HY(F2)) = LotYi%(F®), a <0

where K is the skyscraper sheaf over . Our hypothesis assures that E$b = 0Va >
0,b > p(x) and thus E% = 0,Va > 0,b > p(z). Let F’ denote the i-th part of the
decreasing filtration assumed to exist (by definition of convergent spectral sequence)

on the limit object Q4% := La+bi* (F*). Then, for ¢ > p(x) we get
.= F2Q 2R S ittt = O = Floe

and thus they are all equal to zero, proving that Q7 = L%*(F*) = 0,Vq > p(z).
Conversely, suppose we have F* such that L7i*(F*®) = 0, Vj > p(x). Since
X is smooth, let G®* be a complex of locally free sheaves such that G* is quasi-
isomorphic to F'* (thus isomorphic in the derived category) - see [I0] for details.
Then L7i%(F®) =0, Vj > p(x) means H((i%G)*), where (i*G)® denotes the com-
plex resulting from applying ¢} componentwise to G*. Take now X°® = G} and
Y* = (¢*G)* and recall that G2 is a complex of free modules over the local ring
Ox o and that i%(K) = Ox,/mx . Q@ Ky & K;/mx K, for any coherent sheaf
K, where mx , is the maximal ideal of the local ring Ox ,. This leaves us in the
context of lemma 4.3, thus proving that H’(G%) = H(G*), = 0,Vj > p(x). O



PERVERSE COHERENT ¢-STRUCTURES THROUGH TORSION THEORIES 9

5. PERVERSE COHERENT T-STRUCTURES FOR NONCOMMUTATIVE PROJECTIVE
PLANES

We shall first introduce (following [I] and [3]) the geometric objects lying in
noncommutative projective planes (quantum planes for short). Let’s start with
points and lines.

Definition 5.1. A graded A-module M is said to be a point module if:

e M is generated in degree zero;
(] MQ = K,
o dim M; =1,Vi>0.
A line module is a module of the form M; = R/RI, where [ is a linear form,
ie., leR;.
A point of the quantum projective plane is the isomorphism class in
tails(R) of a point module M and a line in the quantum projective plane
is an isomorphism class, in tails(R), of a line module.

It can be proven (see [3]) that points of the quantum plane are in natural bi-
jection with points of E, the elliptic curve associated to R (as explained in the
introduction).

Definition 5.2. A graded R-module M is said to be critical if it is not zero and
every proper quotient has lower GK dimension.

Recall the following result from [4].

Proposition 5.3. Let R be Artin-Schelter regular of dimension 3. Then
(1) R is a 3-critical R-module;
(2) Ifl is a non-zero element of Ry, the line module associated with |, R/IR,

is a critical module of GK dimension 2;
(3) If M is critical, then Ann(M) is a prime ideal of R.

From now on we will assume that R is generated by 3 elements.

If o is an automorphism of infinite order without fixed points, then there is a
normalizing element of degree 3 (unique up to scalar) in R - call it g. In fact, we
have that B = A/gA is a twisted coordinate ring of E (see [3] for details).

Definition 5.4. A curve R-module M is a g-torsion-free R-module of GK di-
mension 2. A curve in the quantum projective plane is the isomorphism class
in tails(R) of a curve module. A curve is said to be irreducible if M is critical.

Our target is to use the description provided in section 4 of perverse coherent
t-structures to define such t-structures on tails(R). First we need an appropriate
notion of perversities

Definition 5.5. Consider the sets So = {Rr}, S1 = { critical curve modules over R },
So = { point modules over R } and S = Sy U S1 U S,. The geometric dimension
of an object in S; (denoted by geodim(M)) is defined to be i.

A noncommutative perversity is a map ¢ : S — Z satisfying the monotone
and comonotone properties:

e monotone: geodim(M) < geodim(N) and Hom(N, M) # 0, then (M) >
P(N)
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e comonotone: geodim(M) < geodim(N) and Hom(N, M) # 0, then ¢»(N) >
PY(M) — (geodim(N) — geodim(M))

Given a noncommutative persversity v as above define in Gr(R) the following
injective objects:
Ei= [] E°R/Ann(M)).

P(M)=i

Remark 5.6. Note that the augmentation ideal R4 is not the annihilator of any
module in S. In fact, if a point module is annihilated by Ry then every cyclic
submodule is isomorphic to R/Ry. However M is itself cyclic thus reaching a
contradiction. On the other hand a curve module can’t be annihilated by R4 by
definition, since it is not annihilated by g.

We will show that these injective objects define a t-structure as described in
section 3. To do that, let us prove a noncommutative version of lemma 4.2.

Lemma 5.7. (7E;)icrm(y) cogenerate tails(R).

Proof. Let us first prove that (E;)erm(y) cogenerate Gr(R). Let m be a maximal
ideal of R. Then R/m is a simple (thus critical) module of GK dimension < 3.
Thus it is either a (shifted) point module or an irreducible curve module, meaning
that m = Ann(M) for some point module or irreducible curve module. Thus,
since every maximal ideal is of this form, the same argument used on the proof of
corollary 4.2 proves that the E;’s cogenerate Gr(R).

Also, since R is Artin-Schelter regular of dimension 3, it is in particular a
positively graded K-algebra and thus, since P := Ann(M) is prime by proposi-
tion 5.3, remarks 2.1 and 5.6 show that Py, # Ry. Now, suppose z € R such
that 3n € N : zR>,, C P. Since P is two-sided ideal, this is equivalent to
(RzR)R>, C P. Primality of P assures that RzR is in P, and in particular
so is z, thus proving that R/P is torsion free. Since this torsion theory is heredi-
tary, E9(R/P) is also torsion free and the result follows as in the proof of corollary
4.2. O

This lemma provides us with the desired example. Given a perversity ¥ as
above and suppose wihtout loss of generality that max ¢» = 0. Let then p be a
perversity defined on the set {E_2, E_1, Fo} such that p(E;) = i. Then section 3
constructs a perverse coherent t-structure associated to p and this t-structure is a
noncommutative analogue of the perverse coherent t-structure, as defined in [7], by
section 4.
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