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THE TILTING THEORY OF CONTRACTION ALGEBRAS

JENNY AUGUST

ABSTRACT. To every minimal model of a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity
Donovan—Wemyss associate a finite dimensional symmetric algebra known as the con-
traction algebra. We construct the first known standard derived equivalences between
these algebras and then use the structure of an associated hyperplane arrangement to
control the compositions, obtaining a faithful group action on the bounded derived
category. Further, we determine precisely those standard equivalences which are in-
duced by two-term tilting complexes and show that any standard equivalence between
contraction algebras (up to algebra isomorphism) can be viewed as the composition of
our constructed functors. Thus, for a contraction algebra, we obtain a complete pic-
ture of its derived equivalence class and, in particular, of its derived autoequivalence

group.

1. INTRODUCTION

Contraction algebras were introduced by Donovan—Wemyss as an invariant of certain
birational maps [DW1, DW3]. For a special class of these maps, known as 3-fold flopping
contractions, these algebras are always finite dimensional, symmetric and are known to
control certain aspects of the associated geometry [DW1, HT, We]. This paper provides
further evidence that, in these special cases, the derived category of a contraction algebra
actually controls all of the geometry; in particular, we prove that the group structure
of certain derived symmetries arising via flops in the geometry descends to the derived
category of the associated contraction algebra.

Algebraically, this involves first constructing standard derived equivalences, those of
the form RHom(T, —) for some bimodule complex T', between the contraction algebras,
and then secondly, understanding how to compose them. Both of these are generally
difficult problems but using the associated geometry, we obtain something that is very
rare in the literature: a class of finite dimensional algebras where we fully understand
all the standard derived equivalences between them and in particular, understand the
structure of their derived autoequivalence groups.

1.1. Background and Motivation. Given a complete local isolated cDV singularity
X = Spec R (see §2.1 for a definition of such 3-folds), the Minimal Model Programme
outputs certain contractions f: Y — X, known as minimal models. Although minimal
models of X are not unique, any two minimal models are connected by a sequence of
codimension two modifications called simple flops (see e.g. [K]) and further, if f: Y — X
and g: Z — X are two minimal models of X related by a simple flop, then there are
associated derived equivalences

DP(coh Z) — DP(cohY) and DP(cohY) — DP(coh Z2),

known as Bridgeland—Chen flop functors [3, C]. As these are not inverse to each other,
a nontrivial autoequivalence of DP(cohY) can be obtained by considering their compo-
sition. More generally, we think of any autoequivalence of DP(cohY’) which is obtained
as the composition of flop functors as a derived symmetry arising from birational geometry.

The Homological Minimal Model Programme studies this geometry using techniques
from noncommutative algebra [We]. The key observation is that Y (as above) is derived
equivalent to an algebra of the form Endg (M) which is known as the maximal modification
algebra (MMA) of Y. Sending Y to M induces a bijection between minimal models
of X and basic maximal rigid objects in the singularity category of R, written CM R,
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under which simple flops correspond to mutations at indecomposable summands [We,
4.10]. Furthermore, mutation of maximal rigid objects induces derived equivalences of the
MMAs which are isomorphic to the flop functors. Thus, questions about minimal models
can be translated into algebraic problems involving only the MMAs. In this way, MMAs
are known to control all the geometry but it is conjectured by Donovan—Wemyss [Au,
1.3] that the same is true when we pass to the stable endomorphism algebra End (M),
known as the contraction algebra. This motivates the goal of this paper which is to
fully understand the derived equivalences between the contraction algebras of all minimal
models of Spec R. As well as being interesting algebraically, this will show the contraction
algebras retain information about the corresponding flop functors.

1.2. New Results. As contraction algebras are symmetric, it is well known that they
have no tilting modules and hence derived equivalences must be induced by tilting com-
plexes of higher length. However, producing two-sided tilting complexes, which are needed
to obtain standard equivalences, is often very difficult. The first result of this paper uses
the link with MMASs to construct such a complex.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorems 3.2, 3.3). Suppose that Spec R is a complete local isolated ¢cDV
singularity and M, N € CM R are basic mazximal rigid objects with R as a summand.
Writing A and T for the MMAs and Acon and Tcon for the contraction algebras, define

T = 7o (Teon % Homp(M, N) @% Acon) (1.A)

which is a TUeon-Acon-bimodule complex. If M and N are related by a single mutation
at an indecomposable summand M; € add(M) then T induces a standard equivalence
F, :=RHomy__ (T, —) such that the following diagram commutes.

b —®Acon Acon b
D”(Acon) — DP(A)
F,:=RHomn ., (T,—) J JGi:_RHomA(HomA(M,N),)
—®Teon Leon

DP(Ieon) —— DP(I)

This results also holds more generally for basic rigid objects but for maximal rigid
objects, the functor G; is precisely the mutation functor between MMAs (and hence
is isomorphic to the flop functor) and so we think of F; as also induced by the flop.
Moreover, the commutative diagram is key to the rest of the paper as it makes it possible
to understand the composition of the F;. Composing directly would involve taking the
derived tensor products of complexes of bimodules, which is difficult to compute, but with
the commutative diagram we can use known results about the G; from | ] to bypass
these difficulties.

Associated to each minimal model of Spec R (and hence to each maximal rigid object
in CM R) there is a real hyperplane arrangement, and this provides the key topological
data needed to control compositions. Although this data comes from the geometry (or
equivalently from the MMASs), we show in Theorem 7.1 that it can be recovered completely
from the two-term tilting theory of the corresponding contraction algebra. The hyperplane
arrangement produces a directed graph where the vertices can be viewed as maximal rigid
objects and an arrow M — N corresponds to the derived equivalence F; between the
corresponding contraction algebras as in Theorem 1.1 (see §4 for details). Viewing paths
in this combinatorial structure as the composition of arrows and hence of these functors,
we obtain the following result about paths of shortest length.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 4.12). Suppose Spec R is a complete local isolated ¢cDV singuarity
and M € CM R is a basic maximal rigid object with associated hyperplane arrangement H.
If N € CM R is any other maximal rigid object then the composition along any positive
minimal path from M to N is isomorphic to the functor Fyn := RHom(T,—), where T
is constructed as in (1.A); in particular, the functor is independent of the minimal path
chosen.

An immediate consequence of this is that the functors F; satisfy higher length braid
relations (see Corollary 4.14). Moreover, this theorem provides the first standard derived
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equivalence between any two contraction algebras. We next show that the Fj/n are
precisely the standard equivalences induced by two-term tilting complexes.

Theorem 1.3 (Corollary 5.11). Suppose Spec R is a complete local isolated ¢cDV singu-
larity and M € CMR is a basic mazimal rigid object. Set Acon := Endp(M). Then
positive minimal paths starting at M determine precisely (up to algebra isomorphism) the
standard equivalences from DP(Acon) induced by two-term tilting complexes of Acon.

In the process of proving Theorem 1.3, we upgrade the bijection [ , 4.7) between
maximal rigid objects in CM R and two-term tilting complexes of a contraction algebra
to additionally include the two-sided two-term tilting complexes, and further show that
the bijection preserves endomorphism algebras in this case (see Corollary 5.13).

A further consequence of Theorem 1.2 is that there is a well-defined functor between
two groupoids: one associated to the hyperplane arrangement and the other consisting of
standard derived equivalences between contraction algebras (see §4 for details). In §6, we
show this functor is faithful and hence obtain the following, purely algebraic, corollary.

Theorem 1.4 (Corollary 6.12). Suppose R is a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity
and M = @ | M; € CMR is a basic mazimal rigid object with associated real hy-
perplane arrangement H. Writing Acon := Endg(M), then there is an injective group
homomorphism

71 (C"\Hc) — Auteq(DP(Acon))
where Hc is the complexification of H.

This shows that the group structure on the subgroup of derived autoequivalences of
a contraction algebra obtained by composing the F; is precisely the same as that of the
flop functors (as seen in [[TW, 6.7]). We then show in Theorem 7.1 that #, and hence the
group of flop functors 7 (C"\Hc), can be constructed from a given contraction algebra
without any knowledge of the geometry. Amongst other things, this gives further evidence
towards the conjecture [Au, 1.3] of Donovan—Wemyss.

Finally, by combining with the author’s previous work [A], we establish the following,.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 7.2(2)). Suppose R is a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity
and that Acon = Endp (M) is an associated contraction algebra. Then every standard
derived equivalence from Acon (up to some algebra isomorphism) can be obtained as some
composition of our constructed standard equivalences and their inverses.

Forgetting the geometry, this is used in §7 to show that contraction algebras are
interesting in their own right. The hyperplane arrangement H constructed from two term
tilting theory can be viewed as a complete picture of the derived equivalence class: the
two-term tilting complexes sit in the chambers with their endomorphism rings providing all
basic members of the derived equivalence class. Further, paths, along with an equivalence
relation determined by the groupoid associated to H, control all the derived equivalences
between them.

1.3. Conventions. Throughout, £ will denote an algebraically closed field of charac-
teristic zero. For a ring A, we write Mod A for the category of right A-modules and
mod A for the category of finitely generated right A-modules. For M € mod A, we let
add M be the full subcategory consisting of summands of finite direct sums of copies of
M and we let proj A := add A be the category of finitely generated projective modules.
Further, write K”(proj A) for the homotopy category of bounded complexes of finitely gen-
erated projectives, DP(A) := DP(mod A) for the bounded derived category of mod A and
D(A) := D(Mod A) for the derived category of Mod A. Finally, we denote by (—)* the map
Homa(—, A): mod A — mod A°P and by D the map Homy(—, k): mod A — mod A°P.

1.4. Acknowledgments. While this work was carried out, the author was a student
at the University of Edinburgh and the material contained in this paper formed part of
her PhD thesis. The author would like to thank her supervisor Michael Wemyss for his
helpful guidance and the Carnegie Trust for the Universities of Scotland for their financial
support. Further the author would like to thank the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics
in Bonn for their support during edits to this paper.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General Setting. Throughout this paper, we will restrict our attention to the fol-
lowing 3-fold singularities.

Definition 2.1. A three dimensional complete local C-algebra R is a complete local com-
pound Du Val (cDV) singularity if R is isomorphic to

Clu, v, z,y]/(f (u, v, 2) + yg(u, v, z,y))
where Clu, v, ] /(f (u, v, x)) is a Du Val surface singularity and g is arbitrary.
Associated to such a singularity is the following category.

Definition 2.2. Let (R,m) be a commutative noetherian local ring and choose M €
mod R. The depth of M 1is defined to be
depthz(M) = min{i > 0 | Extiz(R/m, M) # 0}.

We say M is maximal Cohen—Macaulay (CM) if depthyp(M) = dim(R) and we write
CM R for the full subcategory of mod R consisting of mazximal Cohen—Macaulay modules.

For each pair M, N of objects in CM R, define Homp(M,N) to be Hompr(M, N)
factored out by the set of morphisms which factor through proj(CM R) = add(R). The
stable category of CM R, denoted CM R, is then defined to have the same objects as
CM R, but where

Homcm r(M, N) := Homp(M, N).

In particular, any projective module in CM R is isomorphic to zero in CM R. Given an
object M € CMR, a syzygy of M, denoted QM , is obtained by taking the kernel of a
surjective morphism R™ — M. This is only defined up to projective summands, but as
such, it is well-defined on CM R and in fact, induces a functor Q: CM R — CM R which
is an equivalence. The following theorem summarises known results about CM R and its
stable category. For details, and full references, see e.g. | , 811.

Proposition 2.3. If R is a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity, CM R is a Frobenius
category. Moreover, the stable category CM R is a Krull-Schmidt, Hom-finite, 2-Calabi-
You triangulated category with shift functor Q=1 satisfying Q2 = id.

In particular, it is easy to see that there are isomorphisms
Extp(M,QN) = Homz(M, N) = Exty(QM, N)
which we will use freely throughout.

Definition 2.4. Let € = CM R or CM R. An object M € C is called:
(1) rigid if Exty(M, M) = 0;
(2) maximal rigid if M is rigid and if M@ X is rigid for some X € C, then X € add(M).

As R is both projective and injective in CM R, it is clear that any maximal rigid object
in CM R must contain R as a summand. Further, M is a basic maximal rigid object in
CM R if and only if Ré® M is a basic maximal rigid object in CM R. We will consider two
algebras associated to each maximal rigid object.

Definition 2.5. Let M € CM R be a basic maximal rigid object.

(1) The maximal modification algebra (MMA) associated to M is Endg(M).
(2) The contraction algebra associated to M is Endp(M).

Although MMASs are known to control all the geometry of Spec R, they are very large
and it is conjectured that the contraction algebra, which in contrast is finite dimensional
by Proposition 2.3, should also be enough [Au, 1.3]. A further property of contraction
algebras is the following.

Theorem 2.6. | , 7.1] Let Spec R be a complete local isolated cDV singularity. Then
for any N € CMR, the algebra A := Endp(N) is a symmetric algebra i.e. A =2 DA as
A-A-bimodules.

The goal of this paper is to fully understand the derived equivalences between the
contraction algebras of Spec R and in particular, their derived autoequivalence groups.
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2.2. Mutation. Rigid objects are largely studied for their mutation properties which we
describe here, following [IW, §6]. To begin, we require the following. Suppose that D is
an additive category and that S is a class of objects in D.

(1) A morphism f: X — Y is called a right S-approximation of Y if X € S and the
induced morphism Hom(Z, X) — Hom(Z,Y) is surjective for any Z € S.

(2) A morphism f: X — Y is said to be right minimal if for any g: X — X such
that fog = f, then g must be an isomorphism.

(3) A morphism f: X — Y is a minimal right S-approzimation if f is both right
minimal and a right S-approximation of Y.

There is also the dual notion of a left minimal S-approximation. Now let M = @ M; be

i=0
a basic rigid object in CM R with My = R. To mutate at M;, where i # 0, take a minimal
right add((M/M;)*)-approximation

V;-* % Mi*;
and let J; := Ker a; so that there is an exact sequence
0— J; =5 Vi* 25 M. (2.A)

Define K; := J} and v;M := M/M,; ® K, which is again a rigid object in CM R [IW, 6.10,
5.12]. Further, if M is maximal rigid then v;M is also maximal rigid [IW, 6.10, 5.12].

Lemma 2.7. The sequence (2.A) induces an exact sequence

0— M 2%V, 4 K, -0 (2.B)
such that d; is a minimal right add(M /M;)-approzimation of K; and b; is a minimal left
add(M/M;)-approzimation of M;.

Proof. As R € add(M) and M is basic, it must be that R € add((M/M;)*) and hence
applying Homp (R, —) to (2.A) shows that

0= J; S5 VF 25 M0 (2.0)

is exact. Further, by [IW, 6.4(2)], ¢; is a minimal left add((M/M;)*)-approximation. Thus,
applying Homp(—, R) to (2.C) gives an exact sequence

0 M>* 2 v S5 K 0.
However, M; and V; are both rigid and hence are reflexive by [IW, 5.12] (meaning that

the natural map M; — M}* is an isomorphism and similarly for V;). Thus, we get an
exact sequence

0— M; 25V, 25 Ky — 0.

As Extyp(M/M;, M;) = 0 by the rigidity of M, it is clear that d; = ¢} is a right
add(M/M;)-approximation. Similarly, b; := a} is a left add(M/M;)-approximation if
Extg(JF, M/M;) = 0 which holds by the rigidity of v; M. Minimality of both follows from
minimality of a; and ¢;. [l

We refer to the sequence (2.B) as the ezchange sequence defining v; M.

Remark 2.8. Mutation could also have been defined in CM R using exchange triangles,
as in | , 1.10]. However, it is easy to show that such an exchange triangle is induced
by the exchange sequence (2.B) and so gives the same result upon mutation.

For two basic maximal rigid objects M, N € CM R, it is known that M & v;N for
some i € {1,...,n} if and only if M and N differ by exactly one indecomposable summand
[IY, 5.3]. Thus, for these objects we have v;v; M = M and we can use the following graph
to record all the information about maximal rigid objects and their mutation.

Definition 2.9. The mutation graph of mazximal rigid objects in CM R has the basic
maximal Tigid objects as vertices and an edge between two vertices M and N if they differ
by exactly one indecomposable summand.
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2.3. Relationship to Minimal Models. For a complete local isolated cDV singularity
Spec R, a minimal model is a certain crepant projective birational morphism f: X —
Spec R where X need not be smooth but instead must be Q-factorial terminal (see e.g.
[We, §2]). With this definition, X is considered to be a ‘nicest’ member of the birational
equivalence class of Spec R. The following are well known.

(1) [R] Any minimal model f: X — Spec R is an isomorphism away from the unique
singular point of Spec R, where the preimage, called the exceptional locus, consists
of a finite chain of curves.

(2) [KM] There are finitely many minimal models of Spec R.

(3) [K] Any two minimal models of Spec R are connected by a sequence of simple
flops; certain codimension two modifications.

To explain (3) in more detail, choose a curve C; in the exceptional locus of a minimal
model f: X — Spec R. Since R is complete local, f can be factorised as

X% Xeon LN Spec R

where g(C;) is a single point and g is an isomorphism elsewhere. For any such factorisation,
there exists a certain birational map g7: X — Xop, satisfying some technical conditions
detailed in [We, 2.6], which fits into a commutative diagram

where ¢ is a birational equivalence (see e.g. [0, p25] or [Sc, §2]). We call fT: X+ —
Spec R the simple flop of f at the curve C;. In this case, there are derived equivalences
DP(coh X) — DP(coh X*) and DP(coh XT) — DP(coh X), (2.D)

known as Bridgeland—Chen flop functors [13, C].

Definition 2.10. Given a complete local isolated cDV singularity, define the simple flops
graph to have a vertexr for each minimal model and an edge between two vertices if the
corresponding minimal models are connected by a simple flop.

The following is one of the fundamental theorems in the Homological Minimal Model
Programme as it provides the link between the study of rigid objects and the geometry.

Theorem 2.11. [We, 4.10] Let Spec R be a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity. Then
there is a bijection

{basic mazimal rigid objects in CM R} +— {minimal models f: X — Spec R}.

Moreover,
(1) There is a one-to-one correspondence between summands of a mazimal rigid object
and curves in the exceptional locus of the corresponding minimal model;
(2) The mutation graph of maximal rigid objects coincides with the simple flops graph
of the minimal models.

In particular, this theorem shows that basic maximal rigid objects in CM R do exist
and further, there are finitely many such objects.

2.4. Derived Equivalences. It is a well known result of Rickard [Ri] that two k-algebras
A and T are derived equivalent if and only if there exists a tilting complex 7" € KP(proj A)
such that Endyn(preja) (1) =T

Definition 2.12. For a k-algebra A, we say a complez T € KP(projA) is tilting if:
(1) Homgo(proja) (T, T'n]) = 0 for all n # 0.

(2) thick(T) = KP(proj A), where thick(T) denotes the smallest triangulated full sub-
category of KP(proj A) containing T and closed under forming direct summands.
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Although such a tilting complex 7" ensures the existence of an equivalence from DP(A)
to Db(Ende(pmj A) (T")), to obtain a natural functor requires extra structure on the tilting
complex, as in part (3) of the following.

Theorem 2.13. [Kel, 8.1.4] Suppose A and T are two rings and X is a complex of
T'-A-bimodules. The following are equivalent:
(1) —@L X: D(I') = D(A) is an equivalence;
(2) — @k X: KP(projT') — KP"(proj A) is an equivalence;
(3) Viewing X as a complex of right A-modules;
(a) The map I' — Homp) (X, X) induced by — ®F X is an isomorphism and
further Hompay (X, X[n]) = 0 for n # 0.
(b) X is quasi-isomorphic to some complex T in K"(projA).
(c) thick(T) = KP(proj A).

In this case, X is called a two-sided tilting complex and it induces a standard equiva-
lence

RHom, (X, —): D(A) — D(I)

with inverse —®% X. Note that the conditions in part (3) ensure that any such X is quasi-
isomorphic to a tilting complex for A. Keller further showed that for any tilting complex
T € KP(proj A), there exists a two-sided tilting complex T such that T is quasi-isomorphic
to T in DP(A) [Kel, 8.3.1]. As T is two-sided, there is a standard equivalence

RHomy (7, —): D(A) — D(T")

which maps T' +— T'. Tt was further shown in [Ke3, 2.1] that such a T is unique in a suitable
sense. For our purposes, the following suffices.
Proposition 2.14. [RZ, 2.3] Suppose that A, T' and I are k-algebras and that T (respec-

tively T’ ) is a two-sided tilting complex of A-I'-bimodules (respectively A-I"-bimodules) with
Enda(T) = Enda (7). Then T =T in DP(A) if and only if there exists an isomorphism
v: T =TV such that

T = VF' R T’
in the derived category of I'-A bimodules.

In this way, we can say any tilting complex T' € KP(projA) induces a unique (up to
algebra isomorphism) standard equivalence.

As well as these general results about derived equivalences, we will also make use of
the following known result about derived equivalences of MMAs.

Theorem 2.15. [IW, 4.17, 6.14] Let Spec R be a complete local isolated cDV singularity
and suppose that M := @ M; € CMR is a basic rigid object with My = R. Writing
i=0

A :=Endgr(M), the following statements hold.
(1) For anyi # 0, the bimodule Homp(M,v; M) is tilting of projective dimension one
which gives rise to a standard equivalence

G, := RHomy (Hompg(M,v; M), —): DP(A) = D(Endg(v; M)).

(2) If further M is a mazimal rigid object then, for any other maximal rigid object
N, the bimodule Hompg(M, N) is tilting of projective dimension one which gives
rise to a standard derived equivalence

RHomy (Hompg (M, N),—): D’(A) = D*(Endg(N)).

We wish to study the derived equivalences coming from the geometry, namely the
Bridgeland—Chen flop functors (2.D) induced by flops. However, it is shown in [We, 4.2],
that, if M and v; M correspond to X and X T respectively, then G; is isomorphic to the
inverse of the flop functor from (2.D). Thus, to study the flop functors, it is equivalent to
study the equivalences G; between the MMAs.

As contraction algebras are symmetric by Theorem 2.6, it is well known that they have
no tilting modules and thus we have to look for tilting complexes of higher length. The
bijection of | , 4.7] provides a method of construction for those of length two.
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Theorem 2.16. Let Spec R be a complete local isolated cDV singularity and suppose that
M :=@; , € CMR is a basic rigid object with My = R. Set Acon := Endp (M) and, for
any i # 0, mutate M at M; via the exchange sequence (2.B). Then the complex

P = (Homp(M, My) 225 Hom (M, V7)) & (0 = P Hom (M, M;))

J#i
is a tilting complex for Acon-
Proof. The exchange sequence (2.B) descends to a triangle
M 2 v K0

in CM R where d; is a minimal right add(M /M;)-approximation by Lemma 2.7. An easy
check using that M is rigid shows further that d; is a minimal right add (M )-approximation
and hence in the triangle
d; 0
(% o)
e
0

(5)
0
the map (Cg id) is a minimal right add (M )-approximation of v, M := K;® M /M;. Thus,

K;® M/M; — Q' M;,

by the bijection of [Au, 2.18] (a generalisation of | , 4.7]), the complex P is a silting
complex. As [Al, 2.8] shows any silting complex for a symmetric algebra is in fact tilting,
and Ao, is symmetric by Theorem 2.6, this completes the proof. O

Remark 2.17. It is further known that Endgoproja.,,)(£) = Endp(viM) and thus Acon
and End (v, M) are derived equivalent [D, 4.1, 5.5]. However, we will not use this and
will actually recover this result in §3.

Although the complex P is tilting, it has no two-sided structure and hence to obtain a
standard equivalence, and so understand the derived equivalences of a contraction algebra,
we must lift P to a two-sided tilting complex.

3. STANDARD EQUIVALENCES OF CONTRACTION ALGEBRAS

In this section, we explicitly construct standard derived equivalences between contrac-
tion algebras which then, in later sections, we will show how to compose. For this, we
require the following setup where 3.1(2) is our key new object.

n
Let Spec R be a complete local isolated ¢DV singularity and suppose that M := @ M;
i=0
is a basic rigid object in CM R with My = R. Recall from §2.2 that we can mutate M at
the summand M;, where ¢ # 0, via an exchange sequence,

0— M, 2 v, % K, -0, (3.A)
to get v;M = M/M; ® K;. Consider the following algebras:

A= EndR(M) I':= EndR(viM)
Acon := Endp(M) Teon := End g (v; M).

Setup 3.1. With notation as above, set:
(1) T; := Hompg (M, v; M) which, by Theorem 2.15, is a T'-A-bimodule giving an equiv-
alence

— @& T;: DY) — DP(A);
(2) T i= 7o (TCeon @L T; @% Acon) which is a complex of Teon-Acon-bimodules.
Here, 7., is the truncation functor taking a complex
X=Xy S0 X M X
to the complex

00— X /Im(d_s) T8 Xo 20 Xy L
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Note that, if X has zero homology in degrees —2 and lower, then there is a quasi-
isomorphism X — 7, X.

In section 3.2, we will establish the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. With the setup of 3.1, there is an isomorphism
Fcon ®% Tz = ‘Tz ®Awn AconA

in the derived category of Teon-A-bimodules. Consequently, there is a commutative diagram
D(A)

—®Ifcongdﬂ —QFT: (3.B)

—®Acon Acon

D(Acon)

—®Tuon Leon
D(Teon) —" D(T)

where the functor on the right hand side is an equivalence.

In section 3.3, the diagram (3.B) will be used to prove the following, which shows
that 7; is in fact a two-sided tilting complex, inducing an equivalence between contraction
algebras.

Corollary 3.3. With the setup of 3.1, the functor — ®II~‘CO“ Ti: DP(Teon) — DP(Acon) is an
equivalence.

In summary, each mutation of maximal rigid objects induces a standard derived equiv-
alence between the corresponding contraction algebras which, moreover, can be thought
of as a contraction algebra analogue of the flop functor.

3.1. One-sided Results. To establish the isomorphism of Theorem 3.2 in the category
of bimodules, we first need to establish the isomorphism as complexes of A-modules. The
general idea is to show that both I'.on ®II<T¢ and T; are quasi-isomorphic to the Acop-tilting
complex P from Theorem 2.16. As the proofs of the following three results are largely
computational, most are postponed to the appendix.

Proposition 3.4. In the setup of 3.1, Teon ®% T; =2 Py in DP(A), where P is as in
Theorem 2.16. In particular, the homology of Teon ®% T; is isomorphic as right A-modules
to

Homp (M, v, M) in degree 0;
Homp(M,QK;) in degree -1;
0 elsewhere.

Proof. The first statement is A.2, proved in the appendix. For the second statement it is
enough to show the homology of

Hom (M, M;) 2= Hom (M, V;)

is Homp(M, K;) in degree 0 and Homp(M,QK;) in degree —1. This is shown at the
beginning of the proof of A.11. O

As well as giving an explicit form for To, ®% T}, Proposition 3.4 can further be used
to find an explicit form for T;.

Proposition 3.5. Under the setup of 3.1, T; = P in Db(Acon), where P is as in Theorem
2.16.

Proof. In A.13, a complex P of projective A-modules is constructed which is isomorphic
to P in D(A). Moreover, for any summand M; of M, it is easily checked there is an
isomorphism

I—IO—mR(M’ MJ) = HomR(Ma MJ) A Acon
and thus it is clear, using the explicit form of P, that

P &% Acon &P @A Acon = P & P[3]
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in Db(Acon). Combining this with Proposition 3.4, there are isomorphisms
Teon ®F T; @ Acon = P ®F Acon = P @ P[3),

all in DP(Acon). Applying 7-_, to both sides, using that P has non-zero terms only in
degrees 0 and —1, gives the result. (I

Corollary 3.6. Under the setup of 3.1, I‘COH®II:Ti = T @A Nconp i1 Db(A). In particular,

the vector space dimension of the homologies of T; and Teon @ T; agree in each degree,
are finite dimensional, and are zero outside degrees —1 and 0.

Proof. By Propositions 3.4 and 3.5, both I'.o, ®114 T; and T; ®a,,, Aconp are isomorphic to
the the complex Py = P ®4.,. Aconp in DP(A). Since — ®4,.. Acona preserves homology,
the second statement then follows easily. (I

con

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Recall from Corollary 3.6 that I'.o, ®114 T; and T; @4, Acona
have the same finite dimensional homology in each degree (which is zero outside of degrees
0 and —1). Therefore, to prove Theorem 3.2, it is enough to show there is a map in the
derived category of I;on-A-bimodules between these two complexes which is injective on
homology.

Suppose that

Q= 2Q 3550 ,5%0 , %5 0,=0 (3.C)

is a complex of I';on-A-bimodules, projective as A-modules, which is quasi-isomorphic to
Teon ®114 T;. For example, taking the Cartan—Eilenberg resolution of I'.o, ®114 T; in the
derived category of I'.on-A-bimodules would suffice.

Since the Q; are projective as A-modules, the complex I'.op ®{: T; ®k Acon is simply

d_3®id d_o®id d_1®id
e Q—3 (SN Acon —_— Q—Q XA Acon - Q—l QA Acon —_— QO XA Acon — 0.

There are natural maps 0;: Q; — @Q; ®A Acon given by ¢ — ¢ ® 1 and these induce
a map of complexes @ — Q ®x Acon. Composing this map with the natural map from
Q ®a Acon to the truncation 7>_1(Q ®a Acon) gives the following map of complexes:

Q-3 Q-2 Q-1 Qo 0

0_3 0_2 01 Ao

d_3®id d_o®id d_1®id
e Q73 QA Acon - Q72 QA Acon - Qfl QA Acon I QO QA Acon 0

d_1®id
Q-1®aAcon 71
0 0 Im(ld,2®id) QO QA Acon — 0.

By construction, this is a map Ton ®114 T, — T ®A,,, Mconp in the derived category of
Teon-A-bimodules. Thus, to prove Theorem 3.2, we show the induced maps on homology,
H(9;), are injective for i = 0, —1.

To do this, we will make the assumption that for i = 0, —1,

Q:INKer(d;) = (Ker(d;))I (3.D)

where I is the two-sided ideal of A such that Acon = A/I (namely, I consists of the endo-
morphisms of M factoring through add R). This holds trivially when ¢ = 0 and is proved
below in Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8 for the case i = —1.
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With assumption (3.D), take ¢ + Im(d;_1) € H*(Q) to be in the kernel of H*(d;) (or
equivalently such that ¢ ® 1 € Im(d;—1 ®id)). Then, for some p; € Q;—1 and f; € A,

=2 (di-1(pj) @ f5)
=di1(3opif;) @1

Thus, ¢ — di—1(>Xp; f;) € Q:I NKer(d;) and so, by assumption (3.D),
J

q—di (ijfj) = Mk (3.E)

for some g, € Ker(d;), \r € I. By Proposition 3.4, there are isomorphisms of A-modules
- Homp, (M, v;M) ifi=0
di H'(Q) = { Hom (M, QK;) ifi=—1,

and since the ¢; are A-module homomorphisms,

i (quAk +Im(d;—1)) = Z¢i (qr +Tm(di—1)) M.

It is clear that Homp (M, v; M) and Hom (M, QK;) are both annihilated on the right by
I and hence each of the terms ¢;(qx + Im(d;—1))A\r must be zero since Ay € I. Thus,
& (X qr Ak +Im(d;—1)) = 0 and hence, as ¢; is an isomorphism,

k

Z Qk>\k S Im(dzfl)
k

Combining this with (3.E) then shows that ¢ € Im(d;_1) and so the map on homology is
injective.

Thus all that remains to prove Theorem 3.2 is to verify assumption (3.D) in the case
1= -1

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that --- — P;_o ﬁf» P4 ﬁil% P; i> Pii1 — -+ is a complex
of projective right A-modules and that I is the two-sided ideal of A such that Aeon = A/1.
If Tory (Pi1/ Im(8;), Acon) = 0, then
Proof. First of all, note that the inclusion (Ker(5;))I C P;I NKer(§;) is clear and so it is
enough to show

P, INKer(d;) C (Ker(5;))1.
There is an exact sequence

Applying — ®a Acon and using that P;; is a projective A-module produces an exact
sequence

0 — Tory (Piy1/Tm(8;), Acon) — Tort (Im(8;), Acon) — 0
which, combined with the assumption in the statement, implies that Tor’ (Im(8;), Acon) =
0. Thus, applying — ®4 Acon to the exact sequence
0 — Ker(8;) = P, 25 Im(5;) — 0
produces an exact sequence
0 — Ker(8;) @a Acon < P @a Acon —25 Tm(8;) @a Acon — 0.

Now choose p € P, I NKer(§;). Then p ® 1 belongs to Ker(5;) ®a Acon and maps to zero
in P; ®a Acon- Since the map is injective, this implies p ® 1 is zero in Ker(;) ®a Acon and
hence p € (Ker(8;))I, completing the proof. O
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We next apply Lemma 3.7 to @ in (3.C) where, by Proposition 3.4, there are isomor-
phisms of A-modules

Py/Imd_1 = Qo/Im(d_1) = H°(Q) = Homp(M,v; M).
With this in mind, the following completes the proof of Theorem 3.2.
Lemma 3.8. Under setup 3.1, Tory (Homp(M,v; M), Acon) = 0.

Proof. We begin by constructing a projective resolution of Acon as a left A-module. By
Proposition 2.3, there are exact sequences

0> M-—= RS QM —0
05 QOM > RF 5 M—0

for some k € N arising from taking the syzygy of QM and M respectively. Applying
Homp(—, M) to these sequences, using that M is rigid and splicing yields the exact
sequence

0 — Homp(M, M) — Hompg(R*, M) — Hompg(R*, M) — Homp(M, M) — Extk(QM, M) — 0

where all the terms except Ext}%(QM , M) = Homp(M, M) are projective left A-modules.
Call this resolution P.

Now Tor) (Homp (M, v; M), Acon) is defined to be the homology of Hom (M, v, M)Q@,P
in degree —2 and thus, to show that it is zero, it is enough to show that

(Hom (M, v;M) @5 P)_, = Homp(M,v;M) ®x Hompg(R*, M) =0

2

or equivalently, that Hom (M, v, M) ® Homg(R, M) = 0.

Take f ® g € Homp(M,v;M) @5 Homp(R, M). Then, since R is a summand of M,
there are maps i: R — M and p: M — R given by inclusion and projection such that
poi =id. Therefore,

f®g=f®go(poi)=f®(gop)oi=fogop®i=0

as fogop factors through R. Thus Hom (M, v;M)®s Homg(R, M) = 0 as required. 0O

To summarise, combining Lemmas 3.8 and 3.7 shows that the assumption (3.D) is
satisfied and thus we have a map [op ®II< T, = T; @A, MAconp which is injective on
homology in degrees —1 and 0. By Corollary 3.6, both complexes have the same finite-
dimensional homologies which are zero outside degrees —1 and 0. This shows that the
map is a quasi-isomorphism and hence completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. O

3.3. Proof of Corollary 3.3. In this subsection we will prove that the functor

- ®IE i Db(l—‘con) — Db(Acon)

is an equivalence. By Theorem 2.13, combined with [Ke2, 6.3], it is enough to show that:
(a) The map Teon — Hompa,,,) (T, %) induced by — ®II:CO“ J; is an isomorphism and
further Hompx,,,) (%, Ji[n]) = 0 for n # 0.
(b) T; is quasi-isomorphic to a complex T' € KP(proj Acon ).
(c) thick(T) = KP(proj A).
By Proposition 3.5, J; = P in Db(Acon) where P is the tilting complex for Aoy from
Theorem 2.16. Thus, conditions (b), (c) and the latter part of (a) are satisfied. The

following lemma uses the commutative diagram (3.B) to show the first part of condition
(a) also holds.

Lemma 3.9. In the setup of 3.1, the map Tcon — Hompa,,,) (T, T;) induced by — ®1E‘Con T;
is an isomorphism.

Proof. The commutative diagram (3.B) of Theorem 3.2 induces a commutative diagram
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EndD(Acon) ((.Tl) EndD(A) (‘J; )

EndD(Fcon) (Teon)

EndD(F) (FconF)

where « is the map in the statement and § is an isomorphism since — ®II< T; is an equiv-
alence. Moreover, vy is an isomorphism since I'.on is a Iop-module. Thus, § oy is an
isomorphism and so 3 must be surjective.

Now, the restriction and extension of scalars adjunction gives an isomorphism of vector

spaces,
Endpa)(Tia) = Hompa,, ) (T @% Acon, T). (3.F)

con)

By Proposition 3.5, T; = P in D”(Acen) and A.13 constructs a complex of projective
A-modules P quasi-isomorphic to P. Using the explicit form of P, it is easy to calculate
that P @a Acon = P @ P[3] exactly as in Proposition 3.5 and hence

‘Ti®k Acon gp(g)k Acon =P A Acon = P@P[-?)].

This gives vector space isomorphisms,

Endpa) (%) = Hompy, ) (P & P[3], P) (using (3.F))
= Homp,,,,) (P, P) (using that P is tilting)
= Endp(a,,,)(Ti)- (using P = T; in DP(Acon))

Since {3 is a surjective morphism of algebras between isomorphic finite dimensional vector
spaces, it must therefore be an isomorphism. Thus, as 3,y and & are isomorphisms, «
must also be. (I

This lemma and the discussion above show — ®{«‘mn J; gives an equivalence Db(l"con) —
DP(Acon) as required. O

Remark 3.10. In particular, the results of this section show that for any basic rigid object
M € CM R, the algebras End (M) and Endg(v; M) are derived equivalent, recovering
the result [D, 5.5]. Moreover, as we provide the two-sided tilting complex T;, and hence
a standard equivalence between the algebras, we can think of our results as a two-sided
version of both [D, 5.5] and Theorem 2.16.

4. COMPOSITION FOR CONTRACTION ALGEBRAS

Given two minimal models related by a simple flop, the previous section constructed
an explicit standard derived equivalence between the associated contraction algebras. In
this section, we will use the additional structure of an associated hyperplane arrangement
to understand what happens to these standard equivalences under composition.

4.1. Deligne Groupoid Preliminaries. For this description of the Deligne groupoid
we follow [ ]. Given a real simplicial hyperplane arrangement H, construct a directed
graph Xy, called the directed skeleton graph of H, which has a vertex for each chamber
and an arrow v — w if the corresponding chambers are separated by a codimension one
wall.

A positive path of length n is then a formal symbol

P = 0nGn_1-..01

such that there exist vertices vg,v1,...,v, and arrows a;: v;_1 — v;. The source and
target of such a p are defined to be s(p) := vy and ¢(p) := v,, respectively. A positive path
p is minimal if there is no positive path with the same endpoints that has shorter length.
Positive minimal paths are called atoms.

There is an equivalence relation ~ on the set of positive paths in Xy, given as the
smallest equivalence relation satisfying:

(1) If p ~ ¢ then s(p) = s(q) and t(p) = t(q).
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(2) If p and ¢ are two atoms starting and ending at the same point then p ~ q.
(3) If p ~ q, then upr ~ ugr for all positive paths u and r with ¢(r) = s(p) = s(q)
and s(u) = t(p) = t(q).

Write [p] for the equivalence class of a positive path p.

Definition 4.1. Let Pathy (v,w) := {[p] | s(p) = v,t(p) = w}. The category G, is
defined to have the vertices of X4 as objects and Pathy (v, w) as morphisms. The Deligne
groupoid of H, denoted Gy, is then defined to be the groupoid completion of g;,- that is,
the objects are the same as for g; but a formal inverse is added for each morphism.

We will sometimes need to consider paths in X3, which are not necessarily positive;
namely, we consider formal symbols

__ € €n—1 €1
p=a,a,"7 ...a]
where €; € {—1,1} and there exists vertices vo, v1, ..., v, and arrows a; satisfying

(1) if ; =1, then a; is an arrow v;—1 — v;;
(2) if €; = —1, then a; is an arrow v; — v;—1.

We think of a; Las travelling backwards along the arrow a;: v; — v;—1.
The following key theorem shows that the vertex groups of Gy are all isomorphic and
depend only on the structure of H.

Theorem 4.2. [P1, 5] (see [P2, 2.1]) If H is a simplicial hyperplane arrangement, then
for each chamber v of H, there is an isomorphism Homg,, (v,v) = w1 (C"\Hc) where Hc
is the complexification of H.

4.2. Strategy and Result for MMAs. For any minimal model of a complete local
isolated cDV singularity, there is an associated real hyperplane arrangement, the details
of which can be found in [We, §5].

Setup 4.3. Let Spec R be a complete local isolated cDV singularity and choose a basic
n

mazimal rigid object M := @ M; € CM R where My = R. Associated to M as in |
i=0

85], there is a hyperplane arrangement Hyr C R™ whose chambers are labelled by the

minimal models of Spec R and hence by the mazimal rigid objects of CM R using Theorem

2.11.

3

To ease notation, we will denote a chamber in Hjy; by Cy if N is the correspond-
ing maximal rigid object. The following theorem shows that Hp; also encodes how the
maximal rigid objects are related by mutation.

Theorem 4.4. [We, 6.9(5)] Under the setup of 4.3, the directed skeleton graph Xyq,, is
isomorphic to the double of the mutation graph of maximal rigid objects in CM R.

As a consequence of this, given any two basic maximal rigid objects M, N € CM R,
there is an isomorphism between X4,, and Xy, which fixes the maximal rigid objects.
Further, each chamber Cx of Hjs has n codimension one walls and, by Theorem 4.4,
crossing a wall from Cly is equivalent to mutating N at an indecomposable summand. We
will abuse notation and denote an arrow Cy — Cp, in Xy,, by s; if L = v;N. Note that
our choice of indexing on the summands of M fixes the indexing on any other maximal
rigid object via mutation and so s; is well defined.

Example 4.5. Suppose f: X — Spec R is a minimal model of the complete local isolated
cDV singularity R := Clu,v,z,y]/(uv — xy(x +y?)). This is an example of a cAs singu-
larity (see [Au, §4.5]) whose minimal models each contain two curves in the exceptional
locus and thus, by [We, 6.6], the associated hyperplane arrangement is the root system
associated to the Dynkin diagram As, as shown on the left. If M is the mazimal rigid
object associated to f, then by writing v, ...vi, M as M; the chambers are labelled
as shown.

12
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My
M

Moy

Mo

Mi21=Ma212
M2

This results in the directed skeleton graph shown on the right. Notice that the two paths
818281 and S28159 starting in Chy and traversing clockwise and anti-clockwise respectively
to Chr,,, are both atoms, and hence are identified in the Deligne groupoid.

Since H s is a simplicial hyperplane arrangement | , 3.8], there is an associated
Deligne groupoid Gy;,, whose vertex groups are all isomorphic to w1 (C"*\H¢) by Theorem
4.2. We will also associate to Spec R the groupoid [, whose vertices are the maximal rigid
objects in CM R and whose morphisms are

Homp (M, N) := {standard derived equivalences End (M) — End,(N)}.

Asin [ |, our strategy to provide a faithful group action on the derived category of
a contraction algebra is to construct a faithful functor
D g';.[M — .

Then it immediately follows that there is an injective group homomorphism
71 (C"\Hc) — Auteq(D(Endg(N))

for any maximal rigid object N. To define such a functor, it is natural to set ®(Cy) :=
N but then for each arrow s;: N — v;N we need to choose an equivalence between
the corresponding derived categories. These will be precisely the equivalences F; we
constructed in §3.

Notation 4.6. Suppose that Spec R is a complete local isolated cDV singularity and that
n

N := @ N; € CM R is a basic maximal rigid object with Ny =& R. If i # 0, consider the
i=0
following algebras:
A:=Endgr(N), Acon:=Endp(N), T :=Endg(v;N), and Icon = Endg(viN).

Additionally, define

(1) 711 = HomR(N, ViN)

(2) (.Tl = 7'271(1—‘c0n ®IE Tz ®k Acon)
which induce functors F; := RHomy_ (7;, —) and G; := RHomy (7}, —). By Theorem
3.2, these make the diagram

—®Acon Acon
D"(Acon) DP(A)

in lc

—®Tson Leon
Db(Fcon) e Db(F)

commute. Moreover, F; and G; are equivalences by Corollary 3.3 and Theorem 2.15

respectively with inverses F; ' := — @k T and G; ' := — @k 7).

Remark 4.7. Note that we will abuse notation by using F; to refer to any equivalence
D"(End(N)) — D(Endp(viN))

constructed as in §3, regardless of the choice of maximal rigid object N. Similarly, G;

will refer to any standard equivalence between MMAs induced by a tilting bimodule of
the form Homp (N, v;N).
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With this notation, we define ®: Gy; — F by mapping the arrow s;: N — v; N to the
corresponding standard equivalence F;. This construction will yield a functor between the
groupoids if and only if equivalent paths in Xy,, give isomorphic functors. In particular,
the equivalences F; must satisfy the relations on paths in the Deligne groupoid. To check
this, we need to be able to understand compositions of these functors. For the G;, this is
already known.

Theorem 4.8. [[TW, 4.6] Under the setup of 4.3, write A := Endg(M) and mutate M
m times to get
N = Vi Vi1 - Vi1M-
This defines a positive path s;, ...si, : Cypp — Cn in Xy, . If this path is an atom then
G;,, o---0G; ~ RHomp(Hompg(M,N), —).
Remark 4.9. (1) Although [HH'W] only prove the above result for NCCRs (or equivalently,
when the corresponding minimal model is smooth) the proof works with no modifications

for MMAs.
(2) The proof in [HW] heavily relies on using a partial order on the set

{Hompr(M,N) | N € CM R is maximal rigid}

of tilting bimodules. More generally, for a rigid object M it is not known whether every
element of the set

{Hompr(M,N) | N € CM R is obtained from M by iterated mutation}

im

is a tilting bimodule. If this were to hold, the proof of Theorem 4.8 would work in this
more general setting, and the results of this paper would also generalise to statements
about rigid objects, rather than just maximal rigid objects.

4.3. Result for Contraction Algebras. The main result of this section will be to prove
the analogue of Theorem 4.8 for contraction algebras. For this, the following two technical
lemmas are required.

Lemma 4.10. In the setup of 4.3, write A := Endg(M) and Acon := Endz(M). Then the
homology of Acon ®k Acon is zero outside degrees —3 and 0. In degree 0, it is isomorphic
as a Aeon-bimodule to Acon-

Proof. By Lemma A.4, A.on has a projective resolution as a right A-module of the form
0 — A — Hompg(M, R*) — Homp (M, R*) — A — 0.
Applying — @ Acon gives
0—Acon —>0—=0—=Acon — 0

and this shows H(Acon @Y Acon) = 0 if i # 0, —3. To obtain the homology as bimodules
in degree 0, note that it is isomorphic as Acop-Acon-bimodules to Torf)\(Acon,Acon) =
Acon @A Acon. Further, it is easily checked that the isomorphism Acon ®a Acon — Acon

defined via A1 ® Ay — A1 g is an isomorphism of Acon-Acon-bimodules as required. O

Lemma 4.11. Suppose that A is a ring and Acon is the contraction algebra of some
minimal model of a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity. Let X be a complex of A-
Acon-bimodules whose homology vanishes in degrees other than —1, 0 and 1. Then,

o1 (X @no Acon @F Acon) = X
in the derived category of A-Acon-bimodules.

Proof. First note that since the homology vanishes above degree 1, 7<1(X) is quasi-
isomorphic to X and so we can assume X; = 0 for all « > 1 by instead considering
the truncation. Now, for any complex Y of A¢on-Acon-bimodules, there is a triangle

Te 1, (Y) =Y 57, (V) = 7. (Y)[1].

Taking Y := Acon ®% Acon, Lemma 4.10 identifies 7__,(Y) and 7=_,(Y) as complexes in a
single degree, and so gives a triangle

M[g] — ACOD ®k Acon — Acon — M[4]
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where M is some Acon-Acon-bimodule. Applying the functor X ®kwn — then results in a
triangle

X @% M3 > X ®% Acon % Aeon 2 X — X @%_ M[4] (4.A)

in the derived category of A-Acoy-bimodules. As truncation is a functor, the map ¢
induces a map

(b* : TZ—I(X ®k Acon ®k Acon) — TZ—I(X)

and further, it easy to check that ¢ and ¢* fit into the following commutative diagram

con

X

X @F,,, M[3] X @%  Acon ® Acon Xk M4

con con

4 B

e
TZ—l(X ®kcon Acon ®k Acon) - TZ—l(X)

where « and (3 are the natural maps to the truncations.
As X has vanishing homology in degrees other than —1, 0 and 1, it is clear that
7> _1(X) = X, and hence to prove the result, it is enough to show ¢* is a quasi-isomorphism.
As homology is functorial, taking homology of the commutative diagram yields another
commutative diagram

, , H'(9)
Hl(X ®L M[?’]) - Hl(X ®L Acon ®k Acon)

HY (X) —— HY(X @ M[4])

H () HI(p)
. H(9%)
H (751 (X @Y Acon @F Acon)) — H'(75-1(X))

where unadorned tensors are over A.,,. The top row is exact since it is part of the
long exact sequence of homology of the triangle (4.A). For i < —1, the truncation is
constructed so that

Hi(TZ—l(X ®kcon Acon ®k Acon)) =0= Hi(Tzfl(X))

and hence H'(¢*) is an isomorphism. For i > —1, it is clear that H(cx) and H*(B) are
isomorphisms. Further, as X; =0 for all ¢ > 2 and M is a module, (X ®kmn M); =0 for
all ¢ > 2 as well. Thus, for i > —1,

H'(X @ M[3])=0=H(X @y, M[4)
and hence H'(¢) must be an isomorphism using exactness of the top row. This shows
that for ¢ > —1, the top and vertical maps in the commutative square are isomorphisms

and hence H'(¢*) must also be. Thus H(¢*) is an isomorphism for all i and so ¢* is a
quasi-isomorphism as required. (I

The following is the main technical result of this section.

Theorem 4.12. Under the setup of 4.3, write A := Endr(M) and Acon := Endp(M).
Mutate M m times to get

N = Vi Vipn_1 -+ Vi1M-

This defines a positive path & :=s;,, ...8i;: Cpr = Cn in Xy, - If this path is an atom
then, writing T’ := Endg(N) and Tcon := Endz(N),

F;, 0 oF; ~RHomy,, (7s: (Teon ®F Homp(M, N) &% Acon), —)-

Proof. We begin by setting notation. For 1 < j < m— 1, define IV := Endg(v, ... v;, M)
and TJ = Endp(vi; ...vi, M). Further, with T}, and T;; as in notation 4.6, set

con
- L L L L
Too:= T O Tiy Opmz - @z Tio Ory T (4.B)

m con
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and
Ty = Tim ®%m*1 Timfl ®11“‘m*2 e ®%2 Tiz ®%l El (40)

so that Fgl 0:-:0 Fz;l =~ — @p Ty and Gi_11 o0---0 G;nl >~ — @k T4. Then, for each F;
there is a commutative diagram (3.B), and combining them shows that

Gilo--0G; o (=@, Teonr) = (— @Acy Aconn) 0 Fy to o F L

11

In other words, there is an isomorphism
Tcx A, Acon = con ®% Tcx (4D>

in the derived category of I'.on-A-bimodules.

By Theorem 4.8, Ty = Homp(M,N) as I'-A-bimodules and hence Ty is a tilting
module of projective dimension one by Theorem 2.15. Thus the right hand side of (4.D)
has nonzero homology in at most degrees —1 and 0. This shows T also has nonzero
homology in at most degrees —1 and 0, as the tensor with Ac,, does not change the
homology.

Now, applying — ®k Acon to both sides gives an isomorphism

Tu ® Acon Acon ®k Acon = T'eon ®% HOIDR(M, N) ®k Acon

in the derived category of I';on-Acon-bimodules. Thus, applying the truncation 7. _, and
Lemma 4.11 gives

con

Tcx = T>_1 (Fcon ®% HOIHR(M, N) ®k Acon)
in the derived category of I'.on-Acon-bimodules, completing the proof. O
Corollary 4.13. Suppose that Spec R is a complete local isolated cDV singularity with

mazimal rigid object M € CM R and associated hyperplane arrangement H. Then there
is a well defined functor

P g';.[ —F
which sends a chamber Cn to N and an arrow s; : N — v;N to the standard equivalence

F; (as in notation 4.6). In particular, for any contraction algebra Acon, there is a group
homomorphism

71 (C"\Hc) — Auteq(DP(Acon))
where He is the complexification of H.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that for any two atoms «,f3 : Cr — Cp, we have that
P(ax) =2 P(B). Viewing o and (3 as paths in Xy, via the isomorphism in the remark after
Theorem 4.4, applying Theorem 4.12 in that setting gives the desired result. (]

We will return to this result in §6 where we will further show that the functor is
faithful. For now, note that the relations from the Deligne groupoid in fact imply that
the F; satisfy higher length braid relations.

Corollary 4.14. With notation as above, then there is a functorial isomorphism

...FjOEOFjg...FiOFjOFi (4E)

m m

for some m with 2 < m < 8.

Proof. By Theorem 4.12, traversing one way round a codimension two wall is isomorphic
to traversing the other way round, so this establishes (4.E) for some m. The fact 2 < m < 8
follows from the bound for flops in [ , 811. O

Another corollary of Theorem 4.12 is the following analogue of Theorem 2.15(2) in the
case of contraction algebras; namely, it provides a direct standard equivalence between
any two contraction algebras.

Corollary 4.15. Let Spec R be a complete local isolated cDV singularity and suppose that
M,N € CM R are two mazimal rigid objects. Writing A := Endr(M), Acon := End (M),
I':= Endr(N) and Toon := Endg(N) there is a standard derived equivalence

RHomy,,, (751 (Teon ®F Homp(M, N) ®@% Acon), —) : DP(Acon) = D"(Teon).

con
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Proof. Given two maximal rigid objects M, N € CM R, there must be an atom between
their corresponding chambers in the hyperplane arrangement Hp;. Applying Theorem
4.12 to this atom gives the required functor. (I

5. Two-TERM TILTING COMPLEXES

Given any two maximal rigid objects M, N € CM R, Corollary 4.15 gives an explicit
standard derived equivalence between their contraction algebras. In this section we show
that these derived equivalences are precisely the derived equivalences induced by two-term
tilting complexes.

5.1. Background. Throughout this section, let A be a finite dimensional symmetric
algebra.

Remark 5.1. Many of the results cited here are originally stated for silting complexes;
a weaker notion than tilting. However, our assumption that A is symmetric means that
silting and tilting are equivalent [AT, 2.8].

The set of tilting complexes for A comes with a partial order [AI] which allows us to
define two-term tilting complexes.

Definition 5.2. Let P and Q be tilting complexes for A.

(1) If Homgo(proj 4) (P, Q[i]) = O for all i > 0, then we say P > Q. Further, we write
P>QifP>Q and P2 Q.

(2) P is called two-term if A > P > A[l], or equivalently by [A, 2.9], if the terms of P
are zero in every degree other than 0 and —1.

We will write 2-tilt A for the set of two-term tilting complexes for A. The link with
maximal rigid objects arises from the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. | , 4.7] Let C be a Hom-finite, Krull-Schmidt, 2-CY triangulated cat-
egory and M be a basic maximal rigid object of C. If A := Ende(M) is a symmetric
algebra, then there is a bijection

{basic mazimal rigid objects in C} — 2-tilt A
which preserves the number of summands.

Tilting complexes have a notion of mutation, defined similarly to that of maximal rigid
objects.

Definition 5.4. [Al, 2.31] Let P € KP(projA) be a basic tilting complex for A, and write

n
P := @ P, where each P; is indecomposable. Consider a triangle
i=1

PP Q- P
where f is a minimal left add(P/P;)-approzimation of P;. Then w;(P) := P/P; @ Q; is
also a tilting complex, known as the left mutation of P with respect to P;.

Further, the partial order can determine when two complexes are related by a single
mutation.

Theorem 5.5. [Al, 2.35] If P and Q are basic tilting complexes for A, then the following
are equivalent:

(1) Q = wi(P) for some summand P; of P.

(2) P> Q and there is no tilting complex T such that P >T > Q.

[ , 3.9] Further, if P,Q € 2-tilt A then the second condition can be replaced with:
(2') P> Q and they differ by exactly the i'" summand.

The last point shows that a pair of two-term tilting complexes are connected by a
single mutation if and only if they differ by exactly one indecomposable summand. As
the same is true for maximal rigid objects in €, it is easy to see the bijection of Theorem
5.3 preserves mutation and hence the mutation graphs of both sets of objects will be the
same [AIR, 4.8].
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5.2. New Results. We now return to the setting of complete local isolated cDV singu-
larities. Recall that under the setup of 4.3, there exists some hyperplane arrangement
Hpr with directed skeleton graph X4,,. In Corollary 4.13, we associated to any arrow
s;: N = v;N in Xy,, a standard derived equivalence ®(s;) = F;, and hence to any pos-
itive path a derived equivalence between the starting and ending contraction algebras as
follows.

Notation 5.6. Under the setup of 4.3, choose a positive path « :=s;,_ ...s;, starting
in chamber Cy. Let voN = v, ...v; N and write Acon = Endp(N) and Teon =
Endg(vaN). Consider

(1) Fy := F;,, 0---0 F;; = RHomp__, (Ta, —): D’(Acon) — DP(Teon), where Ty is

defined as in (4.B).

(2) Halcon = Wiy, - - - Hiy Acon-
Remark 5.7. In this notation, ®(x) = Fy, where ® is the functor from Corollary 4.13
and further, if « is an atom then, by Theorem 4.12 applied to Hy,

To &= Toy (Fcon ®% HomR(N; ValV) ®k Acon)- (5A)

By Proposition 2.14, tilting complexes for A.on induce a unique (up to algebra iso-
morphism) standard derived equivalence and so we can compare the derived equivalence
induced by waAcon to Fi. When the path is of length one, suppose that v; N is obtained
via the exchange sequence

0 N; 5V 4 K, — 0.
Then Proposition 3.5 shows that T; is isomorphic to the tilting complex

P i= (Homp(N, N;) ““= Homp(N, Vi) & (0 — @) Hom (N, N;)),
J#i
in D(Acon) and hence F; is induced by P. Now P is clearly two-term and further, as it
differs from Acon := Endz(N) by exactly one summand, Theorem 5.5 shows that P must
be wiAcon. Thus, F; is precisely the equivalence (up to algebra isomorphism) induced by
Wi Acon. The following shows this holds more generally for longer positive paths.

Proposition 5.8. [Au, 3.10] Under the setup of 4.3, choose a basic mazimal rigid object
N in CMR and let o := s;,, ...Si; be a positive path in Xy,, starting at N. Writing
Acon = Endp(N) and Teon := Endp(vaN), the following hold.

(1) th(utxAcon> = Fcon mn Db(Fcon)~

(2) To = Uahcon in Db(Acon)-

Our goal is to determine which paths correspond to the two-term tilting complexes.

Lemma 5.9. Under the setup of 4.3, choose a chamber Cn and let Acon := Endz(N). If
T:=u,, ...H;Acon s a two-term tilting complex for Acon, then the path o :=s;  ...S;,
starting in chamber Cny must be an atom.

Proof. We prove this by induction on m. When m = 1 this is clear as any path of length
one must be an atom.
Now assume m > 2 and let 3 :=s;,_,...5;,. By Theorem 5.5, we have

Acon > HBAcon >T
and hence, as T' is two-term,
Acon > HBAcon >T Z Acon[l]

so that pgAcon is also two-term. Thus, by the inductive hypothesis, 3 is an atom. Let us
suppose that « is not. By [[TW, 5.1], B must end (up to relations) with s;,_, and hence
there exists a positive path y such that 3 ~ s;,,y. By the relations on paths in the Deligne
groupoid, this implies that o« ~ s;_s;_ 7y. Now, as the assignment o — Fy was shown in
Corollary 4.13 to give a functor Gy — IF, we must have Fy = F, . - and hence

T= FszAcon = ‘sz = T imY = HimimyAcon-
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Using Theorem 5.5 and the fact that T' is two-term,

ACOH > }’LYACOI] > }’lem }’LYACOI] > T Z Acon[l] (5'B)
and hence pyAcon is a two-term complex. But w,Acon and 7" differ by at most one
summand as 7T is obtained from p,Acon by mutating at the same summand twice and
thus, by Theorem 5.5(2’), T and p,Acon are either isomorphic or related by a single

mutation. However, combining (5.B) with Theorem 5.5 gives a contradiction in both
cases, and thus o must be an atom. (|

Theorem 5.10. Under the setup of 4.3, choose a basic maximal rigid object N € CM R,
and let Acon := Endr(N). Then there is a bijection

{atoms starting in Cn} — 2-tilt Acon,

sending an atom o to the tilting compler LoAcon-

Proof. We first need to check this map is well defined, namely:

(1) If oc ~ Ba then chAcon = HBAcon;

(2) For any atom o, e Acon is a two-term tilting complex.
The first statement follows easily from Corollary 4.13, where the assignment o — Fy is
shown to yield a functor from the Deligne groupoid to the groupoid F. Indeed, if o ~ f3,
then Fy = Fp and hence, using part (2) of Proposition 5.8

HocAcon = (Ioc = (I[S = Hp Acon-
For the second part, note that, since « is an atom, Theorem 4.12 shows T is zero outside

degrees 0 and —1 and hence has zero homology outside these degrees as well. Then, using
UalAcon = Ty as above,

Homgo(proj Aoy ) (Acons HaAcon[i]) = Hompsa,, ) (Acon, Tali])
= H(Ty) =0ifi #0,—1.

Hence, Homgb (proj A, ) (Acon, RaAconi]) = 0 for all i > 0 and 5o Acon > HaAcon. Similarly,
using [A, 2.7] and that Aco, is symmetric, there is an isomorphism

Home(proj Acon) (utxACony Acon[i + 1]) =D Home(proj Acon) (Acon [’L + 1]7 chAcon)
which leads to isomorphisms
HOMKb (proj Ao ) (HaAcon; Acon[i +1]) = D Hompoa,,,) (Acon[i + 1], Ter)
= DH - F)(T) =0if i #0,—1.

This shows that g Acon = Acon[l]. Combining these gives that Acon > HaAcon > Acon[l]
and hence pyAcon is a two-term tilting complex, as required.

Next we show the map is bijective. Recall from Theorem 5.3 that two-term tilting
complexes are in bijection with maximal rigid objects in CM R and hence with chambers
in Har (of which there are finitely many). Further it is clear that atoms starting in a
given chamber are also in bijection with the chambers. Hence,

#{atoms starting in C'x} = # 2-tilt Acon

and so it is enough to show the given map is surjective.

As there are finitely many two-term complexes for Acopn, [A, 3.5] shows that any two-
term complex can be obtained from A.,, by iterated left mutation. So given any P €
2-tilt Acon, P = toAcon for some positive path « starting in Cy. Lemma 5.9 shows that
o must be an atom. In particular, @ maps to P under the given map, and so it is
surjective. ([l

Corollary 5.11. In the setup of 4.3, choose a basic mazximal Tigid object N, and let
Acon = EndRr(N). Then, for any atom in Xy,, starting in chamber Cy, the equiva-
lence Fy is induced by a two-term tilting complex. Moreoever, for any standard derived
equivalence

F :=RHomy,,, (T, —): D°(Acon) — DP(T')

induced by a two-term tilting complex, there exists an atom o starting in chamber Cy,
and an isomorphism y: I' = Leon := Endp(vaN) such that F = RHomr(yT'con, —) © Fy.
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Proof. By Proposition 5.8, Fy is induced by pyAcon and by Theorem 5.10, this is a two-
term tilting complex when o is an atom, so the first statement follows. For the second
statement, the assumption on F' means that 7 is isomorphic to a two-term tilting complex
for Acon and hence, by Theorem 5.10, T 2 pyAcon for some atom « starting at Cy. But
T is also isomorphic to pwgAcon by Proposition 5.8, and thus if T'eon := Endp(vaN),
Proposition 2.14 shows that there is an algebra isomorphism y: I' = I'¢co, such that

T = VPCOH ®Fcon (‘TOC

which is equivalent to the statement. (I

In other words, the standard equivalences from DP(Aco,) induced by two-term tilting
complexes of Acon are precisely (up to algebra isomorphism) the Fy given by atoms « in
Xy, starting in chamber Chy.

Example 5.12. Continuing Example 4.5, the left hand diagram shows that all the atoms
starting in chamber Chs. The two going to the opposite chamber are identified in Gy.
Writing A, .4 = MR(Min___il), Corollary 5.11 shows that the functors on the right
hand side are all induced by two-term tilting complexes and further, they are the only
standard equivalences from DP(Acon) (up to algebra isomorphism) which are induced by
two-term tilting complexes.

DP(viAcon) | F1

Db(Acou)

Db(Vz\/lAcun) Q\
Fo
FioF>
D®(v2Acon)
Db(VI V2V1Acon)
Db(Vl Va2 Acon)

Finally, the following shows that we can view the results of this section as a two-sided
improvement of the bijection of Theorem 5.3.

Corollary 5.13. In the setup of 4.3, choose a basic mazximal rigid object N, and let
Acon = Endp(N). Given an atom x: N — voN, the bimodule complex (5.A) is iso-
morphic in Db(Acon) to the two-term tilting complex P of Acon associated to vo N via the
bijection in Theorem 5.3. Then,

Endy,,, (P) = Endp(vaN)
so that, in this case, the bijection of Theorem 5.3 preserves endomorphism rings.

Proof. By Proposition 5.8, (5.A) is isomorphic in DP(Acon) t0 HaAcon, Which is two-term
by Theorem 5.10. As the bijection of Theorem 5.3 preserves mutation, this shows that
Lo Acon is precisely the two-term tilting complex associated to vo N, completing the proof
of the first statement. Now, by Proposition 5.8, Fy(laAcon) = Endp(v«N) and so using
that Fy is an equivalence gives the second statement. (I

6. FAITHFULNESS

In this section we show the functor from Corollary 4.13 is in fact faithful by adapting
the strategy used in [[TW, §6]. By [[TW, 2.11], this problem can be immediately reduced
to checking the functor is faithful on positive paths. In particular, if «, 3 are positive
paths with ®(o) = ®(p) (or equivalently Fy = Fj in the notation of 5.6), then we need
to show that o« ~ 3. For this, we need an effective way of telling when two positive paths
are equivalent, for which we will use the Deligne normal form.
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6.1. Deligne Normal Form. As with the Deligne groupoid, our description of the
Deligne normal form will follow [[TW]. Take a hyperplane arrangement H and its di-
rected skeleton graph X4,. For positive paths p, ¢ in X3 with s(p) = s(q), we say p begins
with ¢ if there exists a positive path r such that s(r) = t(q), t(r) = t(p) and p ~ rq. For
a positive path p let Begin(p) denote the set of all atoms with which p begins.

Lemma 6.1. [P2, 2.2] For each positive path p in Xy, there exists a unique (up to the
relations) atom o such that Begin(p) = Begin(o).

Definition 6.2. Take p to be any positive path in X4 and let o1 be the unique atom such
that Begin(p) = Begin(a;). Then p begins with oy and so there exists a positive B such
that

p~ B
Continuing this process with (3, we decompose p as
D~ Oy ... X
which we refer to as the Deligne normal form of p.

If p and ¢ are positive paths with Deligne normal forms «,, ... and f,,...31 re-
spectively, it is clear that p ~ ¢ if and only if n = m and «; ~ 3; for each i. The following
well-known lemma is useful for determining the Deligne normal form of a given path.

Lemma 6.3. [HW, 5.1] If p ~ «, ... 1 is in Deligne normal form then for each k €
{2,...,n}, o must start (up to relations) by crossing the wall that a—1 crosses through
last.

Example 6.4. Continuing Example 4.5, the positive path

P = 82815251

starting in chamber Cyy has Deligne normal form (s2)(s15251). Although s1s281 does not
appear to end with so, under the relations it is equivalent to sos1S2 which clearly does.

6.2. Tracking Simples. The key idea of this section is that it is possible to compute the
Deligne normal form of a positive path « by tracking where the functor Fi, sends simple
modules.

n
Notation 6.5. Under the setup of 4.3, given any basic maximal rigid object N := @ N;,

i=0
the contraction algebra Acon := End (V) has n simple modules. We will abuse notation
and denote these as St,...,Sy,, where the projective cover of S; is Homp (N, N;). Note
that each S; is also a simple module when considered as a module over A := Endg(N)
and if we wish to view S; in that way, we will write it as (S;)a.

The following technical lemma will be used repeatedly.

Lemma 6.6. Under setup 4.3, let N € CM R be a basic mazimal rigid object and write
A :=Endg(N) and Acon := Endp(N). Suppose that X is a A-module, and Y € DP(Acon)
s such that

X[n] =Y ®Acon (Acon)l\
in DP(A). Then, X is a Aeon-module and X =Y [—n] in D°(Acon).

Proof. Since —®a,,, (Acon)a is an exact functor, it preserves cohomology and hence there
is an isomorphism of A-modules

bi: H'(X[n]) - H'(Y)
for all ¢ € Z. When i = —n this gives an isomorphism
b: X > H™Y).
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But as H "(Y) is a Acop-module, it is annihilated by I, where Acon = A/I. Hence, if
fel, and x € X, then

d(z.f) = d(z).f =0
and hence, as ¢ is an isomorphism, x.f = 0. Thus, X is annihilated by I and so is a
Acon-module. If i # —n then the above shows that the homology of Y in degree i is zero
and hence

in DP(Acon) as required. O

Recall that associated to any arrow s;: N — v;N in Xy,,, there are equivalences F;
and G; as in notation 4.6. For a positive path o :=s;, ...si;, Fx and G« will denote
the composition of the corresponding functors, as in notation 5.6. Further, Ty will be the
two-sided tilting complex inducing G, defined as in (4.C). The following known result
tracks simple modules through the G.

Lemma 6.7. [[TW, §5] Under the setup of 4.3, let a: Cp, — Cy be an atom in Xy, .
Writing A := Endr(L) and T := Endg(N), the following statements hold.
_ Tor} (S;, Tw)[1] if & ends (up to relations) with s;;
1 X ~ 1 7y Lo (2]
(1) G (Si)r) = { S; Qr Ty otherwise.
(2) If o ends (up to relations) with s;, then there exists j € {1,...,n} such that
S; < Tor; (S;, Ts) and o starts (up to relations) with s;.

The commutative diagram (3.B) allows us to prove the corresponding result for con-
traction algebras.

Corollary 6.8. Under the setup of 4.3, let ou: C, — Cn be an atom in X3y,,. Writing
A :=FEndg(L) and T := Endg(N), then
Fo(S)) = Tork (Si, Tw)[1] if ot ends (up to relations) with s;;
o« TS @r Ty otherwise.
Proof. The commutative diagram (3.B) shows that
F(S) @hcon (Acon)a 2 G ((Si)r).

Combining Lemmas 6.7 and 6.6 then gives the result. O

The following technical lemma is needed for the main result of this section.
Lemma 6.9. Under the setup of 4.3, let N € CM R be a basic mazximal rigid object and
let Acon := Endp(N). Suppose that X € mod Acon is nonzero.

(1) IfExt/%in(Si,X) =0 for all 1 < i <n, then Exti’:“(—,X) = 0.

(2) Ext)y_ (=, Acon) =0 if i > 1.

(3) Homa,,, (X, Acon) # 0.
Proof. (1) Choose Y € mod Agon. We need to show that EXt/Z\in (Y, X) = 0. Filtering Y
by simple modules, an easy induction on the length of Y establishes the result.

(2) Acon is a symmetric algebra by Proposition 2.6, and thus is self injective.
(3) Since Acopn is a symmetric algebra there is an isomorphism

con (X7 Acon) = H()Hlk()(7 k)
for all X € mod Acon [Br, 2.7). As Homy(—,k): mod Acon, — mod ASP

con

HOInA

is a duality, the

statement follows. g
The following is the main technical result of this section and it mirrors [BT, 3.1] and
[HW, 6.3].

Proposition 6.10. Under the setup of 4.3, let «: C, — Cn be a positive path in Xy,
with Deligne normal form o = oy, ... 1. Writing Acon := Endg (L) and Teon := End 5 (N),
then the following statements hold.

(1) Extifn(—,Fo((Acon)) = 0.

(2) Extf  (Si, Fx(Acon)) # 0 if and only if o ends (up to relations) with s;.

con
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(3) max{p | Bxtt, | (é Sty FaAeon)) £ 0} = k.

Proof. Part (3) is clearly a consequence of the first two parts. We prove parts (1) and (2)

together using induction on k.

Base case: k =1. There are two cases to consider, namely if o ends (up to relations)

with s; or not. From now on, for ease of reading, we will omit the statement ‘up to

relations’.

(a) If o does not end with s;, then as k = 1, « is an atom and so by Corollary 6.8,
Fl(S)=X

for some Acon-module X. Then,
Exti! (Si, Fa(Acon)) 2 Exty (Fy(S:), Acon)
= Ext; (X, Acon) =0

where the last equality holds by Lemma 6.9(2).
(b) If & ends with s;, then by Corollary 6.8,

F(S) = Y]

X

for some Acop-module Y. Then,
Extr,,,, (S, Fa(Acon)) 2 Exty,, (F3 " (9:), Acon)
=~ BExty, (Y[1], Acon)
= Homy,,, (Y, Acon) # 0
where the last part comes from Lemma 6.9(3). A similar calculation gives

ExtZ? (Si, Fu(Acon)) = ExtZL (Y, Acon) = 0,

Combining the two cases shows part (2) of the result when k& = 1. Further, it shows
that Ext%jn(Si,ch(Acon)) = 0 for all 4+ € {1,...,n}. Applying Lemma 6.9(1) gives
Ext%jn (=, Fx(Acon)) = 0, also proving part (1) for k = 1.

Inductive Step. We now assume that the result is true for all paths with less than &
Deligne factors. Write & = a3 where f := ax_1... 1. Write Aoy for the contraction
algebra associated to the chamber at the end of 3. By the inductive hypothesis,

EXtifo,,(fv Fg(Acon)) =0 (6.A)

and further, ExtkA;ln(Si, Fg(Acon)) # 0 if and only if B ends with s;. Again, we consider
two cases:
(a) If o, does not end with s;, then by Corollary 6.8,
Fl(si) =X
for some Acon-module X. Then,
Exts" (Si, Fa(Acon)) = Extz" (Fx'(Si), Fp(Acon))

= Extx" (X, Fp(Acon))

=0
where the last equality holds by the inductive hypothesis (6.A).
(b) If oy, ends with s;, then by Corollary 6.8,

Fo (S = Y]
where Y := TorI;(Si, Tx) is a Acon-module. Then

ExtZ" (S, Fa(Acon)) = Extz" (Y, F(Acon)) =0,
again using the inductive hypothesis (6.A). Further,

Extf (S, Fa(Acon)) 2 Exth ! (Y, Fp (Acon))
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and so it suffices to show that EXtZ_coln (Y, Fg(Acon)) 0. As Y := Torlf(Si, Tw), Lemma

6.7(2) shows there exists a simple module S; of Agon such that S; — Y and «y starts

with s;. Applying Homa,, (—, Fg(Acon)) to the short exact sequence
0—-8, =Y —=Y/S; =0,

gives a long exact sequence

= Exty ! (Y, F(Acon)) = Exti! (S), Fp(Acon)) — Exti_ (Y/Sj, F(Acon)) = -

where the last term is zero by the inductive hypothesis (6.A). Since oy, starts with s;,
Lemma 6.3 shows 3 must also end with s; otherwise o« would not be in Deligne form.
Thus, by the inductive hypothesis,

EXtZ_Coln (S5, Fg(Acon)) # 0

con

and hence by the exact sequence, Extz;ln (Y, Fg(Acon)) # 0, completing the proof. O

Corollary 6.11. The functor ® from Corollary 4.13 is a faithful functor.
Proof. This follows exactly as in [HW, 6.5] or [BT, 3.1]. O

The following is an immediate consequence of Corollary 6.11 and is the main result of
this section.

Corollary 6.12. Suppose that f: X — Spec R is a minimal model of a complete local
isolated cDV singularity, that H in R™ is the associated hyperplane arrangement, and that
Acon 1s the associated contraction algebra. Then there is an injective group homomorphism

71 (C"\Hc) — Auteq(DP(Acon))
where Hc is the complexification of H.

This shows the group structure of the autoequivalences from compositions of flop func-
tors (which is shown to be 71 (C™\Hc) in [HHW, 6.7]) is the same as the group structure of
the autoequivalences from compositions of the F;. Thus, the symmetry group coming from
the geometry can be seen by studying the derived category of the contraction algebras,
giving evidence towards the conjecture [Au, 1.3] of Donovan—Wemyss.

7. VISUALISING THE DERIVED EQUIVALENCE CLASS

In this final section, we first show that the hyperplane arrangement Hj; from Setup
4.3 can be constructed from the two-term tilting theory of a contraction algebra. Then
we combine the main results of this paper with the author’s previous work [Au] to obtain
a full picture of the derived equivalence class of a contraction algebra. To construct the
hyperplane arrangement from a contraction algebra, we use g-vectors as studied in [D1J].
Recall that if A is a finite dimensional k-algebra with indecomposable projective modules
Py, ..., P,, then the g-vector of a complex

Pi= éﬂbi — élpfi

is defined as g(P) := (a; — b;)?.; € R™. Thus, given a two-term silting complex T :=
., T;, there are n associated g-vectors g(T4), ... g(T;,) and the positive cone of these is

Cr = {iﬁig(Ti) ‘191- S0Vl <i< n} c R™.
=1

The union of these cones across all two-term silting complexes, which is known to be
disjoint from [D1J, 6.7], is called the g-vector fan of A.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that f: X — SpecR is a minimal model of a complete local
isolated cDV singularity, that H in R™ is the associated hyperplane arrangement, and that
Acon is the associated contraction algebra.
(1) The chambers of H are precisely those in the g-vector fan of Acon.
(2) The subgroup of Auteq(DP(coh X)) formed by flop functors, their compositions
and inverses can be recovered from Acon.
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Proof. (1) Suppose that M := @ ,M; € CMR, with My = R, is the basic maximal
rigid object associated to f so that Acon = Endp(M). Label the projective Acon-modules
P; :== Homp(M, M;). By the bijection in Theorem 5.3, each two-term tilting complex
T := @, , T; corresponds to a basic maximal rigid object N := @, N; in CM R with

No 2 R. For each 0 < i <n, [IW, 4.12] shows that there exists an exact sequence
0— @@ I @i 2 N; o (7.A)

As M is rigid, applying Homp(M, —) to each sequence yields a projective resolution of
Homp (M, N;) and hence, by [[HW, 4.6(2)], the chamber associated to N in the hyperplane
arrangement H is

cN_{zs(i%_ bes) [ 05> 01 <i <n} c B

where e; is the j'* standard basis vector of R™. However, the exact sequences (7.A)
descend to the triangles

n n

bij fi ij 9i
D L P &
j=1 j=1

in CM R which shows that, under the bijection of Theorem 5.3 (see | , 4.7] for the
details), N; corresponds to the two-term complex

@HO_m}?,(Ma Mj)bij - @HO_THR(Ma M;)®s.

j=1 j=1
By assumption, N; corresponds to 7; and so we deduce that g(7;) = (a;; — bi;)}—;. Thus,
Cr = Cpy and so, as the C'y sweep out the chambers of H, so do the Cr.
(2) If H is the hyperplane arrangement associated to f, then [ , 6.7] shows that the
subgroup of Auteq(DP(coh X)) formed by flop functors, their compositions and inverses is

precisely 711(C™\Hc¢). By part (1), we can recover H from Ao, and hence also the group
m1(C"\Hc) as required. O

This provides further evidence to suggest that the contraction algebras of Spec R con-
trol the geometry. However, perhaps more importantly, it also shows that the hyperplane
arrangement, which we have seen controls the derived equivalence class of the contraction
algebras, is intrinsic to the algebra. Thus, starting with just a contraction algebra, we
can recover a ‘picture’ of its entire derived equivalence class in the following sense.

Given a contraction algebra Ao, of a complete local isolated cDV singularity Spec R,
let H be the hyperplane arrangement determined by two-term tilting complexes. By
Theorem 7.1, this matches the hyperplane arrangement H s for some maximal rigid object
M € CMR such that Acon = Endp(M). In particular, the chambers of H naturally
correspond to maximal rigid objects and paths correspond to the derived equivalences
Fy. Further, by Theorem 4.4, the directed skeleton graph of H is the double of the
mutation graph of maximal rigid objects. The latter object was studied in [Au] and we
now combine the results from there with the results from this paper to obtain the following
summary theorem, where all the results are contained in other parts of these two papers,
but here we group them all together to give the overall picture. For clarity, note that if an
arrow s; is assigned the functor F;, the path corresponding to travelling along this arrow
backwards, namely s; !, is assigned the functor F, !

Theorem 7.2. Given a contraction algebra Acon of a complete local isolated ¢DV singu-
larity Spec R, let H be the hyperplane arrangement determined by two-term tilting com-
plexes. Choosing a mazimal rigid object M € CM R such that Acon = Endp (M), then the
following hold.

(1) The only basic algebras in the derived equivalence class of Acon are the contraction
algebras of Spec R; or equivalently, the endomorphism algebras of two-term tilting
complezes of Acon. In particular, there are finitely many such algebras.
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(2) For any standard derived equivalence
F := RHomy__ (T, —): D’(Acon) — DP(I),

there exists a (not necessarily positive) path o« in Xy starting in chamber Cyy,
and an algebra isomorphism y: I' = Teon := End g (vo M) such that

F= RHomF(yFCOHa _) o Fy,

where Fy is as in notation 5.6. In other words, any standard derived equivalence
(up to algebra isomorphism) from Acon is obtained as a path starting at Cypy.

(3) All standard derived equivalences from Acon are the composition of two-term tilts
and their inverses.

(4) The standard autoequivalences of DP(Acon) are determined precisely (up to alge-
bra isomorphism) by paths Chy — Cn in the mutation graph, where N satisfies
End(N) = Acon.

(5) If «,p: C;r — Cn are two paths, then Fy = Fp if and only if o ~ B in the
Deligne groupoid. In other words, the F; satisfy precisely the Deligne groupoid
relations.

(6) For any atom o: Cpy — Ch, the two-sided tilting complex giving Fy is given in
Corollary 4.15.

(7) The atoms starting at Cy; determine precisely (up to algebra isomorphism) the
standard equivalences induced by two-term tilting complexes of Acon-

Proof. The first statement of part (1) is [Au, 4.12] while the second follows as the bijection
between maximal rigid objects and two-term tilting complexes preserves endomorphism
rings by Corollary 5.13. Part (2) is [Au, 3.16], which uses Proposition 2.14 and the fact
that 7 must be isomorphic to ptyAcon for some path «, similar to the proof of Corollary
5.11. Parts (3) and (4) follow directly from (2), while part (5) follows from Corollary 6.11.
Part (6) is Corollary 4.15 and part (7) is Corollary 5.11. O

In this way, the mutation graph of maximal rigid objects (or equivalently of two-term
tilting complexes of Acon) can be viewed as a ‘picture’ of the derived equivalence class;
the contraction algebras (the basic members of the equivalence class) sit at the vertices
and paths determine all standard derived equivalences. Using the Deligne groupoid, which
is also completely determined by the two-term tilting complexes of Acon, we are further
able to control the composition of these equivalences and thus obtain a complete under-
standing of the members of the derived equivalence class and of the standard equivalences
between them. In particular, part (6) of Theorem 7.2 allows us to determine all the
autoequivalences of a contraction algebra and the relations between them.

Remark 7.3. Using part (6) of Theorem 7.2, we would like to say the injective group
homomorphism

71 (C"\He) — Auteq(DP(Acon))

from Corollary 6.12 is almost surjective in the sense that it hits every standard equivalence
(up to algebra isomorphism). This might allow us to obtain a similar result to that of
[Mi, 4.4]; determining the group of standard equivalences, otherwise known as the derived
picard group of Acop, as a semi-direct product. However, for a maximal rigid object M, the
object 2M is another maximal rigid object with the same stable endomorphism algebra
as M. In particular, each contraction algebra appears at least twice in our ‘picture’ of the
derived equivalence class and thus some autoequivalences are obtained as paths between
their corresponding vertices, rather than as a loop at a single vertex. This shows the need
for the groupoid picture when visualising the derived equivalence class.

APPENDIX A. TRACKING THROUGH DERIVED EQUIVALENCES

This appendix is devoted to proving some of the technical results referred to in the
proofs of §3.1.

Recall that for a complete local isolated ¢cDV singularity Spec R, the category of max-
imal Cohen-Macaulay modules, denoted CM R, is a Krull-Schmidt, Frobenius category.
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Further, by Proposition 2.3, the stable category CM R is a k-linear, Hom-finite, Krull-
Schmidt, 2-Calabi—Yau triangulated category whose shift functor is given by the inverse
syzygy functor Q~1, which satisfies Q? = id. In particular, for any M, N € CM R there
are isomorphisms

Exth (M, QN) = Hom (M, N) = Exth(QM, N)
which we will use freely throughout.

Setup A.1. Let Spec R be a complete local isolated cDV singularity and choose a basic
rigid object M := é M; € CM R with My = R. Write A := Endgr(M). Choosing i # 0
and mutating at ]\i-:(;)ia the exchange sequence
0— M 2%V, % K, -0 (A.A)
we obtain v;M = M/M; @ K; and I := Endgr(v;M). Further, we set Acon := End (M)
and Teon := Endp(v;M).
By Theorem 2.15, the I'-A-bimodule T := Hompg (M, v; M) induces an equivalence
RHomy (T, —): D°(A) — DP(T") (A.B)

with inverse given by — @% T'. The purpose of this section is to track I'on € DP(T') back
through this equivalence.

Theorem A.2 (Theorem A.12). With the setup of A.1, there is an isomorphism

Teon @k T2 (0 — @D Homp(M, M;)) & (Homp (M, M;) 2°= Homp(M, V)
J#i
in DP(A).
To set notation, consider the following.
1) The projective A-modules are P; := Hompg(M, M;) for i =0,...,n.
(2) The projective Acon-modules are A; := Homp (M, M;) fori=1,...,n.
(3) The projective I'-modules are Q); := Hompg(v;M, M;) for j =0,...,n and j # 4, and
Qi = HOHlR(ViM, Kz)
(4) The projective I'son-modules are B; := Homp (v, M, M;) for j = 1,...,n and j # 1,
and B1 = I‘IO_IHR(VZ'M, Kz)
To prove Theorem A.2, we begin by tracking projective I'-modules through the functor
(A.B).

Lemma A.3. The equivalence (A.B) restricts to an equivalence projI' — add(T), and
thus
P, ifj#i
. L ~ J ’
@erT= { omp(M,K;) if j =i.
Moreover, if f: N — N’ is any morphism in add(v;M), then Hompg(v;M, ) maps to
Homp(M, f) under the equivalence.
Proof. AsT is a projective ['-module, it is clear T @E T =~ T'®r T = T and thus, as — Q% T
is an additive equivalence, it must restrict to an equivalence add(I") — add(T). Recalling
that projI’ = add(T") completes the proof of the first statement.
For an indecomposable module N € add(v;M), the isomorphism can be described
explicitly as
¢N : HOHlR(ViM, N) Xr HomR(M, ViM) — HomR(M, N)
g@9' —god
with inverse given by h — pr®ioh where pr: v;M — N and ¢: N — v;M are the natural

projection and inclusion maps. Thus, if f: N — N’ is any map between indecomposables
in add(v; M), the equivalence (A.B) maps Hompg(v, M, f) to

on+ o (Homp(v; M, f) ®id) o ¢': Homp(M, N) — Homp (M, N')
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satisfying
on o (Homp(v; M, f) ®id) o ¢5' (s) = ¢ o (Hompg(v;M, f) @ id)(pr @i o s)
— gn(fopr@ios)
= foproios
=fos
= Homp (M, f)(s)

for all s: M — N. Recalling that — ®F T is an additive functor then completes the
proof. (I

Using Lemma A.3, T';on-modules can be tracked back through the equivalence (A.B)
if their projective resolution as a I'-module can be computed. The following lemma helps
with this.

Lemma A.4. Suppose that N is a basic rigid object in CM R with R € add(N) and that
N; 2 R is an indecomposable summand of N. If k = rk(N;) + rk(QN;), then there is a
projective resolution of Homp(N, N;) as an Endgr(N)-module of the form

0 — Hompg(N, N;) — Homg(N, R*) — Homg (N, R*) — Hompg(N, N;) — 0.
Proof. Given N;, Proposition 2.3 shows that Q? 2 id and hence there are exact sequences
0—QN; = RF - N; =0 (A.C)
0— N; - R¥ - QN; —» 0 (A.D)

which come from taking the syzygy of N; and QN; respectively. Using that R is injective
in CM R to get Exti(N, R) = 0, applying Hompg (N, —) to (A.C) gives the exact sequence

0 — Hompg(N, QN;) — Homg(N, R*) — Homg(N, N;) — Homp(N, N;) — 0.

Similarly, since N is rigid in CM R, applying Hompg(N, —) to (A.D) gives the exact se-
quence

0 — Homp(N, N;) — Homg(N, R*) — Hompg(N, QN;) — 0.
Splicing these two together gives the required result. (I

Since T'eon = @?:1 Bj, to prove Theorem A.2, it will be enough to track each B;
through the equivalence (A.B). We start with the case when j # i.

Lemma A.5. Under the setup of A.1, when j #i, B; @k T = A; in DP(A).
Proof. By Lemma A .4 there is a projective resolution of B; as a I'module of the form
0—=Q; = Qy = Qy —Q; —0.

Applying — ®r T termwise to this complex gives B; ®L T but, by Lemma A.3, this is
precisely

0= P =P’ —P" =P —0

where the maps are precisely those giving a projective resolution of A; as a A-module, by
Lemma A.4. Thus, B; @& T is quasi-isomorphic to 4; and hence isomorphic in DP(A). O

To deal with the j = ¢ case, we consider the exact sequences

00K, S5 R % K, -0

>

0— Ki LR 40K, —0
coming from taking syzygies of K; and QLK respectively.
Lemma A.6. Under the setup of A.1, the compler B; @& T is isomorphic in DP(A) to
0 = Homp (M, K;) ©°=5 Homp(M, R¥) £°7°Z5 Homp(M, R¥) 2°=5 Homp(M, Ki) — 0
(A.G)

and hence has homology;
(1) Homp(M, K;) in degree 0;
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(2) Homp(M,QK;) in degree —1;
(3) 0 elsewhere.

Proof. By Lemma A.4 the sequence

0_>Qi flo— ]6; fog'o— ]OC go— Ql_>0

is a ['-projective resolution of B; and thus to get B; ®{: T, we can apply — ®r T termwise
to this complex. By Lemma A.3 this is exactly (A.G).
To compute the homology, apply Hompg (M, —) to (A.E) to obtain the exact sequence

0 — Homp (M, QK;) 225 Homp(M, R*) =5 Homp(M, K;) — Extk (M, QK;) — 0

which shows
Hompg (M, K;)/Im(g o —) = Extk(M, QK;) = Homp (M, K;).
This shows the homology in degree 0. Since the sequence is exact
Ker(go —) =Im(f o —) 2 Homg (M, QK;)
and further, Im(f o g’ o —) 2 Im(g’ o —) as f is injective. Thus,
Ker(go —)/Im(f o g o —) =2 Homg(M,QK;)/Im(¢' o —) 2 Homy (M, QK;)

where the last isomorphism comes from the exact sequence

0 — Homp(M, K;) 1°7s Homp(M, R*) 275 Homp (M, QK;) — Extl (M, K;) — 0

obtained by applying Hompg (M, —) to the exact sequence (A.F). This sequence also shows
that the complex (A.G) is exact elsewhere. O

Since B; ®% T has zero homology outside degrees —1 and 0, the complex can be
truncated appropriately to give a quasi-isomorphic complex.

Corollary A.7. The complex B; ®II< T is quasi-isomorphic to the truncated complex
0 — Homp(M, R*)/Im(f o ¢’ o =) L= Hompg (M, K;) — 0. (A.H)

In particular, to prove Theorem A.2, we now only need to show the complexes of
A-modules, (A.H) and

Hom ;,(M, M;) 2°= Hom (M, V;),

are quasi-isomorphic. To do this, we will construct a complex of projective A-modules
which is quasi-isomorphic to both. This involves first finding projective resolutions of
Hompg(M, K;) and Homg(M, R¥)/Im(f o g’ o —).

Lemma A.8. (1) The sequence
0 — Homp (M, M;) 227 Homyy (M, Vi) 227 Homp(M, K;) — 0 (AD)

is exact and so is a projective resolution of Homp(M, K;) as a A-module.

(2) The sequence
b;o— flod;o— fog'o—

0 — Hompg(M, M;) —— Homp(M,V;) Hompg(M, R¥)
(Mv Rk) (M7 Rk)/Im(f og'o _) —0

Homp — Homp

is a projective resolution of Hompg(M, R¥)/Im(f o ¢’ o —) as a A-module.

Proof. (1) Applying Hompg(M, —) to the exchange sequence (A.A) and using the rigidity
of M shows Ext}(M, M;) = 0 so that (A.I) is exact.
(2) The sequence

0 — Homp(M, K;) 12 Homp(M, R*) £°2°= Homp(M, R¥)

is exact using the proof of Lemma A.6. Taking the cokernel and splicing this sequence
with (A.I) gives the result. O
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To construct a projective complex quasi-isomorphic to the complex (A.H), we need
maps between the projective resolutions constructed in Lemma A.8. For this, the following
lemma is useful.

Lemma A.9. There exists maps s: R¥ — V; and x: QK; — M; such that the following
diagram commutes.

b; d;

0 M; V; K; 0
f g

0 QK; R K; 0

Further, these maps give an exact sequence

() (- o)

0—QK;, —% R M; ——5 V; - 0. (A.J)

Proof. The map s exists because RF is projective and d; is a surjective map. Then the
map x exists using the universal property of kernels.

Viewing the rows of the commutative diagram as complexes, this construction gives a
map between two exact complexes which therefore must be a quasi-isomorphism. Thus,

the mapping cone,
—f _ 0
), i, G0) (4 a)
0—-QK, —R'oM;, — K;®V;,— K; — 0.

is necessarily exact. In the commutative diagram below,

0 0 0 0
,f)
v k (s b) 0
0 QOK; R & M; Vi 0 0
—d;
oy ld -g 0 ( id )
z s b (id )
0 —— QK; RE @ M, K, oV, K; 0
(id  di) id
0 0 0 0 0 K —9 K, 0
0 0 0 0

the first, second and fourth columns are obviously exact while the third column is exact
as it is the mapping cone of the map:

0 v, —4 0
T
id
0 K, K, 0

Thus all the columns are exact and so we have a short exact sequence of complexes.
Considering the long exact sequence of homology associated to this short exact sequence
shows that the first row is exact since the second and third are. O

This gives us everything we need to construct a complex of projective A-modules
quasi-isomorphic to B; @ T.
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Lemma A.10. With notation as above, and writing r(X,Y) = Homg(X,Y), the chain
map
fog'o—

bio— filOdio* k (—mog’o—) k ('S077 b"'oi)
R(M7 J\/-[Z) — R(M7‘/Z) - R(MaR ) R(MaR )@R(M7 ]‘/-[z) R(Ma‘/z)

S

0 0 0 /(M R¥)/Tm(fog' o —) = p(M,K;)

is a quasi-isomorphism where pr: r(M, R¥) —r (M, R¥)/Im(fog’o—) denotes the natural
surjection. In particular, B; ®% T is isomorphic in DP(A) to the complez in the top row.

Proof. First note that the diagram is a chain map because d; o b; = 0 and d; o s = g by
construction. Also, by Lemma A.8 and Lemma A.9, there is a double complex

0

Homp (M, M;) 0
bjo— 0
Homp (M, V;) . 0
f'odjo— 0
Homp (M, R¥) rog'o” Hompg(M, M;)
fog'o— bjo—
Homp (M, BY) ——°, Homp(M, V)
pr dio—
Homp (M, R¥)/Im(f o g’ 0 —) ——— Homp(M, K;)

where the columns are acyclic. A standard result from homological algebra says the
total complex of a bounded double complex with acyclic columns is acyclic [W, 1.2.5].
However, the total complex of this double complex is precisely (up to % signs on the
maps) the mapping cone of the given chain map and so the chain map must be a quasi-
isomorphism. The final statement then follows by combining this quasi-isomorphism with
that of Lemma A.7. O

Finally, it needs to be shown that the complex of projectives constructed in Lemma
A.10 is also quasi-isomorphic to

Hom (M, M;) 2°= Hom (M, V;).

Lemma A.11. Writing r(X,Y) := Hompg(X,Y), the following chain map is a quasi-
isomorphism:

bjo— f’Odiof k(j:gg?o_—) k (SO_’ b"o_)

R(M7M’L) — R(Mv‘/z) _— R(MaR ) I R(MaR )@R(MaMz) - R(Ma‘/;)

lo [0 [o (0 pr) pr

b;o—
0 0 0 Hom (M, M;) Homp (M, V;).

Proof. Combining Lemma A.10 and Lemma A.6, the top complex has homology:
(1) Homp(M, K;) in degree 0;
(2) Homp(M,QK;) in degree —1;
(3) 0 elsewhere.

The exchange sequence (A.A) induces a triangle

M; 25 v 25 K — QM;
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in CM R. Applying Homp (M, —) and using rigidity of M gives an exact sequence

0 — Hom (M, QK;) — Hom g (M, M;) 2°=5 Hom (M, V) £°= Hom (M, K;) — 0

which shows the homology of the two complexes are the same. Thus, to prove the claim
it is enough to show the maps on homology are surjective in degrees 0 and —1.
In degree 0, the map

Hompg (M, V;) 25 Homp(M, Vi) — Homp (M, V;)/ Im(b; o —)

is the composition of two surjective maps and hence is surjective. Also, any map in the
image of (s o— b;o 7) is clearly in the kernel of this map and so the map on homology
must be surjective.

In degree —1, take «: M — M; such that b; o & factors through add(R); that is,

pr(x) € Ker(Homp(M, M;) biom, Hom (M, V;)). In particular, b; o @ = b2 0 87 for some
01: M — R™ and 85: R™ — V; where m € N. To show the map on homology is surjective
we need to show there exists ¢: M — RF and ¢': M — M; such that (¢,¢') is in the
kernel of (so— b; o —) and pr(¢’) = pr(x).

Since R™ is projective, Hompg(R™, —) is exact and hence applying this to the exact
sequence (A.J) shows that

so— bjo—
Homp(R™, R¥) ® Homg(R™, M;) (—)> Hompz(R™,V;)

is surjective. Thus there exists p: R™ — RF and y: R™ — M; such that
do=soPf+0boy.
This gives
bjoox=s50PBod; +b;oyobd;
and so (—f 0 81, x —y 0 81) belongs to the kernel of

(so— bio—)
_—

Hompz(M, R*) @ Hompg (M, M;) Hompg (M, V).

Moreover, since pr: Homp (M, M;) — Hom g (M, M;) is the natural surjection, applying
(0 pr) to (=B ody, & —yody) gives

pr(a—7yod;) = pr(x)

as y oy factors through add(R). This shows the map on homology is surjective and hence
is an isomorphism. O

We now have all the results required to prove Theorem A.2.

Theorem A.12 (Theorem A.2). With the setup of A.1, there is an isomorphism

Feon ©F 72 (0~ € Hom (M, M;)) & (Homp(M, M) = Homp (M, V).

J#i
in DP(A).
Proof. Since Ty, = @?:1 Bj, it is enough to show that
Bj @ T = Homp(M, M;)
when j # ¢, which holds by Lemma A.5 and that
B; @F T = (Homp(M, M;) ““= Homp (M, V;))

which follows by combining Lemmas A.10 and A.11. O

Remark A.13. Note that in this process we have constructed a complex of projective
A-modules, which is quasi-isomorphic to the tilting complex,
(0 — @D Hom (M, M;)) @ (Homp (M, M;) * Homp (M, V), (AK)
j#i
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from Theorem 2.16. In particular, when j # i take P; to be the projective resolution
0 — Homp (M, M;) — Hompg(M, R") — Homgr (M, R™) — Homg(M, M;) — 0.

of Homp (M, M;) as a A-module, as in Lemma A.4. Further, set P; to be the complex of
projective A-modules

0 — Homg(M, M;) — Hompg(M, V;) — Homg(M, R*) — Hom(M, R* & M;) — Homg(M,V;) — 0,
constructed in A.10, which, by A.11, is quasi-isomorphic to

How (M, M;) %°=5 Homp(M, V).

n
Then P := @ P, is clearly quasi-isomorphic to (A.K). This is a tool useful for calculations
j=1
in the main paper.
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