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FROBENIUS-PERRON THEORY OF
REPRESENTATIONS OF QUIVERS

J.J. ZHANG AND J.-H. ZHOU

ABSTRACT. The Frobenius-Perron theory of an endofunctor of a category was
introduced in recent years [14, 15]. We apply this theory to monoidal (or
tensor) triangulated structures of quiver representations.

0. INTRODUCTION

Throughout let k be a base field that is algebraically closed. Algebraic objects
are defined over k.

The Frobenius-Perron dimension of an object in a semisimple finite tensor (or
fusion) category was introduced by Etingof-Nikshych-Ostrik in 2005 [19]. Since then
it has become an extremely useful invariant in the study of fusion categories and
representations of semisimple (weak and/or quasi-)Hopf algebras. By examining
the Frobenius-Perron dimension of all objects in a finite tensor category one can
determine whether the category is equivalent to the representation category of a
finite-dimensional quasi-Hopf algebra [20, Proposition 2.6]. The Frobenius-Perron
dimension of a fusion category is also a crucial invariant in the classification of
fusion categories as well as that of semisimple Hopf algebras. An important project
is to develop the Frobenius-Perron theory for not-necessarily semisimple tensor
(or monoidal) categories. A step departing from semisimple categories, or abelian
categories of global dimension 0, is to study the hereditary ones (of global dimension
one). Ultimately Frobenius-Perron theory should provide powerful tools and useful
invariants for projects like

Project 0.1. Describe and understand weak bialgebras [Definition 1.7] and weak
Hopf algebras [11, Definition 2.1] that are hereditary as associative algebras.

Note that an analogous classification project of hereditary prime Hopf algebras
was finished in a remarkable paper by Wu-Liu-Ding [63] a few years ago. Some
recent efforts pertaining on homological aspects of noetherian weak Hopf algebras
were presented in [57]. Recall from [51] that a monoidal triangulated category is a
monoidal category T in the sense of [18, Definition 2.2.1] that is triangulated and,
for which, the tensor product ®7 : 7 x T — T is an exact bifunctor. Given a Hopf
algebra (respectively, weak and /or quasi- Hopf algebra/bialgebra) H, its comultipli-
cation induces a monoidal structure on the category of representations of H. The
corresponding derived category has a canonical monoidal triangulated structure.
Monoidal triangulated structures appear naturally in several other subjects.
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Algebraic geometry. A classical theorem of Gabriel [21] states that a noetherian
scheme X can be reconstructed from the abelian category of coherent sheaves over
X, denoted by coh(X). Hence the abelian category coh(X) captures all information
about the space X. Recent development in derived algebraic geometry suggests that
the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves over X, denoted by D®(coh(X)), is
sometimes a better category to work with when we are considering many geometric
problems such as moduli problems. When X is smooth, D’(coh(X)) is equipped
with a natural tensor (=symmetric monoidal) triangulated structure in the sense
of [5, Definition 1.1].

Tensor triangulated geometry. Tensor triangulated categories have been studied
by Balmer [5] and many others, where the study of tensor triangulated categories
has been sometimes referred to as tensor triangulated geometry. Balmer defined the
prime spectrum, denoted by Spc(7T), of a small tensor triangulated category 7 by
using the thick subcategories which behave like prime ideals under the tensor prod-
uct. Note that Spc(T) is a locally ringed space [5, Remark 6.4]. This idea has been
shown to be widely applicable to algebraic geometry, homotopy theory and repre-
sentation theory. Recently Vashaw-Yakimov and Nakano-Vashaw-Yakimov [62, 51]
developed a noncommutative version of the Balmer spectrum, or noncommutative
tensor triangulated geometry (in the words of the authors of [51]).

Noncommutative algebraic geometry. Following Grothendieck, to do geometry
you really don’t need a space, all you need is a category of sheaves on this would-be
space [48, p.78]. Following [62, 51], we would like to consider or view monoidal
triangulated categories as appropriate categories for doing a new kind of noncom-
mutative geometry. For example, if 7" is a noetherian Koszul Artin-Schelter regu-
lar algebra, then the bounded derived category of the noncommutative projective
scheme associated to T, denoted by T := D’(projT), has at least two different
monoidal triangulated structures [Example 7.9]. In this situation, it would be very
interesting to understand how the “geometry” of projT interacts with “monoidal
triangulated structures” on 7. Fix a general triangulated category, still denoted
by 7, it is common that there are many different monoidal triangulated structures
on T (with the same underlying triangulated structure) that reflect on different
hidden properties of 7. So it is worth distinguishing different types of monoidal
triangulated structures on 7 and finding a definition of the “size” of these struc-
tures.

Quiver representations. A related subject is the representation theory of quivers
that has become a popular topic since Gabriel’s work in the 1970s [22, 23, 24]. For a
given quiver, it is naturally equipped with a monoidal structure in the category of its
representations, induced by the vertex-wise tensor product of vector spaces (E2.1.1).
The monoidal structure of quiver representations has been studied by Strassen
[60] in relation with orbit-closure degeneration in 2000, and later by Herschend
[29, 30, 31, 32, 33] in the relation with the bialgebra structure on the path algebra
during 2005-2012. Herschend solved the Clebsch-Gordan problem for quivers of
type A, D, and Eg 7.5 in [31, 32]. As for tame type, Herschend also gave solutions
for type A, in [29] and the quivers with relations that correspond to string algebras
in [33]. One of our basic objects in this paper is the bounded derived category
D’(A — mod) for a finite dimensional weak bialgebra A. (We usually consider
hereditary, but not semisimple, algebras.) Since A is a weak bialgebra, A — mod
has an induced monoidal abelian structure; and hence, D’(A — mod) is a monoidal
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triangulated category in the sense of [51]. Note that, even for a finite quiver @,
[30, Proposition 4] and [35, Theorem 3.2] give different weak bialgebra structures on
A := kQ which produce different monoidal triangulated structures on D?(A—mod).

Connections between geometry, quiver representations, and weak bialgebras. Go-
ing back to classical geometry, let X be a smooth projective scheme. If X is equipped
with a full strongly exceptional sequence (also called strong full exceptional se-

quence by some authors) {&1,--- ,&,} [Definition 7.8], then there is a triangulated
equivalence
(E0.1.1) D(coh(X)) = D?(A — mod)

where A is the finite dimensional algebra [End pb(con(x)) (©7=1€:)]°P (some details
can be found at the end of Section 7). Since A is finite dimensional (and of finite
global dimension), it seems easier to study A than to study X in some aspects.
Equivalence (E0.1.1) induces a monoidal structure on D°(A — mod) which usually
does not come from any weak bialgebra structures of A [Example 7.9]; or in some
extreme cases, there is no weak bialgebra structure on A at all. For such an al-
gebra A, it is imperative to understand and even to classify all possible monoidal
triangulated structures of D’(A — mod) (though A may not be a weak bialgebra).

Another well-known example of such a connection is from the study of weighted
projective lines, introduced by Geigle-Lenzing [26] in 1985 (see Section 6). Since
then weighted projective lines have been studied extensively by many researchers.
Let coh(X) denote the category of coherent sheaves over a weighted projective line
X. When X is domestic, a version of (E0.1.1) holds and the representation type of
A (appeared in the right-hand side of (E0.1.1)) is tame, see Lemma 6.1(2). This is
one of the key facts that we will use in this paper.

Recently, a new definition of Frobenius-Perron dimension was introduced in [14,
15] where the authors extended its original definition from an object in a semisimple
finite tensor category to an endofunctor of any k-linear category. (We refer to
Definition 1.3 for some relevant definitions.) It turns out that new Frobenius-
Perron invariants are sensitive to monoidal structures; as a consequence, these are
crucial to distinguish different monoidal triangulated structures. One general goal
of this paper is to provide evidence that the Frobenius-Perron invariants are effective
to study monoidal triangulated structures. Some basic properties and interesting
applications of Frobenius-Perron-type invariants can be found in [14, 15].

In this paper, we focus on different weak bialgebra structures on the path algebras
of finite quivers and the Frobenius-Perron theory for finite dimensional hereditary
weak bialgebras. As mentioned above, this is one step beyond the semisimple case.

Definition 0.2. Let 7 be a monoidal category and let P be a function
{endofunctors of T} — R>o.

Note that P could be Frobenius-Perron dimension or Frobenius-Perron curvature
as given in Definition 1.3(6,7). For every object M in T, let P(M) denote the
P-value of the tensor functor M @ —: T — T.

(1) We say T is P-finite if P(M) < oo for all objects M. Otherwise, T is called
P-infinite.

(2) If T is P-infinite and if P(M) < oo for all indecomposable objects M, then
T is called P-tame.

(3) If T is neither P-finite nor P-tame, then it is called P-wild.
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Our first main result concerns the trichotomy of fpd-finite/tame/wild property.
Let rep(Q) be the category of finite dimensional representations of a quiver Q.

Theorem 0.3. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver and let T be the triangulated category
D"(rep(Q)).

(1) Q is of finite type if and only if T is fpd-finite for every monoidal triangu-
lated structure on T, and if and only if there is one monoidal triangulated
structure on T such that T is fpd-finite.

(2) Q is of tame type if and only if there is a monoidal triangulated structure
on T such that T is fpd-tame. In this case, there must be another monoidal
triangulated structure on T such that T is fpd-wild.

(3) Q is of wild type if and only if T is fpd-wild for every monoidal triangulated
structure on T .

(4) If Q is tame or wild, then every monoidal triangulated structure on T is
fpd-infinite.

Note that in part (2) of the above theorem, there are two different monoidal
triangulated structures on 7T, one of which is fpd-tame and the other is not. We
refer to Definition 3.1 for the definition of a discrete monoidal structure. By the
above theorem, it is rare to have fpd-finite monoidal triangulated structures on 7.
When it exists, we can say a bit more. The canonical weak bialgebra structure on
the path algebra k@ is given in Lemma 2.1(1).

Theorem 0.4. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary weak bialgebra such that
the induced monoidal structure on A — mod is discrete. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) A is of finite representation type,

(b) fpd(M) < oo for every irreducible representation M € A — mod,

(¢) Ipd(M) < oo for every indecomposable representation M € A — mod,

(d) fpd(M) < oo for every representation M € A — mod,

(e) fpd(X) < oo for every indecomposable object X € D’(A —mod),

(f) The induced monoidal triangulated structure on D®(A —mod) is fpd-finite.

Suppose further that A is the path algebra k@ with canonical weak bialgebra
structure. It follows from Gabriel’s theorem that any of conditions (a) to (e) is
equivalent to

e
f

(g) Q is a finite union of quivers of type ADE.

Since condition (a) in the above theorem is an algebra property, the fpd-finiteness
of D*(A — mod) only depends on the algebra structure of A, though the definition
of fpd(X) uses the coalgebra structure of A. Note that condition (a) is not equiva-
lent to condition (b) if we remove the hereditary hypothesis in the above theorem
[Remark 7.3(3)].

Following BGP-reflection functors [8], Happel showed that, for Dynkin quivers
with the same underlying Dynkin diagram, their derived categories are triangu-
lated equivalent [28]. This remarkable theorem is one of most beautiful results
in representation theory of finite dimensional algebras. In contrast, the story is
very different when we are working with monoidal triangulated structures of the de-
rived category of Dynkin quivers, see Theorem 0.5 below. As indicated in [14, 15],
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Frobenius-Perron-type invariants are extremely useful to study derived (or triangu-
lated) categories. Using the Frobenius-Perron curvature, denoted by fpv, of objects
in D?(A — mod) we can prove the following.

Theorem 0.5. Let A and B be finite dimensional hereditary weak bialgebras. As-
sume either A is a bialgebra or A — mod is discrete. Suppose that the monoidal
triangulated categories D*(A—mod) and D®(B—mod) are equivalent. Then A—mod
and B — mod are equivalent as monoidal abelian categories.

As a consequence, we have

Corollary 0.6. Suppose that the bounded derived categories of representations of
two finite acyclic quivers are equivalent as monoidal triangulated categories. Then
the quivers are isomorphic.

There is also a result concerning an analogue of a t-structure in the monoidal
triangulated setting, see Theorem 0.7 below. We introduce the notion of an mtt-
structure on a monoidal triangulated category in Section 5. Undefined terminologies
can be found in Sections 4 and 5.

Theorem 0.7. Let A be a finite dimensional weak bialgebra that is hereditary as
an algebra. Suppose that the induced monoidal structure on A — mod is discrete.
Then there is a unique hereditary mtt-structure with deviation zero on the monoidal
triangulated category D’(A —mod).

It is clear that Theorem 0.7 applies to D®(rep(Q)) where Q is a finite acyclic
quiver. A t-structure on a triangulated category has been studied extensively since
it was introduced by Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne in [7]. It is natural to study all
mit-structures of a monoidal triangulated category. In fact, mtt-structures service
as a compelling system of a monoidal triangulated category. It is well-known that
(hereditary) t-structures on D®(rep(Q)) are not unique even for quivers of type A,
defined below, for n > 3. Therefore it is surprising that certain mtt-structures
(see Theorem 0.7) are unique. This uniqueness result would have other significant
consequences than Theorem 0.5 and Corollary 0.6. It is also interesting to search for
other classes of monoidal triangulated categories such that the uniqueness property
holds for certain mtt-structures.

Though there are more than one tensor structures on the path algebra k@ for
a quiver @), one of these structures is from the natural coalgebra structure on k@,
similar to group algebras [Lemma 2.1(1)]. We will present more results concern-
ing the Frobenius-Perron dimensions of indecomposable representations under such
tensor structure. Before that we need to introduce some notation. By definition, a
type A quiver (or more precisely, type A,, quiver) is a quiver of the following form

(o5} a2 Qj—1 g Qp—1

(E0.7.1) 1

where each arrow «; is either — or +—. For each quiver of type A,,, the arrows
«; will be specified. It is easy to see that, for each n > 3, there are more than
one quivers of type A, up to isomorphisms. Let us fix a quiver of type A, say
@, as above. For 1 < i < j < n, we define a thin representation of (), denoted by

M{i,j}, by

(E0.7.2) (M{i,5})s = {

k :1<s<y,

0 otherwise
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and
(E0.7.3) (M{i,5})a. = {

Idy 1<s< 7
0 otherwise.

(This thin representation is sometimes called an interval module by other re-
searchers.) Then by [25, p.63], all such M{i,j} form the complete list of inde-
composable representations of @ [Lemma 1.10]. For all i < j, we say

a sink if ¢j-1 =— (or i =1) and a; =+— (or j =n),
M{i,j} is S asource  if aj_q =+— (ori=1)and aj =— (or j = n),
a flow if ;1 = oy, and it is either — or <—.
Since rep(Q) is hereditary, every indecomposable object in the bounded derived
category D°(rep(Q)) is of the form M{i,j}[m] for some m € Z. We have the

following result for type A,. Some computation in the case of type D,, quivers is
given in [64].

Theorem 0.8. Let Q be a quiver of type A, for some positive integer n. Then the
following hold in the bounded derived category D°(rep(Q)) with tensor defined as in
(E2.1.1).

(1) fpd(M{i,j}[m]) =0 for allm <0 and m > 1.

1 if M{i,j} is a sink,
(2) fpd(M{i,7}[0]) = ¢ min{i,n — 5+ 1} if M{i,j} is a source,
1 if M{i,j} is a flow.
min{i — 1L,n —j} of M{i,j} is a sink,
(3) fpd(M{i,j}[1]) =40 if M{i,j} is a source,
0 if M{i,j} is a flow.

Related to Project 0.1 we are also very much interested in the following questions.

Question 0.9. Let A be a finite dimensional weak bialgebra or just an algebra, or
k@ where @ is a finite acyclic quiver.
(1) How to determine all monoidal abelian structures on the abelian category
A —mod?
(2) How to determine all monoidal triangulated structures on the derived cat-
egory D(A — mod)?

The paper is organized as follows. Section 1 contains some basic definitions. In
particular, we recall the definition of the Frobenius-Perron dimension of an endo-
functor. In Section 2 we review some preliminaries on quiver representations. The
notion of a discrete monoidal abelian category is introduced in Section 3. A natural
example of a discrete monoidal structure is rep()) which is the main object in this
paper. Theorem 0.4 is proved in Section 4. In Section 5, we introduce the notion
of an mtt-structure of a monoidal triangulated category that is a monoidal version
of the t-structure of a triangulated category. Theorems 0.5 and 0.7, and Corollary
0.6 are proved near the end of Section 5. Section 6 focuses on the proof of Theorem
0.3 which uses some detailed information about weighted projective lines. Section
7 contains various examples which indicate the richness of monoidal triangulated
structures from different subjects. Section 8 consists of the proof of Theorem 0.8
with some non-essential details left out.
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1. SOME BASIC DEFINITIONS

This section contains several basic definitions which will be used in later sections.
Recall from [18, Definition 2.1.1] that a monoidal category C consists of the
following data:
(o) a category C,
(o) a bifunctor ® : C x C — C, called tensor functor,
(e) for each triple (X,Y, Z) in C, a natural isomorphism

axyz (X0Y)®Z 5 X (Y ®2),
(e) an object 1 € C, called unit object,
(e) natural isomorphisms Ix : 1 ® X S Xandryx : X® — X for each X in
C,

such that the pentagon axiom [18, (2.2)] and the triangle axiom [18, (2.10)] hold.
The definitions of a braiding {cx v } x,yec on a monoidal category C and of a braided
monoidal category are given in [18, Definitions 8.1.1 and 8.1.2] respectively.

By [18, Definition 8.1.12], a braided monoidal category C is called symmetric if

cy,x ocx,y = tdxgy

for all objects X,Y € C.
We are usually considering k-linear categories. Now we recall some definitions.

Definition 1.1. Let C be a monoidal category.

(1) We say C is monoidal k-linear if
(1a) C is k-linear,
(1b) morphisms and functors involving in the definition of monoidal cate-
gory are all k-linear, and
(1c) the tensor functor preserves direct sums in each argument.
(2) We say C is monoidal abelian if
(2a) C is a k-linear abelian category,
(2b) C is monoidal k-linear in the sense of part (1),
(2¢) the tensor functor preserves exact sequences in each argument.
[51] We say C is monoidal triangulated if
(3a) C is k-linear triangulated category,
(3b) C is monoidal k-linear in the sense of part (1),
(3c) the tensor functor preserves exact triangles and commutes with the
suspension in each argument.
(3d) the suspension satisfies the anti-commuting diagram given at the end
of the definition of a suspended monoidal category [61, Definition 1.4].

(3)

By the way, we will not be using the axiom (3d) in the above definition in this
paper. A tensor triangulated category in the sense of [5, Definition 1.1] is just a
symmetric monoidal triangulated category. We refer the reader to [18] for other
details.

Let (C,®,1) be a monoidal category and A be another category. Following [37,
p.62], by an action of C on A we mean a strong monoidal functor

F=(f,].f):C— [AA,

where [A, A] is the category of endofunctors of A, provided with a monoidal struc-
ture ([A,.A], o0, Idy4) which is strict, wherein o denotes composition and Id 4 is the
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identity endofunctor. Here, to give the functor f : C — [A, A] is equally to give a
functor @ : C x A — A where X © A = (fX)A for all X € C and A € A; to give the
invertible and natural fxy : (fX)o (fY) = f(X ®Y) (or rather their inverses) is
equally to give a natural isomorphism with components

axya: (X@Y)0A— Xo (Y oA,

to give the invertible f© : Id 4 — f1 (or rather its inverse) is equally to give a natural
isomorphism with components A4 : 1® A — A; and the coherence conditions for F'
become the commutativity of the three diagrams [37, (1.1), (1.2) and (1.3)] which
are the pentagon axiom involving the associator of C and the triangle axioms for the
action of the unit object 1 on A compatible with the left unitor of C respectively.
It is clear that a monoidal category C acts on itself by defining ® = ®. We refer to
[37] for more details.

Convention 1.2. Let C be a monoidal category acting on another category A.

(1) If both C and A are k-linear, we automatically assume that
(1a) morphisms and functors involving in the definition of action are all
k-linear, and
(1b) ® preserves direct sums in each argument.
(2) If both C and A are abelian, we automatically assume that
(2a) morphisms and functors involving in the definition of action are all
k-linear,
(2b) C is monoidal abelian in the sense of Definition 1.1(2),
(2¢) © preserves exact sequences in each argument.
(3) If both C and A are triangulated, we automatically assume that
(3a) morphisms and functors involving in the definition of action are all
k-linear,
(3b) C is monoidal triangulated in the sense of Definition 1.1(3),
(3c) © preserves exact triangles and commutes with the suspension in each
argument.

Next we recall some definitions concerning the Frobenius-Perron dimension of
an endofunctor. We refer to [14] for other related definitions. Let dim be dimy.

Definition 1.3. [14] Let C be a k-linear category.
(1) An object X in C is called a brick if

Home (X, X) = k.

(2) Let ¢ := {X1,...,X,} be a finite subset of nonzero objects in C. We say
that ¢ is a brick set if each X; € ¢ is a brick and

Homc(Xi,Xj) = O,Vi 75 ]

(3) Let ¢ := {X1,...,X,,} and let o be an endofunctor of C. The adjacency
matriz of (¢, 0) is defined to be

A(p,0) = (aij)nxn, where a;; =dimHome(X;,0(X;)) V4,7

(4) Let @, be the collection of all finite brick sets in C. The Frobenius-Perron
dimension of an endofunctor o is defined to be

fpd(o) := sup {p(A(¢,0))}
PeED,
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where p(A) is the spectral radius of a square matrix A [14, Section 1], i.e.
the largest absolute value of A.
The Frobenius-Perron curvature of o is defined to be

fov(0) := sup {limsup (p(A(6,0™)))"/"}.

peDy n—oo
If C is a monoidal k-linear category acting on a k-linear category A and M
is an object in C, the Frobenius-Perron dimension of M is defined to be
fpd(M) :=fpd(M © —)

where M ® — is considered as an endofunctor of A and fpd(M ®—) is defined
in part (4). Similarly, the Frobenius-Perron curvature of M € C is defined
to be

fpv(M) := fpv(M © —)
where M ® — is considered as an endofunctor of A and fpd(M ®—) is defined
in part (5).
As a special case of (6), if C is a monoidal k-linear category and M is an
object in C, the Frobenius-Perron dimension of M is defined to be

fpd(M) := fpd(M ® —)

where fpd(M ® —) is defined in part (4). Similarly, the Frobenius-Perron
curvature of M is defined to be

fpv(M) = fpv(M ® —)
where fpv(M ® —) is defined in part (5).

When C is R — mod for an algebra R, a brick set is also called a semibrick [3].
If both “full” and “exceptional” conditions [Definition 7.8(2,3)] are satisfied, this is
also known as a simple-minded collection, see [42, Definition 3.2].

Now we recall the definition of representation types.

Definition 1.4. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra over k.

(1)

(2)

(3)

We say A is of finite type or finite representation type if there are only
finitely many isomorphism classes of finite dimensional indecomposable left
A-modules.

We say A is tame or of tame representation type if it is not of finite represen-
tation type, and for every n € N, all but finitely many isomorphism classes
of n-dimensional indecomposables occur in a finite number of one-parameter
families.

We say A is wild or of wild representation type if, for every finite dimensional
k-algebra B, the representation theory of B can be representation embedded
into that of A.

We always assume that the base field k is algebraically closed. A famous tri-
chotomy result due to Drozd [17] states that every finite dimensional algebra is
either of finite, tame, or wild representation type. By classical theorems of Gabriel
[22] and Nazarova [52], the quivers of finite and tame representation types cor-
respond to the ADE and ADE diagrams respectively. By [14, Theorem 0.3], the
representation type of a quiver () is indicated by the value of the Frobenius-Perron
dimension of the suspension functor of the derived category DP(rep(Q)).
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To show some monoidal structure is fpd-infinite [Definition 0.2(1)], we need the
following concepts.
Definition 1.5. Let C be a k-linear category.

(1) Let ¢ be an infinite set of objects in C. We say ¢ is an infinite brick set if

k ifX=Y ino,

HomC(X’Y)_{o X £Y in 6.

(2) Suppose C is abelian or triangulated. A brick set ¢ (either finite or infinite)
is called a connected brick set if Exts(X,Y) # 0 for all X,Y € 6.

The next is about the definition of a weak bialgebra.

Definition 1.6. Let A be an algebra with a k-linear morphism A : A - A® A.
We say A is a prealgebra morphism if

A(ab) = A(a)A(b)
for all a,b € A.

A prealgebra morphism is an algebra morphism if and only if A(1) = 1®1 where
1 is the identity (or unit) element of A.

Definition 1.7. [11, Definition 2.1] A weak bialgebra is a vector space B over the
base field k with the structures of

(a) an associative algebra (B,m,1) with multiplication m : B ® B — B and
unit 1 € B, and

(b) a coassociative coalgebra (B, A,¢) with comultiplication A : B - B® B
and couint € : B = k

satisfying the following conditions.

(i) The comultiplication A : B — B ® B is a prealgebra morphism.
(ii) The unit and counit satisfy

(E1.7.1) A1) 1)(1®A1) =(AxIdA(1l) =1 A(1))(A(1)®1)
and

(E1.7.2) e(ayz) =Y elaya)e(yez) = Y elaym)e(ya)?),
where A(y) = Zy(l) ® y(2) is the Sweedler notation.

We refer to [10, 11, 53, 54] for many other basic definitions related to weak
bialgebras and weak Hopf algebras. The tensor structure of left modules over a
weak bialgebra [53, Proposition 2] is given below.

Definition 1.8. Let A be a weak bialgebra over k. For two left A-modules M and
N, define M @' N = A(1)(M ®, N) where ® is the tensor product over k.

The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 1.9. Let A be a weak bialgebra.

(1) With the tensor product — @' — given in Definition 1.8, both A — mod and
A — Mod are monoidal abelian categories.
(2) Both D’(A —mod) and D*(A — Mod) are monoidal triangulated.

Finally we mention a fact in quiver representations.
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Lemma 1.10. [25, p.63] Let Q be a quiver of type A,,. Then M{i,j}, for 1 <
i < j <m, defined as in (E0.7.2)-(E0.7.3), form the complete list of indecomposable
representations of Q, up to isomorphisms.

Convention 1.11. For the rest of the paper, we will use A for an algebra over
k. It could have a bialgebra or weak bialgebra structure. We will use A for the
abelian category of finite dimensional left A-modules, also denoted by A—mod. Let
T be a triangulated category that could have extra monoidal triangulated structure.
Sometimes T denotes the bounded derived category DP(A). A general k-linear or
monoidal category is denoted by C.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON QUIVER REPRESENTATIONS

We refer to [4] for some basic concepts in quiver representation theory. Here we
fix some convention. Let Q = (Qo, @1, s, t) be a quiver where Q) is the set of vertices
of @, Q1 is the set of arrows of @), and s,t : Q1 — Q) are source and target maps of
Q respectively. Let M be a representation of Q. For each vertex i € Qq, let (M);
denote the vector space at i. For each arrow @ € @ from vertex i := s(a) to vertex
j = t(a), let (M), denote the k-linear map from (M); to (M), corresponding
to a. Let Rep(Q) be the category of all representations of @ and rep(Q) be the
full subcategory of Rep(Q) consisting of finite dimensional representations. By
[4, Theorem 1.7 in Chapter VII], every finite dimensional hereditary algebra A is
Morita equivalent to the path algebra k@ of a finite acyclic quiver Q.

The definition of a weak bialgebra is given in Definition 1.7. The path algebra
k@ is naturally equipped with a coalgebra structure that makes it a weak bialgebra,
see [54, Example 2.5] and [30, Section 3]. We state this known fact as follows.

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be a finite quiver.

(1) Its path algebra kQ is a cocommutative weak bialgebra whose coalgebra struc-
ture is determined by

Alp)=p®p and e(p)=1

for any path p = ayog - - - ap, of length m > 0.
(2) The weak bialgebra structure in part (1) is a bialgebra if and only if |Qo| = 1.

Since k(@ is a cocommutative weak bialgebra, rep(Q) (2 kQ —mod) is a symmetric
monoidal abelian category where the tensor product is given in Definition 1.8. For
two representations M = ((M);, (M)q) and N = ((N);, (N)q) of @ where i € Qg
and a € @1, we can define the vertez-wise tensor product M @V N by

(E2.1.1) (M ®°N); = (M); @ (N);, and (M ®° N)g = (M) @k (N)a,

for all i € Qg and o € Q. Then the tensor product M ®' N given in Definition
1.8 is exactly equal to the vertex-wise tensor product M ®° N give in (E2.1.1).
Therefore, we do not distinguish these two tensors and denote them by M ® N. The
tensor structure of quiver representations has been studied by many researchers,
see, for example, [29, 30, 31, 32, 41, 40]. Note that the bounded derived category
DP(rep(Q)) is a tensor triangulated category in the sense of [5, Definition 1.1];
consequently, it is a monoidal triangulated category.

In this paper we study more than one tensor structures of the quiver represen-
tations. But, in this section, we are only working on the tensor structure defined
by (E2.1.1). We start with some details about quiver representations.
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We have defined the Frobenius-Perron dimension, denoted by fpd, of an object
in a monoidal category C in Definition 1.3(4). A nice property of fpd is a duality
property when applied to objects in rep(Q).

Definition 2.2. Let Q = (Qo, Q1, sg, tg) be a quiver and M be a finite-dimensional
representation of Q.

(1) Define the opposite quiver of @, denoted by Q°P, to be the quiver which
reverses all arrows in @1, that is

Sp = Qo,QTp =@, sQor = tQ,tger = 5.

(2) Define the dual of M, denoted by M*, to be the representation of Q°P that
is determined by

(M*)i = (M)i)*, (M")a = (M)a)",
for all vertices 7 and arrows a.
We give an easy example.

T
Example 2.3. Let Q be 1 ——=2 and M be k 9. k2 Then we have

QP: 1< 2 and M*= k<222

For two finite dimensional k-vector spaces U, V', we have
VeU) =U"V 2V U".

Furthermore, if we have linear maps between finite dimensional k-vector spaces,
say f:V = V' and g: U — U’, then we have the commutative diagram

VeU)* (f®9) V' @ U')*

V*®U*&V/*®U/*'

The above commutative diagram holds for objects in rep(Q) since k@ is a com-
mutative weak bialgebra [Lemma 2.1(1)]. It is clear that the k-linear dual induces
a contravariant equivalence between the abelian categories rep(Q) and rep(Q°P).
Combining these two facts, we have

(E2.3.1) Hom(rcp(Q))op (X,M®N) = Hommp(Q) (M &N, X)
= Homrep(Qop) (X*, M*® N*)

for M, N, X € rep(Q). Now the following lemma follows from (E2.3.1).
Lemma 2.4. Let Q be a finite quiver and M be a finite representation of Q. Then
fpd(M ®rep(Q)°p _) = fpd(M* ®rep(Q"p) _)

where M is considered as an object in the tensor category rep(Q)°Y and M* an
object in rep(Q°P).
The same statement holds for other Frobenius-Perron invariants such as fpv.
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Next we study some brick sets of quiver representations. Let S(i) denote the
simple representation (of Q) at vertex i where

(B2.4.1) S(i), = {k J;Z: and  S(i)a =0, V a€Qr,

and e; denote the trivial path at vertex i. By the tensor structure of rep(Q) (E2.1.1),
we have the following.

Lemma 2.5. Let S(i) be the simple left kQ-module defined as above and M in
rep(Q). Then S(i) ® M is isomorphic to a direct sum of finitely many copies of
S(7).

In the above lemma, S(i) ® M could be 0.

Proposition 2.6. Let M be in rep(Q). Then
fpd(M) = d,
where d = max{dim((M),)}.

vEQo
Proof. Let a = dim(M), and let ¢g = {S(v)} for v € Qp. Then
Hom,ep(g) (S(v), M ® S(v)) = Hom,ep(g) (S(v), S(v)®*) = k®*

which implies that A(¢g, M @ —) = (a)1x1. Therefore fpd(M) > a for all a. The
assertion follows. O

Note that fpd(M) may be infinite as the next example shows (and as predicted
by Lemma 6.4).

Example 2.7. Let @ be the Kronecker quiver 1 — 2. Let S(1) be defined as

in (E2.4.1). For every ¢ € k, we define an object in rep(Q):

a=Id

(E2.7.1) M..=k—=k.
B=cld

Then M. is a brick object (and such an object is also called a band module of @
[13, pp.160-161]). It is easy to see that Hom (M., S(1)) = k and that {M., M.} is
a brick set if ¢ # ¢. As a consequence, {M,,| ¢ € k} is an infinite brick set.

Let T be any finite subset of k and let ¢ := {M. | ¢ € T'}. The A(¢, S(1) ® —) is
a |T| x |T| matrix in which all entries are 1. Then p(A(¢,S(1) ® —)) = |T|. Since
k is infinite, we obtain that fpd(S(1)) = co.

Let us consider a slightly more general situation.

Example 2.8. Suppose @ is another quiver and p; and py are two paths from
vertex ¢ to vertex j that do not intersect except at the two endpoints. Then we can
consider a similar brick object M, so that

k if v is in either p; or po,
(MC)v = . P P
0 otherwise,

1d if a is in either p; or ps, but not the first arrow in po,
(Mc)o = {cld  if o is the first arrow in po,

0 otherwise,
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or, similar to (E2.7.1), we can write it as

p1=I1d
M, =k——=k.
pa=cld
Then {M.,| ¢ € k} is an infinite brick set.

We will use this example later.

3. DISCRETE CATEGORIES

In this section we will prove some basic lemmas for monoidal abelian categories
that are needed in the proof of Theorem 0.4. We start with a definition.

Definition 3.1. Let C be a monoidal abelian category. We say C is discrete if

(a) C is Hom-finite, namely Home (M, V) is finite dimensional over k for objects
M,N in C,

(b) every object in C has finite length,

(¢) C has finitely many simple objects, say {S1, - ,S,}, up to isomorphisms,
and

(d) for all simple objects S; and S; in C,

S; ifi=j
0 ifi#7.

Note that an essentially small category C satisfying condition (b) is called a
length category [24, 43].

Let @ be a finite quiver. Then there is a canonical monoidal abelian structure

on rep(Q) induced by the weak bialgebra structure defined in Lemma 2.1. The
following lemma follows immediately from the definition, see (E2.1.1).

(E3.1.1) &@&:{

Lemma 3.2. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver. Then the canonical monoidal abelian
structure on rep(Q) is discrete.

For the rest of this section we assume that C is discrete. As a consequence, C is
a Krull-Schmidt category. For M € C, let £(M) denote the length of C. Let IC(M)
denote the isomorphism class of all (possibly repeated) simple subquotients of M.
This can be obtained by considering any composition series of M. Even though
composition series of M is not unique, /C(M) is unique, so well-defined.

Lemma 3.3. Let C be a Hom-finite monoidal abelian category with finitely many
simple objects. Let 1 be the unit object.

(1) ¢(—) is additive.

(2) For every mnonzero object M there is a simple object S € IC(1) such that
S® M # 0. By symmetry, there is a simple object T € IC(1) such that
M®T #0.

(3) If S € IC(1) and T is a simple object in C, then S ® T is either 0 or a
simple object. For each T, there is only one S € IC(1) such that SQT # 0.

(4) The multiplicity of any simple object S in IC(1) is 1.

(6) If S,T € IC(1), then

serx~ld ¥5=T
0 fS#T.
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(6) C is discrete if and only if S € IC(1) for all simple objects S.

Proof. (1) Clear from the definition.
(2) By part (1), we have

(E3.3.1) (M) =LA@M)= > (S M).
SeIc(1)

Therefore there is an S € IC(1) such that S ® M # 0.
(3) If S®T # 0, then, by (E3.3.1), we have

1=0T)=(1eT)= Y (S@T)>4S®T)> 1
S'eIC(1)

Therefore £(S®T) =1 and (S ®T) = 0 for all other S" € IC(1).

(4) This follows from (E3.3.1) by taking a simple object M with S ® M # 0.

(5) It remains to show that S®T = 0if S and T are distinct elements in IC(1).
Suppose on the contrary that U := S ® T # 0. By part (3), it is a simple object.
Since U = S ® T is a subquotient of 1 ® 1, U is in IC(1). Since S # T, we have
either U # S or U # T. By symmetry, we assume that U # S. By part (3),
there is only one W € IC(1) such that W ® U # 0. This implies that W ® S # 0
as U = S®T. There are two different objects, namely, S,U € IC(1) such that
W®S #0and W®U # 0. By the left-version of part (3) this is impossible. The
assertion follows.

(6) If IC(1) contains all simple objects, then by part (5), C is discrete. Con-
versely, suppose C is discrete. For every simple object 7', by part (2), there is an
S € IC(1) such that S ® T # 0. By the definition of discreteness, T = S. So
TeIC(1). O

Proposition 3.4. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra of finite global dimension.
Suppose that (A — mod, ®) is a discrete monoidal abelian category. Then, for any
simple left A-module S and any M € A — mod,

MS =5
where n is the number of copies of S in the the composition series of M.
Proof. By the 'no loops conjecture’, which was proved by Igusa [36],
(E3.4.1) Ext} (S, S) = 0.

By definition, — ® — is biexact. Hence M ® S has a composition series that is
induced by the composition series of M. Let T be a simple subquotient of M. Then
T® S is either S when T'= S or 0if T'%# S. Thus M ® S has a composition series
with each simple subquotient being S. The assertion follows from (E3.4.1). O

Recall that ®" is the canonical tensor given in (E2.1.1). We have an immediate
consequence.

Corollary 3.5. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver. If (rep(Q), ®) is another discrete
monoidal abelian structure on rep(Q), then for any M € rep(Q) and any simple
representation S over @,

MeS2MK'S

where QY is defined as in (E2.1.1).
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There are a lot of monoidal categories that are not discrete. For example, for a
finite quiver @, if rep(Q) is equipped with other bialgebra structure, it may not be
discrete, see Proposition 7.7(a~-d). We conclude this section with the definition of
a discrete action.

Definition 3.6. Let C be a monoidal abelian category acting on an abelian category
A. Assume that both C and A satisfy Definition 3.1(a,b,c). Let {Ty,---,T,}
(respectively, {S1,- -, Sm}) be the complete list of simple objects in C (respectively,
A), where m > n. The action of C on A is called discrete if

(d)” there is a permutation o € S,, such that
Sj lf] = O'(Z)
0 ifj#a().

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 0.4

(E3.6.1) E@&:{

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 0.4. We need first recall some facts
from representation theory of quivers.

Proposition 4.1. [4, Proposition 2.5 in Chapter VII| Let Q be a finite, connected,
and acyclic quiver and M be a brick such that there exists a € Qo with dim(M), > 1.
Let Q' be the quiver defined as follows: Q' = (Q,Q}), where Qf = Qo U {b};
Q) =Q1U{a}; and a: b — a. Then kQ' is of infinite representation type.

By duality and Proposition 4.1, if « is an arrow of the form a — b, then kQ’ is
also of infinite representation type.

Lemma 4.2. [4, Corollary 5.14 in Chapter VII] If Q is a quiver of type ADE, see
[4, p.252], then every indecomposable representation of Q is a brick.

Recall from Definition 1.4(3) that an algebra A is wild or of wild representation
type if there is a faithful exact embedding of abelian categories

(E4.2.1) Emb : k(z1,22) — mod — A := A —mod

that preserves indecomposables and respects isomorphism classes (namely, for all
objects My, My in k(x1, z2) —mod, Emb(M7) = Emb(My) if and only if My = Ms).
A stronger notion of wildness is the following. An algebra A is called strictly wild,
or fully wild, if Emb in (E4.2.1) is a fully faithful embedding [1, Proposition 5]. By
definition, strictly wild is wild, but the converse is not true. It is well-known that a
wild path algebra k@ is always strictly wild, see a comment of Gabriel [23, p.140]
or [1, Proposition 7).

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a finite dimensional algebra that is strictly wild. Let C be
an abelian category containing A as a full subcategory. Then C contains an infinite
connected brick set. As a consequence, if Q is a finite acyclic quiver that is wild,
then rep(Q) contains an infinite connected brick set.

Proof. The consequence follows from the fact that a wild quiver is strictly wild. So
we only prove the main assertion.
Let A be strictly wild. By definition, there is a fully faithful embedding

Emb : k{(z1,22) —mod — A — C.

For each ¢ € k, let M(c) denote the 1-dimensional simple module k(xy,z2)/(z1 —
¢, z2) and let N, be Emb(M,.). By taking a free resolution M(c), one can check
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that Extﬂi@hm)(M(c), M(c)) # 0 for all ¢,¢’. Hence {M(c) | ¢ € k} is an infinite
connected brick set in k(zq,z2) — mod. Since Emb a fully faithful embedding,
{N¢ | c € k} is an infinite connected brick set of C. O

Lemma 4.4. Let C be an abelian category of finite global dimension and let T be
the bounded derived category D®(C). Suppose that

(1) T is triangulated equivalent to D®(B —mod) for a finite dimensional hered-
itary algebra B wvia tilting object X, namely,

RHom7(X,~): 7 — D(B — mod)

is a triangulated equivalence where B =~ RHomy (X, X), and
(2) C contains an infinite (respectively, infinite connected) brick set.

Then B —mod contains an infinite (respectively, infinite connected) brick set.

Note that, if C = A — mod for some finite dimensional algebra A and if T is
triangulated equivalent to D®(B —mod), then, by tilting theory, the existence of X
is automatic.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. We only prove the assertion for “infinite brick set”. The proof
for “infinite connected brick set” is similar.
Let
F := RHom7(X,—): T — D°(B — mod)
be an equivalence of triangulated categories. Let {N(c) | ¢ € U} be an infinite
brick set of C by hypothesis. Then

{F(N(c)) [c€U}

is an infinite brick set of D®(B — mod). Since X has finite projective dimension,
there is an integer n independent of ¢ € U such that

(E4.4.1) HY(F(N(c))) = 0 for all |i| > n.

Note that B—mod is hereditary, which implies that every indecomposable object in
D*(B—mod) is of the form M i] for some indecomposable object M € B—mod and
for some i [38, Section 2.5]. By (E4.4.1), F(N(c)) = M.[i.] for some indecomposable
object M. € B — mod and some integer |i.| < n. Since U is infinite, there is an
infinite subset U’ C U such that ¢, is a constant for all ¢ € U’. Let iy denote
such .. Thus {M_[io] | ¢ € U’} is an infinite brick set in D®(B — mod). Since the
suspension [1] is an isomorphism of D¥(B —mod), {M.. | ¢ € U’} is an infinite brick
set in D(B — mod). Finally, using the fact that B — mod is a full subcategory of
D*(B —mod), we obtain that {M, | ¢ € U’} is an infinite brick set in B —mod. O

Lemma 4.5. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra that is not of finite
representation type. Then the abelian category A — mod contains an infinite brick
set. As a consequence, if Q is a finite acyclic quiver not of type ADE, then rep(Q)
contains an infinite brick set.

Proof. By [4, Theorem 1.7 in Chapter VII| every such A is Morita equivalent to a
path algebra k@ for some finite acyclic quiver ). By Lemma 4.4, we may assume
that A is kQ.

Since A is not of finite type, @ is not of finite type. Lemma 4.3 settles the case
where Q is of wild representation type.
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Case 1: @ is of type A. Since @ is acyclic, there exist two different paths p; and
p2 from v to u, where v # u € QQg. We can further assume that the length p; is
smallest among all such choices. In this case, rep(Q) contains an infinite brick set
by Example 2.8. .

Case 2: Q is of type DE. We consider a slightly more general situation and then
apply the assertion to the special case (see quivers in [4, Corollary 2.7 in Chapter
VII]). If there exists a subquiver @’ of @ and an indecomposable representation M
of Q' satisfying:

(a) Q' is a quiver of type D or E,

(b) there exists z € Qy, dim(M), > 1,

(©) {y} € Qo \ Q)

(d) there exists an arrow o € @ such that a : y — x,
then we construct a new representation M (A) as follows:

(M), if v e Qg (M)g if Be@
(M(N)y =1k ifo=y (M(A)g=4 A if 6=a«
0 otherwise, 0 otherwise,

where A : k — (M), is a k-linear map.

Then by the proof of [4, Proposition 2.5 in Chapter VII], each M ()) is a brick
and there exists infinitely many pairwise non-isomorphic bricks of the form M (X).
In fact, the proof of [4, Proposition 2.5 in Chapter VII] shows that there is an
infinite set of U := {\ : k — M.} such that Hom,ep(g)(M(N), M (X)) = 0 for all
A, A € U. This means that rep(Q)) contains an infinite brick set. Dually, If we
change the condition (d) into (d)’

(d)’ there exists an arrow o € @1 such that o : z — y,
we can still construct an infinite brick set as above.

Now we go back to a quiver of type DE. By Lemma 4.4, we can assume that

(e) @' is one of the quivers in [4, Corollary 2.6 in Chapter VIL.2], and that

(f) (c) and (d) hold.
Note that (e) implies that (a) holds. By [4, Corollary 2.6 in Chapter VIIL.2], (b)
holds. Therefore we proved that rep(Q) contains an infinite brick set. O

Lemma 4.6. Let C be a monoidal abelian category acting on an abelian category
A. Assume that both C and A satisfy Definition 3.1(a,b,c). Suppose that

(a) A contains an infinite brick set, and that

(b) the action of C on A is discrete.
Then there is a simple T € C such that fpd(T") = co.

Lemma 4.6 may fail if the action is not discrete. Let @ be the Kronecker quiver in
Example 2.7 and A be its path algebra equipped with the cocommutative bialgebra
structure in Proposition 7.7(a). Then S(1) is the unit object in A and S(2) ®
M = S§(2)@4m(M) for any M € A. Since all indecomposables in rep(Q) are well-
understood, one can check that fpd(S(1)) = fpd(S(2)) = 1 (details are omitted).

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let {N(c) | ¢ € U} is an infinite brick set of A and let
{S1,-+,Sn} be the complete list of simple objects in A up to isomorphism. For
each 1 <i < n, define

U, :={c €U |Homa(N(c),S;) # 0}.
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For each ¢ € U, there is an ¢ such that Hom4(N(c),S;) # 0. This implies that
U = U?:l U;. Therefore there is an 7 such that U; is infinite. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that U = U; is infinite.

Since the action is discrete, there is a simple object T' € C such that T® 57 = 5;.
Now Hom4(N(c),S1) # 0 implies that every simple subquotient of T'® N(c) is
isomorphic to Sp. In particular, T ® N(c) contains a copy of S; for all c.

Let W be any finite subset of U and let ¢ = {N(c) | ¢ € W}. Using the above
paragraph,

Hom 4(N(c), T ® N(c')) #0
for all ¢,¢’ € W. This implies that p(A(¢, T © —)) > |W| and fpd(T') > |W]|. Since
|W| can be arbitrarily larger, fpd(T") = co. O

The following is a part of Theorem 0.4.

Theorem 4.7. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra and let A = A —
mod. Let C be a monoidal abelian category satisfying Definition 3.1(a,b,c). Suppose
that there is an action of C on A that is discrete. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) A is of finite representation type,

(b) fpd(M) < oo for every irreducible object M € C,

(c) tpd(M) < oo for every indecomposable object M € C,
(d) fpd(M) < oo for every object M € C

Proof. (a) = (d): If A is of finite representation type, then .4 has only finitely
many indecomposable objects. This means that there are only finitely many brick
sets. Then, by definition, fpd(c) is finite for every endofunctor ¢ of A. In particular,
fpd(M) is finite for every representation M € C.

(d) = (¢) = (b): Clear.

(b) = (a): It suffices to show that if A is not of finite representation type, then
fpd(M) = oo for some irreducible representation M € C. The assertion follows
from Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6. O

We will use the following lemma concerning a bound of spectral radius of a
matrix.

Lemma 4.8 (Gershgorin Circle Theorem [27]). Let A be a complex n X n matriz,

with entries a;;. Fori € {1,...,n}, let R; = " |a;;j| be the sum of the absolute
J#

values of the non-diagonal entries in the i-th row. Let D(a;;, R;) C C be a closed

disc centered at a;; with radius R;. Then every eigenvalue of A lies within at least

one of the Gershgorin discs D(ai;, R;). As a consequence, p(A) < max;{|a;|+ R;}.

Proposition 4.9. Suppose T is a triangulated category satisfying
(a) T is Hom-finite and hence Krull-Schmidt,
(b) there are objects {X1, -+, Xn} such that every indecomposable object in T
is of the form X;[m] for some 1 <i< N and m € Z, and
(c) for every two indecomposable objects X,Y in T, Homy(X,Y[m]) = 0 for
|m| > 0.
Then the following hold.
(1) fpd(o) < oo for every endofunctor o of T.
(2) If C is a monoidal triangulated category acting on T, then fpd(M) < oo for
every object M € C.
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Proof. Let ¢ be an endofunctor of 7. Since there are only finitely many X; in
hypothesis (b), we can assume that every o(X;) is a direct summand of

®¢

(E4.9.1) xX=|p P xilj

6—1
i=1 j=

-5
for some fixed ¢ and &.
We make some definitions. Let
a = max{dim Hom7(X;[s], X) | V s,i},
~v = max{|s| | Hom(X;[s], X) # 0 for some i}.
For any given finite brick set ¢, it is always is a subset of

D—-1

b= U (X104, Xnlil}

j=-D

for some large D > 0. Since ¢ is a subset of ®, we have

p(A(¢,0)) < p(A(®,0)).

By Definition 1.3(4), it is enough to show that p(A(®, 7)) is uniformly bounded on
® (for each fixed X as given in (E4.9.1)). For the next calculation we make a linear
order on the objects in ¢ as

(B19.2) & = {X3[-D], -, Xn[=DJ} U{Xs[~D + 1], -, Xn[~D + 1]}U
o U{Xa[D = 2] XN [D = 2] U{X4[D - 1], , XN[D - 1]}
and write is as ® = {Y3,--- ,Yanp}. Write the adjacency matrix A(®,0) as (a;;).

For each pair (4, j), by definition,
a;; = dim Hom7 (X, [wi], 0 (X5, [w;])) < dim Homy (X, [wi], X [w;]) < o,
for some s;, s, w;, w;; and by the ordering in (E4.9.2), we obtain
a;; =0 if [i —j| >2Nd+~v+2.

Then each R; in the Lemma 4.8 is bounded by (2N¢ + v + 2)a. By Lemma 4.8
(Gershgorin Circle Theorem), there is a bound of p(A(®, o)) which is independent
of D. Since every finite brick set ¢ is a subset of ® for some large D, p(A(¢,0))
has a bound that is independent of ¢. Therefore fpd(c) is finite as desired. O

We will use the following special case. Recall that A = A — mod and that
T = D*(A).

Corollary 4.10. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra that is of finite
representation type. Then every monoidal triangulated structure on T is fpd-finite.

Proof. Since A is of finite type, we can list all indecomposable left A-modules
{X1,---,Xn}. Since A is hereditary, every indecomposable object in T is of the
form X;[s] for some 1 < ¢ < N and s € Z [14, Lemma 3.3]. Finally, since A is
hereditary, then Hom7(X;, X;[m]) = 0 for m # 0,1. Thus 7 satisfies hypotheses
(a,b,c) in Proposition 4.9. Then the assertion follows from Proposition 4.9(2) by
setting C =7 and © = ®. O
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Lemma 4.11. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra. Let C be a monoidal
abelian category satisfying Definition 3.1(a,b,c). Suppose that C acts on A via ®.
Let ®p be the induced action of D*(C) on T. Let M be an object in C, also viewed
as an object in D°(C).

(1) If n # 0,1, then fpd(M[n] ®p —) = 0.

(2) fpd(M ©p —) =fpd(M © —).

Proof. (1) Suppose n > 2. Let ¢ be a (finite) brick set. Since A is hereditary, every
indecomposable object is of the form X[m]. Then we can write ¢ = (J,cy, ¢» where
¢ is either empty or {Xx 1[A], Xa2[A],- -, X6, [A]}- Since A is hereditary,

HOmT(X)\ﬁs[/\], M[TL] Op Xs s [5]) = HOmT(X)\ﬁs[)\], (M © X(;ysl)[n + 5]) =0

for all A < 6. Then A(¢, M[n] ®p —) is strictly upper triangular. Therefore
p(A(¢p, M[n] ®p —)) = 0. As a consequence the assertion follows.

The proof for n < 0 is similar.

(2) Let ¢ be a brick set as in part (1). Similar to the proof of part (1), also see [14,
Lemma 6.1], we obtain that A(¢, M ©p —) is a block lower triangular matrix. So
we only need to consider the case that ¢ = {X1[d], X2[d], - -- X¢[d]} for the same d.
In this case, A(¢, M ©p—) = A(p[—d], M ©®—). Therefore the assertion follows. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 0.4. We will use the notation introduced in
Theorem 4.7 and Lemma 4.11.

Theorem 4.12. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary algebra and let A =
A —mod. Let C be a monoidal abelian category satisfying Definition 3.1(a,b,c).
Suppose that there is an action of C on A that is discrete. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) A is of finite representation type,

(b) fpd(M) < oo for every irreducible object M € C,

(¢) tpd(M) < oo for every indecomposable object M € C,

(d) fpd(M) < oo for every object M € C,

(e) fpd(M ®p —) < oo for every indecomposable object M € D*(C),

(f) fpd(M ®p —) < oo for every object M € D¥(C).
Suppose A is the path algebra kQ for some finite quiver Q. Then any of conditions
(a) to (f) is equivalent to

(g) Q is a finite union of quivers of type ADE.

Proof. By Theorem 4.7, the first four conditions are equivalent.
(a) = (f): This follows from Proposition 4.9 and the proof of Corollary 4.10.
(f) = (e): Clear.
(e) = (c): This follows from Lemma 4.11(2). O

Clearly Theorem 0.4 is a special case of Theorem 4.12.

5. mtt-STRUCTURES OF A MONOIDAL TRIANGULATED CATEGORY

First we recall the definition on a t-structure on a triangulated category. The
notion of a t-structure was introduced by Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne in [7]. We
make a small change in the definition below.

Definition 5.1. Let 7 be a triangulated category.
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(1) A t-structure on T is a pair of full subcategories (7<%, T7=°) satisfying the
following conditions.
(1a) T<0 C T=! and 72° D 72! where we use notation 7=" = T=0[—n]
and 72" = T=%[—n].
(1b) If M € T=Y and N € T=!, then Hom7(M,N) = 0.
(1c) For any object X € T, there is a distinguished (exact) triangle

M— X — N— M[1]

with M € 7<% and N € T='.
(2) The heart of the t-structure is the full subcategory

T20nT=0

which is denoted by H or H(T).

(3) [16, p.1427] A t-structure is called bounded if for each X € T, there exist
m < n such that X € T<"nT2",

(4) [16, p.1427] A bounded ¢-structure is called hereditary if Homr(X, Y [n]) = 0
forn >2and X,Y € H.

As a classical example, if 7 is the derived category D’(A — mod), there is a
natural ¢t-structure on 7~ by setting 7=° to be the complexes concentrated in degrees
less than or equal to 0 (and similarly for 7=%). In this case the heart of this ¢-
structure is A — mod.

Note that hereditary t-structures are very special. Even for the path algebra of
a quiver @ of type As, there is a t-structure in D’(rep(Q)) that is not hereditary,
see [39] for a classification of ¢t-structures of D®(rep(Q)) of a quiver of Dynkin type.

We would like to introduce a version of the ¢-structure in a monoidal triangulated
category. We use mitt for “monoidal triangulated ¢” in the next definition.

Definition 5.2. Let 7 be a monoidal triangulated category in parts (1,2,3) and a
triangulated category in part (4).

(1) A tstructure (7=°,7=% on T is called an mtt-structure if the following

conditions hold.

(a) TS0 @T=0CT7=0and T=V@ 7=V ¢ T=-1

(b) Both 7<% and T72° are closed under taking direct summands.

(c) There is an integer D > 0 such that 72P @ 72D C 72D,

(2) The minimal integer D in condition (c) is called the deviation of the mtt-

structure of 7.
(3) The deviation of (T,1,®) is defined to be

Dg(T) = inf{deviations of all possible mit-structures of (7,1,®)}.

(4) Suppose T is a triangulated category. The upper deviation of T is defined
to be

UD(T) = sup{Dg(T) | all possible monoidal triangulated structures on 7T }.
The lower deviation of T is defined to be
LD(T) = inf{Dg(T) | all possible monoidal triangulated structures on 7 }.

Example 5.3. We give two classical examples.
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(1) If A is a finite dimensional weak Hopf algebra (or a weak bialgebra), then
A — mod has a natural monoidal abelian structure, and consequently, T :=
D?(A—mod) has an induced monoidal triangulated structure. It is clear that
T has a canonical mtt-structure by setting 7= (respectively, 7=°) to be
the complexes concentrated in degrees less than or equal to 0 (respectively,
greater than or equal to 0). In this case the deviation of the mtt-structure is
0. If A is hereditary as an algebra, then the above t-structure is hereditary.

By definition, Dg(7T) = 0 when we consider the monoidal triangulated
structure given above. As a consequence, LD(7) = 0 when 7 is considered
as a triangulated category. A special case is LD(D®(rep(Q))) = 0 for all
finite acyclic quivers Q.

(2) If X is a smooth projective scheme of dimension d, then T := D’(coh(X))
has a canonical mtt-structure by setting 7=° (respectively, 7=°) to be
the complexes concentrated in degrees less than or equal to 0 (respectively,
greater than or equal to 0). If X is of dimension 1, then the above t-structure
is hereditary.

Note that the deviation of the canonical mtt-structure of 7 is at most d.
By definition, Dg(7) < d with the natural monoidal triangulated structure.
As a consequence, LD(T) < d when T is considered as a triangulated
category.

Lemma 5.4. Let T be a monoidal triangulated category with an mtt-structure
(T=9,T2%) of deviation zero. Suppose that (T<C,T=) is a hereditary t-structure
of T. Then the heart of the mtt-structure is a monoidal abelian category.

Proof. By [7, Theorem 1.3.6], the heart # is an abelian category.
Since 7T is a monoidal triangulated category, there is a unit object 1 € T. First
we claim that 1 € H. By definition, there is a distinguished triangle

(E5.4.1) M—1— N— M[1]

where M € 7= and N € TZ!. For any object X € H, since X ® — is an exact
functor,

XOM—-X—-XN—-X®M[1]
is a distinguished triangle. However, X ® N € T=! as the deviation is zero. Then
Hom(X, X ® N) = 0 by the definition of ¢-structure, and

(E5.4.2) XoM1]=(X@N)®X[1]=X o (N a1[1).

By hypothesis the mtt-structure is hereditary. By [16, Lemma 2.1], (E5.4.2)
holds for all X € 7. Take X = 1, then M[1] 2 N & 1[1] and in (E5.4.1), the
morphism from 1 to N is zero. Hence 1 is isomorphic to a direct summand of M,
which is in 7=0.

Similarly, for Y € 7<% and f : Y — 1[—1], there is a distinguished triangle:

Y L1-1 - 2> Y.

Apply the exact functor X ® — on the above triangle for all X € H, and then we
obtain f = 0, i.e. Hom(Y,1[—1]) =0 for all Y € T=°. Therefore, 1 € T=°. Finally,
1€ 729N T=%=7H. Thus we proved the claim.

As for the tensor product bifunctor ®, since the deviation is zero, H is closed
under ®. Hence H is a monoidal category with the induced tensor product ®. The
exactness of ® in H follows from the exactness of ® in T, see [16, p.1426]. O
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Lemma 5.5. Let X be a smooth projective curve and let T be the monoidal trian-
gulated category D(coh(X)).
(1) The deviation of every hereditary mit-structure on T is positive.
(2) For any finite dimensional weak bialgebra A, D’(A — mod) with canonical
monoidal structure is not isomorphic to T as monoidal triangulated cate-
gories.

Proof. (1) Suppose on the contrary that there is a hereditary mtt-structure on T
with deviation zero.

Let H be its heart. By Lemma 5.4, H is a monoidal abelian category. Let O, be
the skyscraper sheaf at a point € X. There is an integer n such that M := O, [n]
isin H. Then M ® M is in H. By an easy computation,

M@M=0,2n]® Ox2n —1] = M[n]® M[n — 1]

which cannot be in H for any n. This yields a contradiction. Therefore the assertion
follows.

(2) Tt is clear that the deviation of the canonical mtt-structure of Dg(D(A —
mod)) is zero [Example 5.3(1)]. This mit-structure is also hereditary. Now the
assertion follows from part (1). O

For the rest of this section, we will use Frobenius-Perron curvature, see Definition
1.3(5), to study the uniqueness of mitt-structures with deviation zero, and then prove
Theorems 0.5 and 0.7.

Definition 5.6. Let C be a monoidal abelian category and M € C. The curvature
of M is defined to be
v(M) = Tim (((ME"))»
n—oo

where ¢(—) denotes the length of an object.

Lemma 5.7. Let C be a monoidal abelian category satisfying Definition 3.1(a,b,c).
Let A be a finite dimensional weak bialgebra and A be A—mod. Let M be an object
in C or A.

(1) If M is in C, then
fpv(M) < v(M) < 0.
(2) If M is in A, then
(E5.7.1) fpv(M) < v(M) < dim M.

(3) If A = kQ for some finite acyclic quiver Q with the tensor defined as in
(E2.1.1), then

(E5.7.2) fpv(M) =v(M) = ?é%ﬁf{dlm(M)l}

(4) If C is discrete, then, for every nonzero object M € C, fpv(M) is positive.
(5) Suppose that C acts on a general abelian category A such that the action is
discrete in the sense of Definition 3.6. Then, for every object M in C,

1 <fpv(M) < 0.
Proof. (1) Let Hom denote Home. Let
a :=max{{(X; ® X;) | X; and X, are simple},



FROBENIUS-PERRON THEORY OF QUIVERS 25

and
B := max{dim End(X;) | X; is simple}.
Then, for any objects X and Y in C, we have

(E5.7.3) X RY) <al(X)Y),
and
(E5.7.4) dim Hom(X,Y) < B4(X)¢(Y).

By induction, ¢(X®™) < a"~1¢(X)" which implies that v(X) < al(X) < oo.
Given a brick set ¢ = {X1,---, X}, define £(¢) := I)I(lafg{f(X)}. By Lemma 4.8,
€

p(A(p, M®™ ®¢ —)) < ,nax T{i dim Hom(X;, M®" ® X;)}.
=1
By (E5.7.3) and (E5.7.4), we have

dim Hom(X;, M®" ® X;) < aBl(X;)(L(M®™)((X;))
< aB(l(¢)*(L(M=™))
< aB(l(9))*(v(M) +e)")
for arbitrary small € > 0 and for n > 0. Therefore,

p(A(¢, M®" @c —)) < afr(f(¢))* (v(M) +€)"),

which implies that
(E5.7.5) p(A(p, M®" @¢ —)) 7 < (afr(dim ¢)?)7 (v(M) + &),

for n > 0. When n — oo, the limit of right side of inequality (E5.7.5) is v(M) + €,
so fpv(M) < v(M) + € for every small . The assertion follows.
(2) Tt follows from Definition 1.8 that

(E5.7.6) dim M ® N < (dim M)(dim N)
for all M, N € A. Tt is also clear that
(E5.7.7) dim Hom 4 (M, N) < dim Homg(M, N) = (dim M )(dim N).

By (E5.7.6), dim M®™ < (dim M)", which implies that v(M) < dim M. Now the
assertion follows from part (1).

(3) Let ¢ = {S(i)} where i is a vertex of Q. Write dim(M); = d;. Then
p(A(¢, M®™)) is the integer d and Jim. p(A(¢, M®™))% = d;. Hence fpv(M) > d;
for all ¢. It is clear that v(M) = max{d; | i € Qo}. Therefore part (1) implies that
fpv(M) = v(M).

(4) Suppose A is discrete. Then there is a simple object S such that M ® S # 0
and Hom4 (S, M ®S) # 0. By induction, one can show that Hom 4 (S, M®"®S) # 0
for all n. Therefore fpv(M) > 1.

(5) Using a similar proof of part (1), one sees that fpv(M) < co. Using the proof
of part (4), one can show that fpv(M) > 1. Details are omitted. O

Remark 5.8. (1) Let C be a monoidal abelian category acting on an abelian
category A. Assume that C satisfies Definition 3.1(a,b,c). The action of C
on A is called fpv-positive if

(e) fpv(M) > 0 for every nonzero object M in C. We say C is fpv-positive
if the natural action of C on itself is fpv-positive.
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(2) By Lemma 5.7(5) if an action of C on A is discrete, then it is fpv-positive.
(3) Suppose an action of C on A is fpv-positive. Let C’ be a monoidal abelian
subcategory C. Then the induced action of C’ on A is fpv-positive. In
general, such an action is not discrete.
(4) There are other natural examples that the action of C on A is not discrete,
but fpv-positive, see below.
If A is a finite-dimensional bialgebra and let C = A — mod, then C is
fpv-positive. Let 0 # M € C and let Sy be a simple submodule of M. Then
M ® Sy # 0 as dim M ® Sy = dim M dim Sy (when A is a bialgebra). For
each i > 1, we define .S; inductively to be a simple module of M ® S;_1.
So S; C M ® S;—1 for all i« > 1. Continuing this process, we will obtain a
set of simple object I' = {Sy, S1, S2,- - }. Since A has finite many simples,
IT| < oo. Hence, there exists m < n € Z', such that S, = S,,. For
all i > n, we redefine S; to be S;_p(,—m) Where k is an integer such that
m<i—k(m—n)<n.
By the construction, we have, for all i« > m and all s > 0,

dim Hom(S; 41, M ® S;) > 1 and dim Hom(S;,, M®* ® S;) > 1.

Therefore, by taking the brick set ¢ = {Spm, Sm+1, "+ ,Sn}, one sees that,
for each s, A(¢, M®* @ —) is a non-negative matrix that contains a permu-
tation matrix. As a consequence, p(A(¢, M®*®—)) > 1 for all s > 1, which
implies that fpv(M) > 1.

(5) In rep(Q) where the tensor defined as in (E2.1.1), fpv(M), unlike fpd (M),
is an invariant only dependent on the the dimension vector of M (which is
independent of the orientations of arrows in the quiver).

Next we investigate mtt-structures on D?(C).

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that a monoidal abelian category C acts on an arbitrary
abelian category A. Let T = D®(C). Assume that

(a) the above action is either discrete or fpv-positive,
(b) C is hereditary, and
(c) (T=9,T=%) is any hereditary mtt-structure of deviation zero on T.

Let H be the heart of the above mtt-structure. Then the following hold.

(1) [16, Lemma 2.1] If M is an indecomposable object in T, then M is in
TSN T2 for some integer b.

(2) If M € C, then M is in the heart H.

(3) The mtt-structure (T<°, T=0) given in (c) is the canonical mtt-structure of

T.

Proof. (2,3) We only prove this when the action is discrete. First we claim that
fpv(M ©7 =) > 0if 0 # M € C. It is clear that

fpv(M &1 —) > fpv(M ©¢ —).

Now the claim follows from Lemma 5.7(5).

Let M be an indecomposable object in C. Then M € 7=t N TZ" for some b. If
b # 0, then M®" € T<"* N T2" by Definition 5.2(a,c). For any fixed brick set @,
A(gp, M®™ &7 —) is zero for n > 0 by the hereditary property of Definition 5.1(4).
Therefore fpv(M ©&7 —) = 0. By the first paragraph, fpv(M ©7 —) > 0, yielding a
contradiction. Therefore b = 0, or equivalently, M € T<°NT=2% =: H. This implies
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that C C H. By [16, Lemma 2.1] and [59, Lemma 3.6], C = H, and consequently,
the mtt-structure (7<%, 729) in hypothesis (c) must be the canonical mtt-structure
of T. O

The following is basically Theorem 0.7.

Theorem 5.10. Let A be a finite dimensional hereditary weak bialgebra. Suppose
that the monoidal abelian category A is either discrete or fpv-positive.

(1) There is a unique hereditary mtt-structure with deviation zero on DP(A).

(2) The A is the heart of any hereditary mtt-structure with deviation zero on
DP(A).

(3) The A is uniquely determined by the monoidal triangulated structure on

D(A).

Proof. Let C = A. Then we can easily check all hypotheses in Lemma 5.9. Then
part (1) follows from Lemma 5.9(3).
(2,3) Follow directly from part (1). O

Proof of Theorem 0.5. If A is a bialgebra, by Remark 5.8(4), A is fpv-positive.
Therefore the hypothesis of Theorem 5.10 is satisfied. Now the assertion follows
from the uniqueness of hereditary mitt-structure with deviation zero in Theorem
5.10. O

Proof of Corollary 0.6. Let @ and Q' be two quivers such that D’(rep(Q)) and
DP(rep(Q’)) are equivalent as monoidal triangulated categories. By Theorem 0.5,
this equivalent induces an equivalence between rep(Q) and rep(Q’).

Recall that Q and @’ are acyclic. For each acyclic quiver there are finitely many
simple representations, say {S;}?_;, that are associated to vertices {1,---,n} of
the quiver. The correspondence between those simple representations gives rise to
a bijective map f : Qo — Q). By [4, Lemma 2.12, p.84], dimExtl(Si,Sj) is the
number of arrows from vertex i to vertex j. Therefore the number of arrows from
f(@) to f(j) is the same as that from 4 to j. Thus Q = Q’. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 0.3

The proof of Theorem 0.3 uses several results about weighted projective lines
and takes several pages in total. The final step of the proof is given at the end of
this section. First we recall some basic definitions concerning weighted projective
lines. Details can be found in [26, Section 1].

For t > 1, let p := (po, p1,--- ,pt) be a (t + 1)-tuple of positive integers, called
the weight or weight sequence. Let D := (Ag, A1, -+, At) be a sequence of distinct
points of the projective line P! over k. We normalize D so that A\g = 0o, A\ = 0
and Ay =1 (if ¢ > 2). Let R denote the commutative algebra

(E601) k[Xonla o aXt]/(X'Lpl - Xfl + Angan = 27 e 5t)
The image of X; in R is denoted by x; for all i. Let I be the abelian group of rank
1 generated by 7 for i = 0,1,---,t and subject to the relations

PTG = =il = =T = C.

The algebra R is L-graded by setting degx; = z,. The corresponding weighted
projective line, denoted by X(p, D) or simply X is a noncommutative space whose
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category of coherent sheaves is given by the quotient category

L—R
coh(X) := %{7,
8. —R
see [45, p.155].

The weighted projective lines are classified into the following three classes:

domestic it p is (p,q), (2,2,n),(2,3,3), (2,3,4), (2,3,5);
(E6.0.2) X is « tubular if p is(2,3,6),(3,3,3),(2,4,4),(2,2,2,2);
wild otherwise.

In [58, Section 4.4], domestic (respectively, tubular, wild) weighted projective lines
are called parabolic (respectively, elliptic, hyperbolic). Let X be a weighted projec-
tive line. A sheaf F' € coh(X) is called torsion if it is of finite length in coh(X). Let
Tor(X) denote the full subcategory of coh(X) consisting of all torsion objects. By
[68, Lemma 4.16], the category Tor(X) decomposes as a direct product of orthog-
onal blocks

t
(E6.0.3) Tor(X) = I1 Tor, x [[Tors,
z€P\{Xo, A1, A} i=0

where Tor, is equivalent to the category of nilpotent representations of the Jordan
quiver (with one vertex and one arrow) over the residue field k, and where Tor),
is equivalent to the category of nilpotent representations over k of the cyclic quiver
of length p;. A simple object in coh(X) is called ordinary simple (see [26]) if it is
the skyscraper sheaf O, of a closed point z € P\ {\g, A1, -, A}

Let Vect(X) be the full subcategory of coh(X) consisting of all vector bundles.
Similar to the elliptic curve case [12, Section 4], one can define the concepts of
degree, rank and slope of a vector bundle on a weighted projective line X; details
are given in [58, Section 4.7] and [46, Section 2]. For each p € Q, let Vect,(X) be
the full subcategory of Vect(X) consisting of all semistable vector bundles of slope
u. By convention, Vects (X) denotes Tor(X). By [58, Comments after Corollary
4.34], every indecomposable object in coh(X) is in

The dualizing element of X is denoted by
(E6.0.4) woi=(t—2)7¢ - T el
i=1

Below we collect some nice properties of weighted projective lines. The definition
of a stable tube (or simply tube) was introduced in [56].

Lemma 6.1. [14, Lemma 7.9] Let X = X(p, D) be a weighted projective line.
(1) coh(X) is noetherian and hereditary.
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Dep(Bya)) if P = (9.0)
DY(rep(By) £ b 2.2m),
DP{eoh() 2§ PHepfEe)) it p = (28,0
DY(rep(Er)) — (2,3,4),
D®(rep(Eg)) 1f =(2,3,5).

(3) Let S be an ordinary simple object in coh(X). Then Exty(S,S) =k

(4) If X is tubular or domestic, then Exty(X,Y) = 0 for all X € Vect,:(X)
and Y € Vect, (X) with p/ < p.

(5) If X is domestic, then Exty(X,Y) = 0 for all X € Vect,(X) and Y €
Vect,(X) with i/ < p < oc.

(6) Suppose X is tubular or domestic. Then every indecomposable vector bundle
X is semistable.

(7) Suppose X is tubular and let p € Q. Then each Vect,(X) is a uniserial
category. Accordingly indecomposables in Vect,,(X) lies in Auslander-Reiten
components, which all are stable tubes of finite rank. In fact, for every
peQ,

Vect,(X) = Vectoo (X) = Tor(X).

Lemma 6.2. Let X = X(p, D) be a weighted projective line.

(1) [45, Theorem 2.2(ii)] Let T be D°(coh(X)). Then T has Serre duality in the

form of
HOHlT(X, Y)* = HOHlT(Y, S(X))v

where the Serre functor S is —(wo)
is in (E6.0.4).

(2) [47, Proposition 1.10] Each indecomposable vector bundle has a nonzero
morphism to Tor, for every point x in PL.

[1] and where the dualizing element wo

The following linear algebra lemma is needed to estimate the spectral radius of
some matrices.

Lemma 6.3. Let ' be the n X n-matriz (a;;)nxn where

1 ifie1 1
(E6.3.1) ay =4t distori=1
0 otherwise.

Then the spectral radius p(T') > \/n.

Proof. 1t is not hard to check that the characteristic polynomial of I is
flxy=a"—2" ' —(n—-12"?=2""22? -z — (n—1)).

Then

14++4n—3

o) = 2>

Lemma 6.4. Suppose T be a triangulated category satisfying

(a) there is an infinite brick set ¢,
(b) there is a brick object B in T such that Homy (B, X) # 0 for all X € ¢,
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(c) there is an integer m such that Homy(B[s], X) = Hom7(X, B[s]) = 0 for
all X € ® and for all |s| > m,
(d) T has a Serre functor S, and
(e) there is an integer mo such that Homy(B[mg], S(X)) # 0 for all X € ¢.
Let C be a monoidal triangulated category acting on T. Then there is an object

M € C such that fpd(M) = oo.

Proof. In the following proof let ® denote the action of C on 7 and Hom denote
Hom.
By condition (d), 7 has a Serre functor S : T — T such that

(E6.4.1) Hom(X,Y)* = Hom(Y, S(X))

forall X,Y in T.

Let 1 € C be the unit object with respect to the monoidal tensor of C. Let m
and mo be the integers given in conditions (c) and (e), and let M be the object
1m]® 1@ 1[mo —m] in C. It is enough to show that fpd(M) = co. Let ¢, be
a brick set consisting of (n — 1) objects in ¢ and one extra special object, namely
B[m], where m is in condition (c). Write

(bn = {Xl = B[m]7X27X37' oo 7Xn}

where X; € ¢ for all i = 2,3,--- ,n. Let A := (a;;) denote the adjacency matrix
A(pn, M © —). We claim that a1; # 0 and a;1 # 0 for all ¢, j.

Case 1:
a11 = dim Hom(B[m|, M ® B[m)])

(
> dim Hom(B[m],1 ® B[m])
= dim Hom(B, B)
=dimk =1 by condition (b).
Case 2: for every i > 2,
a1; = dimHom(B[m], M ® X;)
> dim Hom(B[m],1[m] ® X;)
= dim Hom(B[m], X;[m])
>dimk =1 by condition (c).
Case 3: for every j > 2,
a;1 = dimHom(X;, M © B[m])
> dim Hom(X}, 1[m¢ — m] ©® B[m])
= dim Hom(X, B[my))
= dim Hom(B[mo], S(X;)) by (E6.4.1)
>dimk =1 by condition (e).

Therefore we proved the claim. This means that every entry in A is larger than
or equal to the corresponding entry in I' as given in Lemma 6.3. By linear algebra,

p(4) > p(T) = v/

where the last inequality is Lemma 6.3. Then, by definition, fpd(M) > /n for all
n. Thus fpd(M) = oo as desired. O
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Now we are ready to show that every monoidal structure on weighted projective
line is fpd-infinite.

Proposition 6.5. Let X be a weighted projective line and let T be D®(coh(X)).

(1) Let C be a monoidal triangulated category acting on T. Then there is an
object M € C such that fpd(M) = oco.
(2) Every monoidal structure on T is fpd-infinite.

Proof. Since part (2) is a special case of part (1), it suffices to show part (1). We
need to verify hypotheses (a)-(e) in Lemma 6.4.

Let ¢ be the set {O, | x € P1\ {\o, -+, \:}} and let B be the trivial bundle
Ox. It is clear that ¢ is infinite, so (a) holds. By Lemma 6.2(2), (b) holds. Since
coh(X) has global dimension 1, (c) holds. By Lemma 6.2(1), D*(coh(X)) has a Serre
functor S which is Ox (wo)[1]®x—. Then S(O,) = O.[1] for allz € P*\{Xg, -+, \}.
Therefore (e) holds. Finally the assertion follows from Lemma 6.4. O

It is not hard to check that Proposition 6.5 also holds if X is an irreducible
smooth projective scheme of dimension at least 1.

We still need quite a few lemmas before we can prove Theorem 0.3. Recall that
the definition of fpd-wild is given in Definition 0.2(3).

Lemma 6.6. Let T be a triangulated category. Suppose that, for each n, there is
a connected brick set ¢ with || > n.
(1) Let C be a Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt monoidal triangulated category acting
on T. Then there is an indecomposable object M € C such that fpd(M) =
00.
(2) Suppose further that T is Hom-finite Krull-Schmidt. Then every monoidal
triangulated structure on T is fpd-wild.

Proof. Since part (2) is a special case of part (1), it suffices to show part (1).
Let (C,®,1) be a monoidal triangulated category acting on 7 where 1 is the
unit object of C. Write 1 as a direct sum of indecomposable objects

d
1= M.
i=1
By hypothesis, for each n, there is a connected brick set ¢™ with |¢™| > dn. Define
o1 = {X € ¢" | M; ® X # 0}.

Since X =10X = @Zl:l(Mi ® X) and X is indecomposable, there is exactly one
i such that M; ® X ## 0, and for that i, we have M; ® X = X. Hence, for each n,
@™ is a disjoint union of ¢ for i =1,--.,d. By the pigeonhole principle, there is
at least ¢ such that |¢?| > n. This implies that there is at least one j such that,
with this fixed j, there is an infinite sequence n; such that |¢?J| > n;. Using this
sequence of brick sets, one sees that

Homy(M;[~1] ® X,Y) = Hom7 (X, Y[1]) # 0
for all X,Y € ¢;7. By definition, fpd(M;[—1]) > n; as [¢;’| > n;. Since n; goes
to infinity, fpd(M;[—1]) = oo as desired. O

Next we recall more detailed structures concerning weighted projective lines. Let
p be the weight of X and By = ged(p; € p). Define v to be the group homomorphism
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from IL to Z such that u(?z) = HS# ps. It is easy to see that the image of v is
ByZ. In fact, we can assume that By = 1, so v : L — Z is a surjective morphism.
Since rank(ker(v)) = 0, the kernel of v is finite.

Lemma 6.7. Let X be a weighted projective line and let T be D(coh(X)).

(1) There is a positive integer By, only dependent on X, such that, if wy,ws are
in L satisfying v(we — w1) > By, then Homx (Ox(w1), Ox(w2)) # 0.
(2) For every N, there is a positive integer Bs(N), only dependent on X and N
such that
dim Homx (O(w1), O(w2)) < B3(N)

for all wy,we in L satisfying 0 < v(wg —wy1) < N.

Proof. (1) We may assume that w; = 0. Let By = (t — 1) [['_, pi. For ws € L with
v(we) > By, write wy = ZZ;B as T s +a; 74 where 0 < a, < psforall0 < s <t—1.
Since v(wz) > By, a; > 0. Then the wy-degree component of R (see (E6.0.1)) is not
zero and hence Homyx (Ox, Ox(w2)) = Ry, # 0.

(2) Again we can assume that w; = 0. Since there are only finitely many wo such

that v(wsz) is in between 0 and N. Let Bs(N) be the maximum of all possible
dim HomX(O, O(WQ))

where wy runs over all wy € L such that 0 < v(wy) < N. Then the assertion
follows. [l

The next lemma concerns domestic weighted projective lines. Some un-defined
terms can be found in [44]. Let wp be the dualizing element defined in (E6.0.4).

Lemma 6.8. Let X be a weighted projective line.
(1) [44, Proposition 5.1(ii)] Suppose that the weight p is either (2,2,n), or
(2,3,3), or (2,3,4) or (2,3,5). Let A be the attached Dynkin diagram and

A its extended Dynkin diagram. The Auslander-Reiten quiver T'(Vect(X))
of Vect(X) consists of a single standard component having the form ZA.
Moreover, the category of indecomposable vector bundles on X, denoted by
ind(Vect(X)), is equivalent to the mesh category of I'(Vect(X)).

(2) Under the hypotheses of part (1), there is a finite set of indecomposable
vector bundles {V;}ier such that every indecomposable vector bundle is of
the form Vi(nwo) for some n € Z and some i € I.

(3) [44, Sect. 5.1, page 217] If the weight p is of the form (p,q), then each
indecomposable vector bundle is a line bundle O(w) for w € L.

(4) Under the hypotheses of part (3), there is a finite set of indecomposable
vector bundles {V;}ier such that every indecomposable vector bundle is of
the form V;(nwyg) for some n € Z.

Proof. (2) There is a ([—1]-shifted) Serre functor F' := —(wg) which is also a functor
from ind(Vect(X)) to itself. It is easy to check that v(wp) < 0. Then F induces
an automorphism of the Auslander-Reiten quiver I'(Vect(X)) by shifting forward
a distance v(wp). Therefore there is a finite set of indecomposable vector bundles
{Vi}ier such that every indecomposable vector bundle is of the form V;(nwq) for
some n € Z and some i € I.

(4) Since the map v : L. — Z is a group homomorphism with finite kernel, there
are only finitely many w such that v(w) = 0. Similarly, there are only finitely many
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w € L such that v(w) = 0,1,--+,—v(wp) — 1. Then the set {O(w) | 0 < v(w)
—v(wp) — 1} has the desired property.

OIA

We introduce some temporary notation. By Lemma 6.8(2,4), if X is domestic,
then there is a finite set of indecomposable vector bundles, say K := {K1,--- Kp, },
such that every indecomposable vector bundle is of the form Kj(nwgy) for some
1 < s < By and some n € Z. (Here wy € L is the dualizing element given in
(E6.0.4).) For each K, we fix a sequence of sub-bundles

(E681) 0=: ‘/;)0 C V971 C ‘/5)2 c---C Vv&ys = K

such that each subquotient Vs ;/Vs ;—1 is a line bundle of the form Ox(ws, ;) for some
ws,; € L. Let Q(X) be the collection of all such wy ;’s. Hence 2(X) is finite. Let

max(Q) = max{r(w) | w € QX)},
min(Q) = min{r(w) |w € QX)}.

For every vector bundle V, we write V' = K, (nwp) for some s and n. Then we fix
a sequence of sub-bundles of V := K (nwg) by applying —(nwq) to (E6.8.1). We
have a series of subquotients

Vis,i(nwo)/Vs,i—1(nwo) = Ox (ws,; + nwo)

induced by (E6.8.1). Let v(V) denote the positive different between the largest
of all v(ws; + nwp) and the smallest of all v(ws; + nwpy). Then it is clear that
v(V) < max(2) — min(£2). So we have proved part (1) of the follows proposition.

Proposition 6.9. Let X be a domestic weighted projective line.

(1) LetV be an indecomposable vector bundle on X. Then the v(V') is uniformly
bounded by Bs := max(§)) — min(Q).

(2) Let V be an indecomposable vector bundle on X. Then the rank V is uni-
formly bounded by an integer Bg (only dependent on X).

(3) Suppose ¢ is a brick set consisting of vector bundles on X. Then the size of
¢ is uniformly bounded by By (only dependent on X).

(4) Suppose ¢ is a brick set consisting of vector bundles on X. Then, up to
a degree shift, ¢ is a subset of Ui:;iN K(nwo) for some integer N. As a
consequence, Yy, v(V) is uniformly bounded, say, by Bs (only dependent
on X).

(5) Fiz a vector bundle V on X. For every brick set consisting of vector bundles
{X1,--+, Xy}, dimHomx (X;,V ®x X;) is uniformly bounded by By(V') for
all i,j (only dependent on V and X).

(6) Fiz a vector bundle V on X. For every brick set consisting of vector bundles
{X1,--+, Xy}, dimHomx(V ®x X;, X;) is uniformly bounded by B1o(V') for
all i,j (only dependent on V and X).

Proof. (2) This is part of [47, Theorem 6.1]. It also can be shown directly as follows.
Since every indecomposable vector bundle V' is of the form K (w) for 1 < s < By,
the rank of V' is uniformly bounded, say by Bg.
(3) Since v(wo) is negative, there is an Ny such that for all n > N; and for all
51, 82,

V(wsz,Ysz) - V(wsl,l - nWO) > By
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where Bj is the constant given in Lemma 6.7(1). By Lemma 6.7(1), for such n,
51, 52,

Homy (Ox(ws,,v,,)), Oxt(ws,,1 — nwo)) # 0.
By (E6.8.1),

(E6.9.1) Homy (K, K, (—nwp)) # 0

for all s1, 9 and all n > Nj.
Let ¢ be a brick set of vector bundles. We claim that |¢| < N;|K| =: Br. If not,
by the pigeonhole principle, there is an s such that ¢ contains a subset

{Ks(niwo), - -+, Ks(ngwo)}
for some ¢ > Ny where ny < ny < --- <ng. Then, by (E6.9.1),
Homx (K (nqwo), Ks(niwo)) = Homx (K, Ks((n1 — ng)wo)) # 0.

This contradicts that ¢ is a brick set. Therefore we proved the claim.

(4) Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ contains K;. Let K (nwo)
be any other object in ¢. By (E6.9.1), |n| < N; where N; is given in the proof of
part (3). Therefore ¢ is a subset of U'r]jéle K(nwo). As a consequence, >y, v(X)
is uniformly bounded, say by Bs.

(5) By part (4), up to a degree shift, we can assume that ¢ is a subset of
Ui:;i ~ K(nwo) for a fixed integer N. Note that the global degree shift will not

change the assertion. Then the assertion follows by the fact that Ug:7 ~ K(nwo) is
a fixed set.
(6) Similar to the proof of part (5). O

Lemma 6.10. Let X be a weighted projective line. Let T be D®(coh(X)).

(1) Let M be a brick object in T. Then M = N[n] where n € Z and there
N € coh(X) is either a vector bundle, or an ordinary simple O,, or an
indecomposable object in Tory,.

(2) If a brick set ¢ consists of indecomposable objects in Tory for some A € P1,
then |p| is uniformly bounded by B11 (only dependent on X).

(3) If M is a brick object in Tor(X), then dim M is uniformly bounded by Bia
(only dependent on X).

Proof. (1) It is well-known that every indecomposable object in coh(X) is either
a vector bundle or a torsion sheaf. The assertion follows by (E6.0.3) and the fact
that coh(X) is hereditary.

(2) This is trivial if A € P\{ Ao, -+ , Ac}. If A = A, for some i, Tor), is a standard
tube of rank p; with p? brick objects, see [15, Section 2.2]. So the assertion follows.

(3) By (E6.0.3), M € Tor)y for some A € P. It is trivial if A € P\ {Xo, -+, A}
Now assume that A = X;. All brick objects in T'ory, are given in [15, Corollary 2.8].
As a consequence, dim M < p;. The assertion follows. (I

Since R in (E6.0.1) is commutative, there is a natural tensor product on coh(X),
denoted by ®x. Note that ®x is not (bi)exact. The derived category T :=
D’(coh(X)) has a canonical monoidal structure where the tensor functor is defined
by

— Q7 — = — ®§{ _
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(the derived tensor product). Note that ®7 is biexact so that 7 is a monoidal
triangulated category. Next we show that this monoidal triangulated structure is
fpd-tame when X is domestic.

Theorem 6.11. Retain the notation introduced above. If X is domestic, then the
canonical monoidal triangulated structure on D®(coh(X)) is fpd-tame.

Proof. Let T denote D®(coh(X)). By Proposition 6.5, T is fpd-infinite. By defini-
tion, it remains to show that fpd(M) < oo for every indecomposable object M in
T.

Since M is indecomposable and coh(X) is hereditary, by [14, Lemma 3.3], M is
of the form N{[n] for some N € coh(X) and n € Z. By Lemma 6.10(1), N is either
a vector bundle or a torsion. So we fix an N and consider the following two cases.

Case 1: N is a vector bundle. In this case N ®x — is exact and N®7Y = N®xY
for all Y € coh(X).

If n # 0,1, by the proof of Lemma 4.11, fpd(N[n] ® 7 —) = 0. Now we deal with
the case n =0 or M = N. Let ¢ be a brick set. By Lemma 6.10(1), we can write
¢ = Uscy, @5, with § integers ranging from small to large, where ¢s is either empty
or of the form

{X(;,l [6]7 X6,2[5]7 U 7X5,t5 [5]}
for some X5 5 € coh(X). Since

HOmT(X575[5], N @1 X5 o [5/]) =0

for all 6 > ¢’, the adjacency matrix A(¢, N®7—) is a upper triangular block matrix.
Now the idea of [14, Lemma 6.1] implies that we only need to consider blocks,
namely, we can assume that ¢ = ¢s for some §. For each block associated to ¢s,
we can further assume that 6 = 0 and ¢ = {X1, -, X} for some X, € coh(X).
Without loss of generality, we assume that

¢:¢0:{X15"'7Xt}

for some X1, -+, X; € coh(X). If ¢ contains an ordinary simple O, then, by
Lemma 6.2(2), ¢ does not contain any vector bundle. In this case, one can further
decompose ¢ according to (E6.0.3) so that A(¢, N @7 —) is a block diagonal matrix.
For each block, ¢ is either {O,} or consisting of objects in Tory,. So we consider
these two subcases. If ¢ = {O,}, it is easy to see that Homy (O, N @1 O,) has
dimension bounded by the rank of N. This is uniformly bounded. If ¢ is a subset of
Tory,, then there are only finitely many possibilities [Lemma 6.10(2)]. Hence entries
and size of the A(¢, N @7 —) is uniformly bounded. Therefore p(A(¢, N @1 —))
is uniformly bounded. The second case is when ¢ does not contain any ordinary
simple O,. Then the size of ¢ is uniformly bounded by Proposition 6.9(3) and
Lemma 6.10(2). We claim that each entry in A(¢, N ®7 —) is uniformly bounded,
or d;; := dim Homx (X;, N ®x X;) is uniformly bounded for all X;, X; in ¢. If both
X, and X; are vector bundles, the assertion follows from Proposition 6.9(5). If
X; is in Tory, and X, is a vector bundle, then d;; = 0. If X; is a vector bundle
and X, is in Tory,, then d;; is bounded by rank(X;)rank(N)dim X;, which is
uniformly bounded by Proposition 6.9(2) and Lemma 6.10(3). If X; and X; are
both in T'ory,, then d;; is bounded by (dim X;) rank(N)(dim X ;) which is uniformly
bounded. Combining all these cases, one proves that fpd(V) is finite by Lemma
4.8 (Gershgorin Circle Theorem).
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Next we deal with the case n = 1 (namely, M = N[1]) and re-cycle some notation
used in the previous paragraphs. By Lemma 6.10(1), we can write ¢ = sy @5,
with § being integers ranging from small to large, where ¢s is either empty or of
the form {Xs1[0], X5,2[0],- -, Xs.45[0]}. Since coh(X) is hereditary,

Homy (Xs,s[0], N[1] @7 Xo,5[0']) = 0

for all s,s and all 6 < ¢’. Therefore the adjacency matrix A(¢, N[1] @7 —) is
a lower triangular block matrix. For each block we can assume that § = 0 and
¢ = {X1,---,X:} as in the case n = 0. If ¢ contains an ordinary simple O,,
then, by Lemma 6.2(2), ¢ does not contain any vector bundle. In this case, one
can further decompose ¢ according to (E6.0.3) so that A(¢, N[1] @ —) is a block
diagonal matrix. For each block, ¢ is either {O,} or consisting of objects in Tory,.
So we consider these two subcases. If ¢ = {O,}, then

Hom7(O,, N[1] @7 O,) = Ext (0, N @7 O,)

which is bounded by the rank(N). If ¢ is a subset of Tory,, then there are only
finitely many possibilities, see the proof of Lemma 6.10(2). Hence the entries and
the size of the A(¢, N[1]®7—) are uniformly bounded. Therefore p(A(¢, N[1]®@7—))
is uniformly bounded. The second case is when ¢ does not contain any ordinary
simple O,. Then the size of ¢ is uniformly bounded by Proposition 6.9(3) and
Lemma 6.10(2). We claim that each entry in A(¢, N[1]®7—) is uniformly bounded,
or

dij + = dim Homx (X;, N[1] ®x X;) = dim Extg(X;, N ®x X;)
= dim Homx(N Xx Xj, Xi(wo)) = dim Homx(N(—wo) Xx Xj, Xz)

is uniformly bounded for all X;, X; in ¢. Note that the third equality is Serre
duality. If both X; and X are vector bundles, the assertion follows and Proposition
6.9(6). If X; is in Tory, and X, is a vector bundle, we obtain that

d;; < rank(X;) rank(N(—wp)) dim X,

which is uniformly bounded by Proposition 6.9(2) and Lemma 6.10(3). If X; is a
vector bundle and X is in Tory,, then d;; = 0. If X; and X; are both in Tory,,
then

di; < dim(X;) rank(N(—wp)) dim X,
which is uniformly bounded. Combining all these cases, one proves that fpd(N[1])
is finite by Lemma 4.8 (Gershgorin Circle Theorem).

Case 2: N is a torsion. By definition, N ®7 — = N ®% —. If n # —1,0,1, a
proof similar to Lemma 4.11(1) shows that fpd(N[n]) = 0. We need to analyze the
cases n = —1,0,1. The following proof is independent of n.

Since N is torsion and indecomposable, by (E6.0.3), N is either in T'or,, or Tory,.
We will use Gershgorin Circle Theorem [Lemma 4.8]. Let ¢ = {X1, -+, X} be
any brick set in 7 and let (di;j)mxm denote the adjacency matrix A(¢, N[n] @1 —)
where
By Lemma 4.8, it suffices to show

(a) each d;; is uniformly bounded (only dependent on M := N[n]).
(b) For each j, there are only uniformly-bounded-many ¢ such that d;; # 0.
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Proof of (a): For each j, write X; = Yj[s;] for some Y; € coh(X) and s; € Z.
Since N € Tory, H} (X;) := H*(N[n] ®1 X;) is zero for s #n+s; —1,n+s; and
H%(X;) isin Tory for s=n+s; —1,n+ s;. Since coh(X) is hereditary,

Nl @7 X; = Y H*(N[n] @7 X,)[-s],

see [16, Lemma 2.1]. If ¥; is a vector bundle, then
dim HR (X;) < (dim N)(rank(Y;))
for all 5. If X; is torsion, then
dim H} (X;) < (dim N)(dim Y;)

for all s. In both cases, dim H*(X};) is uniformly bounded by Proposition 6.9(2)
and Lemma 6.10(3). Using the Serre duality and Proposition 6.9(2) and Lemma
6.10(3) again, one sees that

> dim Homy(X,[t], H*(N[n] @7 X;)[s]) = > _ dim Homy(X;[t], Hy (X;)[s])

s,tEZ s,t

is uniformly bounded. Hence

dij = Homp(X;, N[n] @7 X;) = > Homy(X;, H*(N[n] @7 X;)[s])

is uniformly bounded.

Proof of (b): As noted before, fpd(N[n]) = 0 when n # —1,0,1. So, in this proof,
we assume that n is —1 or 0 or 1. Without loss of generality, we only prove that
there are only uniformly-bounded-many 4 such that d;; # 0. By a complex shift,
we can assume that Xy € coh(X). Since coh(X) is hereditary, one can check that,
if X; € coh(X)[m] for |m| > 3, then d;; = 0.

For each m with |m| < 2, let ¢, consist of ¥; € coh(X) such that X; = Y;[m] € ¢
and d;; # 0. If ¢,,, does not contain any ordinary simple O,, then, by Proposition
6.9(3) and Lemma 6.10(2), |¢s,| is uniformly bounded. If ¢,, contain an ordinary
simple O, then d;; # 0 implies that x is in the support of N ®x X;. Therefore
there are only finitely many possible z. Further, X is either O, or a vector bundle,
and in the latter case, d;; # 0 implies that N must be O,.. In both case, N[n]®7 X
is supported at x. Therefore ¢,, consists of a single element O,. Combining above,
we obtain that >, <5 |¢m| is uniformly bounded. As a consequence, (b) holds.

Now it follows by Lemma 4.8, fpd(N[n]) < oo. Combining Cases 1 and 2, we
finish the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 0.3.

Proof of Theorem 0.3. (1) If Q is of finite type, by Corollary 4.10 every monoidal
triangulated structure on D’(rep(Q)) is fpd-finite. The converse follows from Lem-
mas 6.1(2), 4.3 and 4.5 and Proposition 6.5.

(2) Suppose @ is tame. By Lemma 6.1(2) and Theorem 6.11, there is a fpd-tame
monoidal structure on 7. Applying Lemma 4.6 to A = C = rep(Q), there is a
fpd-wild monoidal structure.

(3) This follows from parts (1,2), Lemmas 4.3 and 6.6.

(4) This follows from part (1). O

Corollary 6.12. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver.
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(1) Q is of finite type if and only if rep(Q) does not contain an infinite brick
set.

(2) Q is of tame type if and only if rep(Q) contains an infinite brick set and
does mot contain an infinite connected brick set.

(3) Q is of wild type if and only if rep(Q) contains an infinite connected brick
set.

Proof. (1) If Q is of finite type, rep(Q) contains only finitely many indecomposable
objects. So rep(Q) does not contains an infinite brick set.

For the converse, we assume that k@ is of tame or wild type. By Lemmas 4.3 and
4.5, rep(Q) contains an infinite brick set. This yields a contradiction. Therefore
the assertion follows.

(3) If @ is of wild type, by Lemmas 4.3, rep(Q)) contains an infinite connected
brick set. Conversely suppose rep(Q) contains an infinite connected brick set. By
Lemma 6.6, every monoidal triangulated structure on D®(rep(Q)) is fpd-wild. By
Theorem 0.3(3), @ is of wild type.

(2) Follows from parts (1,3). O

7. EXAMPLES

The natural construction of weak bialgebras associated to quivers, given in
Lemma 2.1, produces many monoidal triangulated categories by Lemma 1.9(2).
The main goal of this section is to construct other examples of (weak) bialgebras
most of which are related to finite quivers. We will see that, given a quiver Q,
there are different weak bialgebra structures on k@ such that the induced tensor
products over rep(Q) are different from (E2.1.1). As a consequence, there are sev-
eral different monoidal abelian structures on rep(Q) generally. We will also see
that there are monoidal triangulated structures on derived categories associated to
noncommutative projective schemes. The first example comes from [35].

Example 7.1. This example follows some ideas from [35, Theorem 3.2]. Let @ be
a quiver with n vertices. We label vertices of Q as 1,2,---,n. Suppose that 1 is
either a source or a sink, namely, () satisfies the following condition, either

(1) there is no arrows from 1 to j for every j, or
(2) there is no arrows from j to 1 for every j.
Let e; be the idempotent corresponding to the vertex ¢, and we use p for a path of

length at least 1.
First we define a bialgebra structure on k@ by

ele1) =1, Ale1) =e1 ®eq,
ele;) =0, Ale) = Z(ei ®es+es®e)+ e e,

s<1i
e(p) =0, Alp)=e1@p+pRer

for all 4 > 1 and all paths p of length at least 1. It is routine to check that this
defines a cocommutative bialgebra structure on kQ.

By the above definition, A(z) = e; ® z + £ ® e for all x in the ideal J generated
by arrows of @ (this is also the graded Jacobson radical of k@). Let I be any
sub-ideal of J. Then it is clear that I is a bialgebra ideal of k). Therefore there is
an induced bialgebra structure on kQ/I.
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Let @ is a finite acyclic quiver. Let (A,€) be a coalgebra structure on k@.
Suppose |Qo| = n, then A is called a partitioning morphism (cf. [30, p.460]) if

(1) there are Ey,--- , FE, which are subsets of £ = {(4,7) | 1 <4,j <n},
(2) E;NE;j=0ifi#j, and
(3) forevery 1 <k <mn, Aley) = Y. e Qej.
(i,5)€EL
Let Q(i, j) be the set of paths from vertex i to vertex j, then:

Proposition 7.2. [30, Proposition 4] Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver. Suppose
k@ has a coalgebra structure (kQ, A,e). Then kQo is a subcoalgebra of kQ and A
is a prealgebra map if and only if

(1) A is a partitioning morphism,

(2) Aag - am) = Alar) -+ - Aayy,) where a; € Q1,

(3) Ala) € éh kQ(i,i") @ kQ(j,7') for any a : k — 1.

(4,4)€EL,(i,j)EE,

Proof. Note the fact that if k@) is a subcoalgebra of k@) and A is a prealgebra
morphism, then A is a partitioning morphism. The rest of the proof is similar to
[30, Proposition 4], and we omit it here. O

Remark 7.3. (1) Following Proposition 7.2, our first step is to understand all
weak bialgebra structures on k®™. This is already a non-trivial task and we
post it as a question.

Can we classify all weak bialgebra structures on k™2

When n = 2, see Lemma 7.5 below.

(2) There are algebras A which do not admit any weak bialgebra structure. Let
A be the algebra k[z]/(z™) for some n. Then A admits a (weak) bialgebra
structure if and only if n = p* where p = char k > 0 and ¢t > 1. We
give a sketch proof of one implication. Suppose that A := k[z]/(2") is a
weak bialgebra. Note that A is local which implies that both the target
and source counital subalgebras of A are k. As a consequence, A is a
bialgebra. So the augmentation ideal J := kere is the Jacobson radical of
A. So the associated graded Hopf algebra gr ; A, which is isomorphic to A as
an algebra, is the restricted enveloping algebra of a restricted Lie algebra.
Therefore the k-dimension of A is p* for some ¢ > 1. The assertion follows.

(3) Suppose char k = p > 0. Let A be the finite dimensional Hopf algebra

k['rla e axn]/(le)a e axz)
for some n > 2. The coalgebra structure of A is determined by
A(l‘l) =5, R1+1Qx;

for all 4. Since A is local, the only brick object in A is the trivial module
k. Therefore fpd(M) < oo for every object in A. On the other hand, A is
wild when n > 2. Therefore conditions (a) and (b) in Theorem 0.4 are not
equivalent if we remove the hereditary hypothesis.

Definition 7.4. Let A be an algebra. Two (weak) bialgebra structures (Ay,e1)
and (Ag,e2) on A are called equivalent if there is an algebra automorphism o of A
such that Ajo = (0 ® 0)Ag and €10 = e9.
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Lemma 7.5. Let B = k%2 = ke; ®key. Then there are five different weak bialgebra
structures on B:

(a) Aler) = e1®e1,Ales) = ea®ea+e1®ea+ea®eq, e(er) =1 and e(ez) = 0.
(b) A(e1) =e1®e1+ea®ea, Alea) = ea®er+e1Rea, e(e1) =1 and e(ez) = 0.
(c) Aes) = ea®en, Aler) =e1®e1+e1Qea+ea®er, e(er) =0 and e(es) = 1.
(d) Alea) = ea®ea+e1®er,Ale1) = e1®ea+ea®eq, e(er) =0 and e(eg) = 1.
(e) Aler) =e1 ®e1,Ales) =e2 ®ea, e(er) =1 and e(ez) = 1.

Note that (a) and (c) are equivalent bialgebra structures (and so are (b) and (d)).
The fifth one is a weak bialgebra, but not a bialgebra.

Note that (e) in the above lemma is the direct sum of two copies of trivial Hopf
algebra k. Consequently, it is a weak Hopf algebra. Other bialgebra algebras in the
above lemma are not (weak) Hopf algebras.

Proof. Fix a (weak) bialgebra structure (A, e) on B. Let B, and B, be target and
source counital subalgebras of B, see [54, Definition 2.2.3].

Case 1: dim B; = 1, then B; = By = klg. In this case, B is a bialgebra. As a
consequence, (e1) +e(e2) = e(e1 + ez) = (1) = 1. Since e; are idempotents, (e;)
is 1 or 0. First we assume that £(e1) = 1 and e(ez) = 0. Write A(e1) = 3_ aije; ®e;.

i
By the counital axiom, we obtain that A(e1) = e1 ®e; or Ae1) = e1®e1 +ea®es.
If A(e1) = e1 ® e1, we obtain case (a); if A(e;) = e1 ® e1 + e2 ® ea, we obtain case
(b). The other situation is (e;) = 0 and e(ez) = 1. By symmetric, we have (c)
and (d).

Case 2: dim By = 2. Then B, = B; = B. By [6, Lemma 2.7], A(e1) = e1 ® €1
and A(ez) = ez ® e2. Then it is easy to check that we obtain (e). O

Lemma 7.6. Let A be a bialgebra and J be its Jacobson radical. Suppose that J
is nilpotent. If B :== A/J = k%" as an algebra for some positive integer n, then B
is a quotient bialgebra of A.

Proof. Let m be the canonical quotient map from A to B. It’s clear that 7 is an
algebra map. Consider the composition of algebra maps:

A2 A0 AT Be B.

Since B ® B doesn’t have nilpotent elements and J is nilpotent, the above algebra
map from A — B ® B factors through the quotient map 7, that is, there exists
a unique algebra map Ap from B — B ® B, such that the following diagram
commutes

A— 2 _A9A

T

B——% . B®B.

Furthermore, (Ap ® Id)Ap and (Id ® Ap)Ap are the algebra maps induced by
algebra maps (71 @ 7 ® m)(A @ Id)A and (7 @ 7 ® 7)(Id ® A)A respectively from
A — B® B® B. Then Ap is coassociative since A is coassociative.

Similarly, let eg : B — k be the algebra map induced by € : A — k. It is not
hard to verify that ep satisfies the counital axiom. Consequently, B is a quotient
bialgebra of A and J is a bi-ideal. O

Now we are ready to classify (weak) bialgebras on a small quiver.
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Proposition 7.7. Suppose Q is the quiver with two vertices {1,2} and w arrows
from 1 to 2 with w > 1. Let A be the path algebra kQ. Then there are 5 types of
weak bialgebra structures on A up to equivalences.
(a) Aler) =e1®e1,Ales) =ea®eat+e1 Qex+ea®eq, eler) =1
and for any arrow r from 1to 2, A(r) =e1 ®r+1r®ey and e(r
(b) A(el) = €1 ®61 —|—€2 ®62,A(62) = €2 ®61 —|—61 ®62, ( ) = 1,
and for any arrow r from 1to 2, A(r) =r®e; +e1 ®r and e(r
(c) Alea) =ea®ea, Aleg) =e1®e1 +e1 Qe +ea®eq, e(ea) =1,
and for any arrow r from 1 to 2, A(r) =ea®@r+1r Qe and e(r
(d) A(GQ) = €1 ® €1 =+ €9 ® 62,A(€1) = €2 ®61 =+ €1 ® €, € ( ) 1,
and for any arrow r from 1 to 2, A(r) =r ez +ea @1 and e(r
(e) Ale;) =ei®ey, ele;) =1 fori=1,2, and the Jacobson radical J of A is a
subcoalgebra of A.

)
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Proof. Let J be the Jacobson radical of A, which is the ideal generated by the
arrows from 1 to 2. It is clear that J? = 0 and A/J = B where B is as given in
Lemma 7.5.

We first consider bialgebra structures on A.

By Lemma 7.6, A/J is a quotient bialgebra of A and J is a bi-ideal of A. All
bialgebra structures on B = A/J are classified in Lemma 7.5. We will use this
classification to analyze the bialgebra structures on A.

Case 1: Suppose the bialgebra structure on B is as in Lemma 7.5(a). Lifting the
bialgebra structure on B to A, we have

Ale1)=e1®e1+e1 @t +ea®itat+t3®er +taQeg + T,

A(eg):€1®62+€2®€1+62®62—€1®t1—€2®t2—t3®61—t4®62—T,
where T € J® J and t; € J for 1 <i <4, and

e(er) =1, e(ea) =0, e(r)=0foralrelJ

By counital axiom, we have t; = t3 = 0. By using the equation A(ejesz) = 0, we
have to = t4 = 0. In the bialgebra structure of A, we have, for every arrow r from
1 to 2,

Alr) =e1@r+r@e+ f(r) @ex+ e @g(r) +w(r)
where f(r),g(r) € J and w(r) € J® J. Using the fact that r = re;, we obtain that

f(r) =g(r) =0 for all r.
Pick any k-basis of J, say {r;}, we can write,

Aler) = e @er+ Y ayri@r,
0J
Aes) = 61®e2+€2®61+62®€2_Zaij7'i®7'ja
,J
Ar;) = 61®T‘i+Ti®€1+ZC’zk'f‘j®T‘k.
gk

Suppose deg(e1) = deg(e2) = 0 and deg(r;) = 1. Let = denote = modulo higher
degree terms. Then the coalgebra structure above can be written as

A(el) =e1RKer
Ales) =e3®ea+e2®@e1 +e3 ® en
Alr))=e1®r +71; Qeq.



42 J.J. ZHANG AND J.-H. ZHOU

By [35, Lemma 3.1], if two different bialgebra structures on A both satisfy the
above equations, then they are isomorphic.

Therefore, in this case, there exists a unique bialgebra structure on A up to
isomorphism, that is,

A(el) = e ®eq,
Ale2) = e1®ex+ea®er +ex® e,
A(TZ) = €1®Ti—|—7”i®61,

which is exactly (a).
Case 2: Suppose the bialgebra structure on B is as in Lemma 7.5(b). Lifting the
bialgebra structure on B to A, we have

Aler) =e1 Qe +ea@er+e1 @t +ea Rty +t3®ey +ta®@ea + 1T,
where T € J® J and t; € J for 1 <i <4, and
Ales) =e1®est+ea®e1 —e1 Rt —ea®ta —t3®ep —ta®es — T,
gle1) =1, e(ex) =0, e(r)=0forallreJ

By counital axiom, we have t; = t3 = 0. By the fact e; is an idempotent, we have
T = 0. In the bialgebra structure of A, for every arrow r from 1 to 2, we have

Alr)=e1@r+r®@er+ f(r)®es+ex® g(r) +w(r)

where f(r),g(r) € J and w(r) € J® J. Using the fact that e;r = 0, we obtain that
f(r)=g(r) =0 for all r and w(r) + r @ to + t4 ® r = 0. Hence, for all t € J,

A)=e1@t+t®e1 —tRts—t, @t

Moreover, the coassociative axiom, (Id ® A)A(ez) = (A ® Id)A(eg), implies ty =
ty = 0. We obtain (b).

Case 3 and 4: When the bialgebra structure on B is as in Lemma 7.5(c) and (d),
it’s similarly to case 1 and case 2 respectively, and we obtain (c) and (d).

Next, we consider weak bialgebra, but not bialgebra, structures on A.

Let A; and Ag be the target and source counital subalgebras. By [11, (2.1)
and Proposition 2.4], dim A; = dim As and Ay commutes with A;. If dim A, =
dim A; = 1, by [55, Lemma 8.2], A is a bialgebra since A(1) = 1 ® 1, which is the
case we have just finished above. So dim A; = dim Ay > 2. Since A, is separable
(hence semisimple), A; N J = {0}. Thus there is an injective map

A, — ALS B

which implies that dim A; = dim A; = 2 and that 7(A4;) = B.

Now we claim that A, = A; = B. Since n(As) = B, we can write A, =
span{l,e; + p} where p € J. In this case, A; = A, since the space of elements
which commute with e; + p is Ay itself, and they both are weak bialgebras. Let [
denote the idempotent e; + p. Assume that

Al =a11 @1+ al @1+ a3l @1+ asll ®1
where a; € k. By [11, Equations (2.7a) and (2.7b)], a1 + a2 = 0 and A(l) =
(a2 + as)l ® 1. By A(1) = A(1%), ag = a3 and one of following equalities hold:
i) A1) =1,
() Al) =101l -10l+isl,
(i) A) =101l -10l+2Ao L
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However, (i) implies that [ is a scalar multiple of 1 and (ii) implies that 1 — I
is a scalar multiple of 1, which both are impossible. So (iii) holds and A(1) =
(1-0)® (1 —1)+1®1!, which means A; = A; = B as weak bialgebra, where the
weak bialgebra structure on B as in Lemma 7.5(e).

Re-write [y =l and ls =1 — 1. Then A(l1) =1; ® I; and A(l3) = ls ® l2. Note
that A = A; ® J as vector space. Then for any arrow r from 1 to 2, we have

Alr) = f(r)@h+g(r)®l+h@p(r) +®q(r) +w(r),

where f(r),g(r),p(r),q(r) € J and w(r) € J® J. By rly = r and lor = 7,
f(r) =g(r) =p(r) = q(r) = 0 for all . That is J is a subcoalgebra of A. It’s not
hard to check any coalgebras structure over J satisfy conditions in Definition 1.7.

Moreover, let o : (A, A,e) — (A, A'}¢’) via o(l;) = e; and o(r) = r for r € J,
where (A, A’ ¢’) is the weak bialgebra as in (e). Then o is an algebra automorphism
and (A, e) is equivalent to (A’ &’). O

We finish this section with examples related to both commutative projective
varieties and noncommutative projective schemes in the sense of [2].

Definition 7.8. [34, p. 1230] Let X be a smooth projective scheme.
(1) A coherent sheaf €& on X is called exceptional if Homx(E,E) = k and
Ext%(£,€) = 0 for every i > 0.
(2) A sequence &1,---,&, of exceptional sheaves is called an exceptional se-
quence if Exty(&;,&;) = 0 for all k and for all i > j.
(3) If an exceptional sequence generates D?(coh(X)), then it is called full.
(4) If an exceptional sequence satisfies

Ext%(&,f,’j) =0
for all £ > 0 and all 7, j, then it is called a strongly exceptional sequence.

The above concepts are extended to an arbitrary triangulated category in [50,
Definition 4.1]. The existence of a full (strongly) exceptional sequence has been
proved for many smooth projective schemes. However, on Calabi-Yau varieties there

are no exceptional sheaves. When X has a full exceptional sequence &1, - - - , &, then
there is a triangulated equivalence
(E7.8.1) RHomy (97, &, —): D’(coh(X)) = D’(mod —A)

where A is the finite dimensional algebra Endx(®?_,&;), see [50, Theorem 4.2]
(or [9, Theorem 3.1.7]). By Example 5.3(2), there is a canonical monoidal tri-
angulated structure on D’(coh(X)) induced by ®x. Then we obtain a monoidal
triangulated structure on D*(Mod; 4 —A) via (E7.8.1). By Example 5.3(1), if A is
a weak bialgebra, there is a (different) canonical monoidal triangulated structure
on D’(Mody 4 —A) (or equivalently, on D?(coh(X))). In short, there are possibly
many different monoidal triangulated structures on a given triangulated category.

Next we give an explicit example related to noncommutative projective schemes.

Example 7.9. Let T be a connected graded noetherian Koszul Artin-Schelter
regular algebra of global dimension at least 2. If T is commutative, then T is the
polynomial ring k[zg, 21, - ,2,] for some n > 1. Let X be the noncommutative
projective scheme associated to T in the sense of [2]. In [2] projT denotes the
category of coherent sheaves on X, but here we use coh(X) instead. When T
is the commutative polynomial ring k[zg,z1, - ,2,], then X is the commutative
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projective n-space P". On the other hand, there are many noetherian Koszul Artin-
Schelter regular algebras T' that are not commutative. Let r be the global dimension
of T and O be the structure sheaf of X. Then

{O(—(T‘ - 1))7 O(_(T - 2))7 T 70(_1)7 O}

is a full strongly exceptional sequence for X in the sense of [50, Definition 4.1]. By
(E7.8.1) or [50, Theorem 4.2],

(E7.9.1) Db(coh(X)) =2 D°(A — mod)

where A is the opposite ring of Endx (&7 ,0;). By [50, Definition 4.6 and Theorem
4.7], A is the opposite ring of the Beilinson algebra (which is denoted by R in [50,
Definition 4.6]). By the description in [49, Definition 4.7], the Beilinson algebra is
an upper triangular matrix with diagonal entries being k. Then A can be written
as kQ/I where @ is a quiver with r vertices and the number of arrows from vertex i
to vertex j equals the dimension of T;_;. It is clear that @) satisfies condition (2) in
Example 7.1. By Example 7.1, there is a cocommutative bialgebra structure on A.
Similarly, vertex r in @ satisfies condition (1) in Example 7.1, which implies that
there is another cocommutative bialgebra structure on A. Via (E7.9.1), Db(coh(X))
has at least two different monoidal triangulated structures induced by two different
bialgebra structures on A.
Now let T be the polynomial ring k[zg,z1]. Then X = P! and

D®(coh(P')) = Db((B)°? — mod)
where B is the Beilinson algebra associated to T'. By [49, Definition 4.7],

 (k ka+ky
p=(t =),

It is clear that B is the path algebra of the Kronecker quiver given in Example 2.7.
In this case we have two monoidal triangulated structures on D®(coh(P')). One is
the monoidal structure induced by ®p:, and the other comes from the canonical
weak bialgebra structure of B = k@ [Lemma 2.1(1)]. Together with two bialgebra
structures on B, see the above paragraph, we obtain four different monoidal triangu-
lated structures on D®(coh(P')). To show these monoidal triangulated structures
are not equivalent, one need to use some arguments in the proof of Lemma 5.9
(details are omitted).

8. PROOF OF THEOREMS 0.8

It is important and interesting to calculate explicitly fpd(M) of some objects M
in a monoidal abelian (or triangulated) category. Generally this is very difficult
task and dependent on complicated combinatorial structures of the brick sets. In
this section we will work out one example. Note that some non-essential details are
omitted.

A type A,, quiver is defined to be a quiver of form (E0.7.1):

ay az i1, a; QAn—1

where each arrow «; is either — or «—. For each n > 3, there are more than
one isomorphism classes of type A, quivers with n vertices, though we denote all
of them by A,,. In this section we provide fairly detailed computation of fpd(M)
for every indecomposable object in the monoidal abelian category rep(A,). Using
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Lemma 4.11, we obtain fpd (M) for every indecomposable object M in the monoidal
triangulated category DP(rep(A,)). The result is summarized in Theorem 0.8.
Throughout this section, the tensor product is defined as in (E2.1.1).

First we try to understand brick sets in rep(A,,). Recall that M{i,j}, for i < j,
denotes the representation of A,, defined by

k i<s<j

0 otherwise,

Idy 1< s <],

(M{i,j})a., = {

0 otherwise.
We start with easy observations.

Lemma 8.1. If {M{1,m}, M{k,1}} is a brick set and m > k > 3, then {M{2,m},
MA{k,l}} also is a brick set.

Proof. This is clear since k > 3. O
Lemma 8.2. For any 1 <i<j<mn, {M{1,i}, M{1,j}} is not a brick set.

Proof. There are two cases.

<
Case 1: s(oy) =i. Let f: M{1,j} — M{1,i} be (f)r = éd Z;Z . Then it
i
is clear that f € Hom(M{1,j}, M{1,i}) and Hom(M{1,j}, M{1,i}) # 0.
Id k<1
Case 2: t(a;) = 4. Let g : M{1,i} — M{1,j} be (9)r = 0k ; Z Then
i

g € Hom(M{1,i}, M{1,j}) and Hom(M{1,:}, M{1,5}) # 0.
Combining these two cases, one sees that {M{1,i}, M{1,j}} is not a brick set.
]

In the above, we can replace 1 by any positive integer no more that <.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose i < j < k. Then one of spaces Hom(M{i,j}, M{i, k}) and
Hom(M i, k}, M{i,j}) is isomorphic to k while the other is zero.

Proof. An idea similar to the proof of Lemma 8.2 shows that one of spaces is nonzero
and the other is zero. For the one that is nonzero, it must be k by Lemma 4.2. [

Lemma 8.4. If f: M{i,k} — M{i,l} is a non-zero morphism and k # 1, then for
any j < i, Hom(M{i, 1}, M{j,k}) =0 and Hom(M{j,1}, M{i,k}) = 0.

Proof. Assume that g : M{i,l} — M{j,k} is non-zero morphism, then it can
induce a non-zero morphism § : M{4,l} — M{i,k}. By Lemma 8.3, f = 0 which
contradicts the assumption. Therefore, Hom(M{i, 1}, M{j,k}) = 0. Similarly,
Hom(M{j,1}, M{i, k}) = 0. O

Next we define a binary relation, denoted by >, that does not necessarily satisfy
the usual axioms of an order.

Definition 8.5. For N, N’ € rep(A,), we write N = N’ if Hom(N,N’) = k.
Usually we only consider indecomposable objects N, N”.

Another easy observation, following from Lemma 8.3, is
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Lemma 8.6. Let I C {1,2,---,n} and Sy = {X; | X; = M{1,i},i € I}. Then
(S1,>) is a totally ordered set. Similarly, {Y; | Y; = M{i,n},i € I} is a totally
ordered set.

Lemma 8.7. Let N = M{4,j}, N' = M{k,l} and k < j <.
(1) Ifs(aj) = j and i <k, then Hom(N', N®QN') =2 k where NQN' = M{k,j}.
(2) If t(ej) = J, then for all m < j, Hom(N’, M{m,j}) = 0.
Proof. (1) In this case, we have i < k < j. By definition, N’ = M{k,l} and
frd ifk<s<j

N®N'=M{k,j}. Let f: N' - N ® N be defined by (f)s = .
0  otherwise

Then it is not hard to check 0 # f € Hom(N', N ® N').

If f € Hom(N', N ® N'), then there is a scalar ¢ € k such that (f')s = cId for
all k < s <j. Then f' =c¢f and Hom(N’', N @ N’) = k.

(2) Since k < j <1, (N")j+1 = k. Let f € Hom(N’, M{m, j}). Then, for every
s>7J, fs=0as (M{m,j})s = 0. So we have

()i (NDa; = (M{m, j})a; (f)j+1 = 0.
Since (N')o,; = Idy, we obtain (f); = 0. Using a similar equation as above and

induction, one sees that f; = 0 for all s < j. Therefore f = 0 as desired. (]

For the rest of this section we use ¢ for a brick set in rep(A,). Given a brick
set ¢ and an indecomposable representation M {4, j}, we define three subsets of ¢
according to {i,7}:

(1) ¢i ={N €[ (N); =k, (N); =0},

(2) ¢j ={N€¢|(N);=0,(N); =k},

3) ¢ij ={N € ¢ [ (N): =k, (N); =k}.
It is clear that ¢ contain the disjoint union of ¢;, ¢; and ¢;;. Note that ¢, for [
being either ¢ or j, can be divided into the following two parts:

¢ ={N € ¢ | M{i,j}® N = M{i,j}},
¢ ={N € ¢ | M{i,j} = M{i,j} ® N}.

Lemma 8.8. Let N be an object in ¢ that satisfies either M{i,j} @ N = 0 or
M{i,j} ® N = N. Then

p(A((b, M{Zvj} ® _)) = max{a, p(A((b \ {N}7 M{Zvj} ® _))}

0 if M{i,j}®N =0,
where a = : o

1 if M{i,j}® N =N.
Proof. Write ¢ = {Ny,--+, N} where N; = N. By the hypothesis on N,

dim Hom(Ny, M{i, j} @ N) = 0
for 2 < k < m. Hence, in the matrix A(¢, M{i,j} ® —), ar1 = 0 for all £k > 2. As
a consequence,
p(A(¢, M{i, j} ® —)) = max{a, p(A(d\{N1}, M{i,j} ® —))}

where a := a3 is the (1, 1)-entry in A(¢, M{i,j} ® —). Clearly a has the desired
property. ([l
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Lemma 8.9. Let N € ¢; and N’ € ¢;. Then {N,M{i,j} @ N'} and {M{i,j} ®
N, N'} are brick sets.
Proof. Write N as M{i',j'}. Then ¢’ < i and j' < j. Similarly, N’ = M{k,{}
for some k& > i and | > j, and consequently, M{i,j} ® N’ = M{k,j}. A ver-
sion of Lemma 8.1 shows that {M{i,j'}, M{k,l}} being a brick set implies that
{M{#', 7'}, M{k,j}} is a brick set. Therefore {N, M{i,j} ® N’} is a brick set. A
similar argument shows that {M {7, j} ® N, N'} is brick set. O
Lemma 8.10. Let j be a positive integer no more than n. If j = n or s(a;) =
j, then A(¢p;, M{i,j} ® —) is similar to an upper triangular matriz in which all
diagonal entries are 1.
Proof. If j = n, then |¢;| =1 and A(¢p;, M{i,j} ® —) = (1)1x1 by Lemma 8.2.
If j <nand s(oj) = j, by Lemma 8.6, the set ({M{i,j} @ N | N € ¢;},>) isa
totally ordered set. Let |¢;| = m and we can label the objects in ¢; so that
M{i,j} @ Ny = -+ = M{i,j} @ N,,.
By Definition 8.5,

o o 0 if I <k,
(E8.10.1) Hom(M{i, j} ® Ni, M{i,j} ® N;) = {k #15 k
And, by Lemma 8.7(1),
(E8.10.2) Hom(Ng, M{i, 7} ® Ni) = k.
Combine (E8.10.1) and (E8.10.2), then
0 ifl <k,

dim Hom(Ny, M{i, j} @ N) =

im Hom(N, M{i. 7} © M) {1 i 1> k.

The assertion follows. O
The next theorem is Theorem 0.8(2).

Theorem 8.11. Let Q be a quiver of type A, given in (E0.7.1) for some n > 2.
Then the following hold in rep(Q):

1 if M{i,j} is a sink,
fpd(M{i,5}) = S min{i,n — j+ 1} if M{i,j} is a source,
1 if M{i,j} is a flow.
Proof. First we show that
1 if M{i,j}is a sink,
(E8.11.1) fpd(M{3,5}) > ¢ min{i,n —j +1} if M{4,j} is a source,
1 if M{i,j} is a flow.

Let ¢ be the singleton consisting of M{4,j}. It is clear that A(¢, M{i,j} ® —)
is (1)1x1. Hence fpd(M{i,j}) > 1. Now suppose that M{i,j} is a source. Let
d = min{i,n — j + 1}. We construct a brick set with d elements as follows. By
Lemma 8.6, ({M{k,i} |1 <k <i},>)and {M{j,m} | j < m < n},>) are two
totally ordered sets. We list elements in these two sets as

(E8.11.2)  M{ky,i} > -+ = M{ky,i} and M{j,mi} > - = M{j,mn_j41}
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where {k;}i_, and {ml}Z:ljJrl are distinct integers from 1 to ¢ and from j to n
respectively. Since d = min{i,n — j + 1}, we have a set of d elements

d) = {M{kla m"*jJrl}a M{kQa mn*j}a Ty M{kdv mn*jJrQ*d}}'

We claim that ¢ is a brick set. If there is a nonzero map from M {ks, m,—j42-5} to
MA{ky, my—j42—4 } for some s < t, then, when restricted to vertices {j,j+1,--- ,n},
we obtain a nonzero map from M{j, mn—j12-s} to M{j,mp—_j12—+}. This contra-
dicts the second half of (E8.11.2). Therefore there is no nonzero morphism from
MA{ks,mp—_jro—s} to M{ky,my_jra_} for s < t. Similarly, there is no nonzero
morphism from M{k,, my—jyo_1} to M{ks, my_;io_s} for s < ¢, by using the first
half of (E8.11.2). Thus we prove our claim. Using this brick set, one see that every
entry in the matrix A(¢p, M{i,j} ® —) is 1, consequently, p(A(¢, M{i,j} ® —)) = d.
Therefore fpd(M{i,j}) > d if M{i,j} is a source. Combining with the inequality
fpd(M{i,j}) > 1, we obtain (E8.11.1).

It remains to show the opposite inequality of (E8.11.1), or equivalently, to show
that

1 if M{i,j} is a sink,
(E8.11.3)  p(A(¢, M{i,j} ® —)) < min{i,n —j+ 1} if M{i,j} is a source,
1 if M{i,j}is a flow,

for every brick set ¢ in rep(Q). We use induction on the integer |¢| + n. If |¢| +n
is 1, nothing needs to be proved. So we assume that |¢p| + n > 2. If |¢| = 1,
then A(¢, M{i,j} ® —) is either (0)1x1 or (1)1x1. It is clear that the assertion
holds. Now we assume that |¢| > 2. This forces that n > 3 (but we will not use
this fact directly). If there is an object N € ¢ such that either M{i,j} ® N =0
or M{i,j} ® N = N, then (E8.11.3) follows from Lemma 8.8 and the induction
hypothesis.
For the rest of the proof we can assume that

NZM{i,j}QN#0

for every object N € ¢. Note that the above condition implies that ¢ is the disjoint
of ¢;, ¢; and ¢;;. Now it suffices to consider ¢ satisfying the following conditions:

(*) ¢ = ¢i U Ui,
(**) for every N € ¢, M{i,j} @ N % N.
Let w be the number of objects in ¢. Suppose that ¢; is not empty. If there is
an N € ¢; such that N @ M{i,j} = M{i,j}, we let N,, be the object in ¢; U ¢;;
such that N, ® M {4, j} is largest in the set

{N®M{i,j} | N € ¢; Ui}

Such an object IV, exists by a version of Lemma 8.6. It is easy to see that IV,, € ¢;.
By the choice of N, one can show that, for every Ny € ¢; U ¢;; with k # w,

Hom(Ng, N, ® M{i,j}) = 0.
If N, € ¢\ (¢; U ¢yj), then, by Lemma 8.9,
Hom(Ng, N, ® M{i,j}) = 0.

Therefore ag,, = 0 for all K < w as an entry in the adjacency matrix A(¢, M{i,j} ®
—). As a consequence,

p(A(¢, M{i,j} ® —)) = max{1, p(A(¢ \ {Nuw}, M{i,j} @ —))}.
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Assertion (E8.11.3) follows by induction hypothesis. The other possibility is that
for every N € ¢; we have M{3,j} = N ® M{i,j}. Now let N; be the object in
¢j U ¢i; such that Ny ® M{i,j} is smallest in the set

{N®@M{i,j} | N € ¢; Uij}.

Such an object N; exists by a version of Lemma 8.6. It is easy to see that IV; € ¢;.
By the choice of Ny, one sees, for every N, € ¢; U ¢;; with k # 1,

Hom(Ny, N, ® M{i,j}) = 0.
If N, € ¢\ (¢; U yj), then, by Lemma 8.9
Hom(Ny, N ® M{i,j}) = 0.

Therefore a1, = 0 for all k£ > 1 as an entry in the adjacency matrix A(¢p, M {7, j} ®
—). As a consequence,

p(A((b, M{Zvj} ® _)) = max{l, p(A((b\ {N1}7 M{Zvj} ® _))}

Assertion (E8.11.3) follows by induction hypothesis. Combining these two cases,
we show that (E8.11.3) holds by induction when ¢; is not empty.

Similarly, (E8.11.3) holds by induction when ¢; is not empty. The remaining
case is when ¢; and ¢; are empty, or

(***) ¢ — ¢ij-
We divide the rest of the proof into 5 small subcases.

Subcase 1: t(ca;—1) = i. Pick any object in ¢, say N. Suppose that (N1);—1 # 0.
Then Hom(Ny, M{i,j}) = 0. Note that in this case M{4,j} = M{i,j} ® N for
all N € ¢. Therefore ajp, = 0 for all £ > 1 as an entry in the adjacency matrix
Ao, M{i,j} ® —). As a consequence,

p(A(¢, M{i, j} @ p(A(g \ {N1}, M{i,j} @ —)).

Assertion (E8.11.3) follows by induction hypothesis. Therefore, without loss of
generality, we can assume that (N1);—1 = 0 for all N; € ¢. Now everything can be
computed in the subquiver quiver @ \ {1}. Then we reduce the number of vertices
from n to n — 1. Again the assertion follows from the induction hypothesis.

Subcase 2: t(c;) = j. This is equivalent to Subcase 1 after one relabels vertices
of Q by setting i/ =n+1—1iforall 1 <i<n.

Subcase 3: i = 1. Since ¢ = ¢;;, by Lemma 8.6, ¢ consists of single object. As a
consequence, A(¢, M{i,j} ® —) is either (0)1x1 or (1)1x1. Then p(A(¢, M{i,j} ®
—)) <1 and the assertion follows trivially.

Subcase 4: j = n. This is equivalent to Subcase 3 after one re-labels vertices of
Q by setting i/ =n+1—iforall 1 <i<n.

Subcase 5: Not cases 1-4, namely, i > 1, j < n, t(a;—1) =i—1 and t(o;) = j+1.
In this case M{i,j} is a source. We list all objects in ¢ = ¢;; as

M{ilujl}a" : 7M{i’W7jw}

where 1 < iy <7 and j < js < n. By Lemma 8.3, all 75 are distinct. The same
holds true for js. Therefore |¢| = w < d := min{i,n — j + 1}. Since every entry of
A(p, M{i,j} ® —) is at most 1, we obtain that p(A(p, M{i,j} ® —)) < |¢| < d as
desired.

Combining (E8.11.1) with (E8.11.3), we finish the proof. O
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Note that, for M, N € rep(Q),
Hom ps (rep(q)) (M[0], N[1]) = Extiep(Q)(M, N).

For the rest of this section we use Ext'(M, N) instead of Exticp(Q) (M,N). The

Euler characteristic of two representations M and N of ) is defined to be
(dimM,dimN)g = > 2uyy — Y Ts()Ui(a)
vE€Qo a€Q:
where dim denotes the dimension vector and x,, = dim((M),), y, = dim((N),) for
any v € Qo. By [25, p.65], we have
(E8.11.4) dim Hom(M, N) — dim Ext' (M, N) = (dimM, dimN),,.
One can verify the following.
Lemma 8.12. Assume Q is of type A,,. Let N = M{i1,j1}, N' = M{ia, j2} and
11 < ig.
(1) If j1 <y — 2, then Ext'(N, N') = Ext'(N’, N) = 0.
(2) Suppose that j1 =iz — 1.
(a) If s(aj,) = 71, then Ext'(N,N') =k, Ext'(N’, N) = 0.
(b) If s(avj,) = ia, then Ext' (N, N’) = 0, Ext'(N', N) = k.
(3) Suppose either i1 < ig < j1 < jo2 or iy <ig < jo < j1.
(a) If Hom(N,N') =k, then Ext’(N,N’) =0, Ext'(N’, N) = k.
(b) If Hom(N’, N) =k, then Ext'(N,N') =k, Ext'(N’,N) = 0.

(c) If {N,N'} is a brick set, then Ext*(N,N’) = Ext'(N’, N) = 0.

(4) If iy = iy or j1 = jo, then Ext*(M, N) = Ext'(N, M) = 0.

Proof. When j; < iy — 2, it is easy to see
dim Hom(N, N') = dim Hom(N',N) =0
and
(dimN,dimN')g = (dimN’, dimN)g = 0.

Therefore, Ext' (N, N’) = Ext*(N’,N) = 0.

As for (2), (3) and (4), the proofs are similar and we omit them here. O

A direct corollary of Lemma 8.12 is
Corollary 8.13. Assume @ is of type A,,. If Hom(M{i1, j1}, M{is, jo}) 2k, then
Ext'(M{i1, j1}, M{is, jo}) = 0.

Any brick set ¢ in rep(Q) is also a brick set in D°(rep(Q)). In the next lemma
we are working with the category D(rep(Q)) and ¢ (respectively, ¢; and ¢;) still
denotes a brick set in rep(Q).

Lemma 8.14. Retain the notation above. Then A(¢p;, M{i,j}[1]® —) is similar to
a strictly lower triangular matriz.

Proof. By Lemma 8.6, ({M{i,j} @ N | N € ¢;},>) is a totally ordered set, which
can be listed as
(E8141) M{i,jl} - M{i,jg} - M{Z,j‘d)‘l}

When we compute the adjacency matrix A(¢p;, M{i,j}[1] ® —), we order elements
in ¢; according to (E8.14.1). For any two objects M{is,,js, }, M{isy,Jso} I &;
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with s1 < s2, we have M{i,js,} = M{i,js,}. An easy analysis shows that either
{M{is,, js, }, M{i, js, }} is a brick set or Hom(M{is,, js, }, M{i,js,}) = k. By
Lemma 8.12(3),

Ext! (M{is,, js b, M{i, 5} @ M{isy, s, }) = 0.
By Lemma 8.12(4), we have
Ext! (M{is, jo }, M {3, 7} ® M{is,, o, }) = Bxt (M{is, s, }, M{3, s, }) = 0.
As a consequence, A(¢;, M{%,j}[1] ® —) is a strictly lower triangular matrix. O

Lemma 8.15. Let N € (;Sj, N' € ¢;U¢;; and N" € (;Bj. then
Ext'(N, M{i,j} ® N') = Ext'(N’, M {i,j} ® N") = Ext'(N, M {i,j} ® N") = 0.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 8.12, we only prove the first equation and
leave out the proof of the last two equations.

Write N = M{i1,j1} and N’ = M{is, jo}. By definition, éj is nonempty. This
implies that s(a;, 1) =11 — 1.

First we suppose that N” € ¢;. If jo # i1 —1, then, by Lemmas 8.1 and 8.12(1,3c),
Ext'(N, M{i,j}®N’) = 0. If jo = i;—1, then Ext' (N, M {i, j}®N’) = 0 by Lemma
8.12(2). Therefore, Ext' (N, M {i, j} ® N') = 0 always holds for N’ € ¢;.

Next we suppose that N’ € ¢;;. Then either {N,M{i,j}} is a brick set or
Hom(N, M{i,j}) = k. By Lemma 8.12(3), Ext'(N,M{i,j} ® N’) = 0 since
M{i,j} @ N' = M{i,j}.

The assertion follows. O

Now, we prove Theorem 0.8(3).

Theorem 8.16. Let QQ be a quiver of type A, given in (E0.7.1) for some n > 2.
Then
min{i — 1,n—j} if M{i,j} is a sink,
fpd(M{i,j}1]) = ¢ 1 if M{i,j} is a source,
1 if M{i,j} is a flow.

Proof. Since this is a statement about the derived category D®(rep(Q)), we need to
consider all brick objects in this derived category. However, by the argument given
in the proof of Lemmad4.11 (2), we only need to consider brick sets of the form

¢:{N17"' s Nim | N Erep(Q)}

which consists of objects in the abelian category rep(Q).

The rest of the proof is somewhat similar to the proof of Theorem 8.11.

If there exists an object Ny = M{io, jo} € ¢ satisfying M{i,j} ® N1 = Ny, by
Lemma 8.2, there exist at most one object No = M {41, j1} € ¢ satisfying j; = ip—1
and at most one object N3 = M{is, jo} € ¢ satistying ia = jo+1. Then, by Lemmas
8.1 and 8.12, in the first column and the first row of A(¢p, M{i, j}[1]® —), all entries
are zero except for aio,as1,a13,a31, and aijsaz; = aizaz; = 0. No matter which
case is, we always have

p(A(p, M{i, j}[1] ® —)) = p(A(o \ { N1}, M{i, j}[1] ® —)).
Also, if there is an object N € ¢ satisfying M{i,j} ® N = 0, we also have

p(A(o, M{i, j}[1] ® —)) = p(A(¢ \ {N}, M{i, j}[1] @ —)).
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Similar to the proof of Theorem 8.11, it suffices to consider the brick set ¢
satisfying the following conditions:
(*) ¢ =0 Ug; Uy,
(**) for every N € ¢, M{i,j} ® N 22 N.
By Lemma 8.14, if we re-arrange objects in ¢ as (;33-, qgi, ®ij, (;31 and gi;j, then
A(p, M{i,j}[1] ® —) is a block lower triangular matrix. By Lemma 8.15,

p((b,M{’L,]}[l] ® _) = p((bw,M{Z,]}[l] ® _)'

Therefore, for the rest we consider the brick set ¢ satisfying ¢;; = ¢.

We divide the rest of the proof into 3 small cases.

Case 1: M{i,j} is a source. In this case, for any N € ¢, Hom(N, M{i,j}) =
k. Then by Lemma 8.12(3), Ext'(N, M{i,j}) = 0. As a consequence, the ad-
jacency matrix A(¢, M{i,j}[1] ® —) is a zero matrix. Therefore, in this case,
fpd(M{i, j}[1]) = 0.

Case 2: M{i,j}is aflow, without loss of generality, assume that a;—1 = a; =+—.
For any N = M{iy,51} € ¢, if iy = i, by Lemma 8.12(4), Ext*(N, M {i,j}) = 0.
If i1 < 4, either Hom(N, M{i,j}) = k or {N,M{i,j}} is a brick set, then by
Lemma 8.12(3), Ext'(N, M{i,5}) = 0. As a consequence, the adjacency matrix
A(p, M{i,j}[1] ® —) is a zero matrix. Therefore, in this case, fpd(M{i,j}[1]) = 0.

Case 3: M{i,j} is a sink. In this case, for any N = M{i1,51} € ¢, if i1 =
i, by Lemma 8.12(4), Ext'(N,M{i,j}) = 0. If j1 = j, by Lemma 8.12(4),
Ext'(N, M{i,j}) = 0. Therefore, since M{i,j} ® N = M{i,j}, we can assume
that i; < i and j; > j. Now, it’s easy to see Ext'(N,M{i,j}) = k by Lemma
8.12(3). As a consequence, all entries in the adjacency matrix A(¢, M {4, j}[1]® —)
are 1 and p(A(6, M{i, j}[1] © —)) = |655] < min{i —1,n— j}.

On the other hand, by Lemma 8.6, ({M{k,i} | 1 < k <i—1},>)and ({M{j,m} |
j+1<m<n}, ) are two totally ordered sets. We list elements in these two sets
as

M{ky,i} == M{ki—1,i} and M{j,m1} > - = M{j,mn_;}

where {k;}Z1 and {m,}]~] are distinct integers from 1 to i — 1 and from j + 1 to
n respectively. Let d = min{é — 1,n — j}, then we have a set of d elements

(b = {M{klv mn*j}v M{k27 mn*jfl}a to 7M{kd7 mn*jJrl*d}}

which is a brick set. Using this brick set, one see every entry in the matrix
A(gp, M{i,j}[1]®—) is 1 by Lemma 8.12, consequently, p(A(¢p, M{i,j}[1]®—)) = d.
Hence, in this case, fpd(M{%,j}[1]) = min{i — 1,n — j}. O

Proof of Theorem 0.8. : (1) This follows from Lemma 4.11(1).
(2) This follows from Lemma 4.11(2) and Theorem 8.11.
(3) This follows from Theorem 8.16. O
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