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EQUIVARIANT APPROACH TO WEIGHTED PROJECTIVE

CURVES

QIANG DONG, SHIQUAN RUAN, HONGXIA ZHANG∗

Abstract. We investigate group actions on the category of coherent sheaves
over weighted projective lines. We show that the equivariant category with
respect to certain finite group action is equivalent to the category of coherent
sheaves over a weighted projective curve, where the genus of the underlying
smooth projective curve and the weight data are given by explicit formulas.
Moreover, we obtain a trichotomy result for all such equivariant relations.

This equivariant approach provides an effective way to investigate smooth
projective curves via weighted projective lines. As an application, we give a
description for the category of coherent sheaves over a hyperelliptic curve of
arbitrary genus. Links to smooth projective curves of genus 2 and also to
Arnold’s exceptional unimodal singularities are also established.

1. Introduction

Weighted projective lines and their coherent sheaves categories are introduced
by Geigle and Lenzing in [21], in order to give a geometric realization of canonical
algebras in the sense of Ringel [42]. In [31] Lenzing showed that any weighted
projective line (with little exceptions) can be viewed as an orbifold quotient of a
compact Riemann surface with respect to a finite group action, and its category
of coherent sheaves is equivalent to the category of equivariant sheaves on the
associated Riemann surface. Accordingly, the study of weighted projective lines
has a high contact surface with many mathematical subjects. Among the many
related subjects we mention Lie theory [10, 13, 16, 44], automorphic forms [15, 25,
35, 38, 45], orbifolds [36, 37, 39, 43], and singularities [19, 22, 23, 27, 28, 30]. This
latter aspect, in particular, includes the aspects of Arnold’s strange duality [19, 20]
and homological mirror symmetry [18, 47].

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Let P1
k(p;λ) denote

the weighted projective line of weight type p = (p1, p2, · · · , pt) and parameter
sequence λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · , λt), where pi’s are integers at least 2, and λi’s are pairwise
distinct points on the projective line P1

k, normalized as λ1 = ∞, λ2 = 0 and λ3 = 1.
According to the sign of the Euler characteristic, the weighted projective lines are
divided into domestic, tubular and wild types. We recall that the Picard group of
P1
k(p;λ) is naturally isomorphic to the rank-one abelian group L(p) on generators

~x1, ~x2, · · · , ~xt subject to the relations p1~x1 = p2~x2 = · · · = pt~xt := ~c, where ~c is
called the canonical element and ~ω := (t − 2)~c −

∑t
i=1 ~xi is called the dualizing

element of L(p).
Due to the work of Lenzing and Meltzer [33], the group Aut(coh-P1

k(p;λ)) of
automorphisms on the category of coherent sheaves over P1

k(p;λ) has an explicit

Date: June 30, 2021.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 16W50, 14A22, 30F10, 14F05.
Key words and phrases. Weighted projective curve, weighted projective line, group action,

equivariantization, coherent sheaf.
∗ the corresponding author.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.09086v1


2 QIANG DONG, SHIQUAN RUAN, HONGXIA ZHANG

description (see (4.3) below), which contains two fundamental parts: the geometric
automorphisms Aut(P1

k(p;λ)) and the degree-shift automorphisms L(p).
The geometric automorphisms consist of automorphisms of P1

k that preserve
weights, hence Aut(P1

k(p;λ)) is of finite when t ≥ 3; in particular, it is triv-
ial if pi’s are pairwise distinct. The associated geometric action on the category
coh-P1

k(p;λ) always fixes the structure sheaf and permute almost all the ordinary
simple sheaves, while the degree-shift action always moves the structure sheaf and
fix all the ordinary simple sheaves. On the other hand, the geometric action always
yields weighted projective lines as quotient stacks, while the degree-shift action
will achieve covering curves, including elliptic curves and other weighted projective
curves (see Theorem 1.1 below).

In this paper we will focus on the degree-shift actions. Denote by tL(p) the
torsion subgroup of L(p). For any subgroup H of tL(p), the associated equivariant

category will be denoted by
(
coh-P1

k(p;λ)
)H

. The equivariantization with respect
to certain H has been considered in literature. In [4], the authors used H = Z~ω
to establish the relationship between tubular weighted projective lines and elliptic
curves; compare [3, 21, 29, 40]. Explicit equivariant relations between distinct
tubular weighted projective lines are established in [2] via H = Z(2~ω) or Z(3~ω).
The authors in [5] introduced the notion of Cylic/Klein type for H to characterize
the equivariant relations between weighted projective lines of arbitrary types. In
this paper, we will consider equivariantization with respect to arbitrary subgroup
H of tL(p). The main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let P1
k(p;λ) be a weighted projective line and H be a finite subgroup

of L(p). Then

(1.1) (coh-P1
k(p;λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Y

for some weighted projective curve Y = Y(q;µ). More precisely,

(1) P1
k(p;λ) is of domestic type if and only if Y is a weighted projective line

of domestic type;
(2) P1

k(p;λ) is of tubular type if and only if Y is a weighted projective line of
tubular type or a smooth elliptic curve, according to H 6⊇ Z~ω or H ⊇ Z~ω
respectively;

(3) P1
k(p;λ) is of wild type if and only if for all the other Y’s.

Moreover, such equivalences (1.1) for P1
k(p;λ) being domestic type or tubular type

are classified in Tables 1 and 2, where E(λ) is the smooth elliptic curve determined
by the equation y2z = x(x − z)(x − λz), ω satisfies ω2 − ω + 1 = 0, Γ(λ) =
{λ, 1

λ
, 1− λ, 1

1−λ
, λ
λ−1 ,

λ−1
λ

} and i, j, k, l are pairwise distinct integers.

Table 1. Equivariant relations for domestic type

P1
k(p;λ) H Y = Y(q;µ)

P1
k(2, 3, 3) 〈~x2 − ~x3〉 P1

k(2, 2, 2)

P1
k(2, 3, 4) 〈~x1 − 2~x3〉 P1

k(2, 3, 3)

P1
k(2, 2, n) 〈~x1 − ~x2〉 P1

k(n, n)

P1
k(2, 2, 2n)

〈~x1 − n~x3〉 P1
k(2, 2, n)

〈~x1 − ~x2, ~x1 − n~x3〉 P1
k(n, n)

P1
k(np1, np2) 〈kp1~x1 − kp2~x2〉 (k|n) P1

k(kp1, kp2)
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Table 2. Equivariant relations for tubular type

P1
k(p;λ) H Y = Y(q;µ)

P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;λ)

〈~x1 − ~x2〉 or 〈~x3 − ~x4〉 P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;µ); µ ∈ Γ

(
(
√
λ+1√
λ−1

)2
)

〈~x1 − ~x3〉 or 〈~x2 − ~x4〉 P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;µ); µ ∈ Γ

(
(
√
1−λ+1√
1−λ−1

)2
)

〈~x1 − ~x4〉 or 〈~x2 − ~x3〉 P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;µ); µ ∈ Γ

(
(
√
λ+

√
λ−1√

λ−
√
λ−1

)2
)

〈~xi − ~xj , ~xi − ~xk〉 P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;µ); µ ∈ Γ(λ)

Z~ω

E(µ); µ ∈ Γ(λ)〈~xi − ~xj , ~xk − ~xl〉

tL(2, 2, 2, 2)

P1
k(4, 4, 2)

〈2~x1 − ~x3〉 or 〈2~x2 − ~x3〉 P1
k(4, 4, 2)

Z(2~ω)

P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;µ); µ ∈ Γ(−1)〈~x1 − ~x2〉

〈2~x1 − ~x3, 2~x1 − 2~x2〉

Z~ω
E(µ); µ ∈ Γ(−1)

tL(4, 4, 2)

P1
k(6, 3, 2)

Z(3~ω) P1
k(3, 3, 3)

Z(2~ω) P1
k(2, 2, 2, 2;µ); µ ∈ Γ(ω)

Z~ω = tL(6, 3, 2) E(µ); µ ∈ Γ(ω)

P1
k(3, 3, 3)

〈~xi − ~xj〉 P1
k(3, 3, 3)

Z~ω
E(µ); µ ∈ Γ(ω)

tL(3, 3, 3)

The classification result above relies on the following explicit formulas on the
weight data q of the weighted projective curve Y = Y(q;µ) and the genus gY of
the underlying smooth projective curve Y.

Proposition 1.2. Keep the notations in Theorem 1.1. Let p = (p1, p2, · · · , pt).

Assume |H | = n and H has a set of generators ~yi =
∑t

j=1 aij~xj+ai~c for 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Denote by g.c.d.(a1j , a2j , · · · , asj , pj) = dj and set nj =
ndj

pj
for each 1 ≤ j ≤ t.

Then

gY =
n

2

t∑

j=1

(1−
dj
pj

)− n+ 1 and q = (d1, · · · , d1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n1 times

, d2, · · · , d2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n2 times

, · · · , dt, · · · , dt
︸ ︷︷ ︸

nt times

).

The equivalence (1.1) provides a new way to investigate the category of coherent
sheaves over smooth projective curves via weighted projective lines.

For any integer g > 0, let a1, a2, · · · , ag be pairwise distinct elements in k\{0, 1}.
Let Eg be the hyperelliptic curve of genus g determined by the following equation:

z2 = (y2 − x2)(y2 − a1x
2) · · · (y2 − agx

2).
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Proposition 1.3. (Proposition 5.5) Keep the notations as above. Let p = (2, · · · , 2)
(g + 3 times) and λ = (∞, 0, 1, a1, · · · , ag). Then there exists an equivalence

(coh-P1
k(p,λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Eg,

where H = 〈~x1 − ~x2, δg,even~x2 +
∑g+3

i=3 (−1)i~xi〉 ≤ L(p).

Moreover, we also classify the equivariant relations (1.1) for the following cases:

(i) Y is a smooth projective curve of genus 2; (see Table 3);
(ii) P1

k(p;λ)’s are corresponding to Arnold’s 14 exceptional unimodal singular-
ities; (see Table 4).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition of a group
action on a category, where a kind of group action on a length category is discussed.
We recall the axiomatic description for the category of coherent sheaves over a
weighted projective curve in Section 3, and show that the axioms are preserved
under certain group actions. In the main part Section 4, we investigate the group
action on the category of coherent sheaves over weighted projective lines, and prove
Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2. Several applications to smooth projective curves
of higher genus are given in the last Section 5.

2. Group action on a category

In this section, we recall the definition of a group action on an abelian category.
Moreover, an action on a tube is discussed in Proposition 2.1, which plays an
important role in this paper.

2.1. Group action. In this section we recall the notions of a finite group action
on a small abelian category; for more details we refer to [8, 11, 17, 41]. Throughout
the paper we always denote by A a small k-linear abelian category.

Let G be an arbitrary finite group. A k-linear action of G on A consists of the
date {Fg, εg,h | g, h ∈ G}, where each Fg : A → A is a k-linear auto-equivalence and
each εg,h : FgFh → Fgh is a natural isomorphism such that a 2-cocycle condition
holds, that is, εgh,k ◦ εg,hFk = εg,hk ◦ Fgεh,k for all g, h, k ∈ G.

Let {Fg, εg,h | g, h ∈ G} be a k-linear G-action on A. A G-equivariant object in
A is a pair (X,α), where X is an object in A and α assigns for each g ∈ G an
isomorphism αg : X → FgX subject to the relations

αgg′ = (εg,g′)X ◦ Fg(αg′ ) ◦ αg.

A morphism f : (X,α) → (Y, β) between two G-equivariant objects is a morphism
f : X → Y in A such that βg ◦ f = Fg(f) ◦ αg for all g ∈ G. This gives rise to
the equivariant category AG of G-equivariant objects, which is again abelian. The
process forming the equivariant category AG is known as the equivariantization of
A with respect to the group action.

We recall that the forgetful functor U : AG → A is defined by U(X,α) = X and
U(f) = f for any f : (X,α) → (Y, β). The induction functor F is defined as follows:
for an object X in A, set F (X) = (

⊕

h∈G Fh(X), ε), where for each g ∈ G, the
isomorphism εg :

⊕

h∈G Fh(X) → Fg(
⊕

h∈G Fh(X)) is diagonally induced by the

isomorphism (εg,g−1h)
−1
X : Fh(X) → Fg(Fg−1h(X)). For each morphism θ: X → Y

in A, F (θ) = ⊕h∈GFh(θ): F (X) → F (Y ).
According to Proposition 4.12, Corollary 4.13 and Lemma 4.14 in [49], we know

that both of the functors F and U are faithful and exact, and (F,U), (U, F ) form
adjoint pairs; compare [41, Theorem 3.2].

A given k-linear action {Fg, εg,h | g, h ∈ G} is strict provided that each Fg is an
automorphism and each isomorphism εg,h is the identity. Therefore, a strict action
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coincides with a group homomorphism from G to the k-linear automorphism group
of A. In this paper, we always assume the group action is strict.

2.2. Serre duality. A Hom-finite k-linear abelian category A is said to satisfy
Serre duality if there exists an equivalence τ : A → A with functorial k-linear
isomorphisms

DExt1A(X,Y ) ∼= HomA(Y, τX)(2.1)

for all X,Y in A, where D = Homk(−,k) denotes the standard k-duality. The
self-equivalence functor τ is called Serre functor or Auslander-Reiten translation.
Note that a Serre functor is k-linear and essentially unique provided it exists, this
follows from Yoneda’s lemma; see [6, Remark 2.4].

2.3. Length category and uniserial category. We recall from [9] basic facts
on the length categories and uniserial categories.

Let A be an abelian category. An object X of A has finite length if there exists
a finite chain of subobjects 0 = X0 ⊆ X1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Xn−1 ⊆ Xn = X such that each
quotient Xi/Xi−1 is a simple object. Such a chain is called a composition series
of X . A composition series is not necessarily unique but its length is an invariant
of X by the Jordan-Hölder theorem; it is called the length of X and is denoted
by l(X). Note that an object has finite length if and only if it is both artinian
and noetherian (i.e. it satisfies the descending chain condition and ascending chain
condition on subobjects, respectively).

According to the Krull-Remak-Schmidt theorem, every object of finite length
decomposes essentially uniquely into a finite direct sum of indecomposable objects
with local endomorphism rings. The objects of finite length form a (Serre) subcate-
gory of A which is denote by A0. The abelian category A is called a length category
if A = A0.

Let A be a length category. An object X is uniserial if it has a unique composi-
tion series. Note that any non-zero uniserial object is indecomposable. Moreover,
subobjects and quotient objects of uniserial objects are uniserial. The length cat-
egory A is called uniserial category provided that each indecomposable object is
uniserial.

2.4. Group action on a tube. For any integer p ≥ 1, denote by (Tp, τ) (or just
simplified Tp) the stable tube of rank p, that is, the Auslander-Reiten quiver of Tp
is of form ZA∞/(τp); see [46]. We consider a finite abelian group acting on Tp.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a finite abelian group acting on a tube (Tp, τ), i.e., there
exists a group homomorphism ϕ : G → Aut(Tp). Assume |G| = n and Im(ϕ) = 〈τk〉
for some minimal 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Then we have an equivalence

(2.2) T G
p

∼= Tk × · · · × Tk
︸ ︷︷ ︸

nk
p

times

.

Proof. LetQ = (Q0, Q1) be a cyclic quiver with vertex setQ0 = Zp := {1, 2, · · · , p}
and arrow set Q1 = {αi : i → i − 1 | i ∈ Q0}. Denote by repnilk Q the category of
nilpotent representations of Q over k. Then there is an equivalence

(2.3) repnilk Q ∼= Tp.

Hence, the group homomorphism ϕ : G → Aut(Tp) induces a group action of G on
repnilk Q, which satisfies g(αi) = αg(i) for any g ∈ G and i ∈ Q0.

Obviously, there is an induced G-action on the set Q0. Denote by Oi the G-orbit
of i ∈ Q0, and let I be a set of representatives of the distinct orbit classes. Then
we have |Oi| =

p
k
and Q0 =

⋃

i∈I Oi.
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Denote by Gi the stablizer group of i ∈ Q0. Then we have |Gi| =
nk
p
. Since G is

abelian, Gi has
nk
p
-many irreducible representations ρiu’s for 0 ≤ u ≤ nk

p
− 1 (each

ρiu has dimension 1), where we assume ρi0 is the trivial representation.
We construct a quiver QG = (QG,0, QG,1) as follows: the set of vertices

QG,0 :=
⋃

i∈I

{i} × irr(Gi),

the number of arrows from the vertices (i, ρiu) to (j, ρjv) equals to

|Arr((i, ρiu), (j, ρjv))| :=

{
1 if u = v and j = i− 1;
0 if else.

It is easy to see that QG is nk
p
-copies of cyclic quivers with k vertices. Hence

(2.4) repnilk QG
∼= Tk × · · · × Tk (

nk

p
times).

Let Mij be the k-vector space spanned by the arrows in Q from i to j, that is,
Mij = kαi for j = i − 1 and zero otherwise. We may regard Mij as a k[Gi ∩ Gj ]-
module by restricting the action of G. Recall that g(αi) = αg(i) for any g ∈ G and
i ∈ Q0. We have Mij

∼= ρi0 for j = i− 1 and zero otherwise. Hence,

dimkHomk[Gi∩Gj](ρiu, ρjv ⊗k Mij) = |Arr((i, ρiu), (j, ρjv))|.

Denote by (kQ)G the skew group algebra of kQ by G. Combining with [12, Theo-
rem 1] and [8, Example 2.6], we obtain

(modkQ)G
∼
−→ mod((kQ)G)

∼
−→ modkQG.

It follows that
(repkQ)G ∼= repkQG.

By considering their nilpotent counterparts, combing with (2.3) and (2.4), we obtain
(2.2). �

3. Weighted projective curves

A weighted projective curve or WPC for short, is a pair X = (X, ω) consisting of
a smooth projective curve X and a function ω: X → N≥1 such that ω(x)>1 for only
finitely many points. The points λ1, λ2, · · · , λt with ω(λi)>1 are called weighted
points, the other ones are called ordinary points, and pi = ω(λi) (1 ≤ i ≤ t) are
called the weights of X. We often write X = X(p;λ), where p = (p1, p2, · · · , pt)
and λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · , λt).

The orbifold Euler characteristic of X is

χX := χX −

t∑

i=1

(1−
1

pi
),

where χX = 2(1− gX) and gX = dimk Ext
1(OX,OX).

The category of coherent sheaves coh-X is obtained from coh-X (the category of
algebraic coherent sheaves on X) by iteratively applying for each weighted point λi

the so-called pi-cycle construction; see [28].

3.1. Axiomatic description of coh-X for WPCs. The category coh-X has an
axiomatic description as below; see [26, 34].

(H 1) A is a connected abelian k-linear noetherian category;
(H 2) A is Ext-finite, that is, all morphism and extensions spaces in A are finite

dimensional k-vector spaces;
(H 3) A satisfies Serre duality DExt1A(X,Y ) ∼= HomA(Y, τX), where τ is a self-

equivalence of A;
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(H 4) A contains an object of infinite length;
(H 5) each object in the quotient category A/A0 has finite length;
(H 6) A has infinitely many points.

Here, we recall from [34, Proposition 1.1] that under the assumption (H 1) −
(H 5), the length subcategory A0 of A has the form

∐

x∈C Ux, where the members
of C are called points of A, and each Ux is a connected uniserial length category of
finite τ -period. More precisely, each Ux is a tube Tω(x).

Proposition 3.1. [26] A small category is equivalent to a category of coherent
sheaves on a weighted projective curve if and only if it satisfies (H 1)− (H 6).

3.2. Group action preserves axioms for WPC. In this subsection, we show
that the axioms (H 1)−(H 6) for WPC’s are preserved under certain group actions.
Therefore, the equivariantization with respect to certain group actions preserves the
categories of coherent sheaves over weighted projective curves.

Theorem 3.2. Let X be a weighted projective curve and G be a finite subgroup of
Aut(coh-X). Then

(coh-X)G
∼
−→ coh-Y

for some weighted projective curve Y.

Proof. We denote by A := coh-X throughout the proof. By Proposition 3.1, we
know that A satisfies (H 1)− (H 6), and remain to prove so does AG.

In order to prove AG satisfies (H 1), the only non-trivial thing is to show that
each object (X,α) in AG is noetherian. For this we let

(X1, α1) ⊆ (X2, α2) ⊆ · · · ⊆ (Xn, αn) ⊆ · · ·

be an ascending chain of subobjects of (X,α) in AG. Since the forgetful functor
U : AG → A is exact, we obtain an ascending chain X1 ⊆ X2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Xn ⊆ · · ·
of subobjects of X in A. By assumption X is noetherian in A, hence there exists
some integer m, such that X i = X i+1 for any i ≥ m. By the exactness of U again
we obtain (X i, αi) = (X i+1, αi+1) for any i ≥ m. That is, (X,α) is noetherian.

Recall that the forgetful functor U : AG → A is faithful. We have

HomAG((X,α), (Y, β)) ⊆ HomA(U(X,α), U(Y, β)) = HomA(X,Y ).

Then A is Hom-finite implies so is AG. Moreover, it follows from [6, Theorem 3.6]
that AG has Serre duality of the following form for any (X,α), (Y, β) ∈ AG:

DExt1AG((X,α), (Y, β)) ∼= HomAG((Y, β), τG(X,α)),

where τG is an autoequivalence of AG. Then by [9, Proposition 1.8.1], AG is
hereditary, and then the Ext-finiteness follows. Thus AG satisfies (H 2) and (H 3).

By assumption A contains a strict descending chain

X1 ⊃ X2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ Xn · · · .

Since the induction functor F : A → AG is exact, we obtain a descending chain

(3.1) F (X1) ⊇ F (X2) ⊇ · · · ⊇ F (Xn) · · · .

We claim that the chain (3.1) is not stationary, which proves (H 4). For contra-
diction, we assume there exists some m ≥ 1, such that F (Xi) = F (Xi+1) for any
i ≥ m. Then UF (Xi) = UF (Xi+1), which follows that Xi = Xi+1, a contradiction.

We have shown that AG satisfies (H 1) − (H 4). By using [34, Proposition 4.9],
we know that AG satisfies (H 5) automatically.

Finally, we prove that AG satisfies (H 6). By assumption G is a finite subgroup
of Aut(A), hence each g ∈ G defines an automorphism of A, which restricts to an
automorphism of A0. Recall that A0 =

∐

x∈C Ux. Hence each g ∈ G induces a
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permutation of C. Since G is finite, it follows that AG has infinitely many points.
This finishes the proof. �

4. Weighted projective lines and proof of the main results

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2. For these
we need to recall the category of coherent sheaves over weighted projective lines in
more details, including the structure of its automorphism group.

4.1. The string group L(p). Let t ≥ 0 be an integer. Let p = (p1, p2, · · · , pt)
be a sequence of integers with each pi ≥ 2. The string group L(p) of type p is
an abelian group (written additively) on generators ~x1, ~x2, · · · , ~xt, subject to the
relations p1~x1 = p2~x2 = · · · = pt~xt, where this common element is denoted by ~c
and called the canonical element of L(p). The string group L(p) has rank one,
where ~c has infinite order. There is an isomorphism of abelian groups

L(p)/Z~c
∼
−→

t∏

i=1

Z/piZ,(4.1)

sending ~xi + Z~c to the vector (0, · · · , 0, 1̄, 0, · · · , 0) with 1̄ on the i-th component.
Using (4.1), each element ~x in L(p) can be uniquely written in its normal form

~x =

t∑

i=1

li~xi + l~c,(4.2)

where 0 ≤ li ≤ pi − 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ t and l ∈ Z.
The torsion subgroup tL(p) of L(p) consists of all the torsion elements ~x in L(p),

i.e., n~x = 0 for some nonzero integer n. Denote by p = l.c.m.(p1, p2, · · · , pt). There
is a surjective group homomorphism δ : L(p) → Z given by δ(~xi) =

p
pi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ t.

The following description of the torsion group tL(p) plays an important role in this
paper.

Lemma 4.1. Let p = (p1, · · · , pt). Denote by p = l.c.m.(p1, · · · , pt) and dij =
g.c.d.(pi, pj) for any 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ t. Then the following hold:

(1) ~x ∈ tL(p) if and only if p~x = 0;

(2) there is an exact sequence 0 → tL(p) → L(p)
δ
−→ Z → 0;

(3) |tL(p)| = p1p2···pt

p
;

(4) tL(p) = 〈 pi

dij
~xi −

pj

dij
~xj |1 ≤ i < j ≤ t〉.

Proof. (1) and (2) are taken from [21, 1.2]. Consequently, there is an induced exact
sequence

0 → tL(p) → L(p)/Z~c
δ
−→ Z/pZ → 0;

hence (3) follows from (4.1) immediately; compare [7].
In the following we prove (4). Denote by H = 〈 pi

dij
~xi −

pj

dij
~xj |1 ≤ i < j ≤ t〉. It

is obvious that H ⊆ tL(p). We will show tL(p) ⊆ H by induction on t. If t ≤ 2, it
is trivial. We assume that t > 2 from now on. Let p′ = (p1, · · · , pt−1). We denote

by p′ = l.c.m.(p1, · · · , pt−1) and d = g.c.d.(pt, p
′). Then clearly we have p = p′pt

d
.

For any ~x ∈ tL(p), we can write ~x = a~xt + ~y with ~y ∈ L(p′). If a = 0, then
~x = ~y ∈ tL(p′) ⊆ H by induction, we are done. We assume 1 ≤ a ≤ pt − 1 in the
following. By (1),

0 = p~x =
p′pt
d

~x =
ap′pt
d

~xt +
p′pt
d

~y =
ap′

d
~c+

pt
d
(p′~y).

Since p′~y ∈ Z~c, we have pt

d
|ap

′

d
. Note that g.c.d.(pt

d
, p′

d
) = 1, hence pt

d
|a, i.e., pt|da.
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Write d = Πj∈J q
lj
j , where qj ’s are pairwise distinct primes. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ t−1,

let Ji = {j ∈ J
∣
∣ q

lj
j | pi, and q

lj
j ∤ pk for any k < i} and take di = Πj∈Ji

q
lj
j . Then

di|pi and g.c.d.(di, dj) = 1 for 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ t− 1, and d = d1d2 · · · dt−1.

Since g.c.d.(di, dj) = 1, we have g.c.d.( d
d1

, d
d2

, · · · , d
dt−1

) = 1. It follows that

there exist ui (1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1) such that
∑t−1

i=1 ui
d
di

= 1. Let ~y0 =
∑t−1

i=1 ui
pi

di
~xi, then

~y0 −
pt
d
~xt =

t−1∑

i=1

ui

pi
di
~xi −

t−1∑

i=1

uid

di
·
pt
d
~xt =

t−1∑

i=1

uidit
di

(
pi
dit

~xi −
pt
dit

~xt) ∈ H.

Observe that ~x = − da
pt
(~y0 −

pt

d
~xt) + ~z, where ~z = ~y + da

pt
~y0 (recall that pt|da).

Therefore, ~x ∈ tL(p) implies ~z ∈ tL(p′). Then by induction we get ~z ∈ H , which
implies ~x ∈ H . This finishes the proof. �

4.2. Weighted projective lines. Let λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · , λt) be a sequence of pair-
wise distinct points on the projective line P1

k. Such a sequence can be normalized
such that λ1 = ∞, λ2 = 0 and λ3 = 1. A weighted projective line P1

k(p;λ) of weight
type p and parameter sequence λ is obtained from P1

k by attaching the weight pi
to each point λi for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. We will always assume λ is normalized in this paper
unless stated otherwise, and simply write P1

k(p;λ) = P1
k(p) for t ≤ 3.

The homogeneous coordinate algebra S(p;λ) of the weighted projective line
P1
k(p;λ) is given by k[X1, X2, · · · , Xt]/I, where the ideal I is generated by Xpi

i −
(Xp2

2 −λiX
p1

1 ) for 3 ≤ i ≤ t. We write xi = Xi+ I in S(p;λ). The algebra S(p;λ)
is L(p)-graded by means of deg(xi) = ~xi.

We recall a more convenient description of the category coh-P1
k(p;λ) of coherent

sheaves over P1
k(p;λ) via graded S(p;λ)-modules. Denote by modL(p)-S(p;λ)

the abelian category of finitely generated L(p)-graded S(p;λ)-modules, and by

mod
L(p)
0 -S(p;λ) its Serre subcategory formed by finite dimensional modules. We

denote the quotient abelian category by

qmodL(p)-S(p;λ) :=
modL(p)-S(p;λ)

mod
L(p)
0 -S(p;λ)

.

By [21, Theorem 1.8] the sheafification functor yields an equivalence

qmodL(p)-S(p;λ)
∼
−→ coh-P1

k(p;λ).

From now on we will identify these two categories.
The Euler characteristic of a weighted projective line P1

k(p;λ) is defined as

χP
1

k
(p;λ) = 2−

t∑

i=1

(1−
1

pi
) = −

δ(~ω)

p
,

where ~ω = (t − 2)~c −
∑t

i=1 ~xi is the dualizing element of L(p). The weighted
projective line P1

k(p;λ) is called of domestic, tubular or wild type provided that
χP

1

k
(p;λ) > 0, χP

1

k
(p;λ) = 0 or χP

1

k
(p;λ) < 0, respectively. More precisely, we have

the following trichotomy according to the weight type p (up to permutation of
weights):

(i) domestic type: (), (p1), (p1, p2), (2, 2, p3), (2, 3, 3), (2, 3, 4) and (2, 3, 5);
(ii) tubular type: (2, 2, 2, 2), (3, 3, 3), (4, 4, 2) and (6, 3, 2);
(iii) wild type: all the other cases.

4.3. Automorphism group for weighted projective lines. The automorphism
group Aut(coh-P1

k(p;λ)) of the category coh-P
1
k(p;λ) consists of isomorphism classes

of k-linear self-equivalences on coh-P1
k(p;λ). Let Aut(P

1
k(p;λ)) be the subgroup of

Aut(coh-P1
k(p;λ)) of automorphisms fixing the structure sheaf. By [33, Proposition
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3.1], Aut(P1
k(p;λ)) is isomorphic to the subgroup of PSL(2,k) of automorphisms

of P1
k preserving weights. If P1

k(p;λ) has t ≥ 3 exceptional points, Aut(P1
k(p;λ))

is finite since it is isomorphic to a subgroup of a direct product of some symmetric
group by [33, Corollary 3.2]. In particular, if the weights p1, · · · , pt are pairwise
distinct, then Aut(P1

k(p;λ)) is trivial.
We have the following description of the automorphism group Aut(coh-P1

k(p;λ))
for a weighted projective line.

Proposition 4.2. [33, Theorem 3.4] There is a split-exact sequence

1 → L(p) → Aut(coh-P1
k(p;λ)) → Aut(P1

k(p;λ)) → 1.(4.3)

In particular,

Aut(coh-P1
k(p;λ)) = L(p)⋊Aut(P1

k(p;λ)).

The automorphisms from Aut(P1
k(p;λ)) or L(p) are called geometric automor-

phisms or degree-shift automorphisms respectively in this paper.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 1.1. According to Theorem 3.2, we know that Y is a
weighted projective curve. In the following we assume Y = Y(q;µ) with q =
(q1, q2, · · · , qt′).

Let H∗ be the character group of H . Since H is commutative, by [3, Theorem
4.6] there exists an H∗-action on coh-Y with an equivalence

(coh-Y)H
∗ ∼
−→ coh-P1

k(p;λ).

Moreover, by the definition of H∗-action on coh-Y (see [3, Section 4.3]), we know
thatH∗ fixes the structure sheaf ofY, henceH∗ acts on the curveY with a quotient
stack Y/H∗ ∼= P1

k(p;λ). Then by Theorem 2 and (2.3) in [31],

|H∗| · χP
1

k
(p;λ) = χY = χY −

t′∑

i=1

(1−
1

qi
) = 2(1− gY)−

t′∑

i=1

(1−
1

qi
).(4.4)

Therefore, P1
k(p;λ) is of domestic type, i.e., χP

1

k
(p;λ) > 0, if and only if gY = 0

and
t′∑

i=1

(1 − 1
qi
) < 2, or equivalently, Y is a weighted projective line of domestic

type. P1
k(p;λ) is of tubular type, i.e., χP

1

k
(p;λ) = 0, if and only if one of the following

holds:

(i) gY = 0 and

t′∑

i=1

(1−
1

qi
) = 2; (ii) gY = 1 and

t′∑

i=1

(1−
1

qi
) = 0.

Hence Y is a weighted projective line of tubular type or a smooth elliptic curve
respectively. P1

k(p;λ) is of wild type if and only if χP
1

k
(p;λ) < 0, if and only if one

of the following holds:

(i) gY = 0 and
t′∑

i=1

(1−
1

qi
) > 2; (ii) gY = 1 and

t′∑

i=1

(1−
1

qi
) > 0; (iii) gY ≥ 2.

That is, Y is a weighted projective line of wild type, or a (non-trivial) weighted
elliptic curve, or a weighted projective curve with gY ≥ 2 respectively. This proves
the trichotomy result of Theorem 1.1.

Now we will classify all the curvesY = Y(q;µ) when P1
k(p;λ) is of domestic type

or of tubular type. By explicit description on the torsion group tL(p) in Lemma
4.1, we can obtain all the possibilities of H ≤ tL(p) as listed in Tables 1 and 2. By
using Proposition 1.2 we can obtain the data gY and q for each H . This already
finishes the classification of Y’s when P1

k(p;λ) is of domestic type, since domestic
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weighted projective lines are determined by their weight data p (by normalization
assumption on parameters λ); compare with [5, Table 1].

If P1
k(p;λ) is of tubular type, we still need to deal with the parameter µ for

Y = Y(q;µ). In this case, it is easy to check case by case that any finite subgroup
H of L(p) satisfies H ⊇ Z~ω or H is of Cyclic type or Klein type in the sense of
[5]. According to the trichotomy result above and [5, Proposition 3.8], we know
that Y = Y(q;µ) is an smooth elliptic curve for the first case, and Y is a weighted
projective line of tubular type for the remaining two cases, where the parameter
data has been determined by [5, Table 3].

For H = Z~ω, the parameter of Y = Y(q;µ) has been calculated by [4, Section
7]. To finish the proof we remain to determine µ when (p, H) are given by the
following:

(i)
(
(2, 2, 2, 2), 〈~x1 − ~x2, ~x3 − ~x4〉

)
, (ii)

(
(2, 2, 2, 2), tL(2, 2, 2, 2)

)
,

(iii)
(
(4, 4, 2), tL(4, 4, 2)

)
, (iv)

(
(3, 3, 3), tL(3, 3, 3)

)
.

In the following we only consider the case (iv), since the other cases can be treated
similarly.

Let p = (3, 3, 3) and S(p) = k[X1, X2, X3]/(f), where f = X3
1 −X3

2 +X3
3 . Let

xi = Xi+(f) in S(p) for i = 1, 2, 3. Recall that S(p) is an L(p)-graded algebra with
deg(xi) = ~xi for i = 1, 2, 3. Note that L(p) = Z~x1⊕ tL(p). Hence L(p)/tL(p) ∼= Z.

We define a Z-graded algebra S(p) as follows: as an ungraded algebra S(p) = S(p),

while its homogeneous component is given by S(p)n = ⊕~y∈tL(p)S(p)n~x1+~y for each
n ∈ Z. By [4, Proposition 5.2] we have an equivalence of categories

(
modL(p) S(p)

)tL(p) ∼
−→ modZ S(p),

which restricts to an equivalence
(
mod

L(p)
0 S(p)

)tL(p) ∼
−→ modZ0 S(p) of full sub-

categories consisting of finite dimensional modules. Applying [4, Corollary 4.4] we
have an equivalence of categories

(
qmodL(p)S(p)

)tL(p) ∼
−→ qmodZS(p).(4.5)

That is,

(coh-P1
k(p;λ))

tL(p) ∼
−→ coh-E,(4.6)

where E is an elliptic curve defined by the Fermat equation x3
1 − x3

2 + x3
3 = 0.

It is well-known that the elliptic curve E has the normal form y2−y = x3−7 (c.f.
[24, Example 2.5 in Section 1]), hence the j-invariant j(E) = 0. By assumption,
ω2 − ω + 1 = 0. We know that

j(E(ω)) =
28(ω2 − ω + 1)3

ω2(ω − 1)2
= 0.

It follows from [24, Proposition 1.5 in Section 4] that E ∼= E(µ) for any µ ∈ Γ(ω).
This finishes the proof.

4.5. Proof of Proposition 1.2. Let coh0-P
1
k(p;λ) =

∐

x∈P
1

k

Ux, where each Uλi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ t is a stable tube Tpi
of rank pi, and other Ux’s are stable tubes of rank 1.

Note that the degree-shift action ofH on coh-P1
k(p;λ) restricts to anH-action on Ux

for each x ∈ P1
k. That is, there exists a group homomorphism ϕx : H → Aut(Ux) for

any x. For each exceptional point λj ∈ P1
k, since g.c.d.(a1j , a2j , · · · , asj , pj) = dj ,

we know that dj is the minimal positive integer such that Im(ϕλj
) = 〈τdj 〉. Then

by Proposition 2.1 we have an equivalence

(Uλj
)H ∼= Tdj

× · · · × Tdj
︸ ︷︷ ︸

nj times

.
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Similarly, for any x /∈ {λ1, λ2, · · · , λt}, (Ux)
H is equivalent to a product of stable

tubes of rank 1. Hence

q = (d1, · · · , d1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n1 times

, d2, · · · , d2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n2 times

, · · · , dt, · · · , dt
︸ ︷︷ ︸

nt times

).

According to [31, Theorem 2], we obtain

χP
1

k
(p;λ) =

χY

|H∗|
.

Recall that χP
1

k
(p;λ) = 2−

∑t
j=1(1−

1
pj
). Moreover, by [31, (2.3)], we have

χY = 2(1− gY)−

t∑

j=1

(1 −
1

dj
)nj = 2(1− gY)− n

t∑

j=1

dj − 1

pj
.

It follows that

gY =
n

2

t∑

j=1

(1−
dj
pj

)− n+ 1.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 1.2.

5. Applications

The equivalence (1.1) provides a new approach to investigate the category of
coherent sheaves of weighted projective curves via that of weighted projective lines.
In this section, we give some applications of (1.1) to hyperelliptic curves of arbitrary
genus and smooth projective curves of genus two. Moreover, we also establish links
to Arnold’s exceptional unimodal singularities.

5.1. Weighted projective lines and smooth projective curves. The following
result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 1.2, which gives a necessary and
sufficient condition for Y being a smooth projective curve.

Corollary 5.1. Keep the notations and assumptions in Proposition 1.2. Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) Y is a smooth projective curve;
(2) g.c.d.(a1j , a2j , · · · , asj , pj) = 1 for each 1 ≤ j ≤ t.

Proof. By Proposition 1.2, Y is a smooth projective curve if and only if dj = 1 for
1 ≤ j ≤ t, if and only if g.c.d.(a1j , a2j , · · · , asj , pj) = 1 for each 1 ≤ j ≤ t. �

Let q be a prime number. For a, r ∈ N, we introduce the notation qa ‖ r by
means of qa|r but qa+1 ∤ r. For p = (p1, p2, · · · , pt), let q

bi ‖ pi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t
and define

indexq(p) :=
∣
∣
{
i|bi = max{b1, · · · , bt}

}∣
∣.

Obviously, if q is not a factor of pi for any 1 ≤ i ≤ t, then each bi = 0, hence
indexq(p) = t.

Proposition 5.2. Keep the notations and assumptions in Proposition 1.2. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) there exists H ≤ tL(p) such that Y is a smooth projective curve;
(2) for each prime number q, indexq(p) ≥ 2.

Proof. First, we assume the statement (1) is satisfied. Assume there exists a prime
number q such that indexq(p) = 1, i.e. there exists k such that bk > bi for each
i 6= k. Denote p = l.c.m.(p1, p2, · · · , pt). Hence

q ∤
p

pk
and q |

p

pi
for each i 6= k.(5.1)
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For any 0 6= ~y =
∑t

i=1 ai~xi + a0~c ∈ tL(p) with 0 ≤ ai < pi, then p~y =
∑t

i=1 pai~xi + pa0~c = 0. Hence,
∑t

i=1
aip

2

pi
+ a0p

2 = 0. Let qb||p, thus by (5.1),

qb+1 | aip
2

pi
for each i 6= k and qb+1 | a0p

2. It follows that qb+1 | akp
2

pk
. Since qb||p

and q ∤ p
pk
, we have q|ak.

Therefore, for any subgroup H of tL(p) generated by ~yi =
∑t

j=1 aij~xj + ai~c for

1 ≤ i ≤ s, we have q | g.c.d.(a1k, a2k, · · · , ask, pk). This contradicts Corollary 5.1.
Thus for each prime number q, indexq(p) ≥ 2.

Conversely, we assume (2) is satisfied. Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ t, write pj =
∏m

i=1 q
di

i ,
where qi’s are pairwise distinct primes. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, since indexqi(p) ≥ 2,

there exists some k 6= j such that qdi

i | pk. Set ~yi =
pj

q
di
i

~xj −
pk

q
di
i

~xk and aij =
pj

q
di
i

.

Then ~yi ∈ tL(p) and qi ∤ aij . It follows that g.c.d.(a1j , a2j , · · · , amj , pj) = 1. By
Corollary 5.1, there exists H = tL(p) such that Y is a smooth projective curve.
This finishes the proof. �

Example 5.3. Let p = (2, 6, 12). Then 2 ‖ 2, 2 ‖ 6, 22 ‖ 12, hence index2(p) = 1.
According to Proposition 5.2, there does not exist a subgroup H ≤ L(p), such that

(coh-P1
k(p;λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Y

for some smooth projective curve Y.

Example 5.4. Let p = (4, 6, 12). Then 4 = 22, 6 = 2 · 3, 12 = 22 · 3, hence
index2(p) = 2 and index3(p) = 2. By Proposition 5.2, there exists H ≤ tL(p) such
that

(coh-P1
k(p;λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Y

for some smooth projective curve Y. In fact, we can take H = tL(p), then Y is a
smooth projective curve of genus 7 by Proposition 1.2.

5.2. Relation to hyperelliptic curves of arbitrary genus. For any g > 0, let
a1, a2, · · · , ag be pairwise distinct elements in k\{0, 1}. Let Eg be the hyperelliptic
curve of genus g determined by the following equation:

z2 = (y2 − x2)(y2 − a1x
2) · · · (y2 − agx

2).

Proposition 5.5. Keep the notations as above. Let p = (2, · · · , 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

g+3 times

) and λ =

{∞, 0, 1, a1, · · · , ag}. Then there exists an equivalence

(coh-P1
k(p;λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Eg,(5.2)

where H = 〈~x1 − ~x2, δg,even~x2 +
∑g+3

i=3 (−1)i~xi〉.

Proof. Denote by a0 = 1. Let S = k[X1, X2, · · · , Xg+3]/I, where I = (X2
i −X2

2 +
ai−3X

2
1 |i = 3, 4, · · · , g + 3). Denote by xj = Xj + I for 1 ≤ j ≤ g + 3. Then S is

an L(p)-graded algebra with deg(xj) = ~xj for any j. Let H ′ = 〈~x1, ~x2,
∑t

i=3 ~xi〉.
By easy calculation we obtain that the restriction subalgebra SH′ is isomorphic to

k[u, v, w]/
(
w2 − (v2 − u2)(v2 − a1u

2) · · · (v2 − agu
2)
)
,

which can be viewed as an H ′-graded algebra by defining deg(u) = ~x1, deg(v) =

~x2, deg(w) =
∑t

i=3 ~xi. Since H ′ is effective in the sense of [4, Definition 6.5], by [4,
Proposition 6.6] we have

qmodL(p)S
∼
−→ qmodH

′

SH′ .(5.3)

Observe that H ′ = Z~x1⊕H , henceH ′/H ∼= Z. We define a Z-graded algebra SH′

as follows: as an ungraded algebra SH′ = SH′ , while its homogeneous component
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is given by (SH′)n = ⊕~h∈H
(SH′ )

n~x1+~h
for each n ∈ Z. By [4, Proposition 5.2] we

have an equivalence of categories

(modH
′

SH′ )H
∼
−→ modZ SH′ ,

which restricts to an equivalence (modH′

0 SH′)H
∼
−→ modZ

0 SH′ of full subcategories
consisting of finite dimensional modules. Applying [4, Corollary 4.4] we have an
equivalence of categories

(qmodH
′

SH′ )H
∼
−→ qmodZSH′ .(5.4)

Combining with (5.3) and (5.4) we have

(qmodL(p)S)H
∼
−→ qmodZSH′ .

This proves (5.2). �

5.3. Relation to smooth projective curves of genus 2. Recall that p =
(p1, p2, · · · , pt) and L(p) = Z~x1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Z~xt/(p1~x1 = p2~x2 = · · · = pt~xt := ~c).
Let σ be a permutation on {1, 2, · · · , t} and pσ := (pσ(1), pσ(2), · · · , pσ(t)). Denote
by L(pσ) := Z~y1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Z~yt/(pσ(1)~y1 = pσ(2)~y2 = · · · = pσ(t)~yt). Then there is a
natural permutation isomorphism

πσ : L(p) → L(pσ); ~xi 7→ ~yσ−1(i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ t.

Proposition 5.6. Let P1
k(p;λ) be a weighted projective line and H be a finite

subgroup of L(p). Assume

(coh-P1
k(p;λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Y

for some smooth projective curve Y of genus 2. Then all the possibilities for (p, H)
are classified in Table 3 (up to permutation isomorphisms).

Table 3. Equivariant relations for genus 2

p H

(2, 5, 10) tL(2, 5, 10)

(2, 6, 6) tL(2, 6, 6)

(2, 8, 8) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + 3~x3 − ~c〉

(3, 6, 6) 〈~x1 + 5~x2 + 5~x3 − 2~c〉

(5, 5, 5) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + 3~x3 − ~c〉

(2, 2, 3, 3) tL(2, 2, 3, 3)

(2, 2, 4, 4) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + ~x3 + 3~x4 − 2~c〉

(3, 3, 3, 3) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + 2~x3 + 2~x4 − 2~c〉

(2, 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈
∑4

i=1 ~xi − 2~c, ~x4 + ~x5 − ~c〉

(2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈
∑6

i=1 ~xi − 3~c〉

Proof. Let p = (p1, · · · , pt) and denote by |H | = n. Up to permutation isomor-
phisms we can assume 2 ≤ p1 ≤ p2 ≤ · · · ≤ pt without loss of generality. Since Y is
smooth, by Corollary 5.1 and Proposition 1.2 we have n

pt
= nt ≥ 1, i.e. pt ≤ n.
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According to [31, Theorem 2], we have

2−

t∑

i=1

(1−
1

pi
) = χP

1

k
(p;λ) =

χY

n
=

2(1− gY)

n
= −

2

n
.

It follows that

(5.5) t− 2 =

t∑

i=1

1

pi
+

2

n
≤

t+ 2

p1
.

Then p1 ≥ 2 implies t ≤ 6. Moreover, by Theorem 1.1 we know that P1
k(p;λ) is of

wild type, hence t ≥ 3.

For t = 6, by (5.5) we have 4 =
∑6

i=1
1
pi

+ 2
n

≤ 8
p1

≤ 4, which forces p =

(2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2) and n = 2. Assume H = 〈~y〉 with normal form ~y =
6∑

i=1

ai~xi + a~c.

According to Corollary 5.1, we have g.c.d.(ai, pi) = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 6, hence ai = 1

for any i. Now n = 2 implies a = −3, that is, H = 〈
∑6

i=1 ~xi − 3~c〉.

For t = 5, (5.5) reads 3 =
∑5

i=1
1
pi

+ 2
n
≤ 7

p1

. By similar arguments as above,

we get pi = 2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4 and p5 ≤ 3. If p5 = 3, we have index3(p) = 1,
contradicting to Proposition 5.2, hence p5 = 2 and then n = 4 follows. Note
that each torsion element in tL(2, 2, 2, 2, 2) has order 2. Hence H has the form

H = 〈~y1, ~y2〉 with normal forms ~yk =
∑5

i=1 aki~xi + ak~c for k = 1, 2. According to
Corollary 5.1, we have g.c.d.(a1i, a2i, pi) = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, hence (a1i, a2i) 6= (0, 0)
for any i. By the explicit description of torsion group tL(2, 2, 2, 2, 2), we obtain

that H = 〈
∑4

i=1 ~xi − 2~c, ~x4 + ~x5 − ~c〉, up to permutation isomorphisms.

For t = 4, by (5.5) we have 2 =
∑4

i=1
1
pi
+ 2

n
≤ 6

p1

, hence p1 = 2 or 3. Combining

with Proposition 5.2, by using indexq(p) ≥ 2 for all prime number q, we obtain
that there are only the following three cases for p:

(i) (2, 2, 3, 3), (ii) (2, 2, 4, 4), (iii) (3, 3, 3, 3).

It is easy to calculate that n = 6, 4, 3 respectively. Now by using Corollary 5.1,
we can derive the forms of H as follows respectively:

(i) tL(2, 2, 3, 3), (ii) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + ~x3 + 3~x4 − 2~c〉, (iii) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + 2~x3 + 2~x4 − 2~c〉.

For t = 3, (5.5) reads 1 =
∑3

i=1
1
pi

+ 2
n
≤ 5

p1

, hence p1 ≤ 5. Combining with

Proposition 5.2, by using indexq(p) ≥ 2 for all prime number q, we obtain that
there are only the following five cases for p:

(i) (2, 5, 10), (ii) (2, 6, 6), (iii) (2, 8, 8), (iv) (3, 6, 6), (v) (5, 5, 5).

It is easy to see that n = 10, 12, 8, 6, 5 respectively. According to Corollary 5.1,
we can derive the forms of H as follows respectively:

(i) tL(2, 5, 10), (ii) tL(2, 6, 6), (iii) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + 3~x3 − ~c〉,
(iv) 〈~x1 + 5~x2 + 5~x3 − 2~c〉, (v) 〈~x1 + ~x2 + 3~x3 − ~c〉.

To sum up, we obtain Table 3. �

5.4. Relation to Arnold’s exceptional unimodal singularities. Arnold’s ex-
ceptional unimodal singularities arise in the theory of singularities of differentiable
maps [1], which are related to the mirror symmetry of K3 surfaces (see e.g. [14]),
and have close relationship to automorphic forms and Fuchsian singularities (see
e.g. [27, 32, 15, 18, 48]). There are 14 kinds of weighted projective lines associated
to Arnold’s 14 exceptional unimodal singularities. For these 14 cases, we have the
following result.
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Proposition 5.7. Let P1
k(p)’s be the 14 weighted projective lines associated to

Arnold’s 14 exceptional unimodal singularities. Let H be a finite subgroup of L(p).
Then all the equivalences of the form

(coh-P1
k(p))

H ∼
−→ coh-Y

are classified in Table 4 (up to permutation isomorphisms).

Table 4. Equivariant relations for Arnold’s exceptional unimodal singularities

P1
k(p1, p2, p3) H Y = Y(q1, q2, · · · , qs) gY

P1
k(2, 3, 7)

P1
k(2, 3, 8) 〈~x1 − 4~x3〉 Y(3, 3, 4) 0

P1
k(2, 3, 9) 〈~x2 − 3~x3〉 Y(2, 2, 2, 3) 0

P1
k(2, 4, 5) 〈~x1 − 2~x2〉 Y(2, 5, 5) 0

P1
k(2, 4, 6)

〈~x1 − 2~x2〉 Y(2, 6, 6) 0

〈~x1 − 3~x3〉 Y(3, 4, 4) 0

〈2~x2 − 3~x3〉 Y(2, 2, 2, 3) 0

tL(2, 4, 6) Y(2, 2, 3, 3) 0

P1
k(2, 4, 7) 〈~x1 − 2~x2〉 Y(2, 7, 7) 0

P1
k(2, 5, 5) 〈~x2 − ~x3〉 Y(2, 2, 2, 2, 2) 0

P1
k(2, 5, 6) 〈~x1 − 3~x3〉 Y(3, 5, 5) 0

P1
k(3, 3, 4) 〈~x1 − ~x2〉 Y(4, 4, 4) 0

P1
k(3, 3, 5) 〈~x1 − ~x2〉 Y(5, 5, 5) 0

P1
k(3, 3, 6)

〈~x1 − ~x2〉 Y(6, 6, 6) 0

〈~x2 − 2~x3〉 Y(2, 3, 3, 3) 0

〈~x1 + ~x2 − 4~x3〉 Y(2) 1

tL(3, 3, 6) Y(2, 2, 2) 1

P1
k(3, 4, 4)

〈2~x2 − 2~x3〉 Y(2, 2, 3, 3) 0

〈~x2 − ~x3〉 Y(3, 3, 3, 3) 0

P1
k(3, 4, 5)

P1
k(4, 4, 4)

〈2~x1 − 2~x2〉 Y(2, 2, 4, 4) 0

〈~x1 − ~x2〉 Y(4, 4, 4, 4) 0

〈~x1 + ~x2 − 2~x3〉 Y(2, 2) 1

〈2~x1 − 2~x2, 2~x2 − 2~x3〉 Y(2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2) 0

〈~x1 − ~x2, 2~x2 − 2~x3〉 Y(2, 2, 2, 2) 1

tL(4, 4, 4) Y 3

Proof. The weight types p’s of the weighted projective lines P1
k(p)’s associated to

Arnold’s 14 exceptional unimodal singularities are well-known; see e.g. [48, Table
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1]. For such a weight type p, it is easy to calculate the subgroup H of tL(p) by the
explicit description of the torsion group tL(p) in Lemma 4.1. Then for each H , by
Theorem 1.1 we have an equivalence

(5.6) (coh-P1
k(p;λ))

H ∼
−→ coh-Y

for some weighted projective curve Y = Y(q;µ), where the weight type q and the
genus gY can be calculated by Proposition 1.2. This finishes the proof. �
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Fuchsian singularities. Math. Ann., 347(3):689–702, 2010.
[20] W. Ebeling and A. Takahashi. Mirror symmetry between orbifold curves and cusp singularities

with group action. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (10):2240–2270, 2013.
[21] W. Geigle and H. Lenzing. A class of weighted projective curves arising in representation

theory of finite-dimensional algebras. In Singularities, representation of algebras, and vector
bundles (Lambrecht, 1985), volume 1273 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 265–297. Springer,
Berlin, 1987.



18 QIANG DONG, SHIQUAN RUAN, HONGXIA ZHANG
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