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SEMI-DERIVED AND DERIVED HALL ALGEBRAS FOR STABLE CATEGORI ES
MIKHAIL GORSKY

ABSTRACT. Given a Frobenius catego#y satisfying certain finiteness conditions, we consider
the localization of its Hall algebra/(F) at the classes of all projective-injective objects. We
call it the “semi-derived Hall algebra”SDH(F,P(F)). We discuss its functoriality proper-
ties and show that it is a free module over a twisted groupbatef the Grothendieck group
Ko(P(F)) of the full subcategory of projective-injective objectstiwa basis parametrized by
the isomorphism classes of objects in the stable catefokye prove that it is isomorphic to an
appropriately twisted tensor product@#, (P (F)) with the derived Hall algebra (in the sense
of Toén and Xiao-Xu) ofF, when both of them are well-defined. We discuss some situation
where the semi-derived Hall algebra is defined while thevéerHall algebra is not. The main
example is the case @f-periodic derived category of an abelian category with ehqujec-
tives, where the semi-derived Hall algebra was first comsidiby Bridgeland [Br] who used it
to categorify quantum groups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Hall algebras provide one of the first known examples of adelitategorification. They
first appeared in works of Steinitz [St] and Hall [Hal] on conmattive finitep—groups. Later,
they reappeared in the work of Ringel [R1] on quantum grotfesintroduced the notion of the
Hall algebra of an abelian category with finliem — andExt! —spaces. This is a vector space
overC with the basis parametrized by the isomorphism classesjettin the category. The
structure constants of the multiplication count in a ndtwesy the (first) extensions with a fixed
isomorphism class of an object in the middle. Ringel corsérdi an isomorphism between the
twisted Hall algebra of the category of representationssifrgply-laced Dynkin quive€) over
the finite fieldF, and the nilpotent part of the corresponding quantum grqugxialized at the
square root of :

Ug(ny) = Huw(repy, (Q))-
Later Green[[Cr] generalized this result to an arbitrarwgud) by providing an isomorphism
between the nilpotent part of the quantized universal epief algebra of the corresponding
Kac-Moody algebra and the so-called “composition” subatgen #H.,, (repg, () generated
by the classes of simple objects. Using the Grothendieckmod the category of quiver rep-
resentations, he introduced an extended version of theatgdbra which recovers the Borel
part of the quantum group. Moreover, Green [loc. cit.] camded the comultiplication and
Xiao [X1] gave the antipode in this twisted extended Halledlg that make it a self-dual Hopf
algebra. Lusztig |Lus] investigated the geometric versiba composition subalgebra in the
Hall algebraH,, (repr, (Q)), using perverse sheaves on moduli spaces of quiver repaesent
tions. This approach led him to the discovery of the candtiaais inU ;(n, ) satisfying very
pleasant positivity properties.

Results of Ringel and Green gave rise to a natural questidrether one can realize the
whole quantum grouf’ ;(g) as a certain Hall algebra? It was soon understood that tiebed
should be somehow associated to theperiodic, orZ/2—graded, derived category of the

abelian category of quiver representations. In this hygithl construction, two copies of
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repr, (@) should provide two nilpotent parts of the quantum groupevtie Cartan part should
be recovered from the Grothendieck group. The obstacle atsthis2—periodic category
is not abelian, but rather triangulated. Citing Kapranoagk “a direct mimicking of the
Hall algebra construction but with exact triangles repigogxact sequences, fails to give an
associative multiplication”. In other words, the definitiof Ringel should be modified in
order to provide associative Hall algebras associatedyritesvay, to triangulated categories.

These ideas motivated several generalizations of Ringefistruction. Peng-Xiao [FX] re-
covered Lie Kac-Moody algebras from 2-periodic deriveagaties and, more generally, Hall
Lie algebras from 2-periodic triangulated categories.ddwinately, in their approach, the Car-
tan part and the rule of its commutation with nilpotent papgear in a quite ad hoc way.
Hubery [Hub] proved that the algebra defined in the same wdyydingel, but for an exact
category, is also unital and associative. Kaprahov [Kapdauced a version of the Hall algebra
for the bounded derived category of a hereditary abeliaggoay and for its part with coho-
mologies concentrated in degrees 0 and 1. The latter prdadéeisenberg double 6f 4(b)
that is closely related t&/ ,(g) but does not coincide with it; in particular, this Heiserper
double does not have a Hopf algebra structure which is a veppitant property ot/ ;(g).
Toén [T1] gave a construction of what he caléerived Hall algebragor DG-enhanced tri-
angulated categories satisfying certain finiteness ciamgdit Xiao and Xu showed that this
construction provides an associative unital algebra usitlg the axioms of triangulated cat-
egories. Unfortunately, the finiteness conditions one s@ismnN a category in order to define
its derived Hall algebra are quite restrictive: they do himidbounded derived categories of
Hom —finite abelian or exact categories, but they are not satiffieany periodic triangulated
category. Therefore, none of this techniques can give sfgatory construction d¥ ;(g) as a
Hall algebra of some kind.

The solution was found by Bridgeland [Br]. He consideredltdualization of an appropri-
ately twisted Hall algebra of the category of 2-periodic ptemes with projective (imepy, (Q))
components at the classes of all contractible complexeseffieed certain reduction of this lo-
calization and denoted it bYP?H,.q(repy, (Q0)). He constructed an embedding frdif(g) into
DH.,.a(A), where A is the category of quiver representations; it is an isomigmhexactly
in the Dynkin case. He conjectured that this constructiavigles the Drinfeld double of the
twisted extended Hall algeb#d,,, (.4) for any hereditary categont having enough projectives
and satisfying natural finiteness conditions. This was @ddwy Yanagida [Y].

In this article, we give a waste generalization of Bridgdilarconstruction and relate it to
derived Hall algebras of Toén. We first notice that the aatggf 2-periodic complexes with
projective components is Frobenius when endowed with aalsgyact structure, and its stable
category is the 2-periodic homotopy category of the fullcatbgoryP(.A) of projectives inA.

If A has enough projectives, the latter category is equivabetiiet 2-periodic derived category
of A. Thus, Bridgeland’s construction can be seen from the foligwperspective: we have
a triangulated category = Dy,»(A) for which the derived Hall algebra is not defined, as
the finiteness conditions are not satisfied. Then the cosidudtitute, in some sense, is given
by the following rule: one finds a Frobenius categ@ty,,(P(.A)), whose stable category
is equivalent td7, and for which the classical Hall algebra (as of an exact cajggs well-
defined. Then one takes this Hall algebra and localizesheatlasses of all projective-injective
objects.

Now we consider an arbitrary Frobenius categérgatisfying some finiteness conditions.
We define thesemi-derived Hall algebr&DH (F, P(F)) as the localization of{(F) at the
classes of all projective-injective objects. We prove tihas functorial under fully faithful
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maps of Frobenius categories. We show that it is a free moaokge the group algebra of
the Grothendieck group of the full subcategd?y.F) of projective-injective objects twisted
by the Euler form. Any choice of representativesArnof the isomorphism classes of objects
in F yields a basis of this module. Using this property, we prdag SDH (F, P(F)) with

an appropriately twisted multiplication is isomorphic bettensor product of the derived Hall
algebra ofF with the group algebra ok (P (F)), when the latter is well-defined. Bridgeland’s
construction demonstrates that in some situatiSts{ (F, P(F)) is well-defined while the
derived Hall algebra ofF and the twist are not. Triangulated categories which arévalgunt

to stable categories of some Frobenius categories aral@tjebraic Conceptually, all the
reasonable triangulated categories appearing in algelrgeometry are algebraic.

Throughout this paper we work with categories linear ovetdifields. There are numerous
variations and generalizations of Hall algebras for catiegdinear overfC. One can consider
classical Hall algebras, their geometric versions a laztigsmotivic or cohomological Hall
algebras. We do not deal with them in this paper. Nonethelessstrongly believe that our
approach can be generalized to some of these frameworks fils$ example of such a kind,
one can consider a geometric analogue of Bridgleand’s edgdbr simply-laced Dynkin quiv-
ers introduced by Qin in his recent work [Qin]. We leave thelfer investigation for future
research.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recalhibteons of Hall and derived
Hall algebras, Euler forms and Frobenius categories. Iticge8, we introduce the semi-
derived Hall algebras. We prove their functoriality prapes. We show that they are free over
the quantum tori of projective-injectives. We prove thatlare invariant under a big class of
equivalences of stable categories. In section 4, we relatsemi-derived Hall algebras to the
derived Hall algebras of Toén and Xiao-Xu. In section 5, wefly discuss some examples. In
section 6, we outline some directions for future work.

This is a part of my ongoing Ph.D. project at the Universa@$7 under the joint supervision
of Prof. Bernhard Keller and Prof. Olivier Schiffmann. | amry grateful to both of them for
their support, patience and valuable comments. | am aldefgtao Tom Bridgeland, Mikhail
Kapranov and Fan Qin for useful conversations. The work waparted by DIM RDM-IdF
of the Régiorlle-de-France.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Hall algebras. Let £ be an essentially small exact category (in the sense ofepudl]),
linear over a finite fieldk. For the basics on exact categories, we refei_to [Buh][Kelj
references therein. Assume tlgahas finite morphism and (first) extension spaces:

[Hom(A, B)| < oo, |Ext'(A, B)| <oo, VA ,BcE.

For a triple of objectsA, B,C € &, we denote byExt'(A4,C)p C Ext'(A,C) the subset
parameterizing extensions whose middle term is isomorfthi8. TheHall, or Ringel-Hall
algebrat (€) is theQ—vector space whose basis is formed by the isomorphism cladsef
objectsA of £, with the multiplication given by

| EXJE};(A, C)B|
[Alo[C]= ) [B].
Belso€) [Home (4, €]

The following result as well as the definition &f(£) is due to Ringel [R11] for an abeliafy
Hubery [Hub] generalized this to the case of exact
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Theorem 2.1. The algebraH (&) is associative and unital. The unit is given [0y, where0 is
the zero object of.

Remark 2.2. The choice of the structure consta | Oﬁif(‘fg“ is the same as in [Br] and the
most convenient for our calculations. This choice is edeivito that of the usual structure con-
stants|{B’ C C|B’ = B,C/B’ = A}|, called theHall numbersand appearing in [R1],[Sch]
and [Hub].

2.2. Euler form and twists. Assume that is locally homologically finite and that all higher
extension spaces are finite:

VA,Be & dpy: ExtP(A,B)=0, Vp> po;
| Ext? (A, B)| < o0, V¥p>0, VA BEeE.
For objectsA, B € £, we define the Euler form by the formula

(A, B) =[] | Exti(A, B)|CV".
1EZ
It is well known that (thanks to the five-lemma) this form dersds to a bilinear form on the
Grothendieck groug, (&) of £, denoted by the same symbol:

(«,): Ko(&) x Ko(€) = Q™.

Thetwisted Hall algebra,, (£) is the same vector space H$E) with the twisted multi-
plication

1) [A] % [B] .= /(A BY - [A] o [B], VA, B € Iso(&).

2.3. Derived Hall algebras. In [T1], Toén defined a version of Hall algebras for certdass
of dg-enhanced triangulated categories. He called thegetslderived Hall algebras This
work was further generalized by Xiao and Xu [XXX1] for triafigied categories without as-
sumptions on the existence of a dg-enhancement. The cotigirus as follows. Let] be
an essentially small triangulated category, linear ovenitefifield k. We also assume thgt
has finite morphism spaces. We denote the shift functdr ioy >. As usually, the space of
i—th extensions of{ by Y is defined a¥ixt’-(X,Y) = Hom7(X,X'Y), for X,Y € T and
for ¢ € Z. Assume thafl is left locally homologically finitethat is, it satisfies the following
property: for each pair of object$, B € F, there existsV € N, such that for each > N, we
have
| Ext (A, B)| = 0.

The derived Hall algebr®7(7) is theQ—vector space whose basis is formed by the iso-

morphism classes!] of objectsA of 7, with the multiplication defined by

. | EXt}]—(A, C)B| — (—1)G=D
Belso(T) i>0

Here the seExt}-(A, C)p is defined as in the exact case.

Theorem 2.3. [T1][XX1][XX2]l The algebraD#(T) is associative and unital. The unit is
given by|0], where0 is the zero object of .

As in the subsection 2.1, our choice of structure constam®i the one given by Toén but
an equivalent and slightly renormalized one. It is due tot&ewich-Soibelmarn [KS], cf. also
[XX2].
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2.4. Frobenius and stable categoriesRecall that in an exact categafyan objectP is called
projective, ifExt:(P, X) = 0, for any objectX € F. Injective objects are defined in the dual
way. An exact categoryF is Frobenius if it has enough projectives and enough injectives
and if, moreover, an object is projective if and only if it igective. LetF be a Frobenius
category,P(F) the full subcategory of projective-injective objects’/n We define thestable
category.F of F. The objects ofF are the same as the objects/®fand the morphism spaces
Homz(X,Y) are the morphism spaces.fimodulo morphisms factoring through projective-
injective objects. The stable categoFyis a triangulated category in a natural way [Hap]. The
shift is inverse to the auto-equivalence®fthat sends an object to the kernel of its projective
cover (the latter is called the relative syzygy functor).

A triangulated category is calledalgebraicif it is equivalent to the stable category of a
Frobenius category. In this case, one says also thfais aFrobenius modefor 7.

3. SEMI-DERIVED HALL ALGEBRAS FOR STABLE CATEGORIES

Assume that a Frobenius categofysatisfies the following conditions:

(C1) F is essentially small, idempotent complete and linear oweresground field:;
(C2) Fis Hom —finite. That is, for each pair of objeci$, B € F, we have

| Hom(A, B)| < oc.
Note that these assumptions ensure fhas Krull-Schmidt. Moreover, it is known that if

F is Krull-Schmidt, then its stable catega#yis also Krull-Schmidt. We prove the following
lemma similar to[[Hap, 2.3].

Lemma 3.1. All extension spaces in the categoFycoincide with those in the stable category
F. Explicitly, foranyM, N € F, the canonical map:
Ext’z(M, N) — Ext’z(M, N)
is bijective for allp > 0.
Proof. By definition of the triangulated structure on the stablegaty.F, we have a family of
conflations ‘ _ ‘
STM o— P(STTIM) - XM, i €7,
whereP(X~"' M) belongs toP(F), X is the suspension functor ii. Thus, the complex
R(M)* =... = P(X M) - P(X'M) = P(M) =0
is a projective resolution ot/ in F. Therefore, extensions @i by N are exactly the homolo-
gies of the completlomz(R(M)*, N), i.e. Ext’-(M, N) is the quotient of the set of mor-
phismsHom #(X~® M, N) by the subset of morphisms which factor through:—>-1M).

This last subset is, by definition, the full subsetthfm »(X~® A7, N) containing morphisms
which factor through a projective-injective object. Thug have an isomorphism

Ext?.(M, N) = Homz(X "M, N).
The right hand side is nothing btiom (M, ¥P N ), that is equal tdixt’- (M, N). O

Corollary 3.2. If a Frobenius categoryF satisfies condition (C2), it is alsBxt? —finite, for
anyp > 0. That s, for anyM, N € F and for anyp > 0, we have
| Ext%-(M, N)| < oc.

Proof. By (the proof of) Lemm&3]1, we know that the &&it"-(1/, N) is a subquotient of the
setHom (X ~® M, N). The latter being finite, so is the former. O
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It follows that the classical Hall algebfd(C) of the exact categor§ satisfying conditions
(C1) and (C2) is well-defined.

Following [Schl06], we defin@ map between Frobenius categoriesbe an exact functor
between them sending projective-injective objects toqmidye-injective ones. Such a map
F . F' — Finduces an exact functor between the stable categéried” — F [Hap, 2.6].

If Fis fully faithful then F is fully faithful as well, see, e.g.| [Kin2, Remark 7]. Fadling
[Sch], we say that an exact funct@r: A — B between exact categoriesastremely faithful
if it induces isomorphism&xt' (M, N) = Ext'(G(M),G(N)), for all M, N € A and all
i > 0. By Lemmd3.1, extensions in Frobenius categories are nartarphisms in their stable
categories. Therefore, we can make the following obsermati

Lemma 3.3. Any fully faithful mapF’ : 7' — F between Frobenius categories is extremely
faithful.

Let F : 7/ — F be an exact functor. It induces a natural linear map of vesptaces
F.: H(F) = H(F), [M]w— [F(M)].
In general, it is not a morphism of algebras. Nonetheles§Sbly, Corollary 1.16] and Lemma
[3.3, we get the following result about the functoriality célHalgebras.

Corollary 3.4. If FF : F' — F is a fully faithful map between essentially smiddm —finite
Frobenius categories, theh, is an embedding of algebras.

Since the exact structure on the categBryr) of projective-injectives inF splits, the Euler
form on Ko(P(F)) = K" (P(F)) is well-defined and is given on classes of objects simply
as the cardinality of morphism spaces:

()t Ko(P(F)) x Ko(P(F)) = Q*, (A,B) =|Hom(A,B)|, for A, BePF).
Similarly, the Euler form is well-defined and given by the safarmula onK,(P(F)) x
Ko(F) and onK(F) x Ko(P(F)). We define thequantum torus of projective-injectives
T(P(F)) as the group algebra &f, (P (F)) with the multiplication twisted by the Euler form.

ForanyP € P(F),C € F, their products in the Hall algebfd (F) take very simple form:

1
[P]O[C]ZW[P@C]Z <P,C>[P@C];
1
[C]O[P]ZW[P@C]ZW[P@C].

It follows that the set of all classes of the foff], for P € P(F), satisfies the Ore conditions
in this algebra. Therefore, we can localiZé.F) at these classes.

Definition 3.5. The semi-derived Hall algebra of the paitF, P(F)) is the localization of
H(C) at the classes of all projective-injective objects:

SDH(F,P(F)) :== H(F)[[P] | P € P(F)].
By definition,SDH (F,P(F)) is an associative unital algebra, where the unitis givejohy
0 being the zero object oF . Moreover, by its definition, it satisfies the following fundality
property.
Proposition 3.6. If F': 7' — F is a fully faithful map between essentially smddim —finite

Frobenius categories, thei, induces an embedding of algebr&DH (F', P(F')) —
SDH(F,P(F)).
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We have natural left and right actions B{P(F)) on SDH(F,P(F)) given by the Hall
product. Let us denote hy1(F) this bimodule structure o§DH (F, P(F)).

Theorem 3.7. Assume thaf satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2). Than(F) is a free right
(resp. left) module ovel (P (F)). Each choice of representatives Jf of the isomorphism
classes of the stable categaFyyields a basis.

Proof. Assume that the images iA of two objectsM, M’ from F are isomorphic. Since the
imageP(F) of P(F) in F is contained in the isomorphism classiofve have

F =F/P(F).
This means that there is a sequence of objééts= M, My, M,, ..., M, = M’ in F, such
that for each = 1,2, ..., n there is either a conflation

qis

P— M;_y — M,

or a conflation
P — M; Es M;_.,
with P projective. Therefore, we either have
[M;] = [P & M; 1] = [Hom(P, M;_1)|[P] o [M;-1],

or

B 1

~ |Hom(K, M,)|
It follows that [M'] € T(P(F)) o [M]. Therefore, (the representatives of) the isomorphism
classes in the stable categgfygenerateM (F) overT(P(F)). It remains to prove that they

are independent over this quantum torus.
One can decomposk!(F) into the direct sum

MF)= D Ma(F),

a€lso(F)

[Mi—1] = [P & M;] = | Hom(K, M;)|[K] o [M;] = [M;] (K] o [M;-d].

whereM,, (F) is the component containing the classes of all objects wisoseorphism class
in £ is a. We claim that for each, the T(P(F))—submoduleM,,(F) is free of rank one. Let
M be an object ofF. By the above argument, the map

(2) T(P(F)) = Muq(F),  [K] = [K] o [M]

is surjective. Sinc& (P(F)) is the (twisted) group algebra df,(P(F)), Lemma3.8 below
shows that its composition with the natural map

Mun(F) = M(F) = QK™ (F))

is injective. Here, the last map is the identity on objedtss well-defined, sinceV((F) has a
natural grading by the groufi;”"(F). Therefore, the maji)2) is bijective, g.e.d. O

Lemma 3.8. Under conditions of Theorelm 3.7, the natural map
i Ko(P(F)) — K"F), [M] s [M]

is injective.
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Proof. SinceF is Krull-Schmidt, one can define the “projective part” of dnjext in&: each
objectM € F can be decomposed in a unique way (up to a permutation ofr&dtdo a finite
direct sum of indecomposables:

m(M k(M

) )
M= Mo P
i=1 j=1

where allM; belong toP (F) while the M} do not. Then

¢ : K"(F) = K" (P(F)) = Ko(P(F)), [M] — P M;

i=1
is a well-defined group epimorphism, and we get
¢ 01 = ldg,(p(F)-
O

Theorem 3.9. Let 7/, F be two Frobenius categories satisfying assumptions (Ctl)(@2),
P, P their full subcategories of projective-injective objecdssume that

F:F - F
is a fully faithful exact functor inducing an equivalencelué stable categories

F

FSF
and an isomorphism of the Grothendieck groups of projedtijectives

F

©) Ko(P(F")) = Ko(P(F)).
ThenF induces an isomorphism of algebras
F, : SDH(F',P(F))>SDH(F,P(F)).

Proof. Since F' is fully faithful and induces the isomorphisi (3), it alsalites an isomor-
phism of the quantum tori of projective-injectives:

T(P(F')) = T(P(F)).

Therefore, by Theorem 3.7 induces an isomorphism
M(FYSM(F)

of the free modules over isomorphic quantum tori with basbgkvare in bijection by the
stable equivalence. By the full faithfulness and Lenima thé& multiplication is preserved as
well, i.e. F' induces the desired isomorphism of algebras. O
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4. SEMI-DERIVED VS. DERIVED HALL ALGEBRAS

Let 7 be a Frobenius category satisfying conditions (C1), (C2)béfore, we denote by
its stable category. It is evidentlyom —finite, since its morphism spaces are subquotients of
the morphism spaces if. Assume thafF is left locally homologically finite.

We introduce theelative Euler form

(- '>(f,£) t Ko(F) x Ko(F) = Q
by the following rule: for each paid, B € F, we pose

_ |H0m.7:(AaB)

| —i —1)GE-1
= A ExtZ A, 0
FE) = [Homz(A, B) [11Extz(4.0)

1>0

(4, B)

Lemma 4.1. The form
<‘> '>(]~',£)
is a well-defined group homomorphism.

Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 8.1 and the comparisonrgf Exact sequences of
extensions inF and F. Consider an arbitrary conflation

A1 — A2 — Ag
in the categoryF. For anyB € F, we have two long exact sequences of extensions of elements
of this conflation byB: the sequence of extensionsinand the one of those i :

0 — Homr(As, B) — Homz(As, B) — Homz(A;, B) &

4

@ Ext}y (A3, B) — Exty(Ay, B) — Ext:(A;, B) — .. .;
...Extz'(43, B) — Extz'(As, B) — Extz'(A;, B) 5

(5) HOIH£(A3, B) — Homi(Ag, B) — HOHIz(Al, B) —

EXt1£(A3, B) — EXt1£(A3, B) — Ethi(A?” B) e

By lemma[3.1, any term of the foriixt’-(A;, B), with i > 0,j = 1,2, 3, is isomorphic to
its counterpart in the second sequence. Thus, we have awipbismKer(f) = Ker(g).
We have two exact sequences to the lefisafr(f) in (4), respectively ofer(g) in (5), and
find out that the alternating products of their terms bothaéguHence their quotient equals
as well. On the other hand, it coincides with

1
(A, B) -
(F.F) (As, B>(f,£)

The statement follows from this and from the dual result eoning(B, 4;) - 1), which has a
similar proof. O

It is easy to see that, by LemmaH.1, one can twist the mud&pbn inSDH(F, P(F)) by
the rule

(A3, B) (7 5 -

AxB:= (A B) sz AcB.

We call the resulthe twisted semi-derived Hall algeb&DH (F, P(F))tw-
We are ready now to present the main result of this sectiorpeoimg our construction with
derived Hall algebras.
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Theorem 4.2. Assume that a Frobenius categaFysatisfies properties (C1) and (C2), and its
stable categoryF is left locally homologically finite. Then each choice ofregentatives iF
of the isomorphism classes of the stable categosyelds an isomorphism

SDH(F, P(F))uw — (DH(E) @ Q[Ko(P(F)))).

Proof. The right-hand side is a free module o@i< (P (F))], with the basis parameterized by
the isomorphism classes of objectsAinBy Theoreni 3.]7 and by the choice of the twist, the left-
hand side is also a free module 0@, (P(F))]. Moreover, each choice of representatives in
F of the isomorphism classes of the stable catedgogyelds a basis of this module. The group
algebra action is the same on both sides. It remains to staivihii multiplicative structures are
the same on both sides. By lemma 3.1, the Bets-(A, B)¢c andExt (A, B)¢ are isomorphic
for any triple of objectsd, B, C' € F. Now the statement follows from the form of the structure
constants ilSDH (F, P(F)) and inDH(.F), by the choice of the twist. O

5. EXAMPLES

Example 5.1. F is the category of bounded (er-periodic complexes) over an exact category
&, with the component-wise split exact structure. This is abErous category, whose stable
category is the bounded (resp.—periodic) homotopy categoryt®(€) (res. Hz m(E)). If €
satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2), soH8(&) andHz,., (). There, our construction provides
a Hall-like algebra for bounded and periodic homotopy caties.

Example 5.2. F = C*(P(£)), whereP (&) is the full subcategory of projective objects in an
exact category with enough projectives and where each object has finiteptiog resolution.
Then the stable catego# is equivalent to the bounded derived categbty¢€). Therefore, our
construction provides a version of the Hall algebra for therzled derived catego®’(£). It
was introduced by the author in [Gor] and called the “semivee Hall algebra of€”. See
[loc. cit.] for the detailed treatment.

Example 5.3. F is the category ofn—periodic complexes oveP (), for m > 1. As in the
previous example, the stable category is equivalentthgeriodic derived categor®;,,,(€).
As Dy, (&) is anm—periodic triangulated category, it is never left locallynhmlogically finite.
Therefore, one cannot define its derived Hall algebra, aittierethe twist nor the right-hand
side in the identity in Theorem 4.2 are well-defined. On theepohand, the construction pre-
sented in this work provides an associative algebra. The cbs: = 2 was first considered
in the work of Bridgeland [Br] that provided the main inspica to our work, see also [Gor].
YanagidallY] proved the conjecture of Bridgeland![Br] thander certain conditions and for
£ abelian, this algebra with an appropriate twist provides@hinfeld double of the twisted
extended Hall algebra &f. The generic version of such an algebra (in the abelian tage,
for an arbitrary positiven) was introduced in [CD]. Zhaa [Z] proved that férabelian, the
categoryDy,.,(€) is equivalent to thgeneralized root categorgf £, see references in [loc.
cit]. Therefore, the algebra (that we call in [Gor] “tlg¢m—graded semi-derived Hall algebra
of £7) is also the substitute of the non-defined derived Hall btgeof the root category.

Example 5.4. Dually, we can take ag the category of bounded or periodic complexes over
the full subcategory of injectives in an exact categbmyith enough injectives and where each
object has finite injective resolution. The corresponditadple category is again equivalent to
the bounded (resp. periodic) derived category oo we get an algebra isomorphic to the one
from previous examples.
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Example 5.5. Let D be a differential graded (DG) category. We freely use bamitsfon
DG-categories that can be found, e.g., in surveys [Kel3][@g}l One can define the category
Cay(D) of DG-modules oveD and the derived catego®y,, (D). There is a Yoneda embedding
of D into C4, (D). One says thaD is pretriangulatedif the image of the Yoneda embedding
is closed under taking cones of morphisms and under thefahiftor. One can show thd?

is pretriangulated if and only if its underlying catega?y(D) is Frobenius; in such a case
the stable category of the latter is the homotopy categBY{D). Then the Yoneda embedding
induces an embedding &f°(D) into the full subcategorper (D) of perfect (and, equivalently,
compact) objects iy, (D). This perfect derived category is then the idempotent cotigple
of H°(D). Thus, if H°(D) is idempotent complete, then we have an equivalgtéeD) =
per(D). When this condition holds, one says tHatis atriangulated DG-categoryor that

D is saturated or Morita fibrant The latter notion reflects the fact that there exists a model
structure on the category of DG-categories, s.t. triartgdl®G-categories are precisely the
fibrant objects. This model structure is called ferita model structurelt is known that each
DG category has a Morita fibrant replacement, i.e. that it @it equivalent to a triangulated
DG-category, cf.[[T2].

For a triangulated category, by an enhancemenbtne understands a triangulated DG-
categoryD with a triangulated equivalencE = per(D). It is known that an idempotent
complete triangulated category is algebraic if and onlylifas an enhancement: if fGr there
exists a Frobenius catega#y, s.t. 7 — F, then one can endow the category of the complexes
with projective-injective components iR(F) with a natural DG-category structure, such that
the corresponding homotopy categdty (C,,(P(F))) will be equivalent toT. If D is pre-
triangulated and a Frobenius categdiy(D) is idempotent complete, then its stable category
H°(D) is idempotent complete as well, afxis triangulated. We can apply our main theorems
to the case of such DG-categories.

Corollary 5.6. LetD, D’ be a pair of triangulated DG-categories whose underlyintggaries
Z%(D), Z°(D') satisfy conditions (C1) and (C2). If a DG-functbr: D' — D induces a fully
faithful map of the underlying categories, then it inducesabedding of algebras

F, : SDH(ZY(D"), P((Z°(D"))) — SDH(Z°(D)), P((Z°(D))).

If, moreover,F’ induces an equivalence of perfect derived categgsi@gD’) = per(D) and
an isomorphism of the Grothendieck groufis(P((Z°(D’)) = P((Z°(D)), thenF, is an
isomorphism of algebras.

6. FURTHER DIRECTIONS

Unlike the derived Hall algebras, the semi-derived Halkalgs depend not only on the a
triangulated category, but also on some additional amount of information (congegrihe
Grothendieck group of projective-injectives (F)). Let us explain why this is natural to
expect for Hall algebras related to triangulated categotietheir recent work, Dyckerhof and
Kapranov [DK] showed that the object defining the Hall algels not a category itself but
rather itsWaldhausen S-spac&he associativity of the Hall algebra follows from a prayef
the S-space that Dyckerhof and Kapranov call bérgegal Waldhausen spaces were intro-
duced in order to define the algebraic K-theory for an appatgrclass of categories. It is now
well-known that the K-theory is not an invariant of triangidd categories with respect to tri-
angle equivalences. This is one of unsatisfying facts cormeg triangulated categories, aside,
e.g., the non-functoriality of the cone. Therefore, onetbansider some “enhancement” of
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triangulated categories to work with. There are severaaijorelated approaches to this prob-
lem: DG-categories, stable infinity categories, derivegemodel categories, Frobenius pairs.
To any of them one can associate a Waldhausen-like consimudt is shown by Schlichting
that any map of Frobenius pairs inducing an equivalenceet#sociated derived categories
induce a homotopy equivalence of corresponding Waldhaspaoes as well. It is therefore
natural to expect that a good notion of the Hall algebra fangulated categories should give
an invariant under maps between Frobenius pairs inducioiya&ences of their derived cate-
gories, but not necessarily an invariant under all equnads of triangulated categories. As any
category equivalent to the derived category of a Frobenairsip also algebraic, our construct
and main theorems can be thought of as a step on the way towctnsich a notion. Indeed,
the class of categories under consideration is the same,clbages is the class of functors
between them. One should say also that it is very often usefellize a triangulated category
not as a stable category but as a derived category of a Fiabeair. This is true, e.g., for
derived categories of exact and DG-categories, for simigylkeategories and for (generalized)
cluster categories. All the same can be said about DG-eehatt. We will give a construc-
tion of Hall algebras of Frobenius pairs and of DG-categoaied their DG-quotients (in some
generality) in the upcoming sequel of this work.

We should say also that the K-theory is a well-defined inveugd a certain strictified version
of triangulated categories, callételler, or co—triangulated categoriessee [Bal][Kin1][M].
This class covers all algebraic triangulated categortestherefore possible that one can define
Hall algebras foro—triangulated categories, invariant under equivalencesdsn them, with
the multiplication involving higher triangles.

As it was mentioned in the Introduction, we hope that one efimd geometric, motivic or
even cohomological counterparts of the semi-derived Hgéltaras introduced in this paper.
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