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THE LOCAL INFORMATION OF EQUIVARIANT SHEAVES AND ELLIPTIC
DIFFERENCE EQUATIONS

MOISES HERRADON CUETO

ABSTRACT. We study the singularities of algebraic difference equations on curves from the point of view of
equivariant sheaves. We propose a definition for the formal local type of an equivariant sheaf at a point in the
case of a reduced curve acted on by a group which is virtually the integers. We show that with this definition,
equivariant sheaves can be glued from an “open cover”. Precisely, we show that an equivariant sheaf can be
uniquely recovered from the following data: the restriction to the complement of a point, the local type at the
point itself, and an isomorphism between the two over the punctured neighborhood of said point.

We study symmetric elliptic difference equations (“elliptic equations” from now on) from this point of view.
We consider several natural notions for an algebraic version of symmetric elliptic difference equations, i.e.
symmetric elliptic difference modules (“elliptic modules”). We show that different versions are not equivalent,
but we detail how they are related: all the versions embed fully faithfully into the same category of equivariant
sheaves. This implies that we can use the theory for equivariant sheaves to study singularities of elliptic equations
as well.

One reason to study elliptic equations is that they generalize, and degenerate to, (g-)difference equations
(i.e. equivariant sheaves) and differential equations (i.e. D-modules) on the projective line. We discuss this
from the elliptic module point of view, which requires studying elliptic modules on singular curves. We study
the relation between elliptic modules on singular curves and their normalization. We show that for modules
which are flat at the singular points there is an equivalence and we give examples showing that this cannot be
improved upon.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper concerns equivariant sheaves on curves and their local study. Equivariant sheaves can be inter-
preted as an algebraic counterpart to discrete equations: these include difference equations, which are linear
recurrence relations of the form y(t + 1) = A(t)y(t) for A(t) € GL,(C(¢)) and y is a column vector; and ¢-
difference equations, which take the form y(qt) = A(t)y(t) for a given ¢ € C*. The relation between equivariant
sheaves and discrete equations is analogous to the relation between D-modules and differential equations.

The goal of this paper is to provide a notion for the local data of an equivariant sheaf around the formal
neighborhood of a point p on a curve C' (this is Definition 3.5). We do so in the case where the group acting
on the curve is an extension of a finite group by Z. We show that this definition is reasonable in that a sheaf
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can be recovered from its restriction to the formal neighborhood around p, its restriction to the open set C'\ p
and an isomorphism between these two modules on the intersection, i.e. the punctured formal neighborhood
around p. This is the content of Theorem A.

Let us state it precisely: We are given a group G that has a finite index subgroup isomorphic to Z, acting
on a reduced curve C over a field k, with a closed point p. We will focus on equivariant sheaves whose stalks
at every generic point of the curve are finitely generated, and call the category they form G—Modgfg(C). The
restriction |y, we define lands in a category of modules on the formal neighborhood U, with extra structure,
which we will call G-Mod(U,). We may also consider sheaves on the “open” subscheme obtained by removing
the orbit of p from C', which we denote C*. Similarly we can restrict these to the punctured neighborhood Uy
(see Definition 3.1). The usual pullback of quasicoherent sheaves to an open set can be enhanced in a natural
way for equivariant sheaves on (the formal neighborhood in) a curve. When we include these restriction functors
we obtain a commutative (up to natural isomorphism) square of restrictions:

G-Mod®'8(C) <", G-Mod®8(C*)

(L.1) llUp . llU;

G-Mod(U,) ——— G-Mod(U}).
Theorem A. The Diagram (1.1) is a cartesian square of categories. More explicitly, it induces an equivalence
between G-Mod®®(C) and the category G-Mod(Up) X a-Mod(U;) G-Mod8®(C*). This is the category of triples

(My,,Mc-,=), consisting of objects My, € G-Mod(U,), Mc- € G-Mod8®(C*) and a fized isomorphism
My, |u; = M-

Uy -

This theorem validates the definition of |y, in that it ensures that at the very least no information is lost. It
could be also interpreted as saying that |y, provides a classification of singularities of discrete equations.

An analogous theorem was proved previously in [HC20], in the case of difference equations on the affine line.
The main difference in the current situation is that we are allowing group actions that are not necessarily free.
This means that the definition of |y, needs to be adapted to different situations. This theorem can also be
thought of as analogous to the Beauville-Laszlo Theorem from [BL95], in the equivariant situation.

All the relevant definitions and the proof of the Theorem can be found in Section 3.

1.1. Symmetric elliptic difference equations. Symmetric elliptic difference equations (from now on, ab-
breviated to elliptic equations) are our main motivation to study discrete equations. They were introduced
in [Raill] in order to give an interpretation to the elliptic Painlevé equation arising in Sakai’s classification of
surfaces associated to difference Painlevé equations [Sak01]. It was first shown that the differential Painlevé
equations correspond to isomonodromy deformations of moduli spaces of differential equations [Oka79], which
are some of the surfaces in the classification. However, not all the surfaces in Sakai’s classification arise in
this way. Others arise as moduli spaces of discrete equations, such as difference equations [AB06]. Symmetric
elliptic difference equations complete this picture by providing a moduli interpretation for the elliptic Painlevé
equation. Concretely, one considers the moduli space of elliptic equations with certain prescribed singularities.
This is a motivation to understand singularities of elliptic equations in general.

Elliptic equations arise as follows: discrete equations on the line take the form y(r(x)) = A(z)y(z) for some
automorphism 7 of P!. For an elliptic equation, the role of 7 is played by a correspondence in P! x P!, i.e.
a curve E C P! x P! which is required to have degree 2 over each component and to be symmetric when the
coordinates are interchanged. An elliptic equation is given by a matrix meromorphic function A : F — GL, (C),
and it takes the form y(t) = A(s,t)y(s) whenever (s,t) € E. The matrix A is required to satisfy the relation
A(s,t) = A(t,s)"!. In this paper we elaborate on (symmetric) elliptic (difference) modules, the counterpart to
D-modules for this setting.

In the case where E is the union of the graphs of 7 and 77! for 7 € Aut(PP!), 72 # Id, elliptic equations are
7-difference equations on P!, which include usual difference equations and g¢-difference equations. Further, if
E is the nonreduced double diagonal, certain elliptic modules become equivalent to D-modules on P! (Propo-
sition 4.12). Part of the interest on elliptic equations is due to the fact that they can degenerate to all these
situations, and that this explains degenerations between surfaces in Sakai’s classification.

Elliptic equations can be interpreted as equations on E rather than P!: the pullback (s, t) = y(s) : E — C"
of a solution satisfies the equations (s, t) = y(s,t’) and (¢, s) = A(s,t)y(s,t) for all s,¢,#' € PL. The involutions
(s,t) — (s,t') and (s,t) — (t, s) generate a dihedral group G acting on E, and the equations satisfied by y can
be thought of as describing the G-equivariance of 3. We will adopt the convention that G is always the infinite
dihedral group, even if its action on E is not free.

For this reason, in Theorem A we work with groups G which contain Z as a finite index subgroup, since
these include the infinite dihedral group. There are other groups acting on curves that we are not treating
in the present paper. For example, if C' is a group (C' = A, A\ 0 or an elliptic curve), one may consider r
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many elements in the group, whose translations give rise to an action of Z". We believe these generalizations
to be akin to letting C' be a higher dimensional variety. One reason for this belief is that in characteristic 0 the
Fourier transform of [Lau96] is an equivalence between such equivariant sheaves and sheaves on (Al \ 0)" with
extra structure in the affine case, and if we start with an elliptic curve, we obtain complexes of sheaves on a
(A1\ 0)"-bundle over the (dual) elliptic curve.

As in the case of differential and difference equations, we would like to construct some algebraic objects which
encode elliptic equations. Due to the fact that the dihedral group’s action on E is not free, we have more than
one reasonable way to define “(symmetric) elliptic (difference) modules” (see Remark 4.9). We make a choice
(Definition 2.2), and we show how different options are related. We also show how the singularities of E might
come into play.

Theorem B. Let E C P! x P! be a degree (2,2) symmetric curve with no horizontal or vertical components.
Let 0 : E — FE be the automorphism interchanging the factors, and let o1 be the nontrivial deck transformation
of m : E — PL. Let G be the infinite dihedral group generated by o and o1. Let Z be the singular set of E. Let
E be the normalization of E, and let G also act on E by lifting the action on E.

(1) The category of elliptic modules embeds fully faithfully into the category of G-equivariant sheaves on E.
(2) The full subcategory of elliptic modules which are flat at w1 (Z) C P! embeds fully faithfully into the
category of G-equivariant sheaves on E.

Theorem B is proven as Propositions 4.2 and 4.3, along with describing the image of the corresponding
embeddings. It allows us to compare all the possible definitions in Remark 4.9. We would also like to remark
that the second half of the statement cannot be improved to the whole category of elliptic modules: there is a
functor defined on the whole category, but it is faithful and not full (Remark 4.8). This is not surprising, since
we use the results on [Fer03] relating quasicoherent sheaves on a curve and its normalization, which also require
flatness.

Using this comparison, we can rephrase Theorem A in the situation of elliptic equations. This is the content
of Theorem 4.10.

In order to understand elliptic modules as a generalization of (g-)difference modules on P!, one must use the
normalization of the singular curve which is the union of the graphs of 7 and 7!, which motivates the second
part of Theorem B. For completeness, we show how all the remaining situations in which the curve E is not
integral relate to modules on P*.

1.2. Structure of the paper. Section 2 contains the notation and definitions used throughout the paper.

The main definition of the local information of a discrete equation is presented in Section 3.2, along with all
the precise statements without proofs. All the relevant proofs for this section are in Section 3.3.

Section 4 concerns elliptic modules and all the related notions. The relation between elliptic modules and
equivariant sheaves is made precise in Section 4.1, as well as the relation between elliptic modules on a curve
and its localization. Section 4.2 gives explicit descriptions of elliptic modules whenever E is not integral. This
includes the relation with equations on the line such as difference equations and differential equations. Except
for Theorem 4.10, Section 4 is independent of Section 3.

In Section 5 we use the local type and the comparison theorems of Section 4 to describe the elliptic modules
of generic rank 1, along with their local type.

Acknowledgments. I am very grateful to Dima Arinkin for suggesting the problem and for many useful
discussions. I also wish to thank Eva Elduque for helpful conversations and comments. This work was partially
supported by National Science Foundation grant DMS-1603277. This material is based upon work supported
by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. 1440140, while the author was in residence at the
Mathematical Sciences Research Institute in Berkeley, California, during the spring semester of 2019.

2. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION

2.1. Equivariant sheaves and discrete equations. Throughout, we work over a field k£ of characteristic
different from 2. All the sheaves we will consider are quasicoherent. Our main objects of study are equivariant
sheaves. Let us recall the definition for convenience.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a (possibly formal) group acting on a scheme C' by a map a: G x C = C. A (G-)
equivariant sheaf is a sheaf M € QCoh(C) together with an isomorphism A : 75, M = o*M, satisfying the
following cocycle condition on G x G x C: (m x Id¢)* A = (Idg x a)* Ao w53 A. Here m is the multiplication
on G and o3 is the projection onto G x C that forgets the first factor. Further, if welet i xId : C' — G x C
be the inclusion of the identity of G, we must have that (i x Id)*.A = Ids;. Morphisms of equivariant sheaves
HomG((M, Anr), (N, Ay)) are morphisms of sheaves ¢ : M — N such that a*¢ o Ay = An o 75¢.
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We will only consider discrete groups G (as a formal scheme, G = |_|g€G Spec k). In this case, GXC = |_|g€G C,
so an equivariant sheaf consists of the data of M € QCoh(C), together with A, : M = g*M for every g € G.
The cocycle condition becomes the relation Ag, 4, = g5.44, 0 Ag,, and the condition at the identity becomes
A; = 1Id. A morphism of sheaves ¢ in this situation is a morphism of equivariant sheaves if and only if for every
geG, Ajop =g poA,.

Given an equivariant sheaf M, we can consider for ¢ € G the map (¢7')* o A, : M — M, which we will
simply denote by g. This is not a map of sheaves: rather, for every open set U C C, A, maps M (U) to g* M (U),
and ¢g* identifies ¢g* M (U) with M (gU), so g maps sections on U to sections on gU. It is also not O-linear, like
A, is, but rather if for a local function f € O(U) we denote f9 = fog € O(g~*U) (this is the right action of
G on 0), we have the relation

— — — 71_

g(fs)=(fog™")-gs=f7 gse M(gU).
We can interpret this as the relation gf = fgfly, or fg = gf9.Using this notation, the relation Ag 4, =
g3 Ag, 0 Ay, becomes (g192) = gy © gy: note that for a morphism of sheaves ¢, g*¢ = g* o p o (¢~ *)*. Therefore,

910z = (97 )" 0 (921)" 0 Agags = (91 )" 0 (921)" 0 g3 Ag, 0 Agy = (97 1)" 0 Agy 0 (93)" 0 Ag, =71 0.
And the same reasoning shows that if g1gz = g, © g,, then the maps A, = g* o7 indeed define an equivariant
structure on the sheaf M. Using this notation, a morphism of sheaves ¢ is a morphism of equivariant sheaves
if and only if for every g € G, gop = o7.

In particular, if G is given by generators and relations, the equivariant structure is determined by a collection
of isomorphisms {A, : M — ¢g*M} for g in a generating set of G, and a collection of isomorphisms {A,} for
g in a generating set will determine an equivariant structure if and only if for every relation ¢; - - - g, = 1, the
corresponding map g, o---07g,, : M — M is the identity (note that since g1 --- g, = 1, in this case the map
will be an O-linear isomorphism of sheaves).

If the group action is not faithful, we must take care to note which group the equivariant structure is for.
For instance, given an automorphism ¢ of C' such that g2 = Id, any isomorphism Ag: M — g*M will give rise
to a Z-equivariant structure, where Z is generated by g. However, to obtain a Z/2Z-equivariant structure, we
must also have the relation Id = Ag = g* A4 0 A,.

2.1.1. Relation to discrete equations. Linear recurrences give rise to equivariant sheaves: a linear recurrence for
a group action takes the form s(gz) = Ay4(x)s(z) for all g € G, where s is a column vector and A, is an invertible
matrix, of size 7. We must have the conditions that Ay, 4,(z) = Ag, (922)Ag, (x), and A;(z) = Id. We may
construct an equivariant sheaf by interpreting the recurrence as generators and relations: start with a free O-
module F' with basis {s; 4} parametrized by 1 < ¢ <r and g € G. Let F have the equivariant structure given by
Gsih = Sing-1- Let Ay = (a). We consider the subsheaf K of I generated by the elements {s; 4n — >, ai/ 51}
for all g,h € G and 4. Then M = F/K is the desired equivariant sheaf (notice that the equivariant structure
preserves K). In the category of equivariant sheaves it correpresents the functor of solutions to the recurrence.
For example, if the scheme is a complex variety, maps from M to the sheaf of meromorphic functions are the set
of meromorphic solutions to the recurrence. Indeed, if s;; map to certain functions f;(z), then g=1s; 1 = s;,,
must map to g~ 1 fi(z) = f;(gx). Therefore the relation s; 5, = > alsjpn implies that f;(ghx) = > ald f;(hx).
Conversely, any solution to the recurrence will yield a morphism of sheaves using these formulas.

2.2. Definition of elliptic equations. Discrete equations on P! are recurrences for an automorphism 7.
The jump to elliptic equations consists on replacing a map 7 by a correspondence. Concretely, to mimic the
correspondence 7 U 77!, the correspondence must be of degree 2 and symmetric. Precisely, E must be a curve
in P! x P! which has degree (2,2) and is symmetric, i.e. if o : P! x P! is the map interchanging the factors,
o(E) = E. If FE is smooth and it has a k-valued point, it is an elliptic curve, hence the name. We define
elliptic modules to capture the equations on P! of the form f(y) = A(x,y)f(z) for (x,y) € E. For discrete
equations, the relations induced by 7 and 7~! must be the same. Similarly, for elliptic equations we must have
A(z,y) = A(y,x)~t. As stated before, this will be the only kind of elliptic difference equations we refer to in
this paper, so we will just refer to them as elliptic equations.

Definition 2.2. Let E C P! x P! be a degree (2,2) symmetric curve. Let 71,7 : E — P! be the projections
and let o0 : E — E be the automorphism interchanging the factors. We assume that the projections m; are
finite, i.e. E has no vertical components.

An (E-)elliptic module, is a quasicoherent sheaf M on P!, together with an isomorphism A : 75 M — 73
subject to the condition that o*A = A1,

We denote the category of E-elliptic modules as E-Mod. A morphism ¢ € Homg mod(M, N) of elliptic
modules is a morphism ¢ of sheaves on P! such that Ao wj¢ = 3¢ o A.

At the level of stalks, A is an isomorphism A, , : M, — M, whenever (z,y) € E, and A, , = A;lz These
should properly be called symmetric elliptic difference modules, for the following reason: Elliptic difference
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modules are sheaves on an elliptic curve E equivariant under the translation by a specified point on E. In our
situation, if we choose the origin of E to be a ramified point of w1, then 7 identifies every point on FE with
its opposite according to the group law of E. Since (symmetric) elliptic modules come from P!, their stalks at
both points on the fibers of m; are identified, hence the name symmetric. A precise statement is provided by
Proposition 4.2.

Remark 2.3. This is not the only possible notion of elliptic modules. If one adopts the idea that the unknown
in an elliptic equation f(z) = A(x,y)f(y) is a function g(z,y) = f(z) : E — k, then one should study sheaves
on E. We could have defined an elliptic module as follows: let o : E — E interchange the factors, let o1 be the
automorphism (z,y) — (z,y’) and let G be the infinite dihedral group they generate. An alternative definition
is as G-equivariant sheaves on . We will see in Proposition 4.2 that elliptic modules as we have defined them
are a full subcategory of this category.

3. THE LOCAL TYPE

3.1. Notation. We consider the action of a group G that is an extension of a finite group by Z. Note that this
includes all groups G containing subgroups H; < Ho < G such that Hy; and G/Hs are finite and Ho/H; = Z:
the projection Ho — 7Z necessarily has a section, so Z is a finite index subgroup of G, and some finite index
subgroup of this Z is a normal subgroup of G. Throughout, we will let 7 € G be a chosen generator of a normal
finite index subgroup isomorphic to Z.

Throughout we will let C' be a (possibly singular, possibly reducible, reduced, quasiprojective) curve over
k with an action of G. We will study G-equivariant quasicoherent sheaves on C. We will say a sheaf M is
generically finitely generated if the stalks at every generic point of C are finitely generated, or equivalently if
it contains a coherent sheaf L such that M/L is supported only on closed points. We denote the category of
equivariant sheaves by G-Mod(C'), and the full subcategory of generically finitely generated elliptic modules
by G-Mod®&8(C).

3.2. Definitions. We will let p € C be a closed point, and St, < G be its stabilizer (the stabilizer of the closed
point, i.e. of the corresponding ideal). Depending on whether St, contains an infinite order element, St, is
either finite or it has finite index. We let St = {h € St, : hh™' = 7}. Note that either St; = St, or it is a
subgroup of index 2. Throughout, we distinguish three cases:
(i) Sty is finite and St,, = St,,.
(ii) St, is finite and St,, # St,,.
(iii) [G : Stp] is finite.
Note that in situations (i) and (ii), p must be a smooth point, as it has an infinite orbit.

Definition 3.1. We let C* = C'\ Gp. G-Mod(C*) is defined as the full subcategory of G-Mod(C) on which
functions vanishing only on Gp act as units, or equivalently as the category of G-equivariant quasicoherent
sheaves on C'\ Gp. The full subcategory of generically finitely generated modules is denoted G—Modgfg(C*).
We denote the forgetful functor j. : G-Mod(C*) — G-Mod(C), and we use the same notation for its restriction
G-Mod8®(C*) — G-Mod®™(C).

The pushforward j, has a right adjoint j*, which is given by pullback of quasicoherent sheaves to C*, endowed
with the natural G-action.

In what follows, we will let R, be the complete local ring at p, a local ring of dimension 1, and U,, = Spec R,,.
We will let K, be its total ring of fractions, i.e. the direct sum of the function fields of its minimal primes. If
R, is a domain, for example if p is smooth, then K, is the fraction field of R,. Note that St, acts on Spec Rz,
by restricting the action on C, so we may talk of St,-equivariant modules on Uy,.

Definition 3.2. The category of local types of equivariant sheaves is defined as follows, in cases (i), (ii) and
(iil) above:

(i) G-Mod(U,) is the category of R,-modules M, together with the additional information of two finite
rank free submodules M!, M" C M, such that M /M, M/M" are supported on p. Additionally, M is
St,-equivariant, and the action of St, preserves M! and M". Morphisms in G-Mod(U,) are morphisms
of equivariant Rp-modules which preserve the chosen submodules.

(ii) G-Mod(U,) is the category of R,-modules M, together with a single finite rank free submodule M,
as above, such that M /M is supported on p. Additionally, M is Stp-equivariant, and the action of St,
preserves M'". Morphisms are defined analogously.

(i) G-Mod(Uy,) is the category of St,-equivariant R,-modules.

We will often write M* to denote either one of M!, M™ or M' to avoid repetition.
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Remark 3.3. In cases (i) and (ii), G-Mod(U,) is not an abelian category, because not all morphisms have
cokernels: a map ¢ : M — N could have the property that N'/(¢M!) is not free, or the map into N/@(M)
might not be injective. However, it is an exact category, because it is a full subcategory of the abelian category
of diagrams of equivariant R, modules with no restrictions about the arrows being injective or the modules
being free, and it is closed under extensions. In particular, short exact sequences in G-Mod(U,) are short exact
sequences of R,-modules My — My — M3 for which all the sequences of the form M} — My — My are exact;
and whenever kernels or cokernels exist, they can be computed in the larger category of diagrams.

Definition 3.4. We define the categories of punctured local types of equivariant sheaves as the full subcategory
G-Mod(U;) € G-Mod(U,) consisting of modules M such that the natural map is an isomorphism K, ®g, M =
M of R,-modules. The forgetful functor will be denoted j,.

The left adjoint to j. is denoted by j*, and it is given by j*M = K, ®g, M, with (j*M)* defined to be the
image of M™ inside of j*M.

We now define the restriction to the formal disk. From now on, we will denote M, = R, ® M (where the
tensor is over the stalk of O at p).

Definition 3.5. The restriction to the formal disk is defined in the following ways:

(i),(ii) Let M € G-Mod®®(C). Choose (arbitrarily) some coherent sheaf L C M such that M/L is supported
on closed points. We define M|y, € G-Mod(U,) by M|y, = M,. In case (i) we make M|lUp = (7"L),
for n>> 0, and M|}, = (77"L), for n > 0, and in case (i) we let M|l[}”p = (7"L), for n > 0. Then St,
acts on M|y, via the restriction.

(iii) The restriction |y, : G-Mod(C) — G-Mod(U,) consists of making M|y, = M, and restricting the
action of St,,.

We show that the restriction is well-defined independently of choices in Proposition 3.10. Note that in cases
(i) and (ii) |y, is defined on generically finitely generated modules, while in case (iii) we can extend the definition

to all modules. From now on, we will refer to G-Mod®'® (C) in all three cases. All our proofs will extend to
arbitrary modules in case (iii).

Remark 3.6. Note that |y, maps G-ModB™®(C*) into G-Mod(U;;). Further, the following square commutes
(up to natural isomorphism).

G-Mod®5(C) —L— G-Mod®(C*)

(3.7) J1es Ll

-5

G-Mod(U,) —>—— G-Mod(U;,)

Theorem 3.8. [Theorem A] The diagram (3.7) is a cartesian square of categories.

More explicitly, it induces an equivalence between G-Mod®®(C) and the category G-Mod(Up) X G-Mod(Uy)
G-Mod8™(C*). This is the category of triples (My,, Mg+, =), consisting of objects My, € G-Mod(U,), Mc- €
G-Mod8®(C*) and a fized isomorphism J*My, = Mc-|u,. A morphism between two triples f : (My,, Mc~, =
) = (Nu,, Nc+, =) is a pair of morphisms fu, : My, — Ny, and fc+ : Mg« — Ne- that commutes with the
isomorphims.

Let us denote C = G-Mod(Up) XG-Mod(v;) G-Mod8™(C*), and let ® : G-Mod®8(C) — C be the induced
functor. In Section 3.3 we will build the necessary tools to construct an inverse to ®.

Remark 3.9. In case (iii), Theorem 3.8 holds after replacing G-Mod®®(C) by G-Mod(C). We do not use the
generically finitely generated assumption anywhere, except to be able to define |y, in cases (i) and (ii). We will

keep referring to G-Mod®™(C) everywhere to simplify notation.
3.3. Proof of the main theorem.

Proposition 3.10. The functor |y, has the following properties. Note that in case (iii) all of them are clear
or vacuous. We use x to denote any of l, r or lr.
(1) Its definition has no ambiguity, i.e. |y, doesn’t depend on the coherent sheaf L € M as long as M /L is
supported on closed points and n is chosen to be big enough (depending on the choice of L). Further,
Sty preserves M|y .
(2) M[y;, is indeed a finite rank free module and M|y, /M|f; s supported on p.
(3) The functor |y, maps morphisms in G-Mod®®(C) to morphisms in G-Mod(U,), i.e. for a morphism
f+M =N, f(M[;) € NIy, . Further, flu, is Sty-equivariant.
(4) It is an exact functor, in the sense of exact categories: it maps short exact sequences to short exact
sequences.
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(5) Let f: M — N be a morphism in G-Mod®&(C). Then the restriction f|*Up : M* — N* is a morphism
of free Ry-modules that has constant rank, i.e. its cokernel is a free module. Further, N*/fluy, M*
embeds into N/ f|y, M, so coker f is an object of G-Mod(U,).

(6) G preserves |y, in the following sense: for every g € G, the induced map g : My, — My, sends M|*Up to

* : _ I l : T : _ 1 ; Ir
M|ng if g7 = Tg and it interchanges M|Up with M|Up if gt = 7~ 1g. In both cases it preserves M|Up.

Proof. (1) Let Ly, Lo be two coherent subsheaves of M such that M/L;, M/Ly are supported on closed
points. For ¢ = 1,2, (L1 + La)/L; is a coherent sheaf supported on closed points, and hence a finite
length sheaf. This implies that the stalks of L; and Ly can only differ at a finite set of points. Also
notice that g identifies Ly-1, and (gL), as g identifies M -1, with M,. Applying this to L; = L and
Ly =7L, (FF"L), = (F="*1L), for n > 0, which shows that the definition doesn’t depend on n as long
as it is big enough. Similarly, if two different coherent subsheaves are chosen then their stalks will be
equal at 7"p as long as |n| > 0.

Let us show the St,-invariance. Start by assuming that h € St;. Then hL and L agree away from a
finite set, so we may assume L is h-invariant: since we are in situations (i) or (ii), St, is finite, so for
some m we have ™ = 1 and we can replace L by L +hL+---+ 1" L. Then we can see that for n > 0,

hest,
p =

EMHJ,, = E(?inL)p = (E?inL) (?inEL)p = (?inL)p = M|*Up

Lastly, if h € St;, \ St,, as before we may assume L is h-invariant. Then,
7 T T (=n —=——n7 =—n =—n Il —, =n T
hM|i, = (7" L), = (T "hL)y = (T "L)p = (7 "L)np = (b 7 "L), = (T"L), = M|f; .

(2) Since L is a coherent sheaf, its torsion has finite support, so M|j; = (FE"L), = (L),%n, is torsion-free
for |n| > 0, and it is finitely generated since L is. Further, since M/7*"L is torsion, Mly, /Mg, =
(M /7" L), is torsion as well.

(3) Let L € M be a coherent sheaf such that M/L is supported on closed points. Then f(L) C N is
coherent, so we may choose some coherent L' O f(L) such that N/L’ is supported on closed points.
Then for n > 0, flu,(M[;) = FEf(L)), C (FL)), = NI, - The equivariance of the map is
straightforward.

(4) Given a short exact sequence 0 — M — N — P — 0 in G-Mod®®(C), take a coherent Ly C N such
that N/Ly is supported on closed points. Then both Lyy = LN M C M and Lp = Ly /Ly C P have
the analogous property in M and P respectively. The short exact sequence Ly — Ly — Lp yields the
desired statement after applying 75" and taking formal fibers.

(5) Decompose f as an epimorphism followed by a monomorphism, so that we have two short exact se-
quences: 0 = ker f - M — f(M) — 0 and 0 — f(M) — N — coker f — 0. Then the exactness of
|u, implies that the cokernel of f|y, is (coker f)|u,, which is an object of G-Mod(U,), so in particular
N*/f(M*) = (coker f)[f; is free and it embeds into N/f(M) = (coker f)lu,.

(6) Let us show this for x = [, and the other cases will be analogous. Let L C M be a coherent subsheaf
such that M/L is supported on closed points, and let € be such that g7 = 7¢g. Then, if n is big enough
(depending on both L and g), we can use the already proved independence of L to show:

ML, if e=1;
— n>0 _, —n ——n —en— n>0 » )
Ml " 57" L)) = 7y = (g, "2 { e T2

Proposition 3.11. C is an abelian category.

Proof. Let D(U,) D G-Mod(U,) be the abelian category of diagrams of St,-equivariant R,-modules M' —
M < M7 or M'" — M, in cases (i) and (ii) respectively. Let D(Uy;) be the full abelian subcategory of diagrams

such that K, ®z, M — M is an isomorphism. Then C= D(Up) Xp(us) G-Mod8™(C) is a fibered product of
abelian categories, so it is an abelian category which contains C as a full subcategory. Therefore, C is abelian if
it contains kernels and cokernels for all its morphisms.

Consider a morphism f = (fy,, fo-) : (My,, Mc-,=n) — (Nu,, No+,=n) in C. We will often omit the
reference to the isomorphism j*My, =3 Mc+|y,, and simply understand that these modules are identified.
Similarly we will say that j*fy, = fo-|v, for simplicity. Note that kernels in G-Mod(U,) always exist, and
G-Mod(C*) is an abelian category. However, a priori it is not clear that coker fy, exists: it would require
that ff; has constant rank (for the relevant choices of x = I, r,lr). Now, by definition Mg = (4*My,)* and
f[jp = (j* fu,)*. Since j*flu, = fc+|u,, applying Proposition 3.10 to fc+ we see that indeed fﬁp has constant
rank as desired.
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The kernel (resp. the cokernel) of the morphism f is (ker fy,,ker fo«) (vesp. (coker fu, ,coker fc+)). These
are indeed objects of C, i.e. they agree on G-Mod(U,’) by the isomorphism induced from M (resp. N):

J*((co) ker fy,) = (co) ker j* fu, =nr (co) ker fo«|u, = ((co) ker fc~)

Up-
(]

Remark 3.12. Take M € G-Mod(C). Then the kernel and cokernel of the adjunction map M — j.j*M are
supported on Gp, since they vanish after applying j*. Thus, we may fit any module M in an exact sequence as
follows:

0—ii'M — M — j.j*M — 4 R*% M — 0.

Here 4' is the left adjoint to pushforward i, from Gp, and R'i' is the first derived functor of i'. However, we
don’t require these facts so we will not prove them here, and we can take the above sequence as the definition
of i!i' and iy R''. We will let M be the image of M — j,j*M. It can be characterized as the largest quotient
of M with no sections supported on p.

Remark 3.13. The category C has the same structure as G-Mod(C) from Remark 3.12 above. The role of
J«j* is played by the functor (j.j*,Id) : G-Mod(U,) X G-Mod(Uy) G-Mods&®(C*) — G-Mod(U,) X G-Mod(Uy)
G-Mod8™(C*), and modules “supported at p” are pairs (My,,0) € C. The long exact sequence for M =
(My,, Mc~) takes the form

0 — (1i' My, ,0) — (My,, Mc+) — (juj* My, , Mc+) = (il RYiy My, ,0) — 0

Where again iri' and 4, RY' can be characterized as the kernel and cokernel of the map Id — j,j*. In this case,
M is again defined as the image of M in j,j*M, and it is the largest quotient of M such that My, has no
sections supported at p. We will use the notation j* and i' for C as well from now on.

We will now construct an inverse to ® : G-Mod(C) — C. First, let us construct a functor ¢, : G-Mod(U,) —
G-Mod(C), which will we will prove to be the right adjoint to |y,. Let M € G-Mod(U,) and an open set
V C C. Also, from now on fix = C G a (finite) set of representatives of G/(7). We will distinguish our three
cases: in case (i), we let

LM(V>{(m)eG'm e { i Mitarer Myt € My, for i <0,y € 2
* - 9/9 : g

K,®M if gpg¢V ,m’wi c M;}p for i > 0,Vy € E,mghﬂ = hmng e G,h e Stp}

In case (ii), we let
LM((V) = {(mg)geg tmy € {Kp]g;;!;fg;;v s Myri € M,lfp for [i] > 0,Vy € Esmgp—1 = hmgVg € G,h € Stp}
In case (iii):
if T
LM(V) = {(mg)geg i mg € {Kpj\éM?f;éV smgp—1 = hmgVg € G h € Stp}

We give 1, M (V) the structure of an O(V)-module by letting f € O(V) act by f(mg)g = (f9mg)g. One
checks that this definition indeed makes ¢, M into a quasicoherent sheaf, where the restriction maps are induced
by the map M|y, — K, ® M|y, (notice in particular that if f is regular at gp, then f9 is regular at p). Further,
the condition hm, = mgp—1 is preserved by multiplication by f € O:

Mgp—1 = Emg = fghilmghfl = fghilﬁmg = E(fgmg)
We endow ¢, M with the following G-equivariant structure: for go € G, we make Gy(mg)g := (mgglg)g = (Myg)gog-

As before, we can easily check that the condition hm, = mgp—1 is preserved. One checks that g,(..M(V)) =
t«M(goV'), and further let us verify that the G-action is compatible with the O-action: for f € O and gg € G,

fGo(myg)g = f(mgglg)g = (fgmgo*lg)g = (f99myg)gog = Go(f*9mg)g = o [7 (mg)g.
Lemma 3.14. The functor v, defined as above, is the right adjoint to |y, .

Note that |y, is only partially defined, since its domain is G-Mod®®(C) rather than G-Mod(C). However, the
notion of an adjoint makes sense since G-Mod3™ (C) is a full subcategory: we mean that for M € G-Mod®™(C)
and N € G-Mod(U,), there is a natural isomorphism

Homg-moda(u,)(Mlu,, N) = Homg moa(cy (M, t« V).
Proof. Let M € G-Mod®®(C) and N € G-Mod(U,), and let ¢ : M — .N be a map in G-Mod(C). A
local section m € M is mapped to a sequence (¢4(m)),. Consider ¢, which maps the stalk of M at p to

N, and is Oc-linear. We must check that ¢. is St,-equivariant provided that ¢ is G-equivariant. Indeed, if
d(m) = (¢4(m)) and h € St,,

(6g(hm))g = d(hm) = ho(m) = h(dg(m))g = (dn-14(m))g = pe(hm) = $p-1(m) = hoe(m)
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Finally, we must check that ¢. maps M} into N*. Let us show this in the case where x = [, and the other
situations will be analogous. There exists some coherent sheaf L C M such that (7"L), = MIZ, for every n > 0.
Then ¢e(Ly) = ¢pe((F"L)p) = ¢r-n(Ly), which for n > 0 is contained in N'. This is the case because the stalk
at p of L is finitely generated, so we only need to use that ¢, (m) € N! for n>> 0 and m in a finite generating
set, of L.

In the other direction, let ¢ : M|y, — N be a map in G-Mod(U,), i.e. a St,-equivariant map such that
1/)M5p C N*. We define the map ¢ : M — 1, N as follows: on a local section m,

p(m) = (7/}(@717”)10))9'
If m is regular at gp, then g~ 'm is regular at p, i.e. ¥((g~'m),) is contained in N rather than K, ® N, so the
map is well-defined as a map of sheaves. Further, we check that it is O-linear and G-equivariant: if f € O and
go € Ga

folm) = (f79(@ ' m)p)g = (WG fm)n)g = 6(fm);  God(m) = (B(T "Gom)n)g = (Gom)-
We must check that the image of ¢ is contained in ¢, N: the condition hm, = m,-1 amounts to h)((g~'m),) =
¥((hg=—'m),), which follows from the St,-equivariance of 1. Lastly, we must see that for n < 0 and 77! € Z,

Y((T7"ym),) € N !, and similarly for N”. This is indeed the case, since m is contained in some coherent sheaf
L, such that M/L is supported on closed points. For n < 0 and v~ € Z, (T~ "4L), = M|lUp (recall that = is a

finite set), and therefore (7~ "3m), € M |lUp, which ¢ maps into N! by assumption.

1

It is straightforward to check that these two maps are inverse natural bijections between Hom(M, ¢, N) and
Hom(M|y,, N).
O

We now define ¥, which we will prove is the inverse of ®. Let M = (My,, Mc~) € C. The adjunction j*  j,
yields a natural map fi : My, — j.j*My, = Mc-|y, (recall that this isomorphism is part of the data of M).
The adjunction |y, I ¢, yields a map fo : Mc» — . Mc+|y,. We define WM as the equalizer of ¢, f1 and fo, i.e.

U(My,, Mc+) = ker(t. My, ® Mg+ — 1t.(Mc-|y,)) = ker(v. My, ® Mc+ — 1.(j"My,))

Lemma 3.15. ¥ is right adjoint to .

Proof. This follows formally from previous discussion. Let N = (Ny,,N¢+) € C, and let M € G-Mods®®(C).
Then,

Hom(M, ¥(N)) = ker(Hom(M, 1. Ny,) ® Hom(M, N¢+) — Hom(M, t.(Nc+|y,)) =
= ker (Hom(M|UP7 Ny,) ® Hom(j* M, No+) — Hom(M |y, , No- |Up)) o lu, F s
= Home((M|y,,5"M), (Nu,, Nc+)) = Def. of C

= Home(®(M), N).
(]

Lemma 3.16. ® is exact and V¥ is left exact. Further, the following short exact sequence remains exact on the
right after applying U:
0— ii'M — M — M — 0.

Proof. Since ® is a left adjoint, it is right exact, so we only need to show that it preserves injections. This
follows from the fact that both |y, and j* are exact. Likewise, W is left exact due to being a right adjoint.

Let M = (My,,Mc-) € C. We have the short exact sequence i,i'M — M — M from Remark 3.13. Let
us check that after applying ¥ it remains exact on the right. A local section m € WM is a pair consisting of
(Mg)g € LMy, and me+ € M-, agreeing on ¢,j* My, . A preimage of m must be a pair ((fg)g, mc+) € WM C
t« My, ® Mc~, where my map to my.

Let us construct such a preimage in case (i). Note that the induced map Mz}p — M;}p is an isomorphism,

—
since it is the quotient of a finite rank free module by its torsion. Therefore, for n < 0 and v € Z, Myrn, € M U,
has a unique preimage in M[ljp, and similarly for My, (taking n > 0). Let ©! C G be the subset of g’s such
—
that my € My, , and similarly for ©". Since St,, preserves My, , it follows that ©* St, = ©*, and G \ (etuen)

is finite.
We choose my for all g € ©! as the only preimage of My contained in M,ljp, and we make the analogous

choice for g € ©"\ ©!. By the uniqueness of the choice and the fact that St, preserves M,jp and ©*, it must
follow that for g € ©' UO" and any h € St,, Mgp-1 = hing. For g ¢ ©" U O! (a finite set), we choose a set of

representatives of (G'\ ©" U©!)/St,, and for these representatives g we let m, be an arbitrary preimage of m,
in My,. The remaining g’s are chosen in the unique way that ensures the condition that mg;,-1 = hmy.
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This provides an element (my) € t.My, mapping to (My) € L*MUP. We must check that the element
((mg), mc~) is in WM, i.e. that this pair agrees on ¢,j*M|y,. This is the case because the map My, — j* My,
factors through My, — MU,,, and it is given that (7,) and mc+ agree. We have thus produced a preimage of
m as we desired.

In case (ii), we proceed as in case (i), replacing M[l}; by M(l]p7 and noting that defining ©'" analogously
ensures that G \ ©!" is finite.

For case (iil), we choose a (necessarily finite) set of representatives of G/ St,, and for these we arbitrarily
choose a preimage mg of m,. For the remaining g’s, we ensure that mg,-1 = hmg, which implies that mg;,-1
maps to Mg,-1. Then as before it will follow that ((my), mc+) € WM, because the map to j*My, factors
through MUP.

[l

We can finally show that ® and ¥ are mutual inverses.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. The adjunction yields natural transformations n : ®¥ — Id and € : Id — U®. Let us
start by proving that e is an isomorphism: let M € G-Mod®®(C). The identity of ®M = (M|y,, M|c~) induces
by the adjunction the map M — W®M, which chasing the proofs above is given by

e: MU)>m+— ((g7'm)p)g, m c- C HM|Up oM

c+) €EVOM C v (Mly,) & M

cx-
g
We will use the following exact sequences:
0—ii'M—M-—M-—=0; 0— M- j,j*M — iyRY'M — 0.
Applying U®, which is left-exact, we obtain the following diagrams with exact rows:
0 M Jej*M —— 4 RYi\M 0 —— ai'M M M 0
l ig‘ﬁ l(l) l@) l J(3) JEM M
0 — VOM —— V), j*M — VI RYi\M 0 — Udii'M UoM VoM.

If arrows (1) and (2) are isomorphisms it will follow that e is an isomorphism as well. Further, if arrow (3)
is an isomorphism, the five-lemma implies that €;; is an isomorphism as well. Putting everything together, to
show that e is an isomorphism it suffices to prove that € is an isomorphism when restricted to the images of i
and j,, i.e. to sheaves supported on Gp and sheaves in G-Mod(C*).

Suppose M 2 1;/! M. Then, M|c+ = 0, so M|y, is supported on p, and we want to prove that M = v, (M |y, ).
It’s a matter of writing out the definitions and using the fact that in cases (i) and (ii), ¢~ M|y, is contained in
the direct sum B, M|u, C [[, M|v,, as M[; = 0.

If M = j,j*M, then € is injective, since m|c- = m. Now, consider an element n = ((mg)g, me+) € YOM.
We have that n = e(me~), so € is surjective.

It remains to prove that 7 : ®¥ — Id is an isomorphism. Starting with M = (My,, Mc+) € C, n is given by
nu, and nc« as follows:

nu, : (YM)|u, 3 ((mg)g, mc=)p = me € My,
e+ 5 (UM) 3 j*((mg)g, me+) — mex € Mc~
We must check that they are both isomorphisms (as Lemma 3.15 guarantees that they are well-defined and

that they agree on j*(WM)|y, ). We try the same strategy, with the analogous exact sequences as before (from
Remark 3.13). Applying ®¥ we obtain the following diagrams.

0 M Juf*M —— 4 RYi\M 0 ivi' M M M 0
T TIHT (1)T (2)1\ (B)T WMT (ivy
0 — UM —— OV, 5*M — ViR M 0 — ®Vii'M —— dUYM —— dUM —— 0.

The rows of these diagrams are exact. This time, for the second diagram we need Lemma 3.16.

As before, if arrows (1) and (2) are isomorphisms it will follow that nM is an isomorphism as well, and if (3)
is an isomorphism as well, the five-lemma will imply that 75, is an isomorphism as desired. So we only need to
check that 77 is an isomorphism for modules M with Mc- = 0 and for modules with My, = j.j* My, .

In the case of a module M with Mc- = 0, as before it suffices to write the map n: WM =, My, , so nc- = 0
and 7y, is the map (..My,)|u, — My,, which can be directly verified to be an isomorphism. For a module
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of the form j,M, we have that Wj, M = Mc-, from the definition of ¥ (since (j. M)y, = (j*j.M)v,), and
therefore indeed 7 is an isomorphism.
O

4. SYMMETRIC ELLIPTIC DIFFERENCE MODULES

4.1. Elliptic modules as equivariant sheaves. Elliptic modules are very closely related to equivariant
sheaves. Refer to Section 2.2 for the notation and the definition. We will let 7y, m : E — P! be the pro-
jections and let o : E — F be such that m o 0 = me. Further, let o; be the deck involution of the double cover
7; : B — P! (notice that o9 = o010~ 1), which we show exists as part of Lemma 4.1. Elliptic modules come with
a 7Z/2Z-equivariant structure (for the action of ), and the fact that they are pulled back from P! means they
have another Z/2Z-equivariant structure, for the action of o1 (Lemma 4.1). Together, they form an equivariant
structure for the infinite dihedral group G = (0,01 : 0% = 0} = 1).

Elliptic modules as we have defined them are not equivalent to G-equivariant sheaves on F, but they do
embed into these. The reason for the difference lies in the fixed points of o1: sheaves equivariant under the
7Z/2-action of oy are sheaves on the stack quotient of E by Z/2, but P! is just the coarse moduli space for this
stack, and they differ exactly at the branch locus of ;. The relation between these two is simple: sheaves that
descend to P! are the ones for which o acts as the identity on the (derived) fibers at ramified points. This is
the content of Lemma 4.1. We now present the main three results of this section, followed by their proofs.

For the results of this section it is essential that the characteristic of k is not 2, as well as for Theorem 4.10,
since it depends on these statements.

Lemma 4.1. Let C be a smooth connected curve, and let w: C' — C be a finite flat map of degree 2. In this
situation, there is a deck involution o : C' — C' such that roo = 7. Leti:Y < C’ be the fized scheme of o,
i.e. Y is cut out by the ideal sheaf Iy = (g — g7 : g € O¢v).

Then 7 induces an equivalence between quasicoherent sheaves on C and Z/27-equivariant sheaves M on C’
such that Liy Ay = 1d. Here Ay : M — 0*M denotes the equivariant structure, and by Liy, A, = Id we mean
that it agrees with the isomorphism Liy = Li o 0* induced from iy = o oiy.

Proposition 4.2. Let E C P! xP! be a degree (2,2) symmetric curve with no horizontal or vertical components.
Let ¢ : E — FE be the automorphism interchanging the factors, and let o1 be the deck transformation of
m : E = Pl Let G be the infinite dihedral group generated by o and o1. Leti:Y — E be the subscheme fized
by o1, i.e. the scheme cut out by the ideal sheaf Iy = (f — f°' : f € Og). Then there is an equivalence between
the following categories:

e F-elliptic modules.
o The full subcategory of G-equivariant sheaves on E such that Lij, Ay, = Id, where Li}. denotes the
derived restriction to Y .

The equivalence of categories maps an elliptic module M to wi M with the equivariant structure such that A, = A
coming from the elliptic module structure, and Ay, is provided by Lemma 4.1.

Proposition 4.3. Let E C P! x P! be a reduced degree (2,2) symmetric curve with no horizontal or vertical
components. Let the field k be perfect. Let 7 : E — E be the normalization of E, let o : E — E be the
automorphism interchanging the factors, and let o; be the deck transformation of mymw : E — P! (note that
o9 = 0010). Let G be the infinite dihedral group generated by o and o1. Finally, let Z be the singular set of E
and let iy : Y — E, resp. iy : Y < F be the fized scheme of o1.

The pullback ™ induces an equivalence between the following categories:

o E-elliptic modules which are flat at w1 (Z) C P*.
o The full subcategory of G-equivariant sheaves on E satisfying two conditions:
(1) At the points of m=1(Z), the sheaves are flat.
(2) Li;i/Ag1 =Id.
The equivalence of categories maps an elliptic module M to wf M with the equivariant structure such that A, = A
coming from the elliptic module structure, and Ay, is provided by Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Note that in the unramified case this boils down to étale descent for quasicoherent sheaves,
[Stal9, Tag 023T].

Let us start by explicitly showing the existence of ¢. Since 7 is finite flat of degree 2, m,O¢- is a locally free
Oc-module of rank 2. We will omit 7, from the notation and just denote O¢r = m,.O¢r, since we will only talk
of sheaves on C. Let us start by showing that Oc//O¢ is locally free (the flatness implies that Oc C Oc¢»).
Since O¢ is (locally) a Dedekind domain, it suffices to show that it is torsion-free. Suppose it had torsion: let
y € Ocr,a,b € Oc be such that ay = b. The ideal (a,b) C O¢ is locally free, so passing to a smaller open cover,
we can assume that it is principal: thus we may assume that a = ca’, b = ¢b’ and (a/,b’) = O¢. The flatness
of O¢/ implies that ¢ € O¢ is not a zero divisor, so we have that a’y = b'. Since O¢- is finite over O¢, y is
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integral over O¢, i.e. there is a monic polynomial annihilating it: Z?:O a;y’ = 0, where a,, = 1. Multiplying by
a’™, we have Y. ja" ‘a;b’ = 0, which implies that o’ divides . The conditions that (a’,b') = O¢ together
with a’|[b"™ imply that a’ is a unit in O¢. Therefore, y = b'a’~! € O¢. This shows that Oc//O¢ is locally free.

We have that both O and O¢r /O¢ are locally free (of ranks 2 and 1, respectively). Consider an open cover
over which they are both free, and for each open set choose a lifting 3y’ € O¢- of a generator of O/ /Oc. Then
(on a fixed open set), {1,9'} is a basis of Oc. Therefore, y'? = ay’ + b for some a,b € Oc. We replace y' by
y =1y’ —a/2,sothat y?> = 2 € O¢. Thus we have shown that O¢- is locally of the form O¢[y]/(y?—x), and as an
Oc-module it is Oc @ yOc¢. The action of ¢* is O¢-linear and generated by y — —y. This action is independent
of the choice of y: one checks directly that any other ¥ € Q¢ whose square is in O¢ is an element of O¢ - ¥,
and therefore the o*-action is unique. Since this canonical action is preserved by localization, it can be glued
over the open cover to yield the desired deck transformation. Notice that O¢c = OZ, = {a € Oc : a7 = a}.

Now that we know the global existence of o, we can see that the equivariant pullback 7* is a local construction
on C. Therefore, it is enough to prove the statement on an open cover. From now on, we will assume C' = Spec R
is affine, and S := Ocr = R[y]/(y* — x) for some z € R.

For an R-module M, 7*M = M @ yM, and the natural isomorphism o*7* = (70)* = 7* is the equivariant
structure given by A, (m1+yms) = o*(m1—yme) = c*mi+yoc*ma, for my, ma € M. Therefore, on 7* M /yn* M
we see that A, induces the map m + o*m, while on y~1(0) C 7*M, it induces the map m — —o*m, since
y~1(0) € yM C 7«*M. Conversely, suppose we start with an S-module N with an equivariant structure A,
such that A,m = o*m on N/yN, and A,m = —c*m for m € N such that ym = 0. In this case, we may split N
into eigenspaces for @ = 0* o A,: the Z/2Z-equivariance exactly imposes the condition that > = 1, hence the
eigenvalues are contained in {+1}. Let N = N, & N_, where N is the sub-R-module on which 7 acts as +Id.
The above assumption on A, implies that kery C N_ and that N_ C imy, since y interchanges the eigenspaces.
Therefore, N = Ny & yNy = 7n* N, so choosing the eigenspace N is the inverse to the pullback functor with
the equivariant structure. It is straightforward to check that morphisms of R-modules are in bijection (via the
pullback) with equivariant morphisms of S-modules.

It only remains to show that for an equivariant module N, the condition Li} A, = Id is equivalent to the
condition that & acts as 1 on N/yN and as —1 on y~1(0) C N. Using the presentation S = R[y]/(y* — x), we
see that Iy = (¢° — g) = yS. A direct computation using the resolution S % S shows that N/yN = L% N
and y~1(0) & LY} N, yet these isomorphisms do not necessarily commute with A,, as we will show.

We begin by constructing a free resolution of N that carries a compatible equivariant structure. First, split
N into eigenspaces N = Ny @ N_ as before. Take generating sets of N and N_ as R-modules and consider
the free S-module generated by the union, which we will write Fy = F," & F; (Foi is generated by a generating
set of N1). We have the surjection d : Fd” @ F, — N, and its pullback U*FO+ @©o*F, — oc*N. Next we extend
the equivariant structure to Fy: For e a basis element of 5, we let A, (e) = +o*e. This ensures that we have
the rightmost commutative square in the following diagram:

do

dy do

By Fy Fy N 0
[P

*

" Fy ﬂ o*Fy % o*Fy Ld% oc*N — 0.

Now, let Ko = kerdy. Notice that A, Ky = 0*Kj, so K inherits the equivariant structure. Thus, we can

iterate the process to obtain the beginning of a free resolution Fy & I ey Foy 99 N 5 0 where every term is
equivariant and the above diagram is commutative.
Let us write i = 4y. Li*N is represented by the complex i*Fy = -+ — i*F, % #*F, "“§ i*F, (the
quasiisomorphism Li*F, = Li*N is induced by the map do : Fy — N), and i*M = M/yM. We note that
Fy do N
L% N = H(i*F,) = coker(i*Fy — i*Fp) = ———— —5 —.
v A R Y S

The map dy commutes with @: therefore if & acts as the identity on one side, it will do so in the other, as
desired. For L'i* N, we note the following:

=)

ker(i*Fy — i* I Fyndit(yF Findit(yF diFy NyF
Lll;NgH—l(l*F.) — 'er(? 1 Z O) — 1 1 (y O) _ 1 1 E:‘f 0) i> 141 Y 0-
1m(z*F2 — ’L*Fl) yFl + dQFQ yFl + d1 (O) = yd1F1
It is straightforward to check that d; induces an isomorphism. As before, d; commutes with . Now, we
distinguish two cases. Suppose first that 32 # 0. Since R is a domain, ¥ is not a zero divisor. Fy is free, so for
any submodule F’ C Fy, y~(yF’) = F’, since Fy is free. Therefore, y induces an isomorphism:

lelﬂyFb(Ly_llell
ydi Fy = di Py
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Notice that this map does not commute with &, but rather yoo = —oy. Therefore, if the action of & on L'i* N
is 1, the action on the right hand side is given by —1. Finally, notice that do maps y~'d; F1 /dy Fy isomorphically
into y~1(0) € N, and that dy commutes with . Notice that since c =Id on Y, 7 = 0* o A, = A,. This shows
what we wished: if & acts as 1 on N/yN and as —1 on y~(0) C N, then A, acts as the identity on Li*N.
Let us consider the case where y? = 0.
O

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Consider an elliptic module M, with A : 7 M — 73 M. Lemma 4.1 yields an equivari-
ant sheaf structure on i M, Ay, : i M — ojni M, and A,, is the identity at the ramification points. Making
A, = A, we obtain a G-equivariant structure: the relations on G are generated by 02 = 07 = Id, and indeed
oc*Ao A, =1d. .

Let us now go in the opposite direction. Let M be an equivariant sheaf on F as in the statement. Lemma 4.1
shows that there’s a unique M € QCoh(P!) such that M = 7} M with the induced o;-equivariant structure.
Further, A, induces an elliptic module structure on M.

It is straightforward to check that the constructions are functorial given that Lemma 4.1 gives a functor, and

that they are mutually inverse.
O

Proposition 4.3 requires some background. If F is singular and reduced, then the results of [Fer03] allow us
to relate quasicoherent sheaves on E with sheaves on its normalization E. These results require flatness at the
singular points, so we cannot have an equivalence (see Remark 4.7 for an example). However, we do have an
equivalence between the full subcategories of flat sheaves in the equivariant setting, analogously to the theorem
in loc. cit. We will recall it here for convenience.

This theorem describes the relation between modules over a fiber product of rings B x g A" and modules over
B, B’ and A’. We reproduce the statement and the constructions here for convenience. Start with a Cartesian
square of rings, and the corresponding commutative square of pullbacks (i.e. tensors):

Bxp A — A Mod(B xp A') —— Mod(4')
B—— B Mod(B) —— Mod(B')

The diagram on the right hand side induces a functor 7' : Mod(B xp: A") — Mod(B) Xnoeq(p) Mod(4'),
which concretely is given by
T(M)= (B M,A"® M,=).

Recall that Mod(B) Xnmod(p) Mod(A’) is the category of triples consisting of a B-module Np, an A’-module
M, and an isomorphism ¢ : B’ ® Np = B’ ® Na/. In the definition of T'(M), this isomorphism is the canonical
one. Ferrand constructs a right adjoint S to T', defined as follows: an object N = (Np, N4/, ¢) is mapped to

S(N) = {(nB,nA/) € Ng X Ny : ¢(1 ®7’LB) =1 ®nA/}.
S is defined on morphisms in the obvious way. Théoréme 2.2 in [Fer03] includes the following statement.

Theorem 4.4 (Ferrand). For A', B, B,S,T as above, assume that A’ — B’ is surjective. Then S and T are
inverse equivalences between the full subcategories of consisting of flat modules.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Let us start by showing that we are in the right situation to apply Theorem 4.4. Rings
will be replaced by schemes affine over E, and analogous statements hold simply because modules and pullbacks
are preserved by localization. N N

Let 09 = 0010 be the deck involution for 7. Let X be the subscheme of E given as the fixed subscheme of
0102. This is the subscheme cut out by the ideal sheaf I¢ = (f — f7172 : f € Op) = (f7* — f72 : f € Op).

Letting X = W()? ), we have a commutative square:

X F
(4.5) i

X X, B

%N

Lemma 4.6. With the notation above, Op = m,0Og Xix.m.O% ix«Ox. Further, X is the (affine scheme)

quotient 0f)~( by the action of o1, so m induces an isomorphism between X and its image. The support of X
is exactly Z, the singular set of E. Here we assume that the field k is perfect and not of characteristic 2.

Proof. Each of the two maps m; o7 : E — P! is a Galois ramified cover with Galois group {(o;) = Z/27Z, so it

identifies Op1 with (7. 7.Of)7%*, where the notation R?* denotes {f € R: f? = f}. Since E is the image of

E in P! x P!, Op is generated by functions on each of the P! factors. Our first claim is that 77*(’)%1 Rk Tx (9%}



14 MOISES HERRADON CUETO

generates Op. This statement must be understood in the following sense: there is a basis of open sets U of F
such that Op(U) is generated by oi-invariant functions in m,Oz (7~ *(U)), together with oa-invariant functions
in 7, O (7~ H(U)). In particular, if we say f € Op(V) is oy-invariant, we mean that f¢ is regular on V as well.
Further, we make the same claim about m1,Og: we will show that there is a basis of open sets U of P! such
that (71.Og)(U) is generated by o;-invariant functions and os-invariant functions in (m17).Oz(U). Note that
all the rings of regular functions we mention can be thought of as contained in the ring of rational functions of
E (recall that E might be disconnected, in which case its ring of rational functions is a sum of fields), so we
can talk about containments and generation.

First, choose a basis of open sets of E of the form V = EN(U; xUs), where U; C P! are affine open subschemes.
The ring Og(V) is generated by ;' Op1 (U;) = (m. O ((mm) 1 (U;)))°%, for i = 1, 2, where we can think of all the
rings as contained in the ring of rational functions of E. Since T (U;) 2V, Og((mm) Y1) € Op(r1(V)),
so we have the desired statement on E: Op(V) = m,.0z(r~ (V)7 - m.Ozn~*(V))72. Let us see what happens
on P!: suppose we have an open set as above, E N (U; x Us), and consider any open U C P! such that
77 H(U) C Uy x Us. In this case, we have the simple observation that 7, *(U) = EN (U x Us), so the reasoning
above applies, and therefore Op(r; 'U) is generated by (m.Oz((mim)~1(U)))7t and (m. Oz ((mem) 1 (U2)))%.

By assumption, 7; 1(U) C 75 ' (Uy), so
(M. Op((m2m) 71 (U2)))7 € (m.O5((mm) ™ (U)))™ € Op(ny 'U).

In particular, Og(U) is generated by (m, O ((mm)~H(U)))?" for i = 1 and i = 2. In particular, there is a basis
for the topology on P! over which the equation 71.Op = T1.7. O%l ST TTs OUE2 holds.

All four maps in the Diagram (4.5) are affine, as is the map 71 : E — P'. We will slightly abuse notation
and use O, 0x, O, Op to refer to their pushforwards to P! by the map 1, taking advantage of the fact that
schemes affine over P! are equivalent to quasicoherent sheaves of Opi-algebras. Then, the statement we are
trying to prove can be written Op = O X0, Ox. We will think of quasicoherent sheaves on a scheme E affine
over P! as sheaves of modules over Oz. Further, the discussion above shows that we may think of 7,Of as
14T (9%} . WQ*F*O%Q, which we will just abbreviate as O%l (9%2. We have the following diagram:

Op =020% —— 0

| |

Ok -
IyﬁoE OX

We claim it is Cartesian, by first showing that I C Og: this is due to the fact that generators of I (on some
small enough open set) can be written as f — f7192 = (f + f71) — (f7' + f7192) € (9%1 + (9%2 C Op. Now, Og
is contained in the fiber product I;%—%E X0, Of, so we need to show the other containment: a local section in
the fiber product is s € O such that s + I € Op + I5. Since I C Og, it follows that s € Op.

We have the desired cartesian square of sheaves of rings. Notice that X = ﬂ()? ) = Spec Og/I5. Finally,
to show that X = X/(o1), we need to show that (05/15)7" = Op/I;. First, Op/I; is generated as a
sheaf of rings by O%l and 0%2, so in order to show that ((’)E/I);)U1 D Op/Iz we only need to check that

a2 g1 - g2 3
OE - OE +1g. An element f € OE can be written as

VR A B SAR o0 A el A
= = 0% + I5.
/ 2 + 2 2 * 2 €CUF Tix
For the other containment, let f + I € (OE/I)?)GI, ie. suppose f7' — f = g € Ig. Then g7* = —g,

f+g/2¢€ (9%1 COgand f+1Ig=f+g/2+ I, showing the desired containment.

Finally, let us show that the points of X are those where £ is singular. First note that I is contained in
the conductor of O C Op, since IOz = I C Og, just because [ is an ideal of Of. Since the conductor is
supported on the singular locus of E (i.e. the points where 7 is not an isomorphism), it follows that X contains
7 1(2).

For the other containment, suppose p is a closed point in X , i.e. o1p = o9p. There are two possible
situations, depending on whether o;p = p. Start by assuming that o1p # p. In this case, for i = 1,2,
mim(p) = miw(oyp) = miw(os—;p), which implies that the map (my7, mom) : E — E C P! x P! identifies p and o1p.
Therefore, 7 is not an isomorphism around p, so the stalk of E at 7(p) is not normal, hence 7(p) is singular.

Assume now that o1p = p, and let m C O be the corresponding maximal ideal. Suppose o1 does not act
as the identity on Oz/m. Then (Ogz/m)?* C Og/m. We have already seen that Op/I = (O3/15)7", and

therefore
Op 1xcmros _ Op/ly _ (Op/Ix)™  _ (Op\7" _Og
mNOg  (mNOp)/Iyz (mNOp)/Is ~ .

=
m m
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So, as before, 7 is not an isomorphism around p, so 7(p) is singular.

Lastly, suppose o1 acts as the identity on O /m. Then o, acts linearly on m/ m?, which is a one dimensional
O /m-vector space. Since 01 is an involution, it acts as —1 or as 1. Suppose it acts as 1: then for a generator
f of m, we have that o1 € f +m?2. Therefore, for any n, (f*) € f* + f*"Im? = f* + m"* so oy acts as
the identity on the completion of Og/m, so it acts as the identity on the connected component of E containing
m. Since we are assuming that F is reduced, this cannot happen. Therefore, o1 acts as (—1) on m/m?.

We are left with the situation where o1 acts as the identity on Oz/m and as (—1) on m/m?, and so does
09, since p € )?, the subscheme where o1 = 02. Let us prove that I C m?, i.e. that oy = 0o mod m2. The
map o1 — 02 is a k-linear derivation of Oz/m with values in m/m?: first of all, if a € m, then a”* = a”? = —a
mod m?, and o7 = 02 = 1 when they act on Oz/m, so it is a k-linear map as desired. Notice further that
m/m? = Oz/m as Op/m-vector spaces. Finally, we can check it is indeed a derivation: for any a,b € Op/m
and any lifts to Oz/m?, we have that

(ab)7* 772 — a(b7*72) — b(a® ~92) = (a — a® ) (b — b7') — (a — a®)(b — b72) € m? +m? = m?.
Finally, since k is perfect, the finite field extension k& C Og/m is separable, and therefore the only k-linear
derivation of OE/m is 0, so 01 = 02 mod m? as desired.
Therefore, I3 € m?, and (Oz/m?)7t C Op/m?. As before, we have that
O  IxCm’nOp Op/l; B (Og/1z) c % i c Oz
m? N Og N (m2N0g)/Isz (M*NOg)/Iz — \ m? -

Therefore, 7 is not an isomorphism around p, so p is a singular point.

O

Proposition 4.2 shows that the category of elliptic modules is equivalent to the category of G-equivariant
sheaves on E with the condition that Li}A,, =Id. A sheaf on P! is flat at 71(Z) if and only if it has no torsion
supported on 71 (Z), equivalently, if and only if its pullback to E has no torsion supported on E. Therefore, the
equivalence into Proposition 4.2 restricts to an equivalence between the desired subcategory of elliptic modules
and the category of G-equivariant sheaves on E which are flat at Z and such that Li}, A,, = Id.

Let us start by showing how 7* maps equivariant modules to equivariant modules. Let M € G-Mod(FE): we
have the maps 7* A, : 7*M — 7*0*M = o*7*M, and o*(7*A) = 7*0* A = (7*A)~L. Similarly, we have 7*A,,
and both maps together make 7*M G-equivariant. If M is flat at Z, 7*M is flat at 7—1(Z). Further, suppose
Liy Ay, = Id. Then, considering the restriction 7 : Y — Y, we have that Liz L7* As, = Ln*Liy A, = 1d.
Now, note that on a neighborhood of the points of Y\ Z, 7 is an isomorphism, and therefore L7* = 7*. On
the other hand, on a neighborhood of the points of Y N Z, we are assuming that 7 M is flat, and therefore
Lr* Ay, = 7" Ag,. Therefore, Lism* Ay, = Id as desired. This provides a functor going one way.

Let us now construct the inverse to n*. Given Lemma 4.6, we are in the situation where Theorem 4.4
applies. We have the adjoint pair of the descent functor S : QCoh(E) X QCoh(X) QCoh(X) — QCoh(FE) and

its right adjoint 7" given by pullbacks to Eand X. S is given on objects by mapping a triple Nz € QCoh(E),
Nx € QCoh(X) and ¢ : i, Ny = " Nx to

S(Ng, ¢, Nx) = {(misg,igssx) € mlNg X ix.Nx : #(i%s5) = 7"sx}.

Consider M € G—Mod(E) satisfying the hypotheses in the statement. From M we construct an object in
QCoh(E) X QCoh(X) QCoh(X): The (o1)-equivariant structure A,, satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 4.1, so

there is a sheaf M € QCoh(P!) such that 7*mj M = M with this equivariant structure. Take T(miM) =
(M, i%mi M) to be the desired object. Since M is flat at 7=1(Z), M is flat (i.e. torsion-free) at 7(Z), and 7} M
is flat at Z. Equivalently, by the local criterion for flatness, 7] M is flat at X: Lemma 4.6 shows Z and X have
the same support. Theorem 4.4 then implies that 77 M and T'(7fM) are in the categories on which 7" and S
are inverse equivalences, so in particular we have the natural isomorphism 7f M — S(T' (77 M)).

To give M the structure of an elliptic module, we need to construct a o-equivariant structure. The o-
equivariant structure of M can be enhanced to one on T'(7fM), by simply restricting A, to X (note that
X is G-invariant). Now, we simply take S(A,) : S(M) — S(c*M). From the definition of S above, it is
clear that S(o* M) is naturally isomorphic to o*S(M), providing the desired equivariant structure, since indeed
0*S(A,) 0 S(A,) =1d.

Let us show that this construction is a functor: a morphism of G-equivariant sheaves f: M — N is mapped
to a morphism f : M — N of sheaves on P! since Lemma 4.1 provides a functor (and oj-equivariant maps
descend to P!). Further, 77 f will be o1-equivariant.

It remains to show that if we start with a morphism of G-equivariant sheaves, then 77 f will be o-equivariant.
Suppose that o* f o A, = A, o f. We have the morphism T(mif) : T(niM) — T(n;N), and we want to show
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that o*T(75f) o Ay = A, o T(w5f). For this, we need the identity to hold on E and on X. It holds on E by
hypothesis, and in order to hold on X, must have that

ixmafoixAs =i%0* A, oikm] f.

It is true that ©* applied to the above equation holds, since 7*i% 7] f = z}f Now, 7 : X — X is the

~

restriction of mm : E — P! to the preimage of m1(X) = X so it is a faithfully flat map. Therefore, 7* from
X to X is a faithful functor, and the above equation holds since it holds after taking 7*. Now we have that
o*T(rif) oAy = Ay o T (x5 f). Applying S to this equation we have the desired equivariance of f.

Given that S and T' are mutually inverse, it is straightforward to check that the functors we have constructed
are mutually inverse.

O

Remark 4.7. The condition of flatness at Z is indeed necessary. Consider the following example: Let an affine
open set of E be cut out by the equation (y — qz)(y — ¢ *x) = 0, for some ¢ € k* with ¢®> # 1. Then E is the
disjoint union of two lines: E = Speck[t1] x k[ta], where 7 is given by 7*x = (t1,t2) and 7%y = (qt1,q *t2).
The dihedral group G acts as follows:

o1 T ey

y &
(tlao) e (anith)

We can consider the following G-equivariant sheaf on E: let M = k[t1]/(t1) x k[ta]/(t2), and let s; be a basis
element for k[t;]/(t;). Consider the following equivariant structure:

Ay, (si) = 078245 Ax(8i) = 0% s9—y; 1=1,2

This equivariant structure satisfies the condition that Lz';l,Agl = Id vacuously, since Y is empty. Indeed M
descends to M = k[z]/(x) on Spec k[x].

There is no E-elliptic module whose pullback is M: its underlying sheaf on P! would have to be M = k[z]/(z).
However, 77 M = klz,y]/((y — qx)(y — ¢ *x),z) = k[z,y]/(y?, x) is not isomorphic to 73 M = k[x,y]/(y, 2?).

Therefore, M supports no elliptic module structure.

Remark 4.8. The functor from F-elliptic modules to G-equivariant sheaves on E constructed above from )
is defined for any elliptic module, without the flatness assumption. The functor defined this way on the whole
category of elliptic modules is faithful, but not full in general. Consider two elliptic modules M and N, with
their corresponding elliptic structures which we will denote by A in both cases.

Lemma 4.1 ensures that 7*7] is a bijection between morphisms of sheaves from M to N and morphisms
of Z/2Z(o1)-equivariant sheaves from 7*niM to w*wfN. Therefore, the map 7*7} : Homg moa(M,N) —
Homg(m*nf M, 7*nfN) is injective, since it is the restriction of the bijection 7*7f : Homo,, (M,N) =
Homyg, oz (m*mi M, 7* 7] N).

Let us now show by example that the functor is not full. Consider the curve FE from Remark 4.7, with ¢q a
primitive cubic root of unity, so an affine open set of E is cut out by the equation y? +xy + 22 =0. We will
construct two nonisomorphic elliptic modules M7, My whose pullbacks to E are isomorphic. For both modules,
the underlying sheaf is the module k[z]/(z3®). Let s; be the generator for M;. We define the elliptic module
structures by

Aimisy = mys1;  Asmisy = (1+ 2%y)mssa.
When pulled back to E , they both take the form A : 7*7}s; — 7*73s;, so they become isomorphic by mapping
s1 to s3. However, there are no nonzero maps from the elliptic module M7 to Ms. Such a map would take the
form f(s1) = (ap + a1z + azx?)sy. The relation A o 7} f = 73 f o Ay amounts to

(ao+arz+asx®+agr?y)msso = (ao+arz+asa®)(1+2°y)mss2 = As (a0 + a1z + aza®)mis2) = As (75 (f(s1))) =

= A (77 f(m751))) = w5 f (Ai(mis1)) = w5 f (m551) = (a0 + ary + azy®)m3s2.
The only solution to the equation ag+ a1z + a2z? + agz?y = ag + a1y +azy? mod (y?+zy+ 22, 23) corresponds
to the zero morphism.

Remark 4.9. With Proposition 4.2 in mind, it seems that there are several reasonable definitions for elliptic
modules. One could consider the whole category of G-equivariant sheaves on E, which as explained in said
Proposition contains E-Mod as a full subcategory. Alternatively, one could force o and o7 to play symmetric
roles by requiring that 4, act as the identity on the fixed locus of ¢, and considering this full subcategory of
the one we are calling E-Mod in this paper.

Also notice that there are two very different behaviors depending on whether o0 has finite order. If (010)" =
Idg, then the composition (675)™ is an automorphism of 7§ M. An interesting full subcategory of elliptic
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modules is the full subcategory of modules for which this automorphism is the identity. In other words, one
might consider sheaves equivariant for a finite dihedral group, rather than the infinite dihedral group.

4.1.1. Application to elliptic equations. In light of Proposition 4.2, we can apply Theorem 3.8 to elliptic modules.

Theorem 4.10. Let E and G be as in Proposition 4.2. Let p € E be a closed point and let E* = E \ Gp.
For any scheme on which o1 acts, we will denote without ambiguity Y as the fixed scheme of o1. Let p € E.
Let G-Mod®®(E)° (resp. G-Mod®5®(E*)°) be the full subcategory of G-Mod8™®(E) (resp. G-Mod=®®(E*))
consisting of modules for which Liy, Ay, = 1d.

To define G-Mod(U,)°, for every g € G we will let Yy, = g='Y be the fived scheme of g~ 1o1g intersected
with the formal neighborhood of p, in particular Yy is empty unless o1gp = gp. Then, we let G-Mod(U,)° be
the full subcategory of G-Mod(Up) consisting of modules for which Li;gAg—lo-lg =1d, for every g € G. We are
denoting the embedding of Yy into Uy, by ty,.

Then the restriction of the functors |y, and |c- induces an equivalence between G-Mod®8®(E)° and the fiber
product G-Mod(U,)° X G-Mod(Uy) G-Mods™(E*)°.

Proof. Clearly |c- maps G-Mod®®(E)° into G-Mod(E*)°. Also, |, maps G-Mod®8(E)° into G-Mod(U,)°:
if Liy Ay, = Id, then we use the following identity, which comes from applying Definition 2.1 and the discussion
thereafter:

LigAg—16,9 = Lit(g7) (9" Ag-15, 0 Ag) = Lij (Ag-1,, 0 (971)" Ag) = Lij (07 Ag-1 0 Agy 0 (g71)"Ayg) -
Therefore, if Li{As, = Id, we have that

Lit Ay, = Lif (05 Ag-1 0 (g7 ) Ay) 727" Lij (Ag-1 0 (97 1) Ay) = LitA; = Id.

Applying Theorem 3.8, G-Mod®®%(E) = G-Mod(U,) X G-Mod(Uy) G-Mod®8(E*) contains G-Mod(U,)°
X G-Mod(U3) G—Modgfg(E*)O as a full subcategory, which itself contains G—Modgfg(E)O by the discussion above.
It only remains to prove that G-Mod2™(E)° D G-Mod(U,)° X G-Mod(Us) G-Mod®™®(E*)°. Since we are dealing
with full subcategories, we only need to check the containment of objects: we need to prove that for M €
G-Mod®®(E), if Li%A,, acts as the identity on both Li}, M|z~ and Liy, M|y, for every g, then Lij, Ay, is the
identity on Liy- M as well.

Let us show this: Let K be the image of Li} Ay, — Id. Since (Li} Ay, — Id)|p« = 0 and |g~ is an exact
functor, K is supported away from E* i.e. on Gp. Since |y, is an exact functor, we also have that the formal
fiber K, vanishes. We are left with the points gp in the orbit of p. If gp is fixed by o1, we use the equation
above: Id = LijAj-1,,4 = Lij (Ag-1 0 A, 0 (g7*)*Ay), which implies that LijA,, = Id at the stalk around
gp as well. Therefore, all the stalks of K vanish, so indeed M € G-Mod®™® (E)°. O

4.2. Relation to difference and differential equations on the line. Elliptic equations generalize discrete
equations such as difference equations, i.e. sheaves equivariant under z — z + 1, and ¢-equations, i.e. sheaves
equivariant under z +— ¢z, where q € k* is fixed (note that up to a change of coordinates on P! these are all the
automorphisms). This happens when the curve E is reducible, in which case its components have degree (1, 1)
(since they are not allowed to be fibers), and therefore each component is the graph I'; of an automorphism 7 of
P, Since E is preserved by interchanging the coordinates there are two possibilities: either the components are
interchanged, in which case they are the graph of an automorphism 7 and its inverse (which must be different
from 7, so 72 # 1); or they are both preserved, in which case we have the graphs of two different involutions,
one of which could possibly be the identity.

In the case where E = I'; UT, -1, elliptic equations are strongly related to 7-equivariant sheaves on P!,
which are difference equations if 7 is z — z + 1 and g-equations if 7 is z — ¢z (note that these are the only
possibilities up to a change of coordinates). Away from the fixed points of 7, the notions of an E-elliptic module
and a Z(7)-equivariant sheaf are equivalent, and this equivalence can be extended over the special points for
flat sheaves, as Proposition 4.11 shows.

Notice that the fixed geometric points of 7 are the images of the singular geometric points of I'y UT' 1.
In the situation where £ =1I',, UI';,, the singular geometric points are the preimages of the points p for which
TP = Top, or equivalently fixed geometric points of 7 75.

Proposition 4.11. Let k be perfect and not of characteristic 2. Suppose 7 € Aut(P') is such that 7% # 1.
Let E=T,UT,-1 and let Z be the fized scheme of 7. Then the category of Z(T)-equivariant sheaves on P is
equivalent to the category of equivariant sheaves on the curve E= T'-UTl,-1. Therefore, the following categories
are equivalent.

(1) T-equivariant sheaves on P! which are flat at Z.
(2) E-elliptic modules on the curve E =T, UT -1 which are flat at Z.
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Suppose we are given 71 # T2 € Aut(P) such that Tf =1Id, and E=T1, UTl,,. Let G be the infinite dihedral
group generated by 1 and T2, acting on P! (the action is not necessarily faithful, for example if 71 = 1d). Let
Z be the fixed scheme of T1172. Then the category of é—equivariant sheaves on P! is equivalent to the category of
equivariant sheaves on the curve E= I, Ul,,. Therefore, the following categories are equivalent.

(1) G-equivariant sheaves on P' which are flat at Z.
(2) E-elliptic modules on the curve E =Ty, UT,, which are flat at Z.

Proof. Applying Proposition 4.3, we have that elliptic modules which are flat at the singular points are equivalent
to modules equivariant for the action of the dihedral group, and which are flat at the preimages of these singular
points. The condition that Li;i/Ag1 = Id doesn’t come into play, because in this case o1 acts freely on ', UT' -1,
since it interchanges the two components.

It remains to check that G-equivariant sheaves on I'; U T,-1 (which are flat at 771(Z)) are equivalent to
T-equivariant sheaves on P! (which are flat at Z). Given such an equivariant sheaf M on P!, we may pull it
back by the projection 71 : I'y UT, -1 — P! and it automatically becomes %(Jﬁ—equivariant (Lemma 4.1).
The action of o is given by o|r ., =010 71T 41 — T, 51, and therefore we must define

AO‘ = (Til)*Aa'l o ATil on F,,.j:1.

It is straightforward to check that indeed o*A, o A, = Id, so 7] M is G-equivariant. If M is flat at Z, then
i M is flat at 771(Z). Going back, if we start with N on I'; UT ;-1 which is G-equivariant, we can get a sheaf
on P! by taking M = 71,(N|r,). Then on M we let A, = (6*A,, 0 A,)|r.. If N is flat at #=(Z), then M is
flat at Z. It is straightforward to check that these constructions are mutually inverse.

In the second situation, we proceed analogously: we must show that G-equivariant sheaves on ', U T,
are equivalent to é-equivariant sheaves on P!, and that the flatness condition is preserved. As above, given a
G-equivariant sheaf M on P*, we consider 7F M as a 7./27(01)-equivariant sheaf. This time, the action of o on
T';, equals 7, so we define A, = A, on I';,. As before, 77 M becomes G-equivariant and it is flat at the fixed
points of o7 if M was. The inverse of this functor is given as follows: starting with an equivariant sheaf N on
T, UTl,,, welet M = m1.(N|, ). The é—equivariant structure is given by A, = Ag|pn, and T3 = o1 00 0 07,
since the analogous relations hold for the action of G on PL. Again, flatness at the specified points is preserved
and one can check that the constructions are mutual inverses.

O

Recall that the flatness condition cannot be completely removed, as the example in Remark 4.7 shows.

Further, if the components of E coincide so that E becomes the double diagonal, then E-elliptic modules
become strongly related to D-modules on P!. This is very similar to Grothendieck’s definition of a connection,
see [Del70, T §2].

Proposition 4.12. Let 7 € Aut(P!) be such that 72 = 1d. Let I be the ideal sheaf of the graph of T in Pt x P!,
and let E be the subscheme cut out by I? and let A be the diagonal. Then E-elliptic modules are equivalent to
the following:

o If 7 = Id, elliptic modules are equivalent to ordered pairs of D-modules on P!, i.e. E-Mod =
D-Mod(P') @ D-Mod(PY). The full subcategory of elliptic modules such that Ala = Id is equivalent to
D-Mod(P).

o If 7 # 1d, elliptic modules are equivalent to quasicoherent sheaves M on P! with two structures:
— A Z)2Z-equivariant structure Ay : M — 7M.
— A connection V: M — Q& M.
These two structures are compatible in the sense that 7*Vo A, = (Idg ® A;)o V. In other words, given
m e M, if welet Vi => a; @ m € Q® M, then we have that

V(Tm) = Z Ty @ Tmy

Proof. Let 7 = 1 and consider an elliptic module M. Consider A|a, where A is the diagonal: since o|a = 1d,
A|a is an endomorphism of M whose square is the identity. M then decomposes as the direct sum of its
eigenspaces My @& M_;. First of all, we claim that M1, are E-submodules.

Consider the restriction A : nf My — 75 M; @ w3 M_;. This map becomes the identity when restricted to
A, the diagonal, so its image is contained in w3 My @ Iam5M_1, where Ia is the ideal sheaf cutting out the
diagonal. Consider a local section m € My, and let A(wfm) = m5m + my + m_y, where my € IawiM; and
m_q € Ianm3M_;. Notice that @ = 0* o A acts as F1 on Ia7] My4: this sheaf is generated by elements of the
form (75 f — w5 f)min, for f € Op1 and n € My,. We have that

mod I3
(w13) O (A@S = w3 f)min)) = 0" (71 f = w3 f)A(xin)) € " (w1 f = w3 ))(min + Iams M) = °
o" ((m1 f = my f)(£myn)) = (w3 f — 71 f)(£7in) = F(7i f — 73 f)min
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Now, given A(wim) = mim + mq + m_1, let us write the equation o* A(A(7im)) = wim:
mim = (6" A)(A(rim)) = (" A)(m5m +m1 +m_1) = (6" o Ao o™)(m5m +m1 + m_1)

=o*(A(rim)) + o*(A(c*m1 + o"m_1)) = c*(msm+m1 + m_1) — oc*mq + c*m_1 = 7im — 2m_;.
This implies that m_; = 0, so M; is an E-submodule. The same computation shows that M_; is also an
E-submodule.

The action of A on M; is the same as a connection by the definition of Grothendieck, see for example [Del70].
Similarly, the action of —A4 on M_; is a connection. Therefore, elliptic modules consist of the direct sum of two
D-modules. If we impose the condition that A|a = Id, then M_; = 0, so we just obtain one D-module.

Now suppose that 7 : P — P! is an involution, and let E be the doubled graph of 7, with its two projections
71, T : E — P'. Consider an E-elliptic module M. Let us write the second projection as m3 = T o 73, s0 we
have that m o 0 = 7 o m3. The elliptic module structure is an isomorphism A : 7y M — @w37*M, such that
o*A = A"t If we embed E in P! x P! by (7, 73), it becomes the double diagonal. Let A be the diagonal of
P! x P!, embedded by (71, 73). Consider A|a : M = mf M|a — 757*M|a = 7" M, which gives M a T-equivariant
structure. Since 0* Ao A =1, M is Z/2Z-equivariant, and not just Z-equivariant. Let A, = Aja : M — 7*M.

Consider the adjunction map Jr«ps : 7 M — w37 M. Since wa. w57 M = m1.w57" M as sheaves of groups,
Jr«am can be seen as a k-linear map to mp.m37* M. This is the map that to a section assigns its first order jet,
and analogously we have J = Jyr : M — .75 M. We define the following composition V:

Ty T Ar

—J % pr0A-
-V: M % TTT M T3 M.

So we have that A = Jy«pr 0 Ay — (m1.m57* A ) LoV = Jrap 0 Ar — m1.i A 0o V (we implicitly identify A
with 7m1,.4|ar). Notice now that Jr«p 0 A = w75 A 0 J: both are equal as maps M — wg,. w57 M due to the

adjunction relation, and 7y, 737" M = m3.m537* M as sheaves of groups. Therefore,
*
7T1*.A|]u = 7T1*7T3.A7— o (J — V)

Let us call D : 7fM — 7w;M the map obtained from J — V from the adjunction 7§ F m,.. We obtain the
relation A = 7§ A; o D. Now, D = 77" A; o A is O-linear, and further D|a = 7*A; o A; = Id. Therefore, V is
a covariant derivative, i.e. a linear connection on M, again by the reasoning in [Del70]: any such O-linear map
D which restricts to the identity on A gives a linear connection V = J — D.

It remains to check that 7*Vo A, = w1754, 0 V. We can repeat the same reasoning from equation (4.13) to
conclude that (o*(7,7)*)o D acts as —1 on Iaw} M. Note that oo (7,7) = (7,7) oo is the map that interchanges
m1 with 73, so in this case o o (7,7) plays the role of o above and 73 plays the role of m2. Let us abbreviate
(1,7) o0 = 7. Taking this into account, let us show that ¢*D = D~': 7} M is generated by elements of the
form 7fm € 7M. Then J(m) = wim, by definition, and Vm € Ianmi M, since J =1Id mod Ia. Therefore,

(@*D) (D(rim)) = (6*oDoc™)(Jm—Vm)=(6"oDoc")(n5(m)— Vm) =
=" (D(rim)) — " (Dd*Vm) = 5" (n5m — Vm) + ¢"Vm = mim.
Then the relation 0*A4 o A = Id implies the following:
A=A = (A, o D) = AT =" A= 0" (75 A, 0 D) =

(r,7)*0*D=D"!
=7 A 00D " =

= 13 A 0D = (1,7)"D o w] A;.

mfA o () D!

The last equality, after applying 7. and restricting to M C my.7] M, reads
T3 A 0 (J = V) =7"(J = V) o A,.

Now we note that m.75A; o J = 7"J o A;: we observe that 75 A; o J = Jr=ar 0 A, as maps to ms,. w57 M, so
they are equal after identifying the latter with my,757*M. Together with the fact that 7*J = J- s, the above
equality follows. Therefore, m1, 754, 0V =7*V o A..

The identification between Q@ ® M and m.Ia7m53M takes a generator of the form df ® m and maps it to
w1« (75 f — 7 f)mim). Therefore, for any morphism ¢ : M — N

(4.14) (m1am3@)(df @ m) = mi.((m3f — 71 f)(m30)(m3m) = (w3 f — w1 f)w3(pm) = df @ ¢m.
So applying this to ¢ = A, we see that for an element Y a; ® m with a; € Q, the action of 7 .75.A; by linearity

is T A O @m) = a; @ Arm.
Consider now a local section m € M, and let Vi = > a; ® m; € Q ® M. We have that

V(r* (Arm)) = 7 (T V(Aym)) = 7 (15 A (Vim)) = 7 (Z @ ® A,mi) =Y e @ (Amy).
SoVor*oA, =70 (Idg ® A;) oV, or in other words, 7*V o A, = (Idg ® A;) o V. This identity is our claim.
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Let us go backwards: to construct an F-connection starting from V and A, one takes D = J — V as above,
and A = m3.A; o D; and the previous reasoning shows that it is indeed an E-connection if V and A, commute
in the appropriate sense.

It remains to check that these two constructions are functors. In other words, given two sheaves M, N each
with A, A,V as above, we would like to show that a morphism ¢ : M — N commutes with A if and only if it
commutes with A, and V.

Suppose ¢ commutes with A, and V, i.e. ATto¢ =7*¢po A, and Vo ¢ = (Idg ® ¢) o V. The latter equation
amounts to saying that D o ni¢p = 53¢ o D: indeed, J : m{m — m5m commutes in this way with ¢, and further
if Vin =3 a; ® m;, we can apply (4.14) again to conclude that

Tap(Vm) = w50 (Z a; ® mi) = Z a; @ gm; = (Id ® ¢)Vm.

We have that m1.(Do7ig)|ar = (J —V)o ¢ =m.mipo(J—V) = m.(m5¢ 0 D)|y, so by the adjunction we
have that D o n{¢ = m5¢ o D. Finally, we have the desired relation:

Aoni¢p=m3Ar0Domjp=n3A; om3¢p0D =m37"dpo(n3A 0 D) =m5p0 A

Conversely, suppose ¢ is such that Ao 7j¢ = m5¢ o A. Taking this relation restricted to A we obtain the
equation A, o ¢ = 7*¢ = A,. Now we can proceed as above:

maAroDonip=Aonidp=mypo A=m57"¢ o (n5A, 0 D) =m5A; omspo D.
We conclude that D o wf¢ = m5¢ o D, from which it follows that V o ¢ = 3¢ o V, by following the reasoning

above.
O

5. EXAMPLES

We will compute the local type of some rank 1 elliptic modules and we will show how one can use the local
type to classify modules. In particular, Lemma 5.9 shows how to describe all elliptic submodules of a given
elliptic module that are generically equal, in particular showing that there is a smallest such module, which
we may call the intermediate extension by analogy with the D-module case. Further, we can also describe
the elliptic modules with torsion by describing the extension groups of an elliptic module by a torsion elliptic
module.

Let k be algebraically closed, and let E be an elliptic curve with origin O. Let us use + to denote E’s group
law. Fix a nontorsion point Py € E(k). Let 01 : E — E be the map z — —z, and consider the projection
m:E— E/op 2Pl Let 0 : E — E be the involution z + (Py — x). Let my = 7 o 0.

Lemma 5.1. As defined above, (m1,m2) : E — P! x P! is an embedding, which is necessarily symmetric: by
construction, (71, m) 0 0 = (w2, 7).

Proof. Let us show (71, 7m2) is injective. The map 7 identifies pairs of points x and —z, and it is ramified at
the 2-torsion points. Meanwhile, if x # y

mi(ox) = ma(z) = m(y) =mi(oy) & Ry —x=0x=—oy=-FR+yea=2K—y.

Since F is a group and 2Py # O, there are no z,y € E such that x = —y and = 2Py — y. Therefore, (71, m2)
is injective. To see that it is an embedding, we only need to see that it is unramified. The geometric points
where (71, 7m2) is ramified will be the points where both 7 and 72 are ramified. The former are the 2-torsion
points and the latter are image of the 2-torsion points by o. Therefore, if (71, 72) is ramified at 2 we have that
2z = O and 2Py — 2x = O, which implies that Py is 2-torsion, a contradiction. [

To study E-modules of generic rank 1, we will start by studying E-module structures on the (pushforward
of) the stalk of the generic point of P!, i.e. the sheaf whose sections on any nonempty open set equal k(z).
Then, we will look at torsion-free E-modules of generic rank 1, i.e. modules which embed into k(z). Finally,
we will consider E-modules with torsion.

Notation 5.2. Let z be a coordinate on P!, and let (21, z2) be coordinates on P* x P! pulled back from z. Let
k(z) (resp. k(E)) be the field of rational functions of P! (resp. E). For a point z € E(k), we will use (z) to
denote the corresponding divisor. Let G be the infinite dihedral group generated by o and o1. Let S be a set of
representatives of E(k)/G, chosen such that it contains every x such that 2z = Py and it contains the 2-torsion
points.

We will use Proposition 4.2 to see E-modules as G-equivariant modules on E. Recall that to define the local
type we have to take a generator 7 of Z C G. We will let 7 =001 : x — =+ Py.

Remark 5.3. The conjugacy classes of G have a set of representatives given by {o1,0} U {r™ | n € Z}. Since
the action of {7"} is free on E(k), the only nontrivial stabilizers of points of F are conjugate to {1,071} or
{1,0}, i.e. the only orbits which are not in bijection with G are those of the 2-torsion points and the points
such that 2x = Fj.
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Lemma 5.4. Let M be the pushforward to P! of a rank 1 free module on the generic point of P!, i.e. the
module k(z) - s on every open set.

Every E-module structure on M can be represented in the following way. There exists a generator s € M
such that Aris = frys for a function f € k(E) such that f- f7 =1 and further there exist some integers ny
such that

(5.5) divf:an-(x)—an-(Po—x).
€S €S
Further, if x # O and 22 = O, we can choose n, € {0,1}; and if (22) = Py, we have n, = 0. With these
restrictions, all the coefficients n, are uniquely determined.
In all the cases, the automorphism group of M is k*.

Proof. An E-module structure on M consists of an isomorphism A : 77 M — 75 M such that o* Ao A =1d. Let
k(E) be the field of rational functions on E. As quasicoherent sheaves, mi M = 75 M = k(E). Therefore, A is
given by a choice of some f € k(F), and letting A(n}s) = fm3s, subject to the condition that f7f = 1.

Recall that k(E)* /k* is isomorphic to the group of principal divisors on F, Prin(FE). The equation ff? = Id
implies that the divisor of f has a similar relation. Namely, for some n; € Z and some z; € E,

din = anacj - nj(Po - .Tj).
J

Therefore, rank 1 elliptic modules up to constant are parametrized (non-uniquely) by {D € Prin(E) | o(D) =
—D}.

Let us see the effect of gauge transformations. An automorphism of M is given by sending s — g(z)s for
some g € k(z). Letting 5 = g(2)s, and denoting by (21, 22) the coordinates of P! x P!, we have:

* * * g\z ~
A(778) = A(g(z1)71s) = g(z1) frss = ( 1)f7r25.
9(22)
So gauge transformations take the form f +— f: %f = ;%f for some ¢ € k(z). In terms of divisors, divg is

a divisor in Prin(FE) which is o;-invariant, and we will have that divf = divg — o(divg) + divf. Therefore, if
we let ~ we the equivalence relation on elliptic modules generated by isomorphisms and multiplication of A by
constants (necessarily +1), we have:
{Elliptic module structures on M} _ {D € Prin(E) | 0(D) = —D}

~ ~ {D—-0(D)| D =o01(D),D € Prin(E)}
Let us denote H = {D — o(D) | D = 01(D),D € Prin(E)}. The statement we are trying to prove is that

the quotient on the right hand side is generated by elements of the form (5.5). We will show that this is the
{DGDiv(E)}J{U(D):

(5.6)

case for the larger group —D} Equivalently, we can show the same statement replacing H by
H = H + ((0) — (Py)), since (O) — (P,) is included in the generators we are looking for.
Principal divisors invariant by o, are divisors pulled back from P! via 71, so they are generated by divisors
of the form (x) + (—z) — 2(0). Therefore, H is generated by divisors of the form
Dy = (2) + (=2) = 2(0) — o ((2) + (=2) = 2(0)) = () + (=2) — (Fo — z) — (P + z) — 2(0) + 2(R).

Let us consider an orbit G - x, and consider a divisor D supported on G - x such that D = —og (D). Let us
show that there exists n € Z such that

D =n(x) —n(Py—z) mod H.

We can do this by induction. If D = —g (D), then D is a linear combination of divisors of the form (mP, +
x) — (1 —=m)Py — z) for m € Z. Note that

Din—1ypyta = ((m=1)Py+2) + (1 =m)Py —x) — ((2—m)Py —z) — (mPy +x) mod ((O) — (F)) =

(5.7) (mPy+2z)— (1=m)Py—x) = ((m—1)Py+2) — (2—m)Py —z) mod H.

Tterating this relation, we have that (mPy +z) — (1 —m)Py —z) = (z) — (Py —a) mod H, as desired. In the
particular case where 2z = Py, then it will follow that (mPy + z) — (1 —m)Py — ) = 0. If  # O is 2-torsion,
then D, = 2(z) — 2(Py — «) mod H, so further we can reduce n, modulo 2, as desired.

Now let us discuss the uniqueness. We will construct homomorphisms with domain Div(E)/H and show that
all of them together determine the coefficients n,. For any x € S, consider the following map Div(E) — Z:

Z an(z +nPy) + Z bo(Q) — Z Q.
nez Q¢a+7Py nez

We can see that the map above is well-defined on the equivalence classes modulo H, i.e. that it sends D, to 0
for every y € E. Therefore, the number n, € Z in (5.7) uniquely determined.
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It remains to consider n, for (2z) = (0). If  # O, we use the following invariant with values in Z/4Z:

Yan(@+nR)+ > be(Q) — Y (—1)"a, € Z/4L.

nez Q¢xz+7ZP nez
Lastly, if x = O, we can verify that the following map gives an invariant. Write every point as ex + nFy, where
ec€fland z € S. If 2 = nFy, then assume ¢ = 1, and let:

ex +nby—n

We can verify directly that the above map sends D(c1np,) to 0 for every € and Fy, and therefore it is an
invariant. This invariant applied to (5.5) yields

an(x)fngy(Pofx)H—no—an.
€S €S
z#0

In particular, we have shown that n, is uniquely determined for all z except for x = O, and this invariant shows
that no is uniquely determined as well.

It only remains to verify that the automorphism group is k*. Any C(z)-linear automorphism of Mis given by
multiplication by g € k(z). For multiplication to be an F-module morphism, we require that 7594 = An}g. Let
D = divg. The previous equation implies that 77 D = 75D, in other words, o*nD = D. Since ojniD = n{ D,
this implies that 77D is G-invariant. Since G has no finite orbits, this implies that D = 0, so g must be a
constant function.

O

Now that we have listed all the elliptic module structures on k(z), let us compute their local types. For any
point p € I, we will let R, be its completed local ring and K, will be the field of fractions of R,.

Lemma 5.8. As above, let M = k(z) - s be an elliptic module, with Ants = frnis and such that
divf = an (x) — an (Py — ).
€S €S

Choose p € S, let p be a local generator of the maximal ideal at p, and let R, = k[[p]] be the completed local ring
at p. Consider miM as a G-equivariant sheaf. Then the local type at p is determined as follows:

(1) If St, = {1}, M|lUp is generated over Ry by {p~"rmis} and M|y, is generated by {m7s}.

(2) If St, = {1,0}, M|l§p is generated over Ry, by {r}js}.

(3) If Stp, = {1,01}, M|l§p is generated over Ry, by {p~"r7is}.

Proof. Let L C ni M be the rank 1 free Og-module generated by s; = 7i's. Our goal is to find the stalk at p
of 7" for n > 0 and n < 0. First, note that

Ts1 =cdo1m s =0 "0A,00] 0 A, 81 =00 Asnis =" (fnys) = fTo"nss = f7s1.
. . . _ —n+1 “n42
Now, by induction, we have that if n > 0, 7"sy = f77 for <o %810

T ) =TT s = (P )T )T Fs = g T s
From the equation 7s; = f?s1, we can also conclude that 7= 's; = (f~1)71s1, and analogously, if n > 0,
T s = (f_l)””%l - (f71)71s1. Now, note that for any g € G, divf9 = div(f o g) = g~ (divf).

Then the support of divf9 contains p if and only if g(p) = p or p = g~ (Py — p) = g~ 'o(p), i.e. if g or og
stabilize p.

Suppose that the stabilizer of p is trivial. Then, every function of the form 7" and f"”mf1 has no zeroes
or poles at p unless m = 0, so it is a unit of R,. By the formulas above, this shows that for n > 1, 7"s;
differs from 7s; by multiplication by a unit in R,, and for n <0, 7"s; equals s; up to multiplication by a unit.
Therefore, if n > 0,

M|lUp =(T"M)p =Ry, - f7s1=Rp-p "su1; M|TUP =(T7"M)p =Ry - s1.

—n+2 —n41 —n41

If op = p, then the f we have chosen has no zeroes or poles on G - p, so M|lTp = R, - s. Finally, if o1p = p, then
the following four functions may have zeroes or poles at p: f, f7, f7', f°7'. Repeating the reasoning above, for
n>0
M|l,}p =(1"M)p =R, f7s1 =R, -p ""s1.
O

Using the local type, we can easily describe the E-submodules of M. We can in fact describe all the G-
equivariant subsheaves of 77 M, and using Proposition 4.2, the E-modules will be found among these.

Lemma 5.9. Let M € G-Mod®®(E), and let S be a set of representatives of E(k)/S as above. The following
sets are in bijection:
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(1) The set of G-equivariant sheaves M’ of M such that M/M' is a torsion sheaf.
2) The collections {M! | p € S}, where M! C M, is an R,-submodule preserved by the induced action o
p p p P
St, and such that M, 2 M|*Up for all meaningful x =1,r,lr.

The bijection is given by taking a module M’ and considering the collection of its formal stalks atp € S.

Proof. To see that the given map from modules to collections of stalks is well-defined, we only need to verify
the claim that M, 2 M| . This follows from Proposition 3.10. If M /M’ is a torsion sheaf, we see directly that
(M/M")[f;, = 0 for x = ,r,lr. By part (4) of Proposition 3.10, this means that the inclusion M’ — M induces
isomorphisms M’|Ep o~ M|’f]p In particular, M,, O M'|*Up = M|*Up

Now, let us show that the map from modules to stalks is injective. Suppose we have M’, M C M as in the
statement, whose stalks agree on S. Then, using the action of G we can see that their stalks agree on every
point of E, so M’ = M", as a sheaf is determined by its stalks.

Finally, it remains to show that the map is surjective. Let us start by showing that there exists an M’ with
the smallest possible stalks, i.e. M) = M|lUp + My, for St, =1 and M, = M|IUTP for St,, # 1. Let us denote use
J1x«Mp to denote either M|lUp + M|TUP or M|ZUTP, depending on St,. We will use Proposition 4.2 to show instead
the existence of 7} M’ and work with G-equivariant sheaves on E.

Let L be any coherent subsheaf of M (not necessarily preserved by G) that equals M over the generic point.
We claim that L satisfies L, C j1.M, on every point away from a finite set. Since L is coherent, TL is also
coherent, so the modules (L +7L)/L and (L+7L)/TL are both torsion and coherent, hence finite. This implies
that the stalks of 7L and L differ only at a finite set. Iterating this reasoning, we have that for p away from
a (fixed) finite set of G-orbits, (7"L), = Ly for all n. Therefore, L, = M|; on these orbits, by definition of
M |’,}p Let us refer to the remaining orbits as the “bad” orbits.

Let N be the smallest G-equivariant sheaf containing L, i.e. N =3 e gL. By the construction, the stalks
of N outside of a finite number of orbits agree with ji.M,. Now, let p be a point in one of the bad orbits, let
E* == E\ Gp, and consider the following object in G-Mod(U,) X G-Mod(U) G-Mod®®(E*): in G-Mod(U,),
take ji1.M, C M|y, , which is an object of G-Mod(U,) by Proposition 3.10. In G-Mod®®(E*), take N|g«, and
glue them via the isomorphism N|g-|y, = M|y, = K, ® ji«M), that comes from M. By Theorem A, there
is some N’ € G-Mod®®(E) mapping to this pair of objects. It is a subobject of M, via the pair of maps
N'ly, = jisM, € M|y, and N'|g- = N|g- C M|g~. Further, it agrees with N outside of Gp, and on Gp it has
stalk equal to ji,M,. Thus, going from N to N’ we have reduced the number of bad orbits by 1, so we can
repeat this until there are no bad orbits remaining. Let us call the resulting submodule 71, M.

Now, let us show that the map in the statement is surjective: by the discussion above, any E-submodule of M
must contain ji. M. Therefore, modules contained in M and containing ji,. M are in bijection with submodules

of the torsion module T' :== M/j.M. Being a torsion sheaf, T is isomorphic as a quasicoherent sheaf to the

Ag)p
direct sum of its stalks, and for every g € G, A, induces an isomorphism 7}, Ao, (¢"T)p = g*(Typ)- It follows

that as an E-module, T splits as a direct sum:

T = @ Tcp; supplcp € Gp.
GpeE/G

By restricting Theorem A to the full subcategory of torsion modules supported on Gp, we can see that giving
a torsion module is equivalent to giving an object (M,, Mg-,=) € G-Mod(U,) X G-Mod(Uy) G-Mod®™(E*),
with the condition that M, is torsion and Mg+ = 0, i.e. F-modules supported on Gp are equivalent to torsion
R,-modules with an equivariant structure. In particular, submodules of T, are in bijection with submodules
of its stalk at p. Putting all the orbits together and using the fact that stalks commute with direct sums, we
have concluded the proof. O

The previous proposition allows us to list all the submodules of k(z) with any elliptic module structure, and
obtain their local types. It remains to describe general modules which are generically k(z). These are extensions
of torsion-free modules by torsion modules. We begin by describing these extensions on formal neighborhoods.

Lemma 5.10. Let p € E with St, = {1}. Suppose M € G-Mod(U,) is torsion-free and finitely generated, and
T is a finitely generated torsion R,-module, which can be seen as an element of G-Mod(U,) by (necessarily)
letting T* = 0. Then extensions of M by T are classified by

Hompg, (M',T) & Homp, (M",T)
Homp, (M, T) ’

Ext moa(w,) (M, T) =

Where Hompg, (M, T) maps into the two groups in the numerator by restriction from M to M*. Therefore, the
set of isomorphism classes of objects of G-Mod(U,) which are extensions of M by T is in bijection with the
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quotient
Extg moaqw,) (M, T)

Aut(;_Mod(Up) (M) X AU.tR]J (T) ’

where the automorphism groups act by (pre)composition.

Proof. The statement about Exté_Mod(Up)(M ,T) is a particular case of [HC20, Proposition 3.15]. Consider two

extensions in G-Mod(U,), 0 - T 2 Ny 2 M — 0and 0 — T 2 Ny 22 M — 0 and an isomorphism
¢: N1 =2 Ny. Since T is the torsion submodule of N7 and Ns, ¢ must preserve it, i.e. there must be an
isomorphism ¢ € Autgmod(,) (T) such that ¢ oi; = i3 0 ¢, and therefore ¢ induces an automorphism ¢ on the

quotients M = N; /T, i.e. ¢ op; = pa o ¢. This shows that the extension classes of both extensions are in the
same orbit of Autqmoda(u,)(M) x Autg, (T), as desired. O

Lemma 5.11. Let p € E with St, = {1,0}. Suppose M € G-Mod(U,) is torsion-free and finitely generated
as an Ry-module, and T is a finitely generated torsion R,-module with a Z/2Z{c), which can be seen as an
element of G-Mod(U,) by (necessarily) letting T'" = 0. Then extensions of M by T are classified by

Hom?/** (M, T)

Hom{/** (M, T)

Extg moau,) (M, T) =

where the map is given by restriction from M to M'. Therefore, the set of isomorphism classes of objects of
G-Mod(U,) which are extensions of M by T is in bijection with the quotient

EXt(l}—Mod(Up) (M, T)
ZJ3T
Autgmod(v,) (M) x Auty = (T)

where the automorphism groups act by (pre)composition.

Proof. Let us start by showing that Extl(M ,T) = 0 as equivariant Rp-modules. Let ¢t € R, generate the
maximal ideal, so we have that o*¢t = —¢t. Consider the action of @ on M/tM. Since &> = Id, M /tM splits into
two eigenspaces with eigenvalues 1 and —1. Choose a k-basis of M/tM composed of eigenvectors. Let us show
that every element m of this basis lifts to an eigenvector of @ in M, by showing it lifts to a basis of M /t"M
by induction on n. Suppose we have a lift m,, € M/t"M such that 3m = em, where ¢ = +1. Replacing &
by —&, we can prove this statement assuming that ¢ = 1. Take any lift m of m, to M/t"*1M. Note that

a:=om—m € t"M/t" ' M satisfies 7a = —a. It follows that the desired lift is m + %, as we can check directly.
Let R, - sT (resp. R,-s”) be the rank 1 free R, module generated by st (resp. s~) with equivariant
structure given by gst = sT (resp. s~ = —s7). By the previous paragraph, as an equivariant Rj,-module,

M is a direct sum of copies of R, and R, . Therefore, to show that Ext!(M,T) = 0 it suffices to verify this
for M = R}, R,. Consider an extension 0 — T — M — R} — 0. Since R is a free Ry-module, there
is a Rp-linear section st — 5. It is Z/2Z-equivariant if 75 = 5. Proceeding as before, the following map is
necessarily a Z/2Z-equivariant section:

L _5+0s

Note that since the map M — R;r is Z/2Z-equivariant, we have that the image of

S

5405

57 is s, as desired. To

$295 i3 a 7,/27-equivariant

show that Extl(M Ry ) = 0, we can proceed analogously to conclude that s~ —
section.
Therefore, all extensions in Exté_Mod(Up)(M ,T') split as extensions of Z/2Z-equivariant modules, i.e. they

all take the form 0 — 7 — T & M — M — 0, and they are determined by choosing a submodule P'" C T & M
mapping isomorphically to M". Consider one such extension, and let i: M — P C T @ M be the inverse
of the projection restricted to P!". The component of i mapping into M must be the inclusion of M in M,
soi=(i,1): M" — T @ M. Conversely, for every Z/2Z-equivariant map i': M'" — L we obtain a submodule
P! as the image of (i’,1). This way we obtain a surjection Hom%QZ(M”, T) —» Exté_Mod(Up)(M, T).

Let us show that this surjection is Rp-linear: it commutes with multiplication by R,, since on both groups
it is induced by the action of R, on T. To see that it commutes with sums, we can see it directly by using the
Baer sum. This is the same reasoning as the one in the proof of [HC20, Proposition 3.15].

Therefore, we only need to compute the kernel of Homﬁ/%(M”, T) —» Exté_Mod(Up)(M, T). These are the

P

maps i': M'" — L for which there is a section j : M — T @& M which is a morphism in G-Mod(U,). Such a
section j must be of the form (j’,1), where 5’ is a map M — T'. To be a morphism in G-Mod(U,), j must be
7./2Z~equivariant (equivalently, j' must be Z/2Z-equivariant) and we must have j(M'") C P'". Now, note that

. . . i —i’,0)=4—i . .
jM" C P" & (j —i)M'" C P %]/Mﬂr —i' =0.
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In conclusion, the elements of Hom% QZ(M Ir T that yield a split extension are the ones which are in the image
of the restriction from Hom%QZ(M, T). The remainder of the proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 5.10. O
Corollary 5.12. Let Py, M, f,S be as in Lemma 5.4. Let M’ C M be a subsheaf given by a collection of
submodules {My|p € S} as in Lemma 5.9, where M), is chosen to be finitely generated. Let T' be a torsion
E-module. T is given by specifying a torsion sheaf supported on x € S with 2z # O, Py and a Z/27Z-equivariant
torsion sheaf at the points where 2z € {O, Py}. Let us suppose that T is supported on a finite number of Z-orbits.
The extensions of M' by T are classified by an extension class of M,, by T, for every p € E/G, as described

in Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11.

Proof. T has the for @_, T;, where each T} supported on a different orbit G-p;. Therefore, Ext(l}_Modgfg(E) (E,T) =
P, Ext(l}_Modgfg(E)(E, T;). Applying Theorem A and the fact that T;|p\g.p, = 0, we have the desired result:

EXté-Modgfg(E)(Ea T)= @ EXté-Mod(Upi)(E|Upi ,Ti).
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