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PERVERSE COHERENT t-STRUCTURES THROUGH TORSION

THEORIES

JORGE VITÓRIA

Abstrat. Bezrukavnikov in [7℄ reovered the work of Deligne de�ning per-

verse t-strutures for the derived ategory of oherent sheaves on a projetive

variety. In this text we prove that these t-strutures an be obtained through

tilting torsion theories as in the work of Happel Reiten and Smalø [9℄. This

approah proves to be slightly more general as it allow us to de�ne perverse

oherent t-strutures in other settings, namely for nonommutative projetive

planes.

1. Introdution

A t-struture on a triangulated ategoryD is a pair of full subategories (D≤0, D≥0)
of D suh that, for D≤n := D≤0[−n] and D≥n := D≥0[−n], n ∈ Z we have:

(1) Hom(X,Y ) = 0, ∀X ∈ D≤0
, Y ∈ D≥1

(2) D≤0 ⊆ D≤1

(3) ∀X ∈ D, there is a distinguished triangle

A −→ X −→ B −→ A[1].

D≤0 ∩ D≥0
is alled the heart of the t-struture and it is an abelian ategory

(as proven in [6℄). It is also well known that D≤0
, the aisle of the t-struture,

determines the whole pair by setting D≥0 = (D≤0)⊥[1].
In [7℄ the perverse oherent t-strutures are onstruted as as follows. Let X be

a sheme and Xtop
denote the set of generi points of all losed subshemes of X .

A perversity is a map p : Xtop −→ Z satisfying the monotone and omonotone

properties:

• monotone: y ∈ x̄⇒ p(y) ≥ p(x)
• omonotone: y ∈ x̄⇒ p(x) ≥ p(y)− (dim(x) − dim(y))

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

Now, given a perversity p, the perverse t-struture is de�ned by taking as aisle:

Dp,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ D−(coh(X)) : ∀x ∈ Xtop, i∗x(F
•) ∈ D≤p(x)(Ox −mod)

}

where ix : {x} −→ X is the inslusion map. The proof that this is in fat an aisle

an be seen in [7℄.

A more algebrai treatment of these ategories is provided by Serre. Let X be

a projetive variety over an algebraially losed �eld K and de�ne R = Γ̄(X) :=
⊕

n∈Z
Γ(X,OX(n)) where Γ is the funtor of gobal setions and OX is the struture

sheaf of X . Serre proved that the ategory Qcoh(X), of quasi-oherent sheaves

over X , is equivalent to the quotient ategory Tails(R) = Gr(R)/Tors(R) where
Tors(R) is the full subategory of torsion modules of the ategory Gr(R) of graded
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modules over R for the following torsion theory: x ∈ M is torsion if and only if

∃N ≥ 0 suh that xRj = 0, ∀j > N , i.e., the submodule generated by x is right

bounded. When written in the lower ase tails(R) = gr(R)/tors(R) we mean only

�nitely generated objets, thus getting a ategory equivalent to coh(X).
Given a torsion theory in the heart of a t-struture we an onstrut, as in [9℄

and [8℄ a new t-struture. We shall use an iteration of this proess to obtain the

perverse oherent t-struture from the standard t-struture on D(QCoh(X)) =
D(Tails(R)) when R is a ommutative onneted noetherian positively graded K-

algebra generated in degree one.

This new method of getting perverse oherent t-strutures an then be used

in other ontexts. In this text we exemplify this with nonommutative projetive

planes. The notion of nonommutative projetive sheme assoiated to a non-

ommutative graded K-algebra was introdued in [5℄. A nonommutative pro-

jetive sheme an be thought of as an abstrat spae Proj(R) whih ategory

of quasi-oherent sheaves (respetively oherent sheaves) is the quotient ategory

Tails(R) = Gr(R)/Tors(R) (resp. tails(R) = grmod(R)/tors(R)) for a nonom-

mutative K-algebra R. [2℄ de�ned some algebras suh that their ategory of tails

play the role of oherent sheaves over some nonommutative projetive plane. These

algebras, so alledArtin-Shelter regular algebras of dimension 3 are algebras
of global dimension 3, �nite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension (in fat 3) and Gorenstein.

Artin-Shelter (AS for short) regular algebras of dimension 3 have been lassi�ed

(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 eah AS-regular algebra

of dimension 3 we an assoiate a triple (E, σ, L) where E is a sheme, σ ∈ Aut(E)
and L is an invertible sheaf on E. In the ase where r = 3 (in whih we will fous

from now on) the algebra is said to be ellipti if E is a divisor of degree 3 in P
2

and L is the restrition of OP2(1). The only other ase to onsider is when E = P
2

- and then we say the algebra is linear. It an be proven that if A is linear then

A ∼= B where B is a twisted oordinate ring of P
2
and therefore tails(A) ∼= coh(P2).

We will fous on the ellipti ases to provide an example of a new onstrution of

perverse oherent t-strutures.

The text is outlined as follows: setion 2 presents some basis on the theory of

torsion theories for ategories of graded modules; setion 3 realls material from [9℄

and shows how to obtain a t-struture by iterating adequately the use of torsion

theories on a general Grothendiek ategory; setion 4 show how torsion theories

ome into play when desribing perverse oherent t-strutures and setion 5 applies

setion 3 to de�ne perverse oherent t-strutures on nonommutative projetive

planes.

2. Torsion theories for graded modules

Let R be a, not neessarily ommutative, graded ring. In what follows, module

shall mean right module and ideal shall mean two-sided ideal.

Gr(R) is a Grothendiek ategory admiting injetive envelopes whih we will

denote by Eg. We shall use HomGr(R) for homomorphisms in this ategory (i.e.

R-linear, grading preserving). For a graded module M we will denote by h(M) the
subset of homogeneous elements. It is lear that M = 〈h(M)〉. Also, for a prime

ideal P , de�ne Cg(P ) = C(P ) ∩ h(R), where C(P ) is the set of regular elements

mod P , i.e., the set of elements x of R suh that x+P is neither left nor right zero
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divisor in R/P . If R is ommutative, then C(P ) = R \ P . The following remark

proves to be useful.

Remark 2.1. Given a onneted positively graded ring R generated in degree one

and a homogeneous prime ideal P 6= R+ :=
⊕

i≥1 Ri, we have Pn 6= Rn for all

n > 1. In fat, suppose ∃n0 > 1 : Pn0
= Rn0

. Then, sine the ring is generated in

degree one, we have Pn = Rn, ∀n > n0. Now, if x1 ∈ R1 \P1 then, sine P is prime,

∃r1 ∈ R : x2 = x1r1x1 /∈ P . Now, deg(x2) ≥ 2 sine R is positively graded. Thus

we an indutively onstrut a sequene of elements (xn)n∈N none of them lying in

P and suh that deg(xn) > deg(xn−1), thus yielding a ontradition.

To an injetive objet E in Gr(R) we an assoiate a natural torsion theory in

Gr(R), for whih a module M is torsion if HomGr(R)(M,E) = 0. This torsion

theory is said to be ogenerated by E in Gr(R).
Note that, sine the ategory of �nitely generated objets is losed under ex-

tensions, the torsion theories above de�ned to Gr(R) restrit to torsion theories in

gr(R). This is the key fat that allow us to restrit everything that follows to the

�nitely generated setting, even though we hoose to work with the whole ategory

sine generally injetive objets are not �nitely generated.

The following lemma proves a useful riterion for graded modules to be torsion

for eah of the torsion theory assoiated with an injetive objet. The arguments

of the proof mymi the ungraded ase proved in [12℄.

Lemma 2.2. Given any graded ring R and graded modules T and F the following

onditions are equivalent:

(1) HomGr(R)(T,E
g(F )) = 0;

(2) ∀t ∈ h(T ), 0 6= f ∈ h(F ), of the same degree ∃r ∈ h(R) suh that tr = 0
and fr 6= 0.

Proof. Suppose HomGr(R)(M,Eg(F )) 6= 0. Let α be one of its non-zero elements.

Choose u ∈ h(T ) suh that α(u) 6= 0. Now sine F is essential graded submodule of

Eg(F ), i.e., given any non-trivial graded submodule of Eg(F ), its intersetion with

F is non-trivial, hene ∃s ∈ h(R) : 0 6= α(u)s = α(us) ∈ F . If we hoose t = us
and f = α(us) they are homogeneous of the same degree and learly, given r ∈ R,
if tr = 0 then fr = 0.

Suppose now that (2) is false, i.e., ∃t ∈ T, f ∈ F \ {0} homogeneous of the same

degree suh that ∀r ∈ h(R), tr = 0 ⇒ fr = 0. Then, there is a well de�ned

non-zero graded homomorphism tR −→ F , tr 7→ fr, sine 〈h(R)〉 = R. Now, sine
Eg(F ) is an injetive objet in the ategory of graded modules, we �nd a non-zero

graded homomorphism T −→ Eg(F ). �

This following orollary is fundamental for our approah in setion 4. Indeed,

it shows that, even though we might not be able to loalise with respet to Cg(P )
in the nonommutative setting, we an reformulate a zero loalization statement

in terms of torsion. Following this philosophy, even though in general it does not

make sense to talk about the degree zero of loalization, we shall reformulate it in

terms of torsion as in orollary 2.3.

Corollary 2.3. Let R be a ommutative positively graded ring generated in degree

one and P a homogeneous prime ideal (di�erent from the augmentation ideal) in

R and S = Cg(P ) = h(R \ P ). Given M a graded R-module then (S−1M)0 = 0 if

and only if HomGr(R)(M,Eg(R/P )) = 0.
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Proof. This follows from the fat (S−1M)0 = 0 is equivalent, by de�nition of graded

loalization, to ondition (2) of the above lemma. �

3. t-strutures via torsion theories

Let A be a Grothendiek ategory with an ordered set of hereditary torsion

lasses S = {T1, ..., Tn} suh that

⋂n
i=1 Ti = 0.

De�nition 3.1. An algebrai perversity is a funtion p : S −→ Z suh that

p(Ti) = p(Ti−1) + 1, ∀2 ≤ 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 subategory is an aisle for a t-struture:

Dp,≤0 =
{

X• ∈ D(A) : Hi(X•) ∈ Tj, ∀i > p(Tj)
}

.

Remark 3.2. Clearly suh a ategory is a subategory of D≤max{p(Tj):Tj∈S}
, a shift

of the aisle of the standard t-struture. This is beause the instersetion of all

torsion lasses is zero.

Theorem 3.3. If n ≥ 2, then Dp,≤0
is an aisle of a t-struture in D(A).

Proof. We shall use indution on n. Note that without loss of generality we an

onsider zero to be the maximal value of the algebrai perversity p. For the sake

of simpliity we shall renumber the indies of the torsion lasses in agreement with

their perversity values.

Suppose n = 2, p(T−1) = −1 and p(T0) = 0. Hene,

Dp,≤0 =
{

X• ∈ D(A) : H0(X•) ∈ T−1, H
i(X•) = 0, ∀i > 0

}

The fat that this is a t-struture follows from [9℄: this is the t-struture obtained

via tilting with respet to T−1.

Suppose now the result is valid for any ordered set of n hereditary torsion

lasses with zero intersetion. Let S be suh a set with n + 1 elements, S =
{T−n, T−n+1, ..., T0} with an algebrai perversity p suh that p(Ti) = i. We want

to prove that the subategory Dp,≤0
with respet to this perversity p de�nes a

t-struture on D(A).
First let us onsider S̄ = {T−n, T−n+1, ..., T−1 ∩ T0}. Clearly, by assumption on

S, this is also an ordered set of torsion lasses with zero intersetion in A. Let

p̄ : S̄ −→ Z be the algebrai perversity satisfying p̄(Tn ∩ Tn+1) = 0. We fall into

the ase of n torsion lasses and thus we have an assoiated t-struture whose heart

will be denotes by B and whose assoiated ohomology funtor will be denoted by

H0
p̄ = t≥0

p̄ t≤0
p̄ , where the tp̄'s are the assoiated trunation funtors.

Consider now the following subategory of B:

W =
{

X• ∈ B : H0(X•) ∈ T−1, H
i(X•) = 0, ∀i < 0

}

ThusW an be seen as the stalk subategory 0 → 0 →
⋂−1
i=−n Ti → 0 and thus it

is a torsion lass inside B sine homomorphisms inW an be seen as homorphisms

in A (W is losed under extensions sine exat sequenes in B are preisely the

exat triangles of D(A) that lie in B and the result follows from the long exat

sequene of ohomology).

Now the rutial observation is the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.4. X• ∈ Dp,≤0
if and only if H0

p̄ (X
•) ∈W and Hi

p̄(X
•) = 0, ∀i > 0.

Proof. Note �rst that Hi
p̄(X

•) = 0, ∀i > 0 is equivalent to X• ∈ Dp̄,≤0
.

Suppose X• ∈ Dp,≤0
. It is lear from the de�nition of the perversity p̄ that

Dp,≤0 ⊂ Dp̄,≤0
, thus proving the vanishing of positive p̄-ohomologies.

Now, we an �t p̄-ohomology in the following distinguished triangle:

t≤−1
p̄ (X•) −→ t≤0

p̄ (X•) −→ H0
p̄ (X

•) −→ t≤−1
p̄ (X•)[1]

whih, again due to the fat that Dp,≤0 ⊂ Dp̄,≤0
, ammounts to the distinguished

triangle

t≤−1
p̄ (X•) −→ X• −→ H0

p̄ (X
•) −→ t≤−1

p̄ (X•)[1].

Remark 3.1 shows that t≤−1
p̄ (X•) ⊂ t≤−1(X•) and, sine X• ∈ Dp,≤0

we also

have that t≤−1(X•) ∈ Dp̄,≤−1
, thus t≤−1

p̄ (X•) = t≤−1(X•) and hene, sine in any

distinguished triangle two of the verties determine the third one up to isomorphism,

we have

H0
p̄ (X

•) = H0(X•),

whih by de�nition of Dp,≤0
tells us that H0

p̄ (X
•) ∈W .

Conversely, suppose X• ∈ Dp̄,≤0
and H0

p̄ (X
•) ∈ W . Similarly as before, we have

an exat triangle

t≤−1
p̄ (X•) −→ X• −→ H0

p̄ (X
•) −→ t≤−1

p̄ (X•)[1]

whose long exat sequene of ohomology (for the standard ohomology funtor)

tells us that Hi(t≤−1
p̄ (X•)) ∼= Hi(X•), ∀i < 0 (sine negative ohomologies van-

ish for H0
p̄ (X

•)) and that H0(X•) ∼= H0(H0
p̄ (X

•)) ∈ W . Sine X• ∈ Dp̄,≤0
,

Hi(t≤−1
p̄ (X•)) ∈ Tn−i, ∀i < 0 and thus Hi(X•) ∈ Tn−i∀i < 0. On the other hand

H0(X•) ∼= H0(H0
p̄ (X

•)) proves that H0(X•) ∈ Tn. This is preisely the additional

onditions that an element in Dp̄,≤0
has to satisfy to be in Dp,≤0

, thus proving the

statement.

�

Thus we have that , Dp,≤0
an be obtained by tiltingB with respet to the torsion

theory whih torsion lass is W and therefore it is the aisle of a t-struture. �

Reall that a t-struture is said to be nondegenerate if

⋂

n∈Z

Ob D≤n = 0 and
⋂

n∈Z

Ob D≥n = 0.

Clearly, the standard t-struture is nondegenerate.

Lemma 3.5. The t-struture assoiated to an algebrai perversity p de�ned on a

�nite ordered set of n hereditary torsion lasses with zero intersetion, as de�ned

above, is nondegenerate.

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that the maximal value of p is zero.

Then, as before, Dp,≤0 ⊆ D≤0
. The standard t-struture is nondegenerate and

thus

⋂

n∈Z
Ob Dp,≤n = 0.

On the other hand

⋂

n∈Z

Ob Dp,≥n =
⋂

n∈Z

Ob (Dp,≤n−1)⊥ = (
⋃

n∈Z

Ob Dp,≤n−1)⊥.
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Sine D≤n−1 ⊆ D≤n−1+k
and

⋃

n∈Z
Ob D≤n = D we also have

⋃

n∈Z
Ob Dp,≤n−1 =

D and thus

⋂

n∈Z
Ob Dp,≥n = 0. �

Remark 3.6. A nondegenerate t-struture restrits well to the bounded derived

ategory (see [13℄). Thus, even though we hose to work with unbounded derived

ategories, all our statements an be restrited to bounded derived ategories with

no predjudie.

4. Perverse oherent t-strutures through torsion theories

We are now going to prove the main theorem of this text but let us �x some

notation beforehand. Let X be a smooth projetive variety suh that R = Γ̄(X)
is a ommutative positively graded K-algebra generated in degree 1, where K is

algebraially losed of harateristi zero. π shall denote the projetion funtor from

gr(R) to its quotient tails(R) and note that Γ̄(πM) =
⊕

iHomtails(R)(πR, πM(i))

is a left-adjoint of π. Let p : Xtop −→ Z be a perversity as in the introdution.

Suppose that the perversity has n values and that, wihtout lost of generality, the

maximal value of the perversity is zero. Set Ei =
∏

{x∈X:p(x)=i}E
g(R/Ann(x)),

i ∈ Im(p), where Ann(x) is the homogeneous ideal of funtions vanishing at x
(whih is maximal).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that A and B are graded modules and B is torsion free

injetive. Then HomGr(R)(A,B) = 0 if and only if HomTails(R)(πA, πB) = 0

Proof. Suppose f ∈ HomTails(R)(πA, πB) 6= 0. Now, B is torsion free and so we

have HomTails(R)(πA, πB) = limA′:A/A′
torsion

HomGr(R)(A
′, B). Let A′

be suh

that ∃f̃ ∈ HomGr(R)(A
′, B) : πf̃ = f . Then sine B is injetive, f̃ an be extended

to A thus proving the diret impliation.

Conversely, suppose f ∈ HomGr(R)(A,B) 6= 0. Sine B is torsion free, we have

that there is A′ ≤ A suh that A/A′
is torsion and f|A′ 6= 0 (sine otherwise we

would have a nonzero map from A/A′
to B, whih is not allowed by de�nition of

torsion). Thus πf 6= 0 in HomTails(R)(πA, πB). �

Reall that a set of injetive objets {I1, ..., In} in a ategory A is a ogenerating

set for A if, for any X ∈ A, Hom(X, Ij) = 0 for all j, then X = 0.

Corollary 4.2. (πEi)i, as de�ned above, ogenerate Tails(R), where R = Γ̄(X).

Proof. First note that all the Ei are torsion free. In fat, sine R is ommutative,

R/P is torsion free for any prime ideal P and thus, sine the torsion free lass

of a hereditary torsion theory is losed under taking injetive envelopes, we have

that Eg(R/P ) is torsion free. Now, sine K is algebraially losed, Hilbert's Null-

stellensatz implies that the lass of ideals formed by the annihilators of points in

Xtop
inludes the lass of maximal ideals of R. Given a graded module M and an

element m ∈M , note that there is a graded injetion from R/Ann(m) to M . Sine

Ann(m) is ontained in some maximal ideal I, R/Ann(m) maps non-trivially to

Eg(R/I) and thus so does M hene proving that the Ei's ogenerate Gr(R). Also,
πEi's are injetive in Tails(R) (see [11℄). The result now follows easily from lemma

4.1. �

Before stating the main theorem let us prove a useful lemma:
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Lemma 4.3. Suppose R is a ommutative loal ring with maximal ideal m. Given

X•
a bounded omplex of free R-modules and Y • = R/m ⊗R X•

, if Hj(Y •) =
0 ∀j ≥ α, then Hj(X•) = 0 ∀j ≥ α.

Proof. Suppose Hj(Y •) = 0 ∀j ≥ α. Suppose Xk = 0 ∀k ≥ p (X•
is bounded). If

α > p then we have the result. If α ≤ p, onsider the following exat sequene:

Xp−1 −→ Xp −→ coker(dp−1
X ) −→ 0

and apply to it the funtor F thus getting another exat sequene, sine F is right

exat

Yp−1 −→ Y p −→ R/m⊗R coker(d
p−1
X ) −→ 0.

Now α ≤ p and Y p+1 = 0 imply that, sine Hp(Y •) = 0, dp−1
Y is surjetive. Hene

R/m⊗R coker(d
p−1
X ) = 0 whih, by Nakayama's lemma (sine R is loal), implies

that coker(dp−1
X ) = 0 and thus dp−1

X is surjetive, thus proving that Hp(X•) = 0.
If α = p we are done. Otherwise assume Hp−1(Y •) = 0 and we prove that

Hp−1(X•) = 0 as well. Note that then the result follows by iterating this proess

a �nite number of times (the di�erene between α and p). Firstly note that, sine

Xp
is free, the short exat sequene

0 −→ Ker(dp−1
X ) −→ Xp−1 −→ Xp −→ 0

splits and thus Ker(dp−1
X ) is a summand of the free module Xp−1

, i.e., a projetive

module. However it is well-known (Kaplansky's theorem) that projetive modules

over loal rings are free. Now we have that Ker(dp−1
X ) ∩mXp−1 = mKer(dp−1

X ).
In fat take z1, ..., zt, zt+1, ..., zn a basis for Xp−1

suh that the �rst t elements

form a basis for Ker(dp−1
X ). Given x ∈ Ker(dp−1

X ) ∩mXp−1
we have, on one hand

x =
∑t
i=1 aizi with ai ∈ R and on the other hand x =

∑n
i=1 bizi with bi ∈ m. Linear

independene of the elements of the basis assure bi = 0∀i > t and ai = bi∀i ≤ t,
thus proving that x ∈ mKer(dp−1

X ). The onverse inlusion is trivial.

This fat allow us to observe, by onsidering the natural map from Ker(dp−1
X ) to

(Ker(dp−1
X ) +mXp−1)/mXp−1

that Ker(dp−1
Y ) = (Ker(dp−1

X ) +mXp−1)/mXp−1

is isomorphi to Ker(dp−1
X )/mKer(dp−1

X ) = R/m⊗RKer(d
p−1
X ). This means that,

by de�nition of trunation, Ỹ := τ≤p−1(Y
•) = R/m ⊗R τ≤p−1(X

•) =: X̃. Now

note that, sine Hp−1(Y •) = 0, Ker(dp−1
Y ) = Im(dp−2

Y ) and thus

Ỹ p−2 = Y p−2 −→ Ker(dp−1
Y ) = Ỹ p−1

is surjetive, thus allowing us to onlude, as in the �rst argument of the proof,

that Hp−1(X̃•) = 0, whih onludes the proof sine X̃•
is quasi-isomorphi to X•

,

thus having the same ohomology.

�

Finally we prove our main result. We will denote by Ti the torsion theory

ogenerated by πEi in Tails(R)

Theorem 4.4. Given a perversity p and objets (πEi)i as above, let p̄ be the alge-

brai perversity suh that p̄(πEi) = i. Then Dp,≤0 = Dp̄,≤0
.

Proof. Let us start by rewriting the onditions de�ning the aisle Dp̄,≤0
. By de�ni-

tion, we have

Dp̄,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ Db(Tails(R)) : HomTails(R)(H
j(F •), πEk) = 0, ∀j > k

}
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and given that the objets Ek are torsion-free injetive objets, by lemma 4.1 we

have

Dp̄,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ Db(Tails(R)) : HomGr(R)(Γ̄(H
j(F •)), Ek) = 0, ∀j > k − n

}

.

Unfolding the produts Ek, we get

Dp̄,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ Db(Tails(R)) : ∀x ∈ Xtop, HomGr(R)(Γ̄(H
j(F •)), Eg(R/Ix)) = 0 ∀j > p(x)

}

and using orollary 2.4 we get

Dp̄,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ Db(Tails(R)) : ∀x ∈ Xtop, Γ̄(Hj(F •))(x) = 0 ∀j > p(x)
}

where Γ̄(Hj(F •))(x) means the degree zero part of the loalization of Γ̄(Hj(F •))

in omplement of Ann(x), whih is the same as stalk at x of Hj(F •). Sine taking
stalks is an exat funtor (thus t-exat for the standard t-struture and therefore

ommuting with ohomlogy funtors) we get

Dp̄,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ Db(coh(X)) : ∀x ∈ Xtop, Hj(F •
x ) = 0 ∀j > p(x)

}

Reall that

Dp,≤0 =
{

F • ∈ Db(coh(X)) : ∀x ∈ Xtop, i∗x(F
•) ∈ D≤p(x)(Ox −mod)

}

whih is learly the same as

{

F • ∈ Db(coh(X)) : ∀x ∈ Xtop, Hj(i∗x(F
•)) = 0, ∀j > p(x)

}

.

Thus it remains to prove that Hj(F •
x ) = 0 ∀j > p(x) if and only if Lji∗x(F

•)) =
0, ∀j > p(x).

Suppose F •
suh that Hj(F •

x ) = 0 ∀j > p(x). There is a spetral sequene of

Grothendiek type of the following form:

Eab2 = Tor
OX,x

−a (Kx, H
b(F •

x )) =⇒ La+bi∗x(F
•), a ≤ 0

where Kx is the skysraper sheaf over x. Our hypothesis assures that Eab2 = 0∀a >
0, b > p(x) and thus Eab∞ = 0, ∀a > 0, b > p(x). Let F

i
denote the i-th part of the

dereasing �ltration assumed to exist (by de�nition of onvergent spetral sequene)

on the limit objet Ωa+b := La+bi∗x(F
•). Then, for q > p(x) we get

... = F
−2Ω−2+(q+2) = F

−1Ω−1+(q+1) = F
0Ωq = F

1Ωq

and thus they are all equal to zero, proving that Ωq = Lqi∗x(F
•) = 0, ∀q > p(x).

Conversely, suppose we have F •
suh that Lji∗x(F

•) = 0, ∀j > p(x). Sine

X is smooth, let G•
be a omplex of loally free sheaves suh that G•

is quasi-

isomorphi to F •
(thus isomorphi in the derived ategory) - see [10℄ for details.

Then Lji∗x(F
•) = 0, ∀j > p(x) means Hj((i∗xG)

•), where (i∗xG)
•
denotes the om-

plex resulting from applying i∗x omponentwise to G•
. Take now X• = G•

x and

Y • = (i∗xG)
•
and reall that G•

x is a omplex of free modules over the loal ring

OX,x and that i∗x(K) = OX,x/mX,x ⊗ Kx
∼= Kx/mX,xKx for any oherent sheaf

K, where mX,x is the maximal ideal of the loal ring OX,x. This leaves us in the

ontext of lemma 4.3, thus proving that Hj(G•
x) = Hj(G•)x = 0, ∀j > p(x). �
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5. Perverse oherent t-strutures for nonommutative projetive

planes

We shall �rst introdue (following [1℄ and [3℄) the geometri objets lying in

nonommutative projetive planes (quantum planes for short). Let's start with

points and lines.

De�nition 5.1. A graded A-module M is said to be a point module if:

• M is generated in degree zero;

• M0 = K;

• dim Mi = 1, ∀i ≥ 0.

A line module is a module of the form Ml = R/Rl, where l is a linear form,

i.e., l ∈ R1.

A point of the quantum projetive plane is the isomorphism lass in

tails(R) of a point module M and a line in the quantum projetive plane

is an isomorphism lass, in tails(R), of a line module.

It an be proven (see [3℄) that points of the quantum plane are in natural bi-

jetion with points of E, the ellipti urve assoiated to R (as explained in the

introdution).

De�nition 5.2. A graded R-module M is said to be ritial if it is not zero and

every proper quotient has lower GK dimension.

Reall the following result from [4℄.

Proposition 5.3. Let R be Artin-Shelter regular of dimension 3. Then

(1) R is a 3-ritial R-module;

(2) If l is a non-zero element of R1, the line module assoiated with l, R/lR,
is a ritial module of GK dimension 2;

(3) If M is ritial, then Ann(M) is a prime ideal of R.

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

If σ is an automorphism of in�nite order without �xed points, then there is a

normalizing element of degree 3 (unique up to salar) in R - all it g. In fat, we

have that B = A/gA is a twisted oordinate ring of E (see [3℄ for details).

De�nition 5.4. A urve R-module M is a g-torsion-free R-module of GK di-

mension 2. A urve in the quantum projetive plane is the isomorphism lass

in tails(R) of a urve module. A urve is said to be irreduible if M is ritial.

Our target is to use the desription provided in setion 4 of perverse oherent

t-strutures to de�ne suh t-strutures on tails(R). First we need an appropriate

notion of perversities

De�nition 5.5. Consider the sets S2 = {RR}, S1 = { critical curve modules over R },
S0 = { point modules over R } and S = S0 ∪S1 ∪S2. The geometri dimension

of an objet in Si (denoted by geodim(M)) is de�ned to be i.
A nonommutative perversity is a map ψ : S −→ Z satisfying the monotone

and omonotone properties:

• monotone: geodim(M) < geodim(N) and Hom(N,M) 6= 0, then ψ(M) ≥
ψ(N)
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• omonotone: geodim(M) < geodim(N) andHom(N,M) 6= 0, then ψ(N) ≥
ψ(M)− (geodim(N)− geodim(M))

Given a nonommutative persversity ψ as above de�ne in Gr(R) the following

injetive objets:

Ei =
∏

ψ(M)=i

Eg(R/Ann(M)).

Remark 5.6. Note that the augmentation ideal R+ is not the annihilator of any

module in S. In fat, if a point module is annihilated by R+ then every yli

submodule is isomorphi to R/R+. However M is itself yli thus reahing a

ontradition. On the other hand a urve module an't be annihilated by R+ by

de�nition, sine it is not annihilated by g.

We will show that these injetive objets de�ne a t-struture as desribed in

setion 3. To do that, let us prove a nonommutative version of lemma 4.2.

Lemma 5.7. (πEi)i∈Im(ψ) ogenerate tails(R).

Proof. Let us �rst prove that (Ei)i∈Im(ψ) ogenerate Gr(R). Let m be a maximal

ideal of R. Then R/m is a simple (thus ritial) module of GK dimension < 3.
Thus it is either a (shifted) point module or an irreduible urve module, meaning

that m = Ann(M) for some point module or irreduible urve module. Thus,

sine every maximal ideal is of this form, the same argument used on the proof of

orollary 4.2 proves that the Ei's ogenerate Gr(R).
Also, sine R is Artin-Shelter regular of dimension 3, it is in partiular a

positively graded K-algebra and thus, sine P := Ann(M) is prime by proposi-

tion 5.3, remarks 2.1 and 5.6 show that Pk 6= Rk. Now, suppose x ∈ R suh

that ∃n ∈ N : xR≥n ⊆ P . Sine P is two-sided ideal, this is equivalent to

(RxR)R≥n ⊆ P . Primality of P assures that RxR is in P , and in partiular

so is x, thus proving that R/P is torsion free. Sine this torsion theory is heredi-

tary, Eg(R/P ) is also torsion free and the result follows as in the proof of orollary

4.2. �

This lemma provides us with the desired example. Given a perversity ψ as

above and suppose wihtout loss of generality that max ψ = 0. Let then p be a

perversity de�ned on the set {E−2, E−1, E0} suh that p(Ei) = i. Then setion 3

onstruts a perverse oherent t-struture assoiated to p and this t-struture is a

nonommutative analogue of the perverse oherent t-struture, as de�ned in [7℄, by

setion 4.
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