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ON TWO OPEN QUESTIONS FOR EXTENSION BUNDLES

QIANG DONG AND SHIQUAN RUAN∗

Abstract. In this paper we give positive answers for two open questions on
extension bundles over weighted projective lines, raised by Kussin, Lenzing
and Meltzer in the paper “Triangle singularities, ADE-chains and weighted
projective lines”.

1. Introduction

Weighted projective lines and their coherent sheaf categories are introduced by
Geigle and Lenzing in [8], in order to give a geometric realization of canonical
algebras in the sense of Ringel [22]. The subcategory vect-X of vector bundles over
a weighted projective line X carries a distinguished Frobenius exact structure, with
the system of all line bundles as the indecomposable projective-injective objects,
and then the induced stable category vect-X is a triangulated category by a general
result of Happel [9]. The stable category of vector bundles are closely related to
many mathematical subjects, such as Kleinian singularity and Fuchsian singularity
[16, 17, 5, 6], matrix factorization and Cohen-Macaulay module [11, 12], submodule
category and monomorphism category [2, 3, 7, 10, 20, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 31, 32].

In [13], Kussin, Lenzing and Meltzer established a surprising link between vector
bundles over weighted projective lines and the invariant subspace problem of nilpo-
tent operators as studied by Ringel and Schmidmeier [25], a problem with a long-
standing history going back to Birkhoff [1]. They showed that the stable category
of invariant subspaces of nilpotent operators of nilpotency degree p is equivalent to
the stable category vect-X for X of weight type (2, 3, p) as triangulated categories.
Consequently, these categories have Serre duality and admit tilting objects, whose
endomorphism algebras are Nakayama algebras.

The results in [13] have many generalizations in different directions. Ladkani [15]
showed that the above Nakayama algebras (line shape) and tensor algebras (rec-
tangle shape) are derived equivalent to certain Auslander algebras (triangle shape),
which have been applied in [18] to classify Nakayama algebras which are derived
equivalent to Fuchsian singularities. Simson considered Birkhoff type problems for
nilpotent linear operators for “two-flag one-peak” posets in [29, 30], and related
them to weighted projective line of (general) weight type (p1, p2, p3). For recolle-
ments and ladders associated to the stable categories of vector bundles, we refer to
[4, 19, 28].

For any weighted projective line X of weight type p = (p1, p2, p3), the Picard
group Pic(X) of X is isomorphic to the rank one abelian group L = L(p) on three
generators ~x1, ~x2, ~x3 subject to the relations p1~x1 = p2~x2 = p3~x3 := ~c, where
~c is called the canonical element of L. For any line bundle L and ~x in L with
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0 ≤ ~x ≤
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi, the indecomposable middle term of the following “unique”

non-split exact sequence

0 → L(~ω) → EL〈~x〉 → L(~x) → 0 (1.1)

is called the extension bundle, where ~ω = ~c −
3
∑

i=1

~xi is the dualizing element of L.

In particular, it is called an Auslander bundle if ~x = 0.
It has been proven that each indecomposable rank-two bundle in coh-X is an

extension bundle, which plays a key role in investigating vect-X, since the coherent
sheaves of rank-zero (torsion sheaves) and of rank-one (line bundles) vanished in
vect-X. Many properties of this triangulated category were discussed in [14], and
almost all the major results there are based on the features of extension bundles.

Denote by V2 the set of isomorphism classes of extension bundles in vect-X. Then
Pic(X) acts on V2 by line bundle twist

Pic(X)× V2 → V2; (~x,E) 7→ E(~x).

While the action is transitive for Auslander bundles, it is not the case for extension
bundles. Kussin, Lenzing and Meltzer in [14] have showed that the number of the
orbit set V2/Pic(X) has an upper bound (p1 − 1)(p2 − 1)(p3 − 1). There is an open
question stated in [14, Remark 9.4]:

Question A. ([14, Remark 9.4]) What is the exact number of the orbit set V2/Pic(X)?

In this paper, we describe when two extension bundles are in the same orbit
under the line bundle twist action in Section 2. Basing on this observation, we
obtain the exact number |V2/Pic(X)| via a Klein four-group action on certain set
of extension bundles.

Theorem A (Theorem 2.5). Let m be the number of even weights in the weight
sequence (p1, p2, p3). Then

|V2/Pic(X)| =































1
4

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) m ≤ 1

1
4 (

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) + (pj − 1)) m = 2 with pj odd

1
4 (

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) +
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 1)) m = 3.

For weight type (2, 3, p), p ≥ 2, Kussin, Lenzing and Meltzer have constructed a
tilting object in vect-X consisting of Auslander bundles, see [14, Proposition 6.9].
They raise the following open question.

Question B. ([14, Remark 6.10]) For weight type (2, a, b) with a, b ≥ 2, does there
exist a tilting object in vect-X consisting of Auslander bundles?

The second main result of this paper is to give a confirmation of this question.

Theorem B (Theorems 4.8 and 4.9). Let X be a weighted projective line of weight
type (2, a, b) with a, b ≥ 2, and let E be an Auslander bundle. Then there are two
tilting objects in vect-X as follows

(1) T1 =
⊕

{E(ix̄2 + jx̄3)|0 ≤ i ≤ b − 2, 0 ≤ j ≤ a− 2};
(2) T2 =

⊕

{E(ix̄1 + jx̄3)|0 ≤ i ≤ b − 2, 0 ≤ j ≤ a− 2}.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe when two exten-
sion bundles are in the same orbit and prove Theorem A. In Section 3, we show
that projective covers and injective hulls are invariants for extension bundles, and
investigate the stability for them. Section 4 is devoted to proving Theorem B.
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2. Orbit counting formula for extension bundles

Let k be an algebraically closed field and X be a weighted projective line of weight
type (p1, p2, p3), where the integers pi ≥ 2 for i = 1, 2, 3. Following [8], we denote
by coh-X the category of coherent sheaves on X and vect-X its full subcategory
consisting of vector bundles.

2.1. A canonical basis of the Grothendieck group. Recall that each element
in L := L(p1, p2, p3) can be uniquely written in normal form

~x =

3
∑

i=1

li~xi + l~c, with li, l ∈ Z and 0 ≤ li ≤ pi − 1. (2.1)

Up to isomorphisms the line bundles are given by the system L of twisted structure
sheaves O(~x) with ~x ∈ L, where O is the structure sheaf of X.

Denote by K0(X) the Grothendieck group of coh-X. By [8, Proposition 4.1],
Tcan =

⊕

0≤~x≤~cO(~x) is a canonical tilting sheaf in coh-X. Hence their classes

[O(~x)] with 0 ≤ ~x ≤ ~c form a basis of K0(X). Therefore, each element in the
Grothendieck group can be expressed as a linear combination of this basis. In
particular, for line bundles we have the following explicit expressions:

Proposition 2.1. Assume that ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi + l~c is in normal form. Then we have

[O(~x)] =

3
∑

i=1

[O(li~xi)] + l[O(~c)]− (l + 2)[O]. (2.2)

Proof. Let Si,j+1 be the exceptional simple sheaf arising from the exact sequence:

0 → O(j~xi) → O
(

(j + 1)~xi

)

→ Si,j+1 → 0

for i = 1, 2, 3 and j = 0, 1, · · · , pi − 1. Note that Si,j(~y) = Si,j+l′
i
for any ~y =

3
∑

i=1

l′i~xi + l′~c. Then

[O(~x)]− [O(~x − li~xi)] =

li
∑

j=1

[Si,j ] = [O(li~xi)]− [O].

Therefore,

[O(~x)]− [O(l~c)] = [O(~x)]− [O(~x −
3

∑

i=1

li~xi)] =
3

∑

i=1

(

[O(li~xi)]− [O]
)

. (2.3)

Let S be an ordinary simple sheaf. Then S(~y) = S for any ~y ∈ L, and we have
[O(l~c)]− [O

(

(l − 1)~c
)

] = [S] = [O(~c)]− [O] for any l ∈ Z. Hence,

[O(l~c)] = l([O(~c)]− [O]) + [O]. (2.4)

Combining (2.3) and (2.4) we have

[O(~x)] = ([O(~x)]− [O(l~c)]) + [O(l~c)] =

3
∑

i=1

[O(li~xi)] + l[O(~c)]− (l + 2)[O].

This finishes the proof. �

Recall that the rank function rk is a linear form on K0(X) characterized by
rk(L) = 1 for each L ∈ L . The determinant function det : K0(X) → L is a
group homomorphism characterized by det O(~x) = ~x for each ~x ∈ L. We have the
following observation.
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Proposition 2.2. Assume that ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi+l~c, ~y =
3
∑

i=1

ki~xi+k~c, ~z =
3
∑

i=1

λi~xi+λ~c,

~u =
3
∑

i=1

µi~xi + µ~c are in normal form. Then [O(~x)] + [O(~y)] = [O(~z)] + [O(~u)] if

and only if l + k = λ+ µ and {li, ki} = {λi, µi} for any i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, we have

[O(~x)] + [O(~y)] =

3
∑

i=1

([O(li~xi)] + [O(ki~xi)]) + (l + k)[O(~c)]− (l + k + 4)[O] (2.5)

and

[O(~z)]+ [O(~u)] =
3

∑

i=1

([O(λi~xi)]+ [O(µi~xi)])+(λ+µ)[O(~c)]− (λ+µ+4)[O]. (2.6)

Hence the sufficiency follows immediately. We only need to prove the necessity in
the following.

Note that {[O(~x)]|0 ≤ ~x ≤ ~c} is a basis of K0(X). By comparing the coefficient
of [O(~c)] in (2.5) and (2.6) we obtain l+ k = λ+ µ. Consequently, one can obtain

[O(li~xi)] + [O(ki~xi)]− [O(λi~xi)]− [O(µi~xi)] = 0

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. It follows that {li, ki} = {λi, µi} for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. We are done. �

2.2. Isomorphisms between extension bundles. Kussin, Lenzing and Meltzer
[14] showed that in coh-X each indecomposable vector bundle of rank two is an
extension bundle, i.e., has the form EL〈~x〉; cf.(1.1). For the sake of simplicity,
we denote EO〈~x〉 by E〈~x〉 in the rest of this paper. Moreover, all the extension
bundles are exceptional in coh-X. Hence they are determined by their classes in
the Grothendieck group K0(X).

The following result is a key observation on the feature of extension bundles. We
describe which extension bundles are in the same orbit.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that ~x, ~y, ~z ∈ L and ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi with 0 ≤ li ≤ pi− 2 for

1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Then E〈~x〉 ∼= E〈~y〉(~z) if and only if one of the following holds:

(i) ~y = ~x and ~z = 0;
(ii) ~y = lj~xj +

∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− li)~xi and ~z =
∑

i6=j

(li + 1)~xi − ~c for some 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Proof. Assume that ~y =
3
∑

i=1

ki~xi and ~z =
3
∑

i=1

λi~xi + λ~c are both in normal forms

with 0 ≤ ki ≤ pi − 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Then E〈~x〉 ∼= E〈~y〉(~z) if and only if they have
the same class in K0(X) since they are both exceptional in coh-X, that is,

[O(~ω)] + [O(~x)] = [O(~ω + ~z)] + [O(~y + ~z)]. (2.7)

Observe that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, the coefficients of ~xi in the normal form of {~ω, ~x}
are given by {pi−1, li}; while that of {~ω+~z, ~y+~z} are given by {λi−1 (mod pi), ki+
λi (mod pi)}. By Proposition 2.2, we obtain that (2.7) holds if and only if

{pi − 1, li} = {λi − 1 (mod pi), ki + λi (mod pi)} (2.8)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, and ~ω + ~x = (~ω + ~z) + (~y + ~z), i.e.,

−~x+ ~y + 2~z = 0. (2.9)

The sufficiency is easy to check. In fact, it is trivial for (i); while for (ii) it suffices
to observe that ~ω+~z = (pj−1)~xj+

∑

i6=j li~xi−~c and ~y+~z = lj~xj+
∑

i6=j(pi−1)~xi−~c.
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Now we prove the necessity in the following. By (2.9) we obtain

3
∑

i=1

(−li + ki + 2λi)~xi + 2λ~c = 0. (2.10)

Since −pi + 2 ≤ −li + ki + 2λi ≤ 3pi − 4, we have −li + ki + 2λi = 0, pi or 2pi.
If there exists some j, such that −lj + kj +2λj = 2pj , then λj > 0 and pj + 1 ≤

kj + λj ≤ 2pj − 3. Hence neither λj − 1 nor kj + λj equal to pj − 1 modulo pj ,
contradicting to (2.8). Hence, −li + ki + 2λi = 0 or pi for i = 1, 2, 3, which implies
that λ = 0 or −1 by (2.10).

Case 1: λ = 0, then for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, −li + ki + 2λi = 0, which implies that
ki + λi = li − λi ≤ pi − 2. Then by (2.8) we have λi = 0 and then ki = li
for any i. Hence, ~y = ~x and ~z = 0.

Case 2: λ = −1, then by (2.10), there exists some j, such that −lj + kj + 2λj = 0
and −li+ki+2λi = pi for any i 6= j. By similar arguments as in Case 1, we
have λj = 0 and kj = lj . For i 6= j, by −li + ki + 2λi = pi we have λi > 0.
Hence ki + λi = pi − λi + li 6≡ li (mod pi). By (2.8) we have li = λi − 1
and then ki = pi− 2− li. It follows that ~y = lj~xj +

∑

i6=j(pi− 2− li)~xi and

~z =
∑

i6=j(li + 1)~xi − ~c.

This finishes the proof. �

The following corollary reveals when an extension bundle is an Auslander bundle.

Corollary 2.4. Let E〈~x〉 be an extension bundle with 0 ≤ ~x ≤
3
∑

i=1

(pi− 2)~xi. Then

E〈~x〉 is an Auslander bundle if and only if ~x = 0 or ~x =
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2)~xi for some

1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

2.3. L-orbit of extension bundles. As an application of Proposition 2.3, we can
give the answer of Question A.

Theorem 2.5. Let m be the number of even weights in the weight sequence (p1, p2, p3).
Then

|V2/Pic(X)| =































1
4

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) m ≤ 1

1
4 (

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) + (pj − 1)) m = 2 with pj odd

1
4 (

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) +
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 1)) m = 3.

Proof. Recall from [14] that any F ∈ V2 is an extension bundle, hence F has the

form EL〈~x〉 for some line bundle L and ~x ∈ L with 0 ≤ ~x ≤ 2~ω+~c =
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi.

By definition, F lies in the same orbit with E〈~x〉. Denote by

S = {E〈~x〉|0 ≤ ~x ≤
3

∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi}.

For any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, we define a map

σj : S 7→ S; E〈
3

∑

i=1

li~xi〉 7→ E〈lj~xj +
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− li)~xi〉.

Then it is easy to see that for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3, σiσj = σjσi and σ2
j = id, where id is

the identity map on S. Hence G = {id, σ1, σ2, σ3} is a Klein four-group which acts
on the set S. Moreover, by Proposition 2.3, any two extension bundles from S are
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in the same L-orbit if and only if they are in the same G-orbit. Denote n = |V2/L|,
then by Burnside Formula,

n =
1

|G|

∑

σ∈G

|Sσ |,

where |X | denotes the order of the set X and Sσ = {s ∈ S|σ(s) = s} is the subset

of fixed points. Obviously, |G| = 4 and |S id| = |S| =
3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1). Moreover, for any

1 ≤ j ≤ 3, by Proposition 2.3,

σj(E〈

3
∑

i=1

li~xi〉) = E〈

3
∑

i=1

li~xi〉

if and only pi−2−li = li for any i 6= j, which implies that pi is even and li =
pi−2
2 for

i 6= j, hence in this case, |Sσj | = pj − 1. Now we consider the following three cases
with respect to the number m of even weights in the weight sequence (p1, p2, p3).

(i) If m ≤ 1, then for any i, |Sσi | = 0. Hence n = 1
4

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1);

(ii) If m = 2 and pj is the unique odd weight, then |Sσj | = pj −1 and |Sσi | = 0

for i 6= j. Hence n = 1
4 (

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1) + (pj − 1));

(iii) Ifm = 3, then for any i, |Sσi | = pi−1. Hence n = 1
4 (

3
∏

i=1

(pi−1)+
3
∑

i=1

(pi−1)).

�

Recall that the group action of Pic(X) on V2 is transitive if there exists a unique
orbit, i.e., |V2/Pic(X)| = 1. As an immediate consequence, we have the following
result.

Corollary 2.6. The Picard group of X acts transitively on the set of extension
bundles if and only if X has weight type (2, 2, 2), (2, 2, 3) or (2, 3, 3).

2.4. τ-orbit of extension bundles. In this subsection we will calculate the τ -
orbits of extension bundles. We always assume X is not of tubular type in this
subsection, since there are infinity many τ -orbits of line bundles and extension
bundles for tubular case.

Let L′ = {~x | 0 ≤ ~x ≤
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi} be a subset of L. Then there is a canonical

surjection

π : L × L′ → V2, (L, ~x) 7→ EL〈~x〉, (2.11)

which induces a surjection

π′ : L /〈τ〉 × L′ → V2/〈τ〉.

We will calculate the number of τ -orbits of extension bundles via the cardinality of
L /〈τ〉 × L′.

Note that |L′| =
3
∏

i=1

(pi−1). Let δ : L → Z be the group homomorphism defined

by δ(~xi) = p
pi
, where p := l.c.m.(p1, p2, p3) denotes the least common multiple of

p1, p2, p3. Recall from [16, Lemma 4.19] that the number of τ -orbits of line bundles
are given by

|L /〈τ〉| = [L : Z~ω] =
1

p
δ(~ω)

3
∏

i=1

pi = (1 −

3
∑

i=1

1

pi
)

3
∏

i=1

pi. (2.12)
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In order to determine the fiber of π′, we define maps σj (1 ≤ j ≤ 3) as follows:

σj : L × L′ → L × L′;

(L,

3
∑

i=1

li~xi) 7→ (L(
∑

i6=j

li~xi − ~xj), lj~xj +
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− li)~xi).

Lemma 2.7. For any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, π ◦ σj = τ−1 ◦ π, i.e., we have the following
commutative diagram.

L × L′
σj

//

π

��

L × L′

π

��

V2
τ−1

// V2.

Proof. For any (L,
3
∑

i=1

li~xi) ∈ L × L′, we have

π[σj(L,

3
∑

i=1

li~xi)] = π(L(
∑

i6=j

li~xi − ~xj), lj~xj +
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− li)~xi)

= EL〈lj~xj +
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− li)~xi〉(
∑

i6=j

li~xi − ~xj)

= EL〈

3
∑

i=1

li~xi〉(−~ω)

= τ−1[π(L,

3
∑

i=1

li~xi)],

where the third equation follows from Proposition 2.3. Hence π ◦ σj = τ−1 ◦ π. �

Obviously, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, σj induces an automorphism on L /〈τ〉 × L′, still
denoted by σj .

Lemma 2.8. Let G be the automorphism subgroup of L /〈τ〉 × L′ generated by
σ1, σ2, σ3. Then G is a Klein four-group, i.e.,

(1) σ2
i = id for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3;

(2) σiσj = σk for any {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}.

Proof. For any L ∈ L and ~x =
3
∑

t=1
lt~xt ∈ L′, we have

σi(L, ~x) = (L(
∑

t6=i

lt~xt − ~xi), li~xi +
∑

t6=i

(pt − 2− lt)~xt).



8 QIANG DONG AND SHIQUAN RUAN

Hence,

σi[σi(L, ~x)] = (L(
∑

t6=i

lt~xt − ~xi)(
∑

t6=i

(pt − 2− lt)~xt − ~xi),

3
∑

t=1

lt~xt)

= (L(2~ω), ~x);

σj [σi(L, ~x)] = σj(L(
∑

t6=i

lt~xt − ~xi), li~xi +
∑

t6=i

(pt − 2− lt)~xt)

= (L(lj~xj + lk~xk − ~xi)[(pk − 2− lk)~xk + li~xi − ~xj ], lk~xk +
∑

t6=k

(pt − 2− lt)~xt)

= (L[(pk − 2)~xk +
∑

t6=k

(lt − 1)~xt], lk~xk +
∑

t6=k

(pt − 2− lt)~xt)

= (L(~ω)(
∑

t6=k

lt~xt − ~xk), lk~xk +
∑

t6=k

(pt − 2− lt)~xt)

= σk(L(~ω), ~x).

Therefore, in L /〈τ〉 × L′ we have

σi[σi(L, ~x)] = (L(2~ω), ~x) = (L, ~x) and σj [σi(L, ~x)] = σk(L(~ω), ~x) = σk(L, ~x).

Then we are done. �

Lemma 2.9. The group G acts freely on L /〈τ〉 × L′.

Proof. We need to show that all the elements (L, ~x) ∈ L /〈τ〉 ×L′ are not fixed by
σj for any 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

For contradiction we assume σj(L, ~x) = (L, ~x) for some j. Assume ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi.

Then we have

~x = lj~xj +
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− li)~xi (2.13)

and
∑

i6=j

li~xi − ~xj ∈ Z~ω. (2.14)

By (2.13), we have li = pi − 2 − li, that is, li + 1 = pi

2 for i 6= j. By (2.14),
∑

i6=j li~xi − ~xj = r~ω for some r ∈ Z, that is,
∑

i6=j(li + r)~xi + (r − 1)~xj = r~c.

Hence pi|(li + r) for i 6= j, pj|(r − 1) and
∑

i6=j
li+r
pi

+ r−1
pj

= r. It implies that

(r−1)(1−
3
∑

i=1

1
pi
) = 0. Therefore, r = 1 or

3
∑

i=1

1
pi

= 1, which contradict to pi|(li+r)

and δ(~ω) 6= 0, respectively. We are done. �

Proposition 2.10. Assume that δ(~ω) 6= 0. Then the number of τ-orbits of exten-

sion bundles is given by 1
4 (1−

3
∑

i=1

1
pi
)

3
∏

i=1

pi(pi − 1).

Proof. For any extension bundle EL〈~x〉, assume π(L′, ~x′) = EL〈~x〉, then by Propo-
sition 2.3 and Lemma 2.7, we have (L′, ~x′) = (L, ~x) or σj(L, ~x) for some 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.
Consequently, π′ induces a bijection between the G-orbits of L /〈τ〉 × L′ with
V2/〈τ〉.
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Then by (2.12) we have

|V2/〈τ〉| =[L /〈τ〉 × L′]|/|G|

=
1

4
[L : Z~ω]

3
∏

i=1

(pi − 1)

=
1

4
(1−

3
∑

i=1

1

pi
)

3
∏

i=1

pi(pi − 1).

�

3. Invariants and stabilities for extension bundles

In this section, we will give some invariants for extension bundles and investigate
their stabilities.

3.1. Projective cover and injective hull. Denote by P(E) (resp. I(E)) the
projective cover (resp. injective hull) of a vector bundle E. The following result
was conjectured by Professor Helmut Lenzing during private communication with
the second-named author, indicating that the projective cover and injective hull are
both invariants for extension bundles.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that E and F are extension bundles in vect-X, then the
following are equivalent.

(1) E ∼= F ;
(2) P(E) ∼= P(F );
(3) I(E) ∼= I(F ).

Proof. We only show that the statements (1) and (2) are equivalent, the equivalence
of (1) and (3) is quite similar.

If (1) holds, then obviously (2) is true. On the other hand, we assume that E
and F share the same projective covers. We will show that E ∼= F . Without loss
of generality by the action of line bundle twist, we assume that E = E〈~x〉 and

F = E〈~y〉(~z), where ~x =
3
∑

i=1

ai~xi, ~y =
3
∑

i=1

bi~xi and ~z =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi + l~c are in normal

forms, and 0 ≤ ai, bi ≤ pi−2 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. By [14, Theorem 4.6], the projective
covers of E and F are given by

P(E) = O(~ω)⊕ (
3

⊕

i=1

O(~x− (ai + 1)~xi))

and

P(F ) = O(~ω + ~z)⊕ (

3
⊕

i=1

O(~y + ~z − (bi + 1)~xi)).

Then the assumption P(E) ∼= P(F ) implies that O(~ω + ~z) is a direct summand of
P(E). There are two cases to consider:

Case 1: O(~ω+~z) = O(~ω), it follows that ~z = 0. Then by comparing the other three
direct summands of P(E) and P(F ), and noticing that 0 ≤ ai, bi ≤ pi − 2
for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, it is easy to see that ai = bi for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, that is,
~x = ~y. Hence E ∼= F .

Case 2: O(~ω+~z) = O(~x−(aj+1)~xj) for some 1 ≤ j ≤ 3, then ~ω+~z = ~x−(aj+1)~xj ,

that is,
3
∑

i=1

(li − 1)~xi + (l + 1)~c =
∑

i6=j

ai~xi − ~xj . Notice that for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,
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0 ≤ li ≤ pi − 1 and 0 ≤ ai, bi ≤ pi − 2. We get lj = 0, li = ai + 1 for i 6= j,
and l = −1. Hence

~z =
∑

i6=j

(ai + 1)~xi − ~c. (3.1)

By considering the direct summand O(~ω) of P(E), we know that there
exists some 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, such that

O(~ω) = O(~y + ~z − (bk + 1)~xk). (3.2)

We claim that k = j. Otherwise, by comparing the coefficients of ~xj for
the determinants of both sides of (3.2), we get bj ≡ pj − 1(mod pj), which
is a contradiction to the assumption 0 ≤ bj ≤ pj − 2, as claimed. Thus we
have ~ω = ~y+ ~z− (bj +1)~xj . By comparing the normal forms of both sides,
we then obtain bi = pi − 2− ai for any i 6= j.

Similarly, by considering the direct summand O(~x− (ai +1)~xi) of P(E)
for any i 6= j, we get O(~x − (ai + 1)~xi) = O(~y + ~z − (bk + 1)~xk) for some
k 6= j. It follows that ~x − (ai + 1)~xi = ~y + ~z − (bk + 1)~xk, where i, k 6= j.
Then by comparing the coefficients of ~xj , we get bj = aj. Therefore, we
finally obtain that

~y = aj~xj +
∑

i6=j

(pi − 2− ai)~xi. (3.3)

Combining with (3.1) and (3.3), and according to Proposition 2.3, we have
E〈~x〉 ∼= E〈~y〉(~z), that is, E ∼= F . We are done.

�

3.2. Semistable vector bundles. In this subsection we describe all the stable and
semistable vector bundles of rank two. Recall that the degree function deg is the
linear form onK0(X) which is characterized by deg(O(~x)) = δ(~x). By [16] each non-

zero object E has a well-defined slope in Q = Q ∪ {∞} given by µ(E) := deg(E)
rk(E) .

A non-zero object E is called semistable (resp. stable) if µ(F ) ≤ µ(E) (resp.
µ(F ) < µ(E)) for any non-trivial subobject F of E.

Proposition 3.2. Let L be a line bundle, and let ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi be an element from

L with 0 ≤ ~x ≤
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi. Then EL〈~x〉 is semistable if and only if

δ(~ω) ≤ δ(~x) ≤ δ(~ω + 2(li + 1)~xi), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

Moreover, it is stable if and only if both strict inequalities hold.

Proof. Let F be a non-trivial subobject of EL〈~x〉 and ι : F →֒ EL〈~x〉 be the natural
embedding. We know that 1 ≤ rk(F ) ≤ 2.

Case 1: rk(F ) = 2; then Coker(ι) has rank zero, hence it is a torsion sheaf
and deg(Coker(ι)) > 0. It follows that deg(F ) < deg(EL〈~x〉), and hence µ(F ) <
µ(EL〈~x〉).

Case 2: rk(F ) = 1; then F is a line bundle, hence ι factors through the projective
coverP(EL〈~x〉) of EL〈~x〉. Hence the slope of F is smaller than or equal to the slope
of a direct summand of P(EL〈~x〉).

Therefore, EL〈~x〉 is semistable if and only if µ(Li) ≤ µ(EL〈~x〉) for each inde-
composable direct summand Li of P(EL〈~x〉). Recall that

P(EL〈~x〉) = L(~ω)⊕ (

3
⊕

i=1

L(~x− (li + 1)~xi))
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and there are exact sequences

0 → L(~ω) → EL〈~x〉 → L(~x) → 0

and
0 → L(~x− (li + 1)~xi)) → EL〈~x〉 → L(~ω + (li + 1)~xi)) → 0.

Hence by seesaw property we get EL〈~x〉 is semistable if and only if µ(L(~ω)) ≤
µ(L(~x)) and µ(L(~x − (li + 1)~xi)) ≤ µ(L(~ω + (li + 1)~xi)), or equivalently δ(~ω) ≤
δ(~x) ≤ δ(~ω + 2(li + 1)~xi), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

Similarly, EL〈~x〉 is stable if and only if δ(~ω) < δ(~x) < δ(~ω + 2(li + 1)~xi) for any
1 ≤ i ≤ 3. This finishes the proof. �

As an immediate consequence, we can obtain the following well-known result,
c.f. [16].

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a weighted projective line. The following hold:

(i) if δ(~ω) < 0, then each extension bundle is stable;
(ii) if δ(~ω) = 0, then each extension bundle is semistable;
(iii) if δ(~ω) > 0, then there exists non-semistable extension bundle.

Proof. Let EL〈~x〉 be an extension bundle with ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi, where 0 ≤ i ≤ pi − 2.

Note that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,

(~ω + 2(li + 1)~xi)− ~x = ~c−
∑

1≤i≤3

~xi + (li + 2)~xi −
∑

j 6=i

lj~xj

= ~c+ (li + 1)~xi −
∑

j 6=i

(lj + 1)~xj

≥ ~c+ (li + 1)~xi −
∑

j 6=i

(pj − 1)~xj

= −~ω + li~xi.

Then the results follow from Proposition 3.2 directly. �

Example 3.4. Let X be a weighted projective line of tubular type (p1, p2, p3). Let

EL〈~x〉 be an extension bundle with 0 ≤ ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi ≤
3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi. The following

statements hold:

(i) if X has weight type (3, 3, 3), then 0 ≤ ~x ≤ ~x1+~x2+~x3, and EL〈~x〉 is stable

if and only if
3
∑

i=1

li = 1 or 3;

(ii) if X has weight type (2, 3, 6), then 0 ≤ ~x ≤ ~x2 +4~x3, and EL〈~x〉 is stable if
and only if l3 6= 0 or 4;

(ii) if X has weight type (2, 4, 4), then 0 ≤ ~x ≤ 2~x2 + 2~x3, and EL〈~x〉 is stable
if and only if li = 1 for i = 2 or 3.

Combining with Corollary 2.4, we know that an extension bundle is stable if and
only if it is not an Auslander bundle.

4. Tilting objects in vect-X consisting of extension bundles

Kussin, Lenzing, and Meltzer in [14] showed that the category vect-X is a For-
benius category with the system L of all line bundles as the indecomposable
projective-injective objects, then the induced stable category vect-X is a trian-
gulated category by a general result of Happel [9].

In this section, we investigate the tilting objects in the triangulated category
vect-X. For weight type (2, p, q), we construct a tilting object in vect-X consisting
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only of Auslander bundles, which gives a positive answer to Question B. As its
application, we generalize the result of Theorem 4.5 in [16].

4.1. A useful distinguished triangle. In this subsection we generalize a dis-
tinguished triangle which will be useful in the proof of the construction of tilting
objects. First we collect some basic properties of the triangulated category vect-X
for weight type (p1, p2, p3) from [14]. Keeping the notation in [14], we denote by
Hom(X,Y ) the homomorphism space between X and Y in vect-X, and set

x̄j = ~ω + ~xj = ~c−
∑

i6=j

~xi for 1 ≤ j ≤ 3.

Lemma 4.1. [14, Corollaries 4.14 and B.2] Let X be a weighted projective line of
weight type (p1, p2, p3). Let E be an Auslander bundle and ~x ∈ L. Then

(1) Hom(E,E(~x)) 6= 0 if and only if ~x ∈ {0, x̄1, x̄2, x̄3}, and in this case
Hom(E,E(~x)) is isomorphic to k.

(2) The two-fold suspension [2] of vect-X is equivalent to the line bundle twist
X 7→ X(~c) by the canonical element.

Using Proposition 2.3, we give the following expression for extension bundles
under the suspension functor [1].

Proposition 4.2. Let X be a weighted projective line of weight type (p1, p2, p3).

Assume that ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi with 0 ≤ li ≤ pi − 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Then for any i,

E〈~x〉[1] = E〈(pi − 2− li)~xi +
∑

j 6=i

lj~xj〉((li + 1)~xi). (4.1)

In particular, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, we have

E〈(pi − 2)~xi〉[1] = E((pi − 1)~xi). (4.2)

Proof. By [14, Corollary 4.8], we get

E〈~x〉[1] = E〈2~ω + ~c− ~x〉(~x − ~ω) = E〈

3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2− li)~xi〉(

3
∑

i=1

(li + 1)~xi − ~c),

which equals to E〈(pi − 2 − li)~xi +
∑

j 6=i

lj~xj〉((li + 1)~xi) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 by

Proposition 2.3. This finishes the proof. �

Note that when p1 = 2, (4.1) implies E〈~x〉[1] = E〈~x〉(~x1).

Lemma 4.3. [14, Proposition 4.20] Assume that ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi is in normal form

and 0 ≤ ~x < ~x+~xi ≤
3
∑

i=1

(pi−2)~xi. Then there is a distinguished triangle in vect-X

E〈~x〉 → E〈~x+ ~xi〉 → E〈~x− li~xi〉((li + 1)~xi) → E〈~x〉[1]. (4.3)

More general, we have the following result:

Lemma 4.4. Assume that ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi is in normal form and 0 ≤ ~x < ~x + b~xi ≤

3
∑

i=1

(pi − 2)~xi. Then there is a distinguished triangle in vect-X

E〈~x〉 → E〈~x+ b~xi〉 → E〈~x− li~xi + (b − 1)~xi〉((li + 1)~xi) → E〈~x〉[1]. (4.4)
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Proof. We prove (4.4) by induction on b. During the proof a triangle X → Y →
Z → X [1] will be denoted by X → Y → Z for convenience.

If b = 1, then (4.4) coincides with (4.3), there is nothing to prove. Now assume
(4.4) holds for b and plan to show it also holds for b + 1. In fact, by octahedral
axiom we have the following commutative diagram with exact triangles:

E〈~x〉 // E〈~x + b~xi〉

��

// F1

��

E〈~x〉 // E〈~x+ (b+ 1)~xi〉

��

// F

��

F2 F2.

By induction we know that

F1 = E〈~x− li~xi + (b− 1)~xi〉((li + 1)~xi) and F2 = E〈~x − li~xi〉((b + li + 1)~xi).

By Proposition 4.2 we have

F1[1] = E〈~x − li~xi + (pi − 2− (b− 1))~xi〉((b + li + 1)~xi).

Hence

Ext1(F2, F1) = Hom(F2, F1[1]) = Hom(E〈~x− li~xi〉, E〈~x− li~xi+(pi−2−(b−1))~xi〉),

which has dimension one by [14, Lemma 4.5]. Moreover, by Lemma 4.3 there is a
non-split triangle:

E〈~x− li~xi + (b − 1)~xi〉 → E〈~x− li~xi + b~xi〉 → E〈~x − li~xi〉(b~xi). (4.5)

Therefore, the triangle F1 → F → F2 has the form (4.5) up to a degree shift by
(li + 1)~xi. Hence F = E〈~x − li~xi + b~xi〉((li + 1)~xi), then we are done. �

The following two triangles (for 1 ≤ b ≤ pi − 2) are special cases of (4.3) and
(4.4) respectively, which will be used frequently later:

E〈(b − 1)~xi〉 → E〈b~xi〉 → E(b~xi) → E[1]

and
E → E〈b~xi〉 → E〈(b − 1)~xi〉(~xi) → E[1].

4.2. Tilting objects in vect-X. Recall that a basic object T in vect-X is tilting
if the following two conditions hold:

(i) T is extension-free, i.e. for any n 6= 0, Hom(T, T [n]) = 0;
(ii) T generates vect-X, denoted by 〈X〉 = vect-X, i.e. the smallest triangulated

subcategory of vect-X containing T coincides with vect-X.

Theorem 4.5. [14, Theorem.6.1] Let X be a weighted projective line of weight type
(p1, p2, p3). Then Tcub =

⊕

0≤~x≤2~ω+~c E〈~x〉 is a tilting object in vect-X.

The main result of this section is to give a positive answer to Question B.
From now onwards, let X be a weighted projective line of weight type (2, p, q)

with p, q ≥ 2. In this case, we have

Lemma 4.6. [14, Proposition 6.8] For weight type (2, p, q) with p, q ≥ 2, the sus-
pension functor on vect-X is given by the line bundle twist X → X(~x1).

Let E be an Auslander bundle. Denote by

T1 =
⊕

{E(ax̄2 + bx̄3)|0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2, 0 ≤ b ≤ p− 2}.

Proposition 4.7. For any ~x ∈ L, E(~x) ∈ 〈T1〉.
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Proof. Write ~x in normal form as ~x =
3
∑

i=1

li~xi + l~c. Then by Lemma 4.6,

E(~x) = E(
3

∑

i=1

li~xi + l~c) = E(l2~x2 + l3~x3)[l1 + 2l].

Since 〈T1〉 is closed under the suspension functor action, it suffices to show that

E(l2~x2 + l3~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉 for 0 ≤ l2 ≤ p− 1, 0 ≤ l3 ≤ q − 1. (4.6)

For any 0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2 and 0 ≤ b ≤ p− 2,

ax̄2 + bx̄3 = a(~x2 + ~ω) + b(~x3 + ~ω) = (a+ b)~x1 + (p− b)~x2 + (q − a)~x3 − 2~c,

hence

E((p− b)~x2 + (q − a)~x3) = E(ax̄2 + bx̄3)[4− (a+ b)] ∈ 〈T1〉. (4.7)

Therefore, (4.6) holds except the cases l2 = 1 or l3 = 1.
First we show that E(~x2) ∈ 〈T1〉. By (4.3) we have a sequence of triangles ηk

for 1 ≤ k ≤ p− 2 as follows:

ηk : E〈(k − 1)~x2〉 → E〈k~x2〉 → E(k~x2) → E〈(k − 1)~x2〉[1]. (4.8)

By (4.7) we know that E(k~x2) ∈ 〈T1〉 for any k 6= 1, then by (4.2) we have

E〈(p− 2)~x2〉 = E((p− 1)~x2)[−1] ∈ 〈T1〉.

By recursively analysing on the triangles {ηk|2 ≤ k ≤ p − 2} from k = p − 2 to 2,
we obtain that

E〈k~x2〉 ∈ 〈T1〉 for 1 ≤ k ≤ p− 3.

Then both of E and E〈~x2〉 in η1 belong to 〈T1〉, which implies that E(~x2) ∈ 〈T1〉.
Secondly, we claim that E(~x2 + j~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉 for 2 ≤ j ≤ q − 1. In fact, consider

the following triangles ηk(j~x3) obtained from (4.8) by twisting with j~x3:

E〈(k − 1)~x2〉(j~x3) → E〈k~x2〉(j~x3) → E(k~x2 + j~x3) → E〈(k − 1)~x2〉(j~x3)[1].

Note that for j 6= 1 and k 6= 1,

E(k~x2 + j~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉 and E〈(p− 2)~x2〉(j~x3) = E((p− 1)~x2 + j~x3)[−1] ∈ 〈T1〉.

By recursively analysing on the triangles {ηk(j~x3)|2 ≤ k ≤ p − 2} from k = p − 2
to 2, we obtain E(~x2 + j~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉 for 2 ≤ j ≤ q − 1. This proves the claim.

Therefore, we prove that (4.6) holds when l2 = 1 and l3 6= 1. Dually, one can
prove that (4.6) also holds when l3 = 1 and l2 6= 1.

Finally, we need to show that E(~x2 + ~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉. Consider the triangles ηk(~x3):

E〈(k − 1)~x2〉(~x3) → E〈k~x2〉(~x3) → E(k~x2 + ~x3) → E〈(k − 1)~x2〉(~x3)[1].

Notice that E〈(p−2)~x2〉(~x3) = E((p−1)~x2+~x3)[−1] ∈ 〈T1〉, and E(k~x2+~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉
for 2 ≤ k ≤ p−2. It follows that E〈k~x2〉(~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉 for 1 ≤ k ≤ p−3 by recursively
analysing on the triangles {ηk(~x3)|2 ≤ k ≤ p− 2} from k = p− 2 to 2. Then in the
triangle

η1(~x3) : E(~x3) → E〈~x2〉(~x3) → E(~x2 + ~x3) → E(~x3)[1],

both of E(~x3) and E〈~x2〉(~x3) belong to 〈T1〉. Hence E(~x2 + ~x3) ∈ 〈T1〉.
This finishes the proof. �

Now we give the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.8. (1) T1 is a tilting object in vect-X;
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(2) the endomorphism algebra End(T1)
op ∼= kQ1/I1, where Q1 has the following

shape and I = 〈xy − yx, x2, y2〉:

(0, 0)

x

��

y
// (0, 1)

x

��

y
// (0, 2)

x

��

(0, p− 2)

x

��

(1, 0)

x

��

y
// (1, 1)

x

��

y
// (1, 2)

x

��

(1, p− 2)

x

��

(2, 0)
y

// (2, 1)
y

// (2, 2) (2, p− 2)

(q − 2, 0)
y

// (q − 2, 1)
y

// (q − 2, 2) (q − 2, p− 2).

Proof. First, we show that T1 is extension-free, i.e., Hom(T, T [n]) = 0 for any n 6= 0.
For contradiction assume Hom(E(ax̄2 + bx̄3), E(a′x̄2 + b′x̄3)[n]) 6= 0 for some

0 ≤ a, a′ ≤ q − 2 and 0 ≤ b, b′ ≤ p− 2. By Lemma 4.6 we have

Hom(E(ax̄2 + bx̄3), E(a′x̄2 + b′x̄3)[n]) ∼= Hom(E,E((a′ − a)x̄2 + (b′ − b)x̄3 + n~x1)).

Denote by ~y = (a′ − a)x̄2 + (b′ − b)x̄3 + n~x1. Then ~y has the following expression:

~y = (a′ − a+ b′ − b+ n)~x1 + (b− b′)~x2 + (a− a′)~x3. (4.9)

By Lemma 4.1(1), ~y = 0 or x̄i for some 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

(i) ~y = 0, then we get p|b − b′, q|a − a′, which imply that a = a′, b = b′. It
follows that n~x1 = 0. Hence n = 0.

(ii) ~y = x̄1 = ~c − ~x2 − ~x3, then comparing the coefficients of ~x2 and ~x3 with
(4.9), we get b− b′ = −1, a−a′ = −1, and a′−a+ b′− b+n = 2. It follows
that n = 0.

(iii) ~y = x̄2 = ~x1 − ~x3, then b− b′ = 0, a− a′ = −1, and a′ − a+ b′ − b+ n = 1.
Hence n = 0.

(iv) ~y = x̄3 = ~c − ~x1 − ~x2, then by similar arguments as in (iii), we obtain
b− b′ = −1, a− a′ = 0 and then n = 0.

Secondly, we show that T1 generates the triangulated category vect-X. In fact,
by Proposition 4.7, E(~x) ∈ 〈T1〉 for any ~x ∈ L. By Theorem 4.5, Tcub is a tilting
object in vect-X, and by [14, Corollary 4.22], Tcub ∈ 〈E(~x) | 0 ≤ ~x ≤ 2~ω+~c〉 ⊆ 〈T1〉.
Hence vect-X = 〈Tcub〉 = 〈T1〉.

Finally, by Lemma 4.1 (1), Hom(E(ax̄2 + x̄3), E(a′x̄2 + b′x̄3)) 6= 0 if and only if
(a′, b′) = (a, b), (a+1, b), (a, b+1) or (a+1, b+1). Moreover, in these cases, the Hom-
space has dimension one. Hence the endomorphism algebra End(T1)

op ∼= kQ1/I1,
where each point (a, b) in Q corresponds to the Auslander bundle E(ax̄2 + bx̄3)
for 0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2, 0 ≤ b ≤ p − 2, and x and y correspond to the basis of the
one dimensional space Hom(E,E(x̄2)) and Hom(E,E(x̄3)) respectively, and I1 =
〈xy − yx, x2, y2〉.

This finishes the proof. �

As an application of Theorem 4.8, we extend the result of [16, Theorem 4.5] to
the more general case as follows.

Denote by

T2 =
⊕

{E(ax̄1 + bx̄3)|0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2, 0 ≤ b ≤ p− 2}.

Theorem 4.9. (1) T2 is a tilting object in vect-X;
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(2) the endomorphism algebra End(T2)
op ∼= kQ2/I2, where Q2 has the following

shape and I2 = 〈xy − yx, x2, y2〉:

(0, 0)
y

// (0, 1)

x

xxqq
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q

y
// (0, 2)

x

xxqq
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q

(0, p− 3)
y

// (0, p− 2)

x

vv♥♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥

(1, 0)
y

// (1, 1)

x

xxqq
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q

y
// (1, 2)

x

xxqq
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q

(1, p− 3)
y

// (1, p− 2)

x

vv♥♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥
♥

(2, 0)
y

// (2, 1)
y

// (2, 2) (2, p− 3)
y

// (2, p− 2)

(q − 2, 0)
y

// (q − 2, 1)
y

// (q − 2, 2) (q − 2, p− 3)
y

// (q − 2, p− 2).

Proof. By similar arguments as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 4.8 we
obtain that T2 is extension-free, and End(T2)

op = kQ2/I2 where each point (a, b) in
Q2 corresponds to the Auslander bundle E(ax̄1+bx̄3) for 0 ≤ a ≤ q−2, 0 ≤ b ≤ p−2,
x and y correspond to the basis of the one dimensional space Hom(E,E(x̄2)) and
Hom(E,E(x̄3)) respectively, and I2 = 〈xy − yx, x2, y2〉. So we only need to prove
that T2 generates vect-X.

By theorem 4.8, T1 =
⊕

{E(ax̄2 + bx̄3)|0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2, 0 ≤ b ≤ p− 2} is a tilting
object in vect-X. Hence it suffices to to show that

E(ax̄2 + bx̄3) ∈ 〈T2〉 for 0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2 and 0 ≤ b ≤ p− 2.

In fact, since x̄1 = x̄2 + x̄3, we have

E(ax̄2 + bx̄3) = E(ax̄1 + (b− a)x̄3).

Note that px̄3 = p(~ω+~x3) = p~x1−p~x2 = p~x1−~c = (p−2)~x1. Assume b−a = kp+λ
for some integers k and λ with 0 ≤ λ ≤ p− 1. Then by Lemma 4.6,

E(ax̄2 + bx̄3) = E(ax̄1 + (kp+ λ)x̄3) = E(ax̄1 + λx̄3)[k(p− 2)].

Hence it suffices to show that

E(ax̄1 + λx̄3) ∈ 〈T2〉 for 0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2 and 0 ≤ λ ≤ p− 1.

If 0 ≤ λ ≤ p − 2, then E(ax̄1 + λx̄3) is a direct summand of T2, which of course
belongs to 〈T2〉. So we only need to show that

E(ax̄1 + (p− 1)x̄3) ∈ 〈T2〉 for 0 ≤ a ≤ q − 2.

For convenience, we denote by ~z := ax̄1 + (p − 1)x̄3 in the following and claim
that E(~z) ∈ 〈T2〉. Note that ~x2 = ~x1 − x̄3. For 1 ≤ k ≤ p− 1, we have

E(k~x2)(~z) = E(k~x2 + ax̄1 + (p− 1)x̄3) = E(ax̄1 + (p− 1− k)x̄3)[k] ∈ 〈T2〉.

It follows that

E〈(p− 2)~x2〉(~z) = E((p− 1)~x2 + ~z)[−1] ∈ 〈T2〉.

Consider the triangles ηk(~z) obtained from (4.8) by twisting with ~z. By recursively
analysing on the triangles {ηk(~z)|1 ≤ k ≤ p − 2} from k = p − 2 to 1, we finally
obtain E(~z) ∈ 〈T ′〉, as claimed. This finishes the proof. �

Combining with Theorem 4.8, Theorem 4.9 and [14, Theorem 6.1], we obtain
derived equivalences between certain algebras:

Corollary 4.10. Let X be a weighted projective line of weight type (2, p, q) with
p, q ≥ 2. The following endomorphism algebras are derived equivalent.

- End(Tcub)
op in Theorem 4.5;
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- End(T1)
op in Theorem 4.8;

- End(T2)
op in Theorem 4.9.
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