arXiv:math/0104201v1l [math.RT] 19 Apr 2001

Derived categories of Schur algebras

Viktor Bekkert*and Vyacheslav Futorny'

Abstract

In this paper we classify the derived tame Schur and infinitesimal Schur algebras
and describe indecomposable objects in their derived categories.

1 Introduction

Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra of the form k@ /I over an algebraically closed field
k, A —mod be the category of left A-modules and let D’(A) be the bounded derived
category of the category A — mod. The category D?(A) is well-understood for some
classes of algebras A. For example, the description of indecomposable objects of D(A) is
well-known for hereditary algebras of finite and tame type [H] and for the tubular algebras
HR].

We say that A is derived tame (see [[GK]|) if for each sequence n = (n;);ez of posi-
tive integers the indecomposable complexes in D?(A) of cohomology dimension n can be
parametrized using only one continuous parameter.

The goal of this paper is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let p be the characteristic of k.
(i) Let S = S(n,d) be a Schur algebra. Then S is derived tame if and only if one of

the following holds:
a)p>d;
b)p=2,n=2,d=3;
c)p=2,n=2,d=5o0rd="7;
d)n=2,p<d<2pandd+#3ifp=2;
e)p=2,n>3,d=2ord=3;
f)p=3,n=3,d=4 ord=5.
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(ii) Let S = S(n,d), be an infinitesimal Schur algebra. Then S is derived tame if and
only if one of the following holds:

a)p>2,n>2,d<p;
b)p=2,n=2,d=3;
c)p=2,n=2,dodd, r=1;
d)p=2,n=2,r=2,d=5o0rd="1;
e)p=2,n=2,r=1,d=2;
fln=2,r=1,2<p<d<2p.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2 the definition of Schur
algebras and some preliminary results from [H] and [DEMN] are given. In Section 3 we
show that the problem of classification of all indecomposable objects in D?(A) can be
reduced to the problem of classification of indecomposable objects in the category p(A),
some subcategory of the category of bounded projective complexes C’(A — pro) and we
prove Theorem 1. In Section 4 the description of all indecomposable objects in D?(A) for
derived tame Schur and infinitesimal Schur algebras is given.

2 Preliminaries

Let V' be an n-dimensional vector space over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p. Then the symmetric group Sy has a natural action on V®? which makes it a module
for the group algebra of S;. The endomorphism ring of the module V®¢ is the Schur
algebra S(n,d). There is an equivalence between the category of modules for S(n,d) and
the category of polynomial representations of GL(n) which are homogeneous of degree d
[Q]. Schur algebras are quasi-hereditary [[F]] like the algebras corresponding to the blocks
of category O [BGG|. All Schur algebras of finite representation type, i.e., those algebras
that have only finitely many non-isomorphic indecomposable modules, were classified in

[El

The Schur algebra is of finite representation type if one of the following holds:

a)n=2and d<p?orn>3andd< 2p;
b)p=n=2andd=5o0rd="7.

Moreover, the corresponding blocks are Morita equivalent to one of the algebras A,,
below:

1_% 2 * 3 m—1%m1im oo =0,584158 =0,
A, e ° e .- e e
m>1 B By Boi Bici; = i1 Biy1, 1 pr = 0.



According to [], infinite representation type Schur algebras either have tame or wild
representation type. The algebra is of tame representation type if it has at most finitely
many one-parameter families of indecomposable modules in each dimension. Otherwise,
the algebra is wild. The Schur algebras of tame representation type were classified in
[DEMN] and are covered by the following cases: a) p=n=3 and d =7 or d = §;

byp=3,n=2,d=9ord=10or d=11;
c)p=n=2,d=4ord=9.

The corresponding non-semisimple blocks are Morita equivalent to the algebras given
by the following quivers with relations.

1. For algebras S(2,4), S(2,9), p =2

1o 2 P 3 af =B =0,
Ds: o ° °

B 9 a1 Ba0p = BranB = 0.

2. For algebras 5(2,9), 5(2,10), S(2,11),p=3

2
[ J
62‘ 1o a1f = apfy = a3 = azf = 0,
D, l a1 . P % 183 = agfls = 0, faay = B3a3,
Bi 0 as 1202 = Pragf = 0.

3. For the algebra S(3,7), p=3

Ry : l “ % - % - il a1 fr = anag = Pafh =0,
4 .
By B B Brag = azfa, Bacy = azfs.
4. For the algebra S(3,8), p =3
2
[ ]
ﬁg‘ 1o a1f = a1y = a3 = 0,
" l a1 . P % azf = azfz = B = 0,
4 -
B 0 az Paag = Pran + Psas.

In [DNP]] the authors introduced certain subalgebras S(n,d), which they called in-
finitesimal Schur algebras. The representation theory of these algebras is connected to the
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theory of polynomial representations of the group scheme G,T. Here G = GL(n) over an
algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, G, T is the inverse image of the diagonal
torus 1" C G under the rth iteration of the Frobenius morphism. The infinitesimal Schur

algebras S(n, d), of finite representation type were classified in [DNPJ]. They belong to
the following cases:

a)yp>2,n>3,d<2pr>2
b)p>2,n>3,d<pr=1;
c)p=3,n=3,r=1,d=4ord=75;
d)p=2,n=3,r=1,d=2ord=3;
e)p>2,n=2d<p’r>2;
fYp=2,n=2r>3,d=5o0rd=T,
g)p=2,n=2r=2 dodd,
hyp>2,n=2r=1.

The infinitesimal Schur algebras in cases a), b), e), f) coincide with the corresponding
Schur algebras. In all other cases the corresponding non-semisimple blocks are Morita
equivalent to the algebras given by the following quivers with relations.

1. For algebras S(3,4)1, S(3,5)1, p =3 and S(3,2)1, S(3,3)1, p =2

2
[ ]
62‘ 9
G : l o ° 53 % ﬁlal = 52052 = 630(3,
| i 0 as all other products = 0.

2. For algebras S(2,d)s, d odd, p = 2 and S(2,d)1, p > 2

o l ™ 2 2 % Ly 1 am‘“.n ®i@ip1 =0, i1 = 0,018, = 0,
meomir B By Bi Bicii = ait1Bit1, Pm—10tm—1 = 0.

n>0

The infinitesimal Schur algebras of tame representation type were classified in [DEMN].
They belong to the following classes:

a)p>5,n=3,p<d<2p—1,r=1;
b)p=3,n=3,d=3,r=1;
c)p=3,n=4,r=1,d=3ord=4ord=5;
d)p=3,n=3,r>2d=T7o0ord=S§8;
e)p=3,n=2,r>3,d=9ord=10or d=11;
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fyp=2,n=4r=1,d=2ord=3;
g p=2,n=2d=4,r>2;
hyp=2,n=2,d=9,r>3

The algebras in e) have non-semisimple blocks of type D,. The algebra S(3,7),., r > 2,
p = 3 has a block of type R,. The algebra S(3,8),, r > 2, p = 3 has a block of type Hjy.
All algebras in g) with » > 2 and all algebras in h) with r > 3 have blocks of type Dj.
Other algebras have the blocks which are Morita equivalent to the following quivers with
relations:

1. For algebras S(4,3)1, S(4,4)1, S(4,5)1, p=3 and S(4,2), S(4,3)1, p=2

2
[ ]

B2 &%)

B 1 o oy Bs 3 prag = Pacy = Pzaz = Baau,
Y ° °
5 o all other products = 0.

Qg B
[ J
4

2. For algebras S(3,d);, p>5,p<d<2p—1and S(3,3);,p=3

2
[ ]

52 (&%)

B 1o lor P53 Brag = Pay = Pyag = Baou,
e ° °
' 61 o Oéi54 = BZ’OKZ' =0 fori= 1, 2, 3.

Oy 54
[ ]
4

3. For algebras S(2,4)2, 5(2,9)3, p =2

2
o
ﬁg‘ Q9 prag = oty 1By = a1 By = 0,
. l a1 . P % @B = agfls = azfiz3 = 0,
8 0 az 18303 = aafzaz = Baasfa = Bz B = 0.



3 Derived representation type

Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra of the form kQ/I over an algebraically closed field
k, A —mod be the category of left A-modules. We will follow in general the notation and
terminology of [Ri] and [H].

Given A, we denote by D(A) (resp., D™(A) or D?(A)) the derived category of A—mod
(resp., the derived category of right bounded complexes of A—mod or the derived category
of bounded complexes of A—mod); by C’(A—pro) (resp., C~(A—pro) or C™*(A—pro)) the
category of bounded projective complexes (resp., of right bounded projective complexes
or of right bounded projective complexes with bounded cohomology (that is, complexes
of projective modules with the property that the cohomology groups are non zero only at
a finite number of places)); and by K°(A — pro) (resp., K~ (A — pro) or K—*(A — pro))
the corresponding homotopy categories.

We identify the homotopy category K°(A — pro) with the full subcategory of perfect
complexes in D?(A). Recall that a complex is perfect if it is isomorphic to a bounded
complex of finitely generated projective A-modules.

We will also use the following notations. By p(A) we denote the full subcategory of
C*(A — pro) defined by the projective complexes such that the image of every differen-
tial map is contained in the radical of the corresponding projective module. Since any
projective complex is the sum of one complex with this property and two complex where,
alternativelly, all differential maps are 0’s or isomorphisms (which is, hence, isomorphic
to the zero object in the derived category) we can always assume that we reduce ourselves
to consider projective complexes of this form.

It is well known that D?(A) is equivalent to K—°(A — pro) (see, for example, [KZ],

Prop. 6.3.1 and [Hai)).

Proposition 1. [Hat/ D~(A) is equivalent to K= (A —pro). The image of DP(A) under
this equivalence is K—*(A — pro).

Given M*® € D’(A) we denote by P§. the projective resolution of M* (see [KZ]) and
by H'(M®) the i-th cohomology module.
We call a category C basic if it satisfies the following conditions:

e all its objects are pairwise non-isomorphic;
e for each object = there are no non-trivial idempotents in C(z, x).

A full subcategory & C C is called a skeleton of C if it is basic and each object z € C
is isomorphic to a direct summand of a (finite) direct sum of some objects of S. It is
evident that if C is a category with unique direct decomposition property, then it has a
skeleton and the last one is unique up to isomorphism. We will denote it by Sk C and the
set of its objects by VerC.

In order to simplify our exposition, let us introduce two easy constructions, as follows.



For P* € C~*(A — pro) \ C*(A — pro), let s be the maximal number such that P* # 0
and HY(P*) =0 for ¢ < s. Then, a(P*)* denotes the brutal truncation of P* below s (see
[W)), i.e. the complex given by

wi | P oifi>s;
oP*) = { 0 , otherwise,
alP*)* = )1 0, otherwise.

For P* # 0° € C*(A — pro), let t be the maximal number such that P* = 0 for i < t.

Then, B(P*)* denotes the (good) truncation of P* below t (see [W]), i.e. the complex
given by

P Jif i >t
B(P*) =< Kerdh, ,ifi=1t—1;
0 , otherwise,
D Jif i >t
aé(Po)o == iKorB;. y lf/l — t — 1,
0 , otherwise,

where ik, O is the obvious inclusion.

Lemma 1. Let M* € K—*(A — pro) \ K’(A — pro) be an indecomposable. Then N® =
B(a(M®)®)* is also indecomposable in D*(A) and

M® = Py,

Proof. Obvious. O

Lemma 2. There exist skeletons Skp(A) and Sk K°(A — pro) of p(A) and K°(A — pro),
respectively, such that Ver p(A) = Ver K’(A — pro).

Proof. Obvious. O

Let X(A) = {M* € Verp(A)| P§ ey ¢ K°(A — pro) }. Let =y be the equivalence

relation on the set X'(A) defined by M* =y N*® if and only if P, = P§y.. in
K~—°(A —pro). We use the notation X'(A) for a fixed set of representatives of the quotient
set X'(A) over the equivalence relation =y .

JFrom Lemmas 1 and 2 we obtain the following

Corollary 1. There exist skeletons Sk D?(A) and Skp(A) of D*(A) and p(A), respec-
tively, such that Ver DY(A) = Verp(A) U {B(M*®)* | M* € X(A)}.



Remark 1. If A has a finite global dimension then X (A) = () and Ver D?(A) = Ver p(A).

Let T be the translation functor D(A) — D(A). By analogy to [D] we will use the
following definitions.

Definition 1. Let k be an algebraically closed field and A be a finite-dimensional k-
algebra. Then

o A is called derived wild if there exists a complex of A—k (x,y)- bimodules M* such
that each M' is free and of finite rank as right k(x,y)-module and such that the
functor M ®j,y — preserves indecomposability and isomorphism classes.

o A is called derived tame (see [GK] ) if, for each cohomology dimension vector (d;)iez,
there exist a localization R = k[x|; with respect to some f € k[z] and a finite number
of bounded complexes of A— R-bimodules C},--- ,C? such that each C’; 18 free and of
finite rank as right R-module and such that every indecomposable X* € Db(A) with
dim H'(X*) = d; is isomorphic to C; ®g S for some j and some simple R-module

S.

e A is called derived discrete (see [M]) if for every cohomology dimension vector (d;)cz,
we have up to isomorphism a finite number of indecomposables X* € Db(A) with
dim H'(X*) = d;.

e A is called derived finite if we have a finite number of indecomposables
X1+, Xy e D(A)

such that every indecomposable object X* € Db(A) is isomorphic to Ti(X;) for some
1 € Z and some j.

We denote by P; the indecomposable projective corresponding to the vertex i € (g

and by p(w) the morphism between two indecomposable projectives corresponding to the
path w of Q.

3.1
We list below the wild algebras which are used in the proof of the Theorem 1.

4
d

4
a ° a d _-*
Wi 9/ Wy 9/
B B

\J7-
\J7-

C C

oo ey 0
oL e 0



1 4 1 3
[ ] d [ ] [ ] a c [ ]
2X0/ \0%4
Ws;: e—=e de =0 Wy : e — -0
RSN RS SN
1 4
[ ] a d [ ]
W - %b:?/ ed =0
§/ Xé
9
[ J
W, \h
1 2 3 5 6 7 8
[ ] a [ ] b [ ] g ;ld [ ] o [ ] f [ ] g [ ]

The wildness of the algebras W; — Wy follows from [UJ].
Let us consider the following box (see [D] or [Rd] for definition) whose wildness will
be used in the proof of the Theorem 1.

5 f 6 4 T 8 ¢ 9
AN
| d‘ \tp e
1 2 " d(c) = dp, O(f) = pe
* 4 * 5 c z.l

~ e

[ ]
2
Since fy(d) = —1, the wildness of the box W follows from [D].
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3.2

Theorem 2. (i) Let S = S(n,d) be a Schur algebra. Then S is derived tame if and
only if every block of S is Morita equivalent to Ay or Ay;

(i) Let S = S(n,d), be an infinitesimal Schur algebra. Then S is derived tame if and
only if every block of S is Morita equivalent to Ay or F3.

Proof. Tt follows from that if S(n,d) or S(n,d), is not wild then any of its non-
semisimple blocks is Morita equivalent to one of the algebras in Section 2. We show that
all algebras in this list with the exception of A;, Ay and F3 are derived wild. Let A be
one of the algebras from Section 2 and let B be one of the algebras W, — Ws. Since B
is wild, there exists B — k (z,y)-bimodule M = M(B) such that the functor M ®j(z ) —
preserves indecomposability and isomorphism classes. We set d; = dim M (7) and denote
by [M(x)] the matrix corresponding to the map M (x) : M(s(z)) — M(e(z)) with respect
to some fixed basis.

(1) Let A= G, M = M(W;) and let N* be the following complex of A—k (z, y)-bimodules:

e 02 5
230N =2 P* S PP LPUHOPP 50— -,

where
0" = (plan)[M(a)] plas)[M®B)] plas)[M(e)] )", 0% = ( p(B)IM(d)] p(Bs)[M(e)] ).
(2) Let A= B, M = M(W5) and let N* be the following complex of A—k (z, y)-bimodules:

o o2
3 0= N =L PELPPSPE 50—

where
8" = ( pla)[M(a)] plas)[M(b)] plag)[M(e)] plas)[M(d)] )", 8 = p(B1)[M(e)].

(3) Let A = By, M = M(Ws) and let N* be the following complex of A — k (x,y)-
bimodules:

o 2 ds
s 0= N =L PE S PP S PE 50—,

where
0" = (plan)[M(a)] plas)[MB)] plas)[M(e)] plaw)[M(d)] )", 8 = p(Ba)[M(e)].
(4) Let A= D, M = M(W,) and let N* be the following complex of A—k (z, y)-bimodules:
o0 N =Pl g p® %y pho % pds ¢ pda g pis 0 .
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where
0" = ( plar)[M(a)] plag)[M(b)] )" ,0% = ( p(B)[M(c)] p(B2)[M(d)] p(Bsas)[M(e)] ).

(5) Let A = D3, M = M(Ws) and let N*® be the following complex of A — k (x,y)-
bimodules:

Set N* = P4 for i € {1,2,4,5,6,7,8}, N3 = P53 @ PP, 9' = p(Boaa)[M(a)], 9* =
(P(B202)[M ()] 0 ), 8 = ( p(Bac)[M(c)] plan)[M ()] )", 0" = p(Baaz)[M(d)], & =
P(B202)[M(e)], 0° = p(Bac2)[M(f)] and 07 = p(Bac2)[M (g)].

(6) Let A = Dy, M = M(W;) and let N* be the following complex of A — k (x,y)-
bimodules:

T

o9t 02 5
50N =2 PSP LPUOPYE 50— -,

where
0" = ( plon)[M(a)] plas)[M®)] plaz)[M(c)] )", 0% = ( p(B)IM(d)] p(Baaz)[M(e)] ).

(7) Let A = Hy, M = M(W;) and let N* be the following complex of A — k (x,y)-
bimodules:

.0 N =Pl g P gpd % ph 4 pligpd ...
where

0" = (pla)[M(a)] plas)[M©®)] plaz)[M()] )", * = (p(B)[M(d)] p(B)[M(e)] ).

(8) Let Ae {A,,,m>2,F..r>3 Ry}

Since box W is wild, there exists W — k (x,y)-bimodule M such that the functor
M ®pz,yy — preserves indecomposability and isomorphism classes. Denote by N°® the
following complex of A — k (x, y)-bimodules.

Set Ni = P% for 1 <i <3, N =Py* for 5 < j <8, N* =P ¢ PH,

0" = p(B202)[M(a)], 0" = p(B202)[M(b)],0° = ( p(B2)[M(d)] p(Bacz)[M(c)] ),

0 = ( plasfe)[M(f)] p(Ba)[M(e)] )", 0" = plasfa)[M(g)],
05 = plasfia) [M(R)], 07 = p(anBa)[M(t)].

It is not difficult to verify that the functor N*® ®y, .y —, which acts from the category
of finite-dimensional k (x, y)-modules to the category p(A), where A is one of the algebras
from (1)-(8), preserves indecomposability and isomorphism classes. So, A is derived wild.

It follows from [H] that algebra A; is derived tame. It follows from [BM] that the
algebra A, is derived tame. The derived tameness of the algebra Fj follows from Theorem
4 (see Section 4).

[
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3.3 Proof of Theorem 1.

It follows from Theorem 2 that a Schur (resp., infinitesimal Schur) algebra S(n, d) (resp.,
S(n,d),) is derived tame if all its blocks are of type A; or Ay (resp., A; or F3). Hence, in
order to classify derived tame Schur (resp., infinitesimal Schur) algebras it is enough to
choose among representation tame and representation finite algebras those that have all
blocks of type A;, Ay or F3.

Let S(n,d) (resp., S(n,d),) be a Schur (resp., infinitesimal Schur) algebra. It follows
from [DN] that it is semisimple if and only if it satisfies conditions a), b) in (i) (resp., a),
b), ¢) in (ii)). If S(n,d) is of type c) in (i) then any of its non-semisimple blocks is Morita
equivalent to As by 5.4, 5.5 and 1.3 in [F]]. Suppose now that S(n,d) is a Schur algebra of
finite representation type with n =2 and d < p? [H]. Such algebra has all non-semisimple
blocks of type A, if and only if it satisfies d) in (i) by Proposition 5.1 in [F]. Let S(n,d)
be a Schur algebra of finite representation type with n > 3 and d < 2p. The basic algebra
of S(n,d) is a direct sum of all blocks of the group algebra kS, of the symmetric group Sy
(see 1.4 in [H]). The irreducible representations of Sy are parametrized by the partitions
of d. Moreover, two such representations belong to the same block if the corresponding
partitions have the same p-core [JK]. By 4.1 in [H], if a block of kS, has s partitions with
< n parts then it is equivalent to the algebra A,. Applying this we conclude that S(n,d)
with n > 3 and d < 2p has all non-semisimple blocks Morita equivalent to A, if and only
if it satisfies the conditions e) and f) in (i).

Now let S(n,d), be an infinitesimal Schur algebra satisfying d) in (ii). Then its
non-semisimple blocks are Morita equivalent to F3 by [DNPJ], Section 6.3. Finally, the
remaining infinitesimal Schur algebras of finite representation type have non-semisimple
blocks Morita equivalent to the algebra Fj3 if and only if they satisfy e) and f) in (ii) by
Propositions 2.4 and 3.2 in [DNPJ|. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

4 Indecomposables in derived categories of algebras
Al, AQ and F3

4.1 A=A,.
It follows from [H] that the projective complexes

Pe - _>()_>PZ:P1—>O_>7

)

where i € Z, constitute an exhaustive list of pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable
objects of D°(A;).

Corollary 2. An algebra of type Ay is derived finite.
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4.2 A= A,.

Let a« = a1,68 = p1 and let eq,es be the idempotents corresponding to the vertices.
Consider the following projective complexes of Db(Ay).

P : .50 P' =P, —-0—---

o P 30— Pl =Py —>0—---

o P} 0P =P, Y P, 0

o P§: 0P =P, P 50

« P =0 PL=P, " p, " pei _py 0

® Plays 50 P =P, Y P, " p, ) P pe _p, 0

¢ Plg: 0P =P, 5 p, ") 10 p, W paa_p g

o Pfus .50 Pt=p 1, Y p, Y p P p 2B

P =P, 50—

Theorem 3. The projective compleves T*(P?), T'(Py,), T'(Py), T'(Pg), T'(Ply:):
Ti(PO:( Ba)® s, TZ(P(.BQ ) and TY(P* (50 ), where i € Z, s € N, constitute an exhaustive
list of pairwise non- zsomorphzc indecomposable objects of D?(A,).

Proof. The proof follows from [BM]. O

Corollary 3. An algebra of type Ay is derived discrete.

4.3 A=F;.

We will construct a certain box (see [D] or [RJ for definition) corresponding to the
algebra Fj. Consider the path algebra B = kQ/I, where Qo = {1[¢], 2[i],3[i]| ¢ € Z},
Q1 = {ald], 0[], cli], dli], fli]| @ € Z}, s(ali]) = s(c[i]) = s(f[i]) = e(bli—1]) = e(d[i—1]) =
e(fli —1]) = 2[i], s(bli]) = e(ali — 1]) = 1[i], s(d[]) = e(c[i — 1]) = 3[i] and
I'=<alilbli + 1] + c[i]d[i+ 1] | i € Z >. B

Consider a normal box B = (B,V) with a kernel V' freely generated by the set
{alil, Blil, 711,811}, ol | i € Z}, where s(ali]) = s(1[i]) = s(eli) = e(Bli)) = e(8[i]) =
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e(pli]) = 2[i], s(B[i]) = e(ali]) = 1[i], s(d[i]) = e(y[i]) = 3[i] and with the differential O
given by the formulas:

O(f[i]) = ald Bl + 1] + cli]oli + 1) + afable] + y[i]dl4],

Aeli]) = ali]Bli] +~[i]oli], O(z) = 0 for x & {fi], [i] | i € Z}.
The category of the representations of the box B will be denoted by rep (B).

Proposition 2. The category p(F3) is equivalent to rep (B).

Proof. Consider the functor G : rep (B) — p(F3) defined as follows. The modules are

G(M) = @ie{l’m}Pdimk M (i[j])

i
and the differential maps are

/0 plan) @] 0
&y = | pBOM@L)] p(Bro) MU ploa)M(cli])] |,
0 p(B)M(])] 0

where [M(x[j])] is the matrix corresponding to the map M (z[j]) in some fixed basis. It
is easy to see that (G is a representation equivalence. O

We recall some definitions and results related to the bunches of semi-chains considered
by Bondarenko in [B] and Deng in [Dd] in a form convenient for our purposes (see also
[CB] for an alternative approach). We will use the classification of indecomposables
representations of a bunch of semi-chains given in [B]. We will use some notation from
DGl

Definition 2. A bunch of semi-chains C = {1, E;, F;, ~} is defined by following data:
1. A set1 of indices;

2. Two semi-chains (i.e., partially ordered sets with the condition that each element is
incomparable with at most one other) E; and F; given for each i € 1;

Put E := U1 E;, F := Uje1 F; and |C| :=EUF.

3. An equivalence relation ~ on |C| such that each equivalence class consists of at most
2 elements and if a ~ b # a for some a € E; (resp., a € F;), then a is comparable
with all elements of E; (resp., F;).
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We consider the ordering on |C|, which is just the union of all orderings on E; and F;
(i.e., a < b means that a and b belong to the same semi-chain F; or F; and a < b in this
semi-chain).

We construct a certain box associated with a bunch of semi-chains C. Given u € |C]|
we denote by @ the corresponding element of |C|/ ~. Consider the path algebra A(C) =
kQ = kQ(C), where Qy = |C|/ ~, Q1 ={a’ | v € E;,v € F;,i € Z}, (we also will assume
that a? = 0 for all other cases), s(a’) = u and e(al) = v.

Consider a normal box C = (A(C),V = V(C)) with a kernel V freely generated by
the set {2, " | u,v € E;;m,n € Fj,u < v,n < m,i € Z} (we also will suppose that
pl = = 0 for all other cases), where s(¢!) = @, s(¢¥) = m, e(pl) = v, e(Y) = n
and with the differential 0 given by the formulas:

Oay) =Y han+ Y agin,

n>u m>v
o) =+ > gt
u<n<v
o(wy) == Y duvn.
v<n<u

The choice of signs in the last formulas guarantees the condition 9% = 0.

The category of representations of the bunch of semi-chains C is then defined as the
category repC. One can easily verify that this definition gives just the same representa-
tions as the definition in [B].

Consider an equivalence relation ~, on |C| given by the following rule: a ~. b if and
only if either @ = b or a and b belong to the same semi-chain F; or F; and a is incomparable
with b. In case the equivalence class = € |C|/ ~, consists of a unique element a € |C| we
will identify x with ¢ and write x € |C|. Consider a relation ~ on |C|/ ~, given by the

following rule: a ~ b if and only if either a = b and a consists of two elements or a, b € |C|
and a ~ b # a.

Definition 3. Let C = {1, E;, F;, ~} be a bunch of semi-chains.

e A C-word is a sequence w = wWoriWiTsWs + * * T'yWy,, where wy € |C|/ ~. and each
ri 18 either ~ or —, such that for all possible values of k:
(a) ri, =~ if and only if wr_1 ~ wg;
(b) ri = — if and only if wy_1 C E;, wy, C F; for some i € Z or vice versa;
(C) Tkl 7 Tk
Possibly m =0, i.e., w € |C|/ ~..

e Call a C-word w = woriwiraws - « - rypw,y, a C-cycle if w,, = wg, r1 =~ andr,, = —.

15



o Call a C-word w = woriwiraws - - - Typwy, full if, whenever wy € |C| and wy is not
a unique element in its equivalence class Wy, then r1 =~, and whenever w,, € |C|
and w,, is not a unique element in its equivalence class Ww,,, then r,, =~.

o Call a C-cycle w = woriwyraws - - - ryw,, aperiodic if the sequence woriwy -« -1y,
can not be written as a multiple self-concatenation v---v of a shorter sequence v.

Given a C-word w = woriwiraWs « = * TyWyy, S€t W 1= Wy Ty * * * ToWLT1 WY .-

o Call a C-word w = woriwiraws - - - rypwy, simple if, from w = u ~ u* ~ u--- for
some C-word u, it follows that w = u.

Denote by Ind k[x] the set of indecomposable polynomials with highest coefficient 1
except {z¢|d > 1}.

Definition 4. Let C = {1, E;, F;, ~} be a bunch of semi-chains.

e Given a full C-word w = worywiraWs - + - T'ypWy,, we set di(w) = 1 if wy ~ wy and
either ry = — or m = 0, and we set d;(w) = 0 otherwise.

o Given a full C-word w = woriwraWs -« * TypWpy,, we set d.(w) = 1 if wy, ~ Wy,
m >0 and r,, = —, and we set d.(w) = 0 otherwise.

e By a usual string we mean a simple full C-word w = woriywyrsws « « * Ty W, such that

dy(w) + d, (w) = 0.

e By a special string we mean a pair (w, k), where w = woriwiraWs - -« IyWy, 1S a
simple full C-word such that 0 < dj(w) + d,(w) < 2 and k € {0,1}.

e By a bispecial string we mean a quadruple (w, k, 1, n), where w = woriw raws -« + Ty Wy,
is a simple full C-word such that dj(w) + d,.(w) =2 and k,l € {0,1}, n € N.

e By a string we mean usual or special or bispecial string.

e By a band we mean a pair (w, f), where f € Indk[x] and w is an aperiodic C-cycle.

For each string and each band, Bondarenko constructed in [B] some indecomposable
representation of C and proved that up to some isomorphisms between of them (see [H]
for details) they constitute an exhaustive list of pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable
representations.

¢ From now on we will consider the bunch of semi-chains C = C(F3) := {Z, E;, F;, ~}
, where E; = {y[i]” < z[i] < z[i],y[i]T < x[i]}, Fi = {r[i] < pli]~ < qli] > p[i]T > r[i]}
and the equivalence relation ~ is given by r[i] ~ x[i + 2|, ¢[i] ~ z[i + 1]. We denote by
pli] (vesp., yli]) the class {p[i]~, p[i] "} € [C(F3)|/ ~e (vesp., {y[i] ", y[i] "} € |C(F3)[/ ~).
We denote by C(F3) the corresponding box.

We associate to indecomposable representations of C(F3) certain finite projective com-
plexes which, as we shall see, give all indecomposables in the category p(F3).
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Definition 5. Let M be an indecomposable representation of the bunch of semi-chains

- Oparye .
C(F3). Then P(M)® is the projective complex - -- — P(M)" 3" P(M)"*! — ... defined
as follows. The modules are

and the differential maps are

. 0 plar)4; 0
ajD(M)' = p(ﬁl)Bi p(ﬁl&l)ci p(Oéz)Di )
0 p(B2)R; 0
where
el oy e ] g el
A=10 0 0 0 Ri=1]0 0 0 0
r[i] plil= ol g rali] r[i] pli]- plil*+ alil
Mo Mygpe My My, My My My My
0 0 0 0 E 0 0 E 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 FE 0 0 0 0
=10 0 0 0 Bi=log oo [P=lo ol
MT[[.? MP[['Z']]f MP{[?}V Mq[['i}} 0 0 0 0 0 0

M;)[[z}] s the matrixz corresponding to the map M(av[i}

u[i]) in some fized basis and where d; ;

and dimensions of all blocks are uniquely defined by dimensions of the matrix Mz[[;]}

Proposition 3. The projective complexes P(M)®, where M € Verrep (C(F3)), constitute
an ezxhaustive list of pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable objects of p(F3).

Proof. Let A = (A, V) be the box corresponding to F3 (see above). Let us consider the
sub-box A" = (A", V') of A, where A, = Ay, A} = {ali],c[i]|i € Z} and V' = 0. It is easy
to see that A" = 11z A", where A” is the principal box corresponding to the hereditary
algebra A” : e «— e — o (i.e., A" = (A" A")).

Consider the trivial category D’ with the set of vertices |C(F3)|/~ and the functor
F': A" — D' which maps:

i = zfi+ 1] @ pli — 1T @ y[i + 1]*,

2i] = z[i + 1] @ pli — 1]* @ pli — 1]~ @ z[i],
3[i] = zli + 1| ®pli — 1]~ @ yli + 1],
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1 00 1 00
ail | OO ] 000
000 | 01 0
00 0 00 0

Construct the amalgamation B = A T4 B, or, the same, the couniversal square:

A o
1 1
A L B

Consider now the box A" = (B, VT), where VI = B@4 V @4 B.

We say that the box A" is obtained from A by reducing the sub-box A’. By [D], F
induces the representation equivalence F* : rep (A”) — rep (A).

Straightforward calculation, which we omit, shows that B = A(C(F3)) and there exists
the sub-bimodule U of the bimodule V* such that V¥ = V(C(F3)) @ U, 0(t) € V(C(F3))
for each t € By and 0(u) € V(C(F3)) for each u € V(C(F3)). Hence it follows from the
definition of the representations of a box that Verrep (C(F3)) = Verrep (A”). Then it is
ease to see that (GF*)(M) = P(M)* for each indecomposable representation M of C(F3),
where G is as in Proposition 2. O

Definition 6. Consider the bunch of semi-chains C(F5).

e Denote by S the set of all usual strings w and special strings (w, k), where w =
Wl W1T2Wsa * * + TymWp,, Such that one of the following conditions hold:
(a) wy = q[t—1], r1 =~, wy = z[t] for somet € Z and if wy, € {x[i+1],y[i], z[i], r[i—
1], pli], q[i — 1]} then i > t;
(b) wy, = q[t — 1], 1 =~, wp_1 = z[t] for some t € Z and if w, € {z[i +
1], gli] 208, i — 1], plil ali — 1]} then i > ¢;
(c) wy = r[t —1], 1 =~, wy = z[t + 1], wy # r[t + 1] for some t € Z and if
wi € {xfi + 1], yli], 2[i), r[i = 1, plil, ¢li — 1]} thenizt;
(d) w, =7r[t = 1], 1 =~, W1 = [t + 1], Wp_o # [t + 1] for some t € Z and if
wg € {zfi + 1], y[i], z[¢], [ — 1], pli], qi — 1]} then i > t.

e Denote by U the set of all M € Verrep (C(Fs)) which correspond to the elements
from S.

Theorem 4. The projective complezes P(M)®, M & Verrep (C(F3)) and B(P(M)*®)*,
M € VU, constitute an exhaustive list of pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable objects
Of Db(Fg)
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Proof. 1t is ease to see that Kerp(a;) = Kerp(fy) = 0, Kerp(az) = Kerp(p) =
Ker p(51a1), and Ker p(;) has the following minimal projective resolution:

~-~—>P1@P32>P2£>P1€BP3i>P2£>P1®P3$P2£>P1®P3—>Kerp(ﬁ1)—>O,

where
po=(pler) pB) ) 0= (pB) plas) ).

Straightforward calculation, which we omit, shows that
X(Fy) ={P(M)*[M € ¥}
Hence the theorem follows from Corollary 1 and Proposition 3. O
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