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AN INTERSECTION-DIMENSION FORMULA FOR PREPROJECTIVE
MODULES OF TYPE D,

BLAKE JACKSON

ABSTRACT. This paper proves the existence of an intersection-dimension formula for prepro-
jective modules over path algebras of type D,,. Identical intersection-dimension formulas have
previously been provided for modules over path algebras of type Ay, Dy, and A,, due to Schiffler
as well as He, Zhou, and Zhu. These modules can be represented geometrically by some set of
curves on special surfaces. The intersection-dimension formula is an equality of the intersection
number between two curves and the dimensions of the first extension spaces between the two
modules they represent. This paper takes a direct approach to proving the formula utilizing the
known structure of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of type D,,. Future work will extend the formula

to the entire module category (not just the preprojective modules) over path algebras of type

D,,.

1. INTRODUCTION

Cluster categories were introduced simultaneously in [3, 5] in order to further study the cluster
algebras introduced by Fomin and Zelevinsky [8, 9]. Cluster categories are a modified version of
the module category of a hereditary algebra (in fact, they are an orbit category of the derived
category of the module category). In [5], the authors realize the cluster categories of type A4,, by
constructing a category of diagonals of a regular polygon with n 4 3 vertices. The construction
of the Auslander-Reiten quiver from a triangulation of some special surfaces was introduced in
[4, 17]. Schiffler [17] provided a model for cluster (module) categories of type D,, by using triangu-
lations of a once-punctured n-gon. Recently, He, Zhou, and Zhu [15] provided a geometric model
for the module category of skew-gentle or clannish algebras (a large class of representation-tame
finite-dimensional algebras introduced in [14] which can be realized from partially triangulated
surfaces). The skew-gentle algebras cover the classical path algebras of type A, as well as path
algebras of type gn, but not D, or D,.

The main feature of these geometric models in regard to the module category is the so-called
intersection-dimension formula for the modules over these algebras. Modules are represented in
the geometric model by some set of admissible tagged edges in their respective surface. The
intersection-dimension formula relates the geometric data (intersections of edges) with the homo-
logical data of the modules they represent (dimension of the first extension spaces between the

two modules). The former is a straightforward calculation after the model is given; the latter can
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be highly nontrivial, especially for path algebras over quivers of affine Dynkin type (for example,
quivers of type l~)n)

This paper continues this direction of research with an intersection-dimension formula for the
preprojective modules of type l~?n, the last of the acyclic path algebras that can be realized from
triangulations of a surface. The algebraic properties of preprojective modules over acyclic path
algebras are well studied (see, for example, [1, 6, 11, 16, 19, 20]). However, an intersection-
dimension formula for preprojective modules over algebras of type 5n has yet to emerge.

Schiffler’s [17] proof of the existence of the intersection-dimension formula for modules of type
D,, bears some similarity to my proof for preprojective modules of type ﬁn In the type D, case,
there are finitely many isomorphism classes of indecomposable modules and the largest dimension
of an extension space is 2. Since there are finitely many homotopy classes of admissible tagged
edges in a once-punctured monogon, counting the intersections between two admissible tagged
edges just requires knowledge of the relative position of the endpoints. Unfortunately, in the type
D, case, there are infinitely many isomorphism classes of indecomposable preprojective tagged
edges with the same endpoints.

On the other hand, He, Zhou, and Zhu’s [15] proof relies heavily on the theory of skew-gentle
algebras that were introduced in [14]. An important distinction between their work and this paper
is the geometric model considered. The geometric model used by He, Zhou, and Zhu requires the
punctured, marked surface to be partially triangulated. Due to the work of Fomin, Shapiro, and
Thurston [7], it’s not hard to see that He, Zhou, and Zhu’s techniques are unable to cover the
type 15” modules. Their technique does cover the intersection-dimension formulas for modules
of types A,, and Xn, the latter being an addition to the list of module categories exhibiting an
intersection-dimension formula.

This paper takes a direct approach to prove the existence of an intersection-dimension formula
for a path algebra of type 15”, relying on a theorem detailing the structure of the preprojective
component of the Auslander-Reiten quivers of affine type. For the benefit of the reader, detailed
proofs are given along with extensive examples at the end of the paper. Future work will extend
the formula in this paper to the entire module category of type ﬁn and, hopefully, to the cluster
category as well. Beyond this, the next step to furthering this line of research is to provide
geometric objects which correspond to the quivers (not even modules or clusters) of exceptional
types E; and EZ for i =6,7,8.

The main result of the paper is the following theorem:

Theorem A. Let S be a triangulated, twice-punctured marked surface whose triangulation T
corresponds to an acyclic quiver QT of type ﬁn, k be an algebraically closed field, and kQT be
the path algebra over QT. Then given any two preprojective tagged edges (v1,r1) and (y2, K2)
(not necessarily distinct),

Int((v1, k1), (72, k2)) = dimy Extl(Ml, My) + dimy Extl(Mg, M)
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where M; = M (7, k;) is a kQT-module for i = 1,2, Int is the intersection number between two
preprojective tagged edges, and Ext!(M, N) is the group of extensions of N by M viewed as a
k-vector space spanned by short exact sequences in mod kQT.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 defines the basic objects and notation that will
be used in the remainder of the paper. Next, Section 3 describes the main construction of the
geometric model and defines a fundamental operation on elements of the geometric model-the
tagged rotation of an admissible tagged edge. Sections 4 and 5 define the two categories which
are used to prove Theorem A along with the Auslander-Reiten translation. Section 6 proves the
equivalence of these categories. Finally, Section 7 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem A along
with extensive examples to illustrate the result.

Throughout this paper, k is an algebraically closed field. For any k-algebra A, we consider
only finite-dimensional left A-modules where mod .4 is the abelian category of these modules.
Finally, this paper uses the convention that an affine Dynkin diagram of type D,, contains n + 1

vertices.

2. QUIVERS AND PATH ALGEBRAS

Definition 2.1. A quiver Q = (Qo, Q1) is a finite digraph without loops and directed 2-cycles
where Qg is the set of vertices and Q1 is the set of arrows. The elements of Q)¢ are indexed by
the numbers 1,2,...n. If « € @1 with a : i — j, then we say s(a) = i is the source of « and
t(a) = j is the target of a. A quiver @ is acyclic if it contains no directed cycles of any length.

Definition 2.2. Let i € Qg be a vertex in ). Then ;@ is the mutation of ) at vertex ¢ and
is the quiver obtained from @ in the following way:

(1) for each path 7 — i — k in @ of length 2 passing through i, add an arrow j — k in p;Q
(2) reverse all arrows which begin or end at vertex 4
(3) delete any 2-cycles that have appeared as a result of step 1.

A quiver @’ is mutation-equivalent to @ if there is a finite sequence of vertices i1, 2, ..., 7} in
Qo such that Q' = p;, piy...pti, Q. If G is a finite or affine Dynkin diagram, then a quiver @ is of
type G if Q is mutation equivalent to an acyclic orientation of G.

Quivers were introduced by Gabriel [10] and have become fundamental objects in the study of
cluster algebras developed by Fomin and Zelevinsky [8, 9]. While this paper is less concerned with
cluster theory, developments in the field of cluster algebras have led to significant contributions
in other areas of mathematics, such as the representation theory of algebras. This paper is
concerned primarily with quivers of type 15”; however, care is taken to state results in the most
general sense. It is also worth noting that mutation acts as an involution on quivers (and clusters
[8]). This means that for a quiver @, p;u;Q = Q.
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Definition 2.3. Let ) be a finite, connected quiver and k be an algebraically closed field. Then
k(@ is the path algebra over () with basis given by the set of all directed paths in () and
multiplication between two basis elements given by path concatenation. If @) is acyclic then the
basis of k@ will have finitely many elements; in this case, the algebra is finite-dimensional. If
G is a finite or affine Dynkin diagram, then kQ is of type G if @) is of type G.

Definition 2.4. A ring or an algebra is said to be hereditary if all submodules of projective

modules are projective.
The following is a classical result of the representation theory of finite-dimensional algebras.

Theorem 2.5. Every finite-dimensional hereditary algebra over an algebraically closed field is

Morita equivalent to a path algebra over some acyclic quiver Q).

Hereditary algebras are algebras with global dimension 1. This already tells us a great
deal about the homological properties of these algebras: if A is a hereditary algebra, then
Exty(M,N) = 0 for i« > 1 and any M, N € mod.A. This restricts the study of extensions
to Extly.

3. MAIN CONSTRUCTION AND TAGGED ROTATION

Definition 3.1. A punctured, marked surface with boundary as defined in [7] is a triple
S = (S,M, P) where S is an oriented surface with boundary, P € S\ 95 is the set of punctures,
and M € 0S5 is the set of marked points on the boundary of S. An admissible tagged edge or
curve (v, k) in a punctured, marked surface with boundary S is a continuous map v : [0,1] — S
and a map ~ : {t | y(t) € P} — {0, 1} such that

(1) 7(0),7(1) e PUM,
(2) v(t) e A’ =8\ (PUOdS) for 0 <t <1,
(3) v or its self-intersection do not cut out a once-punctured monogon (Figure 1), and
(4) ~ is not homotopic to a boundary segment of S

Let E* be the set of admissible tagged edges (v, k). If v has both endpoints in M, then the

domain of x is ) and for convenience we write x = (.

Remark 3.2. For any admissible tagged edge with one endpoint in P and the other in M, we
will assume that v(0) € P. This reduces the number of choices to make later and has no effect

on the results.

Notations 3.3. Graphically the map x is indicated by using a notch or bowtie. If v(0) € P
and £(0) = 1, then « will have a notch or bowtie drawn near v(0). Otherwise, the edge will be
plain near v(0). For example, in Figure 2, the edge labeled 7 in the left-hand panel and the edges
labeled 1 and 2 in the right-hand panel all have x(0) = 1.
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FiGure 1. Non-admissible curves cutting out once-punctured monogons.

The existence of edges ending in a puncture slightly complicates the definition of intersection
between two admissible tagged edges.

Definition 3.4. Two admissible tagged edges (71, k1), (72, k2) € E* are said to intersect in a
puncture if

(1) m(t) =2(t2) €P

(2) ra(t1) # ra(ta)

(3) If 41 and 2 are homotopic as untagged edges, then v1(1 — ¢;1) = 72(1 — t2) € P and
Hl(l - tl) 75 %2(1 - tg).

In words, there are two cases that result in punctured intersections. Two admissible tagged
edges starting at the same puncture and ending at two different points in M have 1 punctured
intersection if they have different tags at the puncture. If two admissible tagged edges have
their endpoints in the same two punctures with different tagging at each end, they will have
2 punctured intersections, one for each endpoint in a puncture. However, as will be shown in
Section 4, admissible tagged edges with both endpoints in the punctures are not preprojective
and are therefore beyond the scope of this paper.

Definition 3.5. Let (1, x1), (72, k2) € E* be two admissible tagged edges and A? = S\ (PUJS).
Then the intersection number between these admissible tagged edges is

Int((v1, K1), (72, K2)) = min{Card(v1 Nv2 N A%)} + Card(B((y1, k1), (12, K2))) = 0

where B((71, k1), (72, K2)) counts the number of punctured intersections, Card is the cardinality
of a set, and all curves 1,79 are considered up to homotopy relative to their endpoints. Two
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admissible tagged edges cross if Int((y1, k1), (2, k2)) # 0. Intersections that occur in A® are
called normal intersections.

Definition 3.6. Let S be a punctured, marked surface with boundary. A triangulation T of S
is a maximal collection of non-crossing admissible tagged edges in S. Note that “non-crossing”
excludes admissible tagged edges with self-intersections and punctured intersections from the
triangulation.

Definition 3.7. Let S be a punctured, marked surface with boundary and T be a triangulation
of S. Then QT, the quiver associated to T, is the following quiver:

e The elements in Q7 are in bijection with the tagged edges (v, x) € T
e There is an edge i — j in QT if and only if
(1) the tagged edges representing i and j in T share a common endpoint in ag € MUP
(2) 7 is the direct counter-clockwise neighbor of i at ag
(3) ¢ and j are not homotopic as untagged edges
The final step in forming Q7T is to delete any 2-cycles; these will be generated by arcs ending at
a puncture. If G is a finite or affine Dynkin diagram, then T is of type G if QT is of type G. A
triangulation T is said to be acyclic if QT is. This paper only considers acyclic triangulations.

Remark 3.8. Note how QT in the left-hand panel of Figure 2 has arrows 5 — 6 and 6 — 7.
This is because the untagged edges 6 and 7 are homotopic to one another, so 5 is adjacent to
both of them. Also, in both panels of Figure 2, since only the edges labeled 6 and 7 end at the
same puncture, the arrows 6 — 7 and 7 — 6 form a 2-cycle and are deleted.

The quiver associated with a triangulation T is finite if T is finite. Moreover, mutation of the
quiver at vertex i can be realized geometrically by the so-called “flip” of the admissible tagged
edge i (see [7]). Figure 2 gives two examples of non-acyclic triangulations of type D,.

Definition 3.9. For a curve v in S with y(0) € M (resp. v(1) € M), let y[1] (resp. [1]y) be the
curve obtained from v by moving v(0) (resp. (1)) along the boundary counterclockwise to the
next marked point.

Figure 3 gives an example of the [1] operator acting on an admissible tagged edge. The next
definition is of great importance to the remainder of the paper.

Definition 3.10. Let (v, k) be an admissible tagged edge in S. The tagged rotation of (v, k)
is p(7, k) = (p(7), k) where
(1] it ~(0),7(1) e M
p(v) =4[ty if~(0)ePandy(l)eM
gl if v(0),7(1) e P
and x(t)’ =1 — k(t) for any endpoints in P.
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FIGURE 2. An example of a non-acyclic Dg triangulation (left) and a non-acyclic
D7 triangulation (right).

Remark 3.11. Note that p preserves adjacency between admissible tagged edges. Specifically,
if (v1,%1) and (72, k2) share any endpoints, so do p(v1, k1) and p(72,k2). p also respects self-
intersections. As a consequence, if T is an acyclic triangulation with quiver QT, then pT is also
an acyclic triangulation and QT = QT. When we apply n tagged rotations to a curve (v, &), we
write p" (7, k).

The requirement that no admissible tagged edges cut out a once-punctured monogon is now
an issue that must be considered in light of the [1] operator. In order to address this, He, Zhou,

and Zhu [15] introduce the notion of the completion of a curve.

Definition 3.12. If v(0) € P and (1) € M, then 7, the completion of 7, is the curve
which cuts out a once-punctured monogon and, together with v, creates a self-folded triangle.
Otherwise, ¥ = . Note that there are two tagged edges ending in the puncture with the same
completion; one for each map k. To avoid ambiguity, assume that all completions are oriented
so that v(0) € P lies to the left of 7 (see Figure 4).
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FIGURE 3. An example of a one-end shift.
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FIGURE 4. The completion of a tagged edge.

4. THE CATEGORY OF PREPROJECTIVE TAGGED EDGES

This is the first of the two categories that Theorem A is concerned with. In [7], the authors give
a precise count for the number of tagged edges in a punctured, marked surface with boundary S.
The following theorem is due to Proposition 2.10 of their paper.
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Theorem 4.1 ([7]). All triangulations T of a twice-punctured n-gon contain n + 3 admissible

tagged edges and have a quiver QT of type ]_~)n+2.

In light of this result, this paper focuses on the case when S is a twice-punctured n-gon (n > 3
so that QT is at least of type D5). However, smaller n are sometimes considered when appropriate.
We will continue to assume that T is an acyclic triangulation.

Definition 4.2. Fix a triangulation T of S. The projective tagged edges in E* are defined
to be

PTE(T) = {(.x) € S | p'(7,x) € T} C E*.
The preprojective tagged edges in E* are defined to be
PPTE(T) ={(y,k) € S| p"(v,x) € T for some n > 1} C E*.

The following results describe PPT E(T); specifically, they describe which classes of admissible
tagged edges do not appear in PPTE(T).

Proposition 4.3. For a triangulation of a twice-punctured n-gon, PPTE(T) contains no ad-
missible tagged edges with both endpoints in the punctures. This implies, by definition, that T

contains no such admissible tagged edges.

Proof. By definition, an admissible tagged edge (v,x) € PPTE(T) must be a finite number of
tagged rotations away from an element of T. If 7(0),~v(1) € P, then the tagged rotation p will
have no effect on the endpoints of v and only affect the map k.

The proof proceeds by contradiction. Assume that (y,x) € PPTE(T) has both endpoints
in P. Since we are only considering twice-punctured n-gons, it must be the case that |[P| = 2
and call these punctures Py and P;. Furthermore, since admissible tagged edges (or their self-
intersections) are not allowed to cut out once-punctured monogons, we can assume without loss
of generality that v(0) = Py and (1) = P;. We may also assume that  has no self-intersections,
else p" (v, k) € T would have self-intersections—a contradiction to (v,x) € PPTE(T).

Since p sends k(t) — &/(t) = 1 — k(t) for each endpoint in a puncture, we can deduce that
p*(v,k) = (v,k). Since (v,x) € PPTE(T), it must be the case that p'(y,x) = (v,x') € T.
Now that we have a fixed element of the triangulation that results in (y, k) being a preprojective
tagged edge, we will show that this forces the triangulation of a twice-punctured n-gon to be
non-acyclic—a contradiction.

In order to prove that all resulting triangulations will be non-acyclic, we proceed by induction.
The base case is a twice-punctured monogon. It is straightforward to check that all triangulations
of a twice-punctured monogon containing (v, ') (there are three of them up to symmetry and
choices for tagging as depicted in Figure 5) are non-acyclic. The reason this happens is that, in
all three cases, there will always be a puncture which is the endpoint of three or more admissible
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FiGURE 5. Triangulations of a twice-punctured monogon containing an edge with

both ends in the punctures.

tagged edges. As can be seen in the left-hand panel of Figure 2, whenever there are three or more
admissible tagged edges that end in a puncture, the resulting quiver will contain a cycle.

Now assume S is a twice-punctured m-gon containing (v, ). If there is an admissible tagged
edge in the triangulation which cuts out a twice-punctured I-gon where [ < m, the triangulation of
the resulting I-gon will be non-acyclic by the inductive hypothesis and therefore the triangulation
of the m-gon will also be non-acyclic. Therefore, no admissible tagged edges will have both
endpoints in M, otherwise, that edge will cut out a twice-punctured I-gon where | < m. Hence,
the remaining admissible tagged edges of the triangulation will have one endpoint in M and the
other in P. There will be at least 3 admissible tagged edges ending in P: this is how many
remaining admissible tagged edges there are in the twice-punctured monogon excluding (v, ’).
Since each puncture already has (7, ') ending in it, we can apply the pigeonhole principle to see
that one of the punctures will have 3 or more admissible tagged edges ending in it. Therefore
the resulting triangulation will be non-acyclic.

Since all triangulations containing (v, ') will be non-acyclic (a contradiction), we can conclude
that PPTE(T) and T contain no admissible tagged edges with both endpoints in the punctures.

|

Proposition 4.4. If S is at least a twice-punctured triangle and T is a triangulation of S, then
PPTE(T), and hence T, contains no admissible tagged edges which cut out a twice-punctured
digon.
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FIGURE 6. Acyclic triangulations of a twice-punctured digon.

Proof. Start with a twice-punctured digon and triangulate it so that the triangulation is acyclic.
There are four of these up to symmetry and choice of tagging as depicted in Figure 6. The
resulting quiver will contain 5 vertices and be of type 154. Now label one of the two boundary
components as an admissible tagged edge of a triangulation instead of a boundary component.
The resulting quiver is now of type 55 and is non-acyclic. On the other hand, if S is at least
a twice-punctured triangle and PPTE(T) contains an admissible tagged edge that cuts out a
twice-punctured digon, it must be the case that T itself contains an admissible tagged edge which
cuts out a twice-punctured digon. This is due to the fact that p preserves adjacency. By the

above argument, this triangulation is non-acyclic. ]

Proposition 4.5. Fix a triangulation T of a twice-punctured n-gon. Then each P € P must be
the endpoint of exactly two admissible tagged edges v, A € T with the following restriction:
v(1) and A(1) must not be separated by any marked points in M.

Remark 4.6. The condition in the statement of Proposition 4.5 means that either v and A share
the same endpoint in M or that v and X are exactly a one-end shift operation [1] away from one

another.

Proof. Recall that the convention in this paper is to have any admissible tagged edge with one
end in P and the other in M to terminate in M. First of all, note that any acyclic triangulation
has at least two admissible tagged edges ending in P, or the triangulation will not be a maximal
set of non-crossing edges. Also, by the proof of Proposition 4.3, any more than two admissible
tagged edges ending in a single puncture will result in a non-acyclic triangulation. Assume that
the polygon satisfies n > 3; if not, the proof is trivial. The proof proceeds by contradiction.
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FiGURE 7. The set up for the proof in Proposition 4.5.

Assume there is at least one marked point mg between (1) and A(1) and that v(0) = A(0) = P
such that mg, (1), A(1), and P are boundary points of a polygon which is free of punctures. Then
there is at least one other marked point m; which is separated from mg such that my,v(1), A(1),
and P are boundary points of a once-punctured polygon (as in Figure 7).

In the polygon free of punctures, we must choose admissible tagged edges to progress the
triangulation of the twice-punctured n-gon. If one of these ends in the puncture P, this will result
in 3 admissible tagged edges ending in P and giving a non-acyclic triangulation—contradiction.
Therefore the choices for admissible tagged edges are restricted and there must be exactly one
edge with endpoints (1) and A(1).

In the once-punctured polygon, there are more choices to consider; however, all triangulations
of the once-punctured polygon will result in a non-acyclic triangulation for the original twice-
punctured surface S. The resulting triangulation will either have an edge ending in P or an edge
connecting (1) and A(1) which cuts S into two once-punctured polygons. Both of these result
in non-acyclic triangulations. |

Corollary 4.7. If T is a triangulation of a twice-punctured n-gon (n > 3) S, then T contains
two admissible tagged edges which, together with 95, cut S into two once-punctured digons and
an unpunctured polygon.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 4.5. Since the two pairs
of admissible tagged edges of the triangulation that end in the two punctures must be neighbors
or share the same endpoint in M, triangulations are a maximal set of non-crossing edges, and
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there can be no edges that cut out a twice-punctured digon, there must be two edges (one for
each puncture) which cut out once-punctured digons containing the pairs. ]

4.1. Elementary Moves. An elementary move sends a tagged edge (v,x) to another tagged
edge. Since we are only working with preprojective tagged edges, we only need to consider
three classes of elementary moves. In other words, due to Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, there are
no preprojective tagged edges with both endpoints in the punctures and no preprojective tagged
edges that cut out a twice-punctured digon.

Definition 4.8. Let S be a twice-punctured n-gon, T be a triangulation of S, and (v,k) €
PPTE(T)\ PTE(T). An elementary move is a map PPTE(T) \ PTE(T) — PPTE(T)
which falls into one of three classes:

(1) If v has both ends in M and 7 and the boundary components of S do not form a once-
punctured digon, then there are exactly two elementary moves (v,0) — (y[1],0) and
(7,0) — ([1],0)

(2) If v has both ends in M and 7 and a boundary component of S do form a once-punctured
digon, then there are exactly three elementary moves. Without loss of generality, assume
that ~ is oriented so that the puncture inside the digon lies to the left of 7 (as in Figure 8).
In this case, [1]7 is homotopic to the completion X of two tagged edges (), k) and (A, x').
The elementary moves are therefore (v, 0) — (v[1],0), (7,0) — (X, k), and (v, 0) — (A, &).

(3) If ~y satisfies 7(0) € P and (1) € M, then there is exactly one elementary move. Let 7
be the completion of . The elementary move is (v, ) — (F[1], 0).

Note that the elementary moves described above can be thought of as possible “middle steps”
between a curve (v, k) and its tagged rotation p(v, k). The purpose of this will become clear in
the next subsection.

4.2. The Category of Preprojective Tagged Edges. Now that PPTE(T) has been de-
scribed and we have the notion of an elementary move, we can give the definition of the first
category which plays a major role in Theorem A.

Definition 4.9. The category of preprojective tagged edges P(T) is the category with
objects being homotopy classes of preprojective tagged edges. The space of morphisms from
(71, k1) to (72, k2) is a quotient of the vector space spanned by elementary moves (2, k2) —
(71, 51)-

A mesh relation is an equality between certain sequences of elementary moves. To be precise,
for (v,x) € PPTE(T), the mesh relation is

My i) = Z(a)a

«
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F1GURE 8. The three classes of elementary moves.

where the sum is over all elementary moves « : (A, ;) — (7, k) and («) is the elementary move
(@) : p(v, k) = (N, ki) which is guaranteed to exist for (v, k) ¢ PTE(T).

Therefore, the set of morphisms from (71, k1) to (2, k2) in P(T) is the quotient of the vector
space spanned by elementary moves (72, k2) + (71,+1) by the subspace generated by the mesh

relations.

Remark 4.10. It is crucial to note that the arrows in P(T) go in the opposite direction of
the elementary moves. Also, note that the category of preprojective tagged edges has a definite
“beginning” starting with the projective tagged edges.

Proposition 4.11. Let (v;, ki), (7}, k) € PTE(T) be two projective tagged edges corresponding
to triangulated edges i and j respectively. Then there is an arrow (vi, ki) — (7j, k) in P(T) if
and only if there is an arrow j — i in QT.

Proof. Note that the requirement that T be an acyclic triangulation ensures that there are always
exactly two triangulated edges with endpoints in the same puncture which are either direct
neighbors or share the same endpoint in M (Proposition 4.5). This in turn means that there will
be no edges in QT arising from punctured neighbors as these two edges will form a 2-cycle in
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QT. Furthermore, since the projective tagged edges are exactly one tagged rotation away from
T, we can also say that there are exactly two projective tagged edges with endpoints in the same
puncture. This means that all arrows in QT arise from two admissible tagged edges that are
neighbors in M.

If there is an arrow j — i in QT, then 7 must be the direct counterclockwise neighbor of j in T
with shared endpoint ag € M. Since they share one endpoint in M and there are no triangulated
edges between ¢ and j, it must be one of the cases depicted in Figure 8. It follows that there must
be an elementary move j — i. Also, since p preserves adjacency between two edges, we have that
there is an elementary move (v;, ;) — (7i,ki). By definition of the category of preprojective
tagged edges, there will be an arrow (7v;, k;) — (74, k;) in P(T). [ |

Definition 4.12. The coordinates of (y,x) € P(T) are (n,j) if p"(v,x) = j € T. Moreover,
the level of (v, k) € P(T) is level(y, k) = n.

Definition 4.13. Let @ be an acyclic quiver. Define N@Q to be the following quiver:

e the vertex set is N x Qg with coordinates (n,i) for each n € N and i € Q.
e for each arrow ¢ — j € @ and each n € N, there are two arrows (n,7) — (n,j) and
(n,j) = (n+1,7) in NQ

Lemma 4.14. P(T) = N(QT)P where Q°P is the opposite quiver of Q obtained by reversing all

arrows in Q.

Proof. By Definition 4.12, level(vy, ) = 1 if and only if (v,x) € PTE(T). By Proposition 4.11,
we know that there is an arrow (1,7) — (1, 7) if and only if there is an arrow j — 4 in QT. Finally,
by the definition of P(T) and the definition of an elementary move, we know that for each arrow
(n,i) = (n,j), there will be an arrow (n,j) — (n+ 1,7). The result follows. |

Note that p can be thought of as a translation in P(T). Specifically, if n > 1, then p(n,7) =
(n — 1,4) and if there is an arrow (n,7) — (n,j) in P(T), then there will be an arrow p(n,i) =
(n—1,i) = (n—1,7) = p(n,j). Also, by the definitions of the elementary move and p, we can
see that there will be three types of meshes in this category: one for each class of elementary

move defined earlier. These observations will be echoed in the next section.

5. THE CATEGORY OF PREPROJECTIVE D,-MODULES

This section defines the second category which is featured in Theorem A-the category of
preprojective modules of type l~?n Preprojective module components of algebras have been
studied extensively [1, 2, 6, 11, 12, 13, 16, 20]. Due to the well-documented nature of these
preprojective components, this section mainly serves as a brief overview of topics that are relevant
to the present paper.
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Definition 5.1. Let @ be a quiver and k be an algebraically closed field. A representation
M = (M;, ¢a)icQo,acq, of @ is a collection of k-vector spaces M; (one for each vertex in Q) and
a collection of k-linear maps g : My(q) — My, (one for each arrow in @1). The representation
is finite-dimensional if each M; is. If M is finite-dimensional, the dimension vector dim M
of M is the vector (dim M;);eq, of the dimensions of the vector spaces at each vertex.

If M = (M;,pq) and M' = (M/,¢),) are two representations of (), a homomorphism of
representations f : M — M’ is a collection (f;)icq, of linear maps f; : M; — M/ such that for
each arrow a : ¢ — j in @1, we have commutative diagrams f; o po(m) = ¢, o fi(m) for all
m € M;. The abelian category of all finite-dimensional representations of ) with morphisms
given by representation homomorphisms is denoted by rep Q.

Theorem 5.2 ([18], Theorem 5.4). Let Q be a finite, connected, acyclic quiver. Then the finite-
dimensional representations of Q are in bijection with the finite-dimensional kQ modules (up to
isomorphism). This bijection also applies to their homomorphisms and respects the composition

of these homomorphisms.

Most modern work dealing with the representation theory of hereditary algebras A = kQ
make no distinction between a k@-module and its corresponding quiver representation. The
next definition defines a fundamental operation in the study of mod k@): the Auslander-Reiten
translate.

Definition 5.3. Let A = k@ be an irreducible hereditary algebra and let A, B,C, M and N
be A-modules. A morphism h (dually g) in mod A is a section (dually retraction) if h is a
right (left) inverse of some morphism in mod.A. A morphism f : A — B in mod A is called
irreducible if

(1) f is not a section nor a retraction
(2) whenever f = gh for some morphisms h : A — C and g : C — B, then either h is a

section or g is a retraction.

A short exact sequence in mod A
0>A—-B—->C—0
is split if B~ A@® C. A short exact sequence in mod A
h g
0O—-=N—=B=>M-=0

is almost split (or is an Auslander-Reiten sequence) if M and N are indecomposable and
h and g are irreducible morphisms. In this case, IV is uniquely determined and N =2 7M where
7 is the Auslander-Reiten translation.
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Remark 5.4. The conditions given in Definition 5.3 for an Auslander-Reiten sequence have some

equivalent formulations. For example, a short exact sequence
05N%BS M0

is an Auslander-Reiten sequence if

(1) the sequence is not split.

(2) h is not a section; for every morphism v : N — A in mod .A which is not a section, there
exists a morphism v’ : B — A such that v/f = u; and if £ : B — B exists such that
kh = f, then k is an automorphism.

(3) g is not a retraction; for every morphism v : A — M in mod A which is not a retraction,
there exists a morphism v’ : A — B such that gv’ = v; and if k : B — B exists such that
gk = g, then k is an automorphism.

However, the conditions given in Definition 5.3 are much more manageable.

Definition 5.5. Let P(j) be the indecomposable projective module at vertex j and let 7 be the
Auslander-Reiten translation. Then a kQ-module M is called preprojective if 7" 1M = P(5)
for some j € Qo; in this case, the coordinates of M will be (n, j).

The next definition is for the Auslander-Reiten quiver. It is an important object in the study
of modules and/or clusters over hereditary algebras.

Definition 5.6. Let A = k@ be an irreducible hereditary algebra. Then the Auslander-Reiten
quiver I'(mod A) is the category defined as follows:

e The vertices of I'(mod .A) are the isomorphism classes [M] of indecomposable modules M
in mod A.

e There is an arrow [M] — [N] in I'(mod A) if and only if there is an irreducible morphism
M — N in mod A.

In order to keep the focus on studying the extension spaces in this category (and therefore short
exact sequences of modules), we need to “glue together” Auslander-Reiten sequences ending at
M (and starting at 7M). These glued Auslander-Reiten sequences will form the meshes of
I'(mod A). If A is a representation-infinite hereditary algebra, then the preprojective compo-
nent of I'(mod A) is denoted by P(.A) and is the unique connected component of I'(mod .A) that
contains all indecomposable projective A-modules.

For path algebras of acyclic type A, D,, and E; for i = 6,7, 8, the Auslander-Reiten quiver is
finite and connected. This is because these algebras are of finite representation type [11]. In this
case, all modules are preprojective.

If the path algebra is of acyclic type gn,ﬁn, or E; for i = 6,7,8, then the situation is more
complicated. The Auslander-Reiten quiver will have 3 components: the preprojective component
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FIGURE 9. Meshes of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of type En

containing all of the projective modules, the preinjective component containing all of the injective
modules, and the regular component which is a disjoint union of finitely many “tubes”. Each of
these components has a similar local structure: the meshes. However, the global structure of the
regular component is unlike the preprojective and preinjective components while the preprojective
and preinjective components mirror one another. The geometric model presented in this paper
can easily be extended to include “preinjective” and “regular” tagged edges and will be extended
in a future paper.

Remark 5.7. Note the similar roles that 7 and p play in their respective categories. If an isoclass
of a module in P(A) has coordinates (n,i) where n > 1, then 7(n,i) = (n — 1,1).

There are three types of meshes that appear in an Auslander-Reiten quiver of type l~)n, these
are displayed in Figure 9. Note the similarity of these meshes to the meshes in P(T) which had
a mesh for each class of elementary move. The following fact cements these similarities between
the two categories.

Lemma 5.8 ([1] Corollary VIII.2.3). Assume that A = kQ is the path algebra of a finite acyclic
quiver @ of affine Dynkin type. Then T'(mod.A) contains a unique preprojective component.

Specifically, P(A) = NQP where Q°P is the opposite quiver of @ obtained by reversing all arrows
mn Q.

6. EQUIVALENCE OF CATEGORIES

Theorem 6.1. Let T be a triangulation of a twice-punctured n-gon. There is an equivalence of
categories
p:P(T) = PkQ")
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such that

(1) ¢ maps projective tagged edges to projective indecomposable modules and respects the

labeling
(2) pop=Top

Proof. Fix an admissible triangulation T of a twice-punctured n-gon. This gives rise to an acyclic
quiver QT of type Bn+2 with each tagged edge 7 € T corresponding to a vertex i € QOT. Let kQT
be the path algebra of this quiver.

The projective tagged edges are the edges such that p!(v, x) € T. Specifically, there is precisely
one projective tagged edge corresponding to each of the n 4+ 3 elements of the triangulation T.
Similarly, there is exactly one projective module for each of the n+ 3 vertices of the quiver QT of
type l~7n+2. If a tagged edge (7, k) € T corresponds to vertex i in QT, then ¢(p~1(v,x)) — P(3).
Therefore, ¢ maps projective tagged edges to projective indecomposable modules.

Since the two categories have the same structure (Lemmas 4.14 and 5.8) and they have the
same basic elements, the result follows. ]

The equivalence of categories identifies a homotopy class of a preprojective tagged edge with
an isomorphism class of an indecomposable preprojective module M = M(~, ). By observing
the intersections of a curve with the triangulation and comparing this with the dimension vector
of the module it represents, the following result is immediate.

Corollary 6.2. Let T be a triangulation of a twice-punctured n-gon. Then a preprojective tagged
edge (v,k) € PPTE(T) corresponds to the isomorphism class of the indecomposable module with
dimension vector

dim M (7, &) = (Int((7, £), ))ie-

7. THE INTERSECTION-DIMENSION FORMULA

The equivalence of categories along with Corollary 6.2 suggests there might be a way of in-
terpreting the homological data in the preprojective module category in terms of the geometric
data in the category of preprojective tagged edges since, upon inspection, both follow similar
patterns. For the sake of the completeness of this paper, some definitions which are used in the
Auslander-Reiten formulas are given before the proof of the intersection-dimension formula. For
a more in-depth treatment of these topics, see [1, 2, 18].

Definition 7.1. The duality
D = Homy (—, k) : rep @ — rep Q°

is the contravariant functor defined as follows:
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F1GURE 10. A triangulation of type Dy with along with QT.

e For representations M = (M;, ¢,), we have
DM = (DM’M DQOQOP)iEQ(),OéEQN
where DM; is the dual vector space and if « is an arrow in ) then Dy,op is the pullback
of vq
Do - DMt(a) — DMS(a)
U UO Py
e For homomorphisms f : M — N in rep @, we have Df : DN — DM in rep Q°P defined
by Df(u) =uo f.

Definition 7.2. Let P(M,N) be the set of all homomorphisms f € Hom(M, N) such that f
factors through a projective .A-module, and define

Hom(M, N) = Hom(M, N)/P(M, N).
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FIGURE 11. The beginning of P(T) for the triangulation in Figure 10.

Dually, let I(M, N) be the set of all homomorphisms f € Hom(M, N) such that f factors through
an injective A-module, and define

Hom(M, N) = Hom(M, N)/I(M, N).

Theorem 7.3 (Auslander-Reiten formulas). Let M, N be A-modules. Then there are isomor-
phisms
Ext'(M, N) = DHom(7 ' N, M) = DHom(N, 7M).

Corollary 7.4. Let M, N be A-modules. Then
dimy Ext! (M, N) = dimy Hom(N, 7M) = dimy Hom(r N, M).

The proof of the intersection-dimension formula requires knowledge about the relative position
of two objects in the category of preprojective tagged edges (or modules). This necessitates the

following definition.

Definition 7.5. Fix a module M; = M(v;, x;) € P(kQT). Then another module N € P(kQT)
has coordinates relative to M; of (a, b)ﬁ/fl if N can be reached from M; using a € Z applications
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FIGURE 12. The beginning of P(kQT) for the triangulation in Figure 10. Di-

mension vectors in the style of [18] are given for each isoclass of indecomposable

module.

of 771 = p=1, b € Z moves along a (directed) diagonal, and tagging the resulting edge using the

map x € {0,1,0}.

Remark 7.6. Recall that 7=! = p~! moves you horizontally to the right through P(kQ7T), so
a > 0 if and only if IV lies on or to the right of the directed diagonals emanating from M;. Also,

b < 0 if you move down along a diagonal, b > 0 if you move up along a diagonal, and b = 0 if no

diagonal moves are required. For example, in Figure 13, the slanted rectangle of 1’s has vertices
with relative coordinates (1,0)9\4, (1, 2)?\4, (1, —5)?\4 and (3, —3)9\/1. It is worth mentioning that
there are some modules with the same relative coordinates but different tagging; in Figure 13,

these have relative coordinates (a,3)%, and (a, —6)%, for all @ > 0 and x =0, 1.

Theorem 7.7. Let (7y1,k1), (72, k2) € P(T) where T is a triangualtion of a twice-punctured n-
gon S and let M(y1,k1) = My, M(y2,k2) = My € P(kQ7T) be the corresponding modules under

the equivalence p. Then

Int((v1, k1), (2, k2)) = dimg Hom (M, 7M;) + dimy Hom (M7, 7Mo).
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0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3
0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 3
0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 4 4 5 6
AN AN AR
0 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 4 5 5
A pY A pY A N
M 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 5 5 5
pY pN A A pY
0 1 1 1 2 2 3 3 3 4 5 5
pN pY A A pN
0 0 1 1 1 2 3 3 3 A 4 5 5
pY pN A A pY
0 0 1 1 1 3 3 3 4 4 4 5
pY A pN A pN
0 0 0 1 1 2 3 3 4 A 4 4 5
N oA N A
0 0 0 1 2 2 3 4 4 4 4 4
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2

FIGURE 13. Some values of dimy Ext(—, M) = dimy Hom(7~*M, —) for a module
in P(kQT) of type D11 with selected arrows included to show the pattern.

M 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 2 1 2
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2 1 2 1

0 1 1 1 1 1 2 3 3 3 3 3
0 0 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 3 3 3

0 0 1 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 4
0 0 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 4

0 0 0 1 2 2 2 2 2 3 4 4
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2

FIGURE 14. Some values of dimy Ext(—, M) = dimy Hom (7'M, —) for a module
in P(kQT) of type Ds.

Proof. If My = Ma, then (v1,K1) ~ (72, k2). Therefore,
Int((v1, k1), (71, k1)) = 0 = 2dimy Hom(M;, 7Mj).

We can be sure that no preprojective tagged edges have self-intersections since these are preserved
under the action of p; on the other hand, there are no homomorphisms from a module to its
Auslander-Reiten translation.

Assume My # M,. If level(M;) = n = level(Ms), both Hom spaces are zero since there will
be no sequences of irreducible morphisms from one module to the Auslander-Reiten translate
of the other (in other words, no directed paths from one module to the other in P(kQT)).
On the other hand, the curves (71, 1) and (72, k2) representing these modules must also have



24 B. JACKSON

level(v1, k1) = n = level(v2, k2) due to the equivalence of categories. Therefore, both curves are
the same number of tagged rotations p away from elements in the triangulation. Since p preserves
adjacency and all elements of the triangulation are non-crossing by definition, it must be the case
that Int((y1, k1), (72, k2)) = 0.

If, without loss of generality, level(M1) = ni > ng = level(Ms), then Hom(M;,7Ms) = 0.
Therefore, all of the homological data will come from Hom(Mas,7M;) as long as the relative
coordinates for 7M; are (a,b)y,, with a > 0. If a < 0, then Hom(M2z,7M;) = 0 as well. We
have a few cases to consider since each of (71, k1) and (72, k2) can either be a curve with both
endpoints in M or a curve with one endpoint in M and the other in P. Even still, for the curves
ending in a puncture, there are two punctures to end in. The easiest way to proceed is to fix
My = M (72, k2) and consider the possible relative position of 7M; = 7M (v, Kk1).

There are four cases for the relative position of two modules in P(kQT): both modules are in
the “middle part” or the “type A,, part” (for example, the module M in Figure 13 is in the type
A, part), one module is in the type A, part and the other is in the “type D,, part” (the modules
M in Figure 14 is in the type D,, part), both modules are in the same type D,, part, or both
modules are in different type D, parts. Since some of these cases can be combined in the proof,
we have three cases to consider.

Case 1: My is in the type A, part of P(kQT).

In this case, 72 has both endpoints in M so any intersections between the curves will be
normal intersections. We know that for some N in P(kQT), Hom(N,—) can be calculated
by drawing “maximal slanted rectangles” or “maximal hammocks” (cf. the arrows included in
Figure 13). By Corollary 7.4 and since we have fixed Mj, it is slightly more natural to work with
Hom(7~! My, M7) when verifying the statement of the theorem.

Figure 13 shows us the pattern that dimy Hom(7~'M, —) follows. What is happening in terms
of preprojective tagged edges is shown in Figure 11 for a specific example. We can see that
moving along a diagonal in P(T) fixes one endpoint of a curve and acts by inverse elementary
moves on the other end. If M is also in the type A, part, each inverse elementary move will
either keep the intersection number the same as it was or increase it by 1 in precisely the same
way that the maximal slanted rectangles capture the increases in the homological data.

To describe this pattern of maximal slanted rectangles for a general category of type D,
requires a combination of coordinates and relative coordinates. Since Ms is in the type A,
part, it will have coordinates (ng,i) where 3 < i < (n — 1) and 7~ 'Ms will have coordinates
(ng + 1,7). For the sake of brevity, assume that ¢ < ”TH so that My is in the “top half” of
the type A, part (like M in Figure 13). All of the slanted rectangles have a semi-perimeter
of n — 4, initial corners at ((n —2)£,0)%_,,, or (i =2+ (n—2)¢,(n —4) — (i — 3))?_,, for

¢ € Ny, and terminal corners at (i —3 + (n — 2)¢,(n —4) — (1 — 3))9,1]\/[2 or ((n — 3)¢, 0)971M2

(respectively) for ¢ € N. The modules that live on or inside of the maximal slanted rectangles
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have Int((v1,#1), (Y2, k2)) = dimy Hom(7~! My, M1) = 2s — 1 where s indicates which maximal
slanted rectangle M; belongs to counting from left to right. The modules M; between the s; and
s;4+1 maximal slanted rectangles have Int((71, 1), (2, £2)) = dimy Hom(7 =t My, M) = 2s;.

If M; is in the type D, part, the situation is slightly more subtle. The move from the type
A, part to the type D,, part happens when an inverse elementary move will cause a curve to cut
out a once-punctured monogon, call it A. In this case, we replace \ with the two preprojective
tagged edges for which A is their completion. In order to see what is going on in terms of the
intersection data, it is easiest to follow a diagonal into the type D,, part of P(T) and then move

L until you reach (vy1,#1). Comparing the intersection pattern in Figure 11

horizontally using p~
with the Hom dimensions in the type D, part of Figure 13, we can verify that these two share
the same pattern.

Namely, if My has coordinates (nz,i) where 3 < i < (n — 1) and 7~ 1M will has coordinates
(n2+1,14), then the pattern of Int((vy1, #1), —) = dimy Hom (7! My, —) in the upper type D,, part
beginning at (0,7 —2)7_,,, and moving to the right is (n — 1) I’s, ( — 2) 2’s, (n — 1) 3’s, (i — 2)
4’s, and so on. In the lower type D,, part, the pattern of Int((v1, 1), —) = dimy Hom(7~ 1My, —)
beginning at (0,n — )%, ,, and moving to the right is (i —2) 1’s, (n —1) 2’s, (i — 2) 3’s, (n — 1)
4’s, and so on. The easier way to describe this pattern is by keeping track of the corners of the
maximal slanted rectangles which touch the type D,, parts. If M is in either type D, part, it
will be between two corner points of neighboring maximal slanted rectangles, call the rectangles
s; and s;41. Then Int((y1, k1), (Y2, k2)) = dimy Hom(7~ 1My, My) = i.

Therefore,

Int((y1, K1), (Y2, K2)) = dimy Hom (7" My, My) = dimy Hom (M, 7My).

Case 2: My is in the type D, part and M is in the type A, part of P(kQT).

Again, all intersections will be normal intersections since ; has both endpoints in M. This
case follows a similar argument as the previous subcase but the roles of M; and Ms are reversed.
Assume that 7='Mj is in the top type D,, part with coordinates (ng 4 1,1) or (ng + 1,2) so that
we are in a case similar to that of Figure 14. In this case, instead of maximal slanted rectangles
in the type A, part, we get “maximal triangles”. The odd-numbered triangles (first, third, fifth,
etc.) have vertices ((n —2)¢, —1)9_1]\/[27 (n—4+ (n—2)¢, —l)g_le, and ((n—2)¢, —(n— 3))9_1M2
for £ € Ny. On the other hand, the even-numbered triangles have vertices (1 + (n — 2)¢, —(n —
3 iy (=2)(+1) =1,=(n=3))2_,  and (n =3+ (n—2)¢,—1)2_, | for £ € No.

Again,

Int((y1, k1), (72, k2)) = dimy HOII](TilMQ, M) = dimy Hom(My, 7Mjy).

Case 3: My and M are in the type D,, parts of P(kQT).
If My and M; are not in the same type D,, part, then (72, ko) and (71, x1) will have endpoints
in different punctures. Therefore, all intersections will be normal intersections. Figure 14 shows
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dimy Hom(7~* My, My) when My is in the type D, part of P(kQT). Comparing this with Fig-
ure 11 shows the intersection patterns for two curves in opposite type D,, parts of P(T). The
(n—2) periodic behavior in the category of preprojective tagged edges is explained by the number
of marked points on the boundary.

Say My has coordinates (ng,4) where i = 1,2 and 77 'My has coordinates (ng + 1,7). Since
M; is in the other type D, part, the pattern begins at (0,n — 2)7’11M2. If M; has relative
coordinates (a,n — 2)7_,,,  where a = (n —2){ + 7 and r < (n — 2), Int((v1, K1), (72, K2)) =
dimy Hom(7~* My, My) = £.

If M5 and M; are in the same type D,, part, then (72, k2) and (71, £1) will have endpoints in the
same puncture. Therefore, intersections will involve normal as well as punctured intersections.
The alternating pattern seen in the upper type D, part of Figure 14 is explained by the tagged
rotation alternating the tagging on the preprojective tagged edges. The change from the 0 — 1
pattern to the 1 — 2 pattern occurs when a normal intersection is introduced.

Say My has coordinates (ng,i) where i = 1,2, 77! M has coordinates (ng + 1,4), and 771 M>
My If M; has
relative coordinates (a,0)r ), where a = (n —2){+r and r < (n —2), Int((y1, 1), (72, K2)) =
dimy Hom (77 ' My, My) = £ — 1. If M has relative coordinates (a, O)i where a = (n—2)(+r
and 7 < (n — 2), Int((y1, k1), (72, K2)) = dimy Hom (71 My, M) = .

In any case, we have

has tagging . Since M is in the same type D, part, the pattern begins at (0,0)r_,

—K
71M2

Int((v1, k1), (72, k2)) = dimyg Hom(Mas, 7M;) + dimy Hom (M7, 7Mo).
[ |
Corollary 7.8 (Theorem A). Let S be a triangulated, twice-punctured marked surface whose

triangulation T corresponds to an acyclic quiver QT of type D,,. Then given any two preprojective

tagged edges (v1,k1) and (Y2, k2) (not necessarily distinct),
Int((y1, K1), (Y2, ko)) = dimy Ext!(My, M) + dimy Ext! (Mo, M)
where M; = M (v;, ki) and Int is the intersection number between two admissible tagged edges.

Proof. By Corollary 7.4, dimy Ext!(M;, M) = dimy Hom(M,, 7M;). The result is immediate.
[ |

REFERENCES

[1] Ibrahim Assem, Andrzej Skowronski, and Daniel Simson, Elements of the Representation Theory of Asso-
ciative Algebras: Techniques of Representation Theory, London Mathematical Society Student Texts, vol. 1,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2006.

[2] Maurice Auslander, Idun Reiten, and Sverre O. Smalg, Representation Theory of Artin Algebras, Cambridge
Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1995.



3]

[4]

AN INTERSECTION-DIMENSION FORMULA FOR PREPROJECTIVE MODULES OF TYPE D, 27

Aslak Bakke Buan, Robert Marsh, Markus Reineke, Idun Reiten, and Gordana Todorov, Tilting theory and
cluster combinatorics, Advances in mathematics 204 (2006), no. 2, 572-618, Publisher: Elsevier.

Philippe Caldero, Frédéric Chapton, and Ralf Schiffler, Quivers with Relations Arising from Clusters (An
Case), Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 358 (2006), no. 3, 1347-1364, Publisher: American
Mathematical Society.

Philippe Caldero and Bernhard Keller, From triangulated categories to cluster algebras II, Annales scientifiques
de ’Ecole normale supérieure, vol. 39, 2006, Issue: 6, pp. 983-1009.

Peter Dréxler and José Antonio de la Pefia, On the Existence of Postprojective Components in the Auslander-
Reiten Quiver of an Algebra, Tsukuba Journal of Mathematics 20 (1996), no. 2, 457-469, Publisher: Editorial
Committee of Tsukuba Journal of Mathematics.

Sergey Fomin, Michael Shapiro, and Dylan Thurston, Cluster algebras and triangulated surfaces. Part I:
Cluster complexes, Acta Mathematica 201 (2008), no. 1, 83-146, Publisher: Institut Mittag-Leffler.

Sergey Fomin and Andrei Zelevinsky, Cluster algebras I: foundations, Journal of the American Mathematical
Society 15 (2002), no. 2, 497-529.

, Cluster algebras II: Finite type classification, Inventiones mathematicae 154 (2003), no. 1, 63-121,
arXiv:math/0208229.

Peter Gabriel, Unzerlegbare Darstellungen I, manuscripta mathematica 6 (1972), no. 1, 71-103 (de).

Peter Gabriel and Andrei Roiter, Representations of Finite-Dimensional Algebras, Encyclopaedia of Mathe-
matical Sciences, vol. 73, Springer, 1997 (en).

Christof Geif}; Bernard Leclerc, and Jan Schréer, Rigid modules over preprojective algebras, Inventiones math-
ematicae 165 (2006), no. 3, 589-632, Publisher: Springer.

, Rigid modules over preprojective algebras II: The Kac-Moody case, arXiv preprint math/0703039
(2007).

Christof Geifl and José Antonio de la Pena, Auslander-Reiten components for clans, Boletin de la Sociedad
Matemadtica Mexicana: Tercera Serie 5 (1999), no. 2, 307-326 (eng), Publisher: Sociedad Matematica mexicana
Section: Boletin de la Sociedad Matematica Mexicana: Tercera Serie.

Ping He, Yu Zhou, and Bin Zhu, A geometric model for the module category of a skew-gentle algebra, April
2023, arXiv:2004.11136 [math].

Claus Michael Ringel, Tame Algebras and Integral Quadratic Forms, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1099,
Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1984.

Ralf Schiffler, A geometric model for cluster categories of type Dn, Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics 27
(2008), no. 1, 1-21, Publisher: Springer.

, Quiver Representations, CMS Books in Mathematics, vol. 1, Springer, 2014.

Daniel Simson and Andrzej Skowroriski, Elements of the Representation Theory of Associative Algebras: Vol-
ume 2: Tubes and Concealed Algebras of Euclidean type, London Mathematical Society Student Texts, vol. 2,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007.

, Elements of the Representation Theory of Associative Algebras: Volume 3: Representation-infinite
Tilted Algebras, London Mathematical Society Student Texts, vol. 3, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
2007.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA, TUSCALOOSA, AL 35487, U.S.A.

Email address: bajackson9@crimson.ua.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Quivers and Path Algebras
	3. Main Construction and Tagged Rotation
	4. The Category of Preprojective Tagged Edges
	4.1. Elementary Moves
	4.2. The Category of Preprojective Tagged Edges

	5. The Category of Preprojective D"0365Dn-modules
	6. Equivalence of Categories
	7. The Intersection-Dimension Formula
	References

