arXiv:2306.04104v1 [math.RT] 7 Jun 2023

STABILITY SCATTERING DIAGRAMS AND QUIVER COVERINGS

QIYUE CHEN, TRAVIS MANDEL, AND FAN QIN

Abstract. Given a covering of a quiver (with potential), we show that the associated Bridgeland stability scattering diagrams are related by a restriction operation under the assumption of admitting a nice grading. We apply this to quivers with potential associated to marked surfaces. In combination with recent results of the second and third authors, our findings imply that the bracelets basis for a once-punctured closed surface coincides with the theta basis for the associated stability scattering diagram, and these stability scattering diagrams agree with the corresponding cluster scattering diagrams of Gross-Hacking-Keel-Kontsevich except in the case of the once-punctured torus.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Scattering Diagrams 3 3. Restriction of Scattering Diagrams 6 4. Covering of Representations 8 5. Applications to Surfaces 14 References 19

1. Introduction

Background. Let S denote a compact oriented surface and M a finite set of marked points in S. The pair Σ = (S, M) is called a marked surface. Marked points that are located within the interior of S are known as punctures. We can assume S is connected without loss of generality. In the fields of cluster algebras, tau-tilting theory, and related areas, it is more challenging to study once-punctured closed surfaces Σ than it is to study other types of surfaces.

For example, by [Qin22, Thm. 1.2.4] or [Mou19, Cor. 1.2], the cluster scattering diagrams in [GHKK18] and Bridgeland’s stability scattering diagrams [Bri17] are equivalent in many cases. The former diagram has a powerful combinatorial construction, while the latter encodes important information about semi-stable objects appearing in the corresponding representation theory. Notably, in combination with [Yur20, Thm. 1.2], these results imply this equivalence of scattering diagrams for all marked surfaces expect the once-punctured closed surfaces. It is natural to inquire about a comparison for these exceptional cases.

Question 1.1. Are the cluster scattering diagram and the stability scattering diagram equivalent for once-punctured closed surfaces?

Furthermore, by studying the topology (or Teichmüller theory) of Σ, one can construct the (tagged) skein algebra Sk(Σ). This algebra has a basis consisting of the (tagged) bracelets, which can be constructed as topological diagrams [FG00, FG06, MSW13]. By [MQ23], if Σ is NOT a once-punctured 1

torus, the bracelets coincide with the theta functions of the related cluster scattering diagrams in the sense of [GHKK18]. These theta functions are crucial constructions in recent advancements of cluster theory.

Question 1.2. Can we interpret the (tagged) bracelets for once-punctured tori as theta functions for the stability scattering diagram?

Main Result. Let π : Q → Q be a covering map between quivers, see §4 (these are skew-symmetric cases of the coverings/foldings considered in [FST12, HL18]). We have an algebra homomorphism σ : ^C Q → ^C Q between the completed path algebras which sends a path p to the sum of the paths in π^{−1}(p). Following [DWZ08], given potentials W and W for Q and Q, respectively, we mod out by the associated Jacobian ideals to construct the Jacobian algebras J and J, respectively. We assume W = σ(W ).

Now σ descends to an algebra homomorphism σ : J → J, and any J-module V pulls back to a J-module σ^∗V . Let P_k denote the k-th indecomposable projective left module Je_k of J and P_k the k-th indecomposable projective left module Je_k of J, respectively, where k := π(k). We always assume that J and J are finite-dimensional in this paper. Let D^{st}(J) denote the stability scattering diagram [Bri17] associated to J, and let D^{st}(J) be its restriction (§3).

Theorem 1.3. Let π : (Q, W ) → (Q, W ) be a covering as above. If every indecomposable projective module of J has a nice grading, then the restriction D^{st}(J) is equivalent to D^{st}(J).

The nice grading in Theorem 1.3 is introduced in §4 as a special instance of the grading in [Hau12], but we will construct nice grading for modules P_k which are often not the tree modules or band modules studied in [Hau12]. See [Zho20, MQ23] for related results on restrictions of cluster scattering diagrams under quiver folding.

We apply Theorem 1.3 to surfaces where the covering map arises from topological constructions. Let Σ be a connected once-punctured closed surface (S, M), and let s be a seed associated to an ideal triangulation T of Σ without frozen vertices. Let Q denote the quiver associated to T , Q^{op} the opposite quiver, and J^{op} the completed Jacobian algebra associated to Q^{op} with potential given by [LF09, Definition 23]. Let D(s) denote the corresponding cluster scattering diagram [GHKK18], see §2. Theorem 1.4. For J^{op} and s associated to a once-punctured surface (S, M) as above, D^{st}(J^{op}) and D(s) are equivalent if and only if S is not a torus.

Indeed, the equivalence extends to arbitrary coefficients, see Remark 5.5.

The equivalence between the two scattering diagrams for non-degenerate potentials was previously known under the injective-reachability condition [Qin22, Mou19] (equivalently, when there exists a green-to-red sequence [Kel11, Mul16]). Consequently, the equivalence was known for all triangulable marked surfaces except for the once-punctured closed surfaces. Theorem 1.4 addresses these exceptional cases and answers Question 1.1. Notably, it extends the equivalence to cases when the injective-reachability condition is not satisfied. In addition, we obtain an intriguing example (the torus case) when the two scattering diagrams are NOT equivalent.^1

1It was shown in [Mou19, Cor. 1.2(ii)] that the cluster and stability scattering diagrams in the once-punctured torus case differ along at most a single wall. Our result confirms that this difference is nontrivial.

In [MQ23], it was proved that the tagged bracelets basis for the tagged skein algebra coincides with the theta basis constructed from D(s), except for the once-punctured torus, where one should use the restriction D^{st}(~s) instead, where ~s is the seed associated to the covering space. Our proof of Theorem 1.4 shows that D^{st}(~s) is equivalent to D^{st}(J^{op}); cf. Lemma 5.6. Thus, we find that the tagged bracelets basis always agrees with the theta basis constructed from the stability scattering diagram D^{st}(J^{op}); i.e., we have an affirmative answer for Question 1.2.

Theorem 1.5. For any triangulable marked surface Σ with the potential given by [LF09], the tagged bracelets basis coincides with the theta basis for the stability scattering diagram.

Theorem 1.5 also has philosophical importance. It suggests that the stability scattering diagram, rather than the cluster scattering diagram, is the correct scattering diagram to use for the construction of some canonical bases of interest.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Min Huang and Bernhard Keller for inspiring discussions.

2. Scattering Diagrams

Let us recall the definition of scattering diagrams [GHKK18] following the convention of [Qin22]. We shall use the subscript_R to denote an extension to R. Let ⟨ , ⟩ denote the natural pairing between dual spaces.

Seeds. Let I denote a finite set of vertices with a chosen partition I = I_{uf} ⊔I_f dividing it into unfrozen and frozen vertices. Let d_i denote strictly positive rational numbers for each i ∈ I.

Let N denote a rank-|I| lattice with a chosen basis E = (e_i)_{i∈I} . Let M denote the dual lattice with the dual basis (e^∗_i )_{i∈I} . We further denote F = (f_i)_{i∈I} such that f_i =^1_{di} e^∗_i ∈ M_R. Let { , } denote a Q-valued skew-symmetric bilinear form on N. We define the bilinear form B on N such that B(e_i, e_j ) := B_{ij} := {e_j , e_i}d_i. We further require that B_{ij} ∈ Z whenever i or j is unfrozen.

We use s to denote the collection (I_{uf} , I_f , (d_i)_{i∈I} , N, E, M, B) and call it a seed. Denote N_{uf} = ⨁ k∈I_{uf} Zek and M ∘ = ⨁ i∈I Zf_i ⊂ M_Q. Define the linear map p^∗ : N_{uf} → M^∘ by p^∗(n) = {n, }, i.e.,

p^∗(e_k) = ∑ i∈I B_{ik}f_i. We say s satisfies the injectivity assumption if p^∗ is injective. When this assumption fails, we construct a new seed s^{prin} satisfying this assumption. More precisely, for each vertex i ∈ I, we append a new vertex i^′ with d_i′ = 1. We define {e_i, e_j′ } = δ_{ij} , {e_i′ , e_j′ } = 0, and the rest of the data is extended in the obvious way. s^{prin} is called the principal coefficient seed associated to s, see [MQ23, §2.3] for details.

Notice that B is skew-symmetric if and only if all d_i are equal. In this case, we associate to B a quiver Q̃ without loops or oriented 2-cycles such that

• Its vertex set Q̃_0 is given by I, • B_{ij} equals the number of arrows from i to j minus the number of arrows from j to i.

Note that Q̃ comes equipped with a partition of its vertices as either frozen or unfrozen. For our purposes, all quivers will be assumed to have such a partition of their vertices.

Conversely, any such quiver determines a seed s. Such a seed is said to be skew-symmetric or of quiver type. Let Q̃_1 denote the set of arrows of Q̃, and Q̃_0 = I the set of vertices.

We use Q denote the full subquiver of Q̃ whose vertices are unfrozen.

Lie algebras. Fix a field k of characteristic 0. Define the group ring k[N_{uf}] = ⨁ n∈N_{uf} ky n and k[M^∘] = ⨁ m∈M^∘ kx m. Denote y_k := y^{ek} and x_i = x^{fi} .

Denote the submonoid N^⊕ := { ∑ k∈I_{uf} nkek|nk ≥ 0} and N + = N^⊕ \ {0}. Define M^⊕ = p^∗(N^⊕) and M^+ = p^∗(N^+). Let k�N^⊕� denote the completion of k[N^⊕] with respect to its maximal ideal k[N^+] and similarly for the completion k�M^⊕� of k[M^∘] with respect to k[M^+]. We introduce the formal completions:

k�N� = k[N] ⊗_{k[N} ⊕_] k�N^⊕�, k�M^∘� = k[M^∘] ⊗_{k[M} ⊕_] k�M^⊕�.

We endow k�N� with the Poisson bracket such that {y^n, y^{n′} } = −{n, n^′}y^{n+n′} . Then it becomes an N-graded^2 Poisson algebra. Let g denote its N^+-graded Lie subalgebra.

Introduce a Z-valued function | | on N_{uf} such that | ∑ n_ke_k| = ∑ n_k. For any l ∈ N, let g_{>l} denote the Lie algebra ideal spanned by the monomials y^n with |n| > l and define the nilpotent Lie algebra g_l = g/g_{>l}. Let G_l denote the pro-unipotent group exp g_l defined via the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula. Let ĝ denote the inverse limit of g_l and Ĝ the inverse limit of G_l. We extend the bijection exp : g_l ≃ G_l to exp : ĝ ≃ Ĝ. Denote the natural projections π_l : ĝ → g_l and π_l : Ĝ → G_l.

For any element n ∈ N^+, we define ĝ^‖_n := k�y^n� which is an abelian Lie subalgebra of ĝ. Let Ĝ^‖_n = exp(ĝ^‖_n) denote the corresponding pro-unipotent group. It is an abelian subgroup of Ĝ.

Finally, the Poisson algebra k�N� linearly acts on k�M^∘� via the derivations {k[N], } defined by {y^n, x^m} := ⟨n, m⟩x^{m+p∗ (n)}. This induces an action of Ĝ on k�M^∘� which is faithful by the injectivity of p^∗.

Scattering Diagrams. A wall is a pair (d, p_d) such that:

• d is a codimension-1 polyhedral cone in M_R contained in (n_0)^⊥ for some primitive vector n_0 ∈ N^+.

• p_d ∈ Ĝ^‖_{n0} .

We call d its support and p_d its wall-crossing operator. The wall is called trivial if p_d is the identity. It is said to be incoming if p^∗(n_0) ∈ d and outgoing otherwise. When the context is clear, we denote the wall simply by d.

Let D denote a collection of walls (d, p_d). We use D_l to denote the subset of walls (d, p_d) ∈ D with π_l(p_d) ≠ 0. We say D is a scattering diagram if D_l only consists of finitely many walls for each l ∈ N. Its (essential) support supp D is defined as the union of the supports of its non-trivial walls. The closures of the |I|-dimensional connected component of M_R \ supp D are called chambers. The joints of D are the relative boundary components of walls and the codimension-2 intersections of walls d_1 ∩ d_2.

2Here and elsewhere, when we say “graded” or “spanned,” we really mean topologically graded or spanned, essentially meaning that we allow for linear combinations to be infinite (more precisely, we mean the underlying module is the closure of a usual graded module or span with respect to the relevant adic topology). See [DM21, §2.2.2] for details.

A smooth path γ : [0, 1] → M_R is said to be generic if it does not end at walls, does not pass through the joints, and is transverse to the walls. We label the intersection points of γ with the walls by γ(t_i) for t_1 < t_2 < . . ., with d_i denoting the wall containing γ(t_i). The wall-crossing operator along γ is defined^3 as the product:

p_γ = · · · p^{ϵ2}_{d2} p^{ϵ1}_{d1} ,

where ϵ_i := − sgn⟨n_0(d_i), γ^′(t_i)⟩ (sgn means the sign). Two scattering diagrams D_1, D_2 are said to be equivalent if, for any generic path γ, they produce the same wall-crossing operator: p^{D1}_γ = p^{D2}_γ .

The scattering diagram D is said to be consistent if the wall-crossing operator p_γ is the identity for every generic loop γ. Let D_{in} denote the collection of its incoming walls.

Theorem 2.1 ([GHKK18]). Up to equivalence, there is a unique consistent scattering diagram whose set of incoming walls is D_{in}.

For any scattering diagram D, the positive cone C^+ = ∑ k∈I_{uf} R≥0 fk + ∑ j∈I_f Rfj and the negative

cone C^− = −C^+ will be contained in chambers of D. Let θ_{−,+} denote the wall-crossing operator associated to a generic path from C^+ to C^−.

Theorem 2.2 ([GHKK18]). Two consistent scattering diagrams D_1 and D_2 are equivalent if and only if θ^{D1}_{−,+} = θ^{D2}_{−,+}.

Cluster Scattering Diagrams. Recall that the dilogarithm function Li_2 is given by

Li_2(z) = ∑ l≥1 1 l^2 z^l. For any k ∈ I_{uf} , we define a wall d_k = (e^⊥_k , p_k) with p_k = exp(−d_k Li_2(−y_k)). The cluster scattering diagram D(s) associated to the initial seed s is the consistent scattering diagram whose incoming walls are d_k, k ∈ I_{uf} .

The seed s is said to be injective-reachable if there is a generic path from C^+ to C^− which only crosses finitely many walls of D(s).

Let s^{prin} denote the principal coefficient seed as before. As in [MQ23, §5.8], let ρ denote the natural projection from M(s^{prin})_R to M_R. It sends any wall (d, p_d) of D(s^{prin}) to a wall (ρ(d), p_d) in M_R. In this way, ρ gives a bijection between the walls of D(s^{prin}) with those of D(s).

Stability Scattering Diagrams. Consider a seed s. Assume (B_{ij} )_{i,j∈Iuf} is skew-symmetric and let Q be the corresponding quiver (without frozen vertices). Let C Q denote the path algebra of Q. For any l ∈ N, let C Q^l denote the quotient algebra of C Q by the ideal spanned by paths of length strictly larger than l. The completed path algebra ^C Q is defined as the inverse limit of C Q^l . We can denote C Q^∞ = C Q. A potential W of the quiver Q is a C -linear combination of (possibly infinitely many) closed paths in ^C Q. Given an arrow a ∈ Q_1 and a closed path w = a_1 · · · a_k in C Q, one defines [DWZ08] ∂_aw = ∑ i:a_i=a a_{i+1} · · · a_ka_1 · · · a_{i−1}. (1) One extends ∂_a linearly to arbitrary (possibly infinite) linear combinations of cycles in ^C Q.

3We use the inverse limit with respect to the order l for treating infinite products.

Assume that B(s) is skew-symmetric and let Q denote the corresponding quiver and Q^{op} its opposite quiver. Let W be a potential for Q^{op}. The associated completed Jacobian algebra is J^{op} := ^C Q^{op} /⟨∂W ⟩, where ∂W is the collection of partial derivative ∂_aW for a ∈ Q^{op}_1 , ⟨∂W ⟩ is the corresponding two-sided ideal, and ⟨∂W ⟩ is the closure of this ideal. See §4 or [DWZ08] for details.

The stability scattering diagram D^{st}(J^{op}) associated to J^{op} and s is a consistent scattering diagram encoding the following data: ⨁ k∈I_{uf} Rfk is the space of stability conditions, and the walls are

computed from the moduli spaces of semi-stable left J^{op}-modules in the sense of [Kin94]. We refer the reader to [Bri17] for the precise construction. For the purpose of this paper, it suffices to know the following result.

Lemma 2.3 ([Bri17, Theorem 10.2, (29)] [Qin22, Section A.2]). The stability scattering diagram D^{st}(J^{op}) is a consistent scattering diagram such that the action of its wall-crossing operator θ^{st}_{−,+} on k�M^∘� satisfies

θ^{st}_{−,+}(x_i) = x_i · ( ∑ n∈N^⊕ χ(Quotn(Pi))x p^∗(n)) i ∈ I uf x_i i ∈ I_f , (2) where Quot_n(P_i) denotes the variety consisting of the n-dimensional quotient modules of P_i = J^{op}e_i and χ denotes the Euler characteristic.

Remark 2.4. As considered in [Qin22, Section A.2], when s satisfies the injectivity assumption, the action of the wall crossing operator θ^{st}_{−,+} is faithful. In this case, θ^{st}_{−,+} is uniquely determined by the values in (2).

In general, we use D^{st,prin}(J^{op}) to denote the stability scattering diagram associated to J^{op} and s^{prin}. Then the value in (2) for D^{st}(J^{op}) is obtained from that for D^{st,prin}(J^{op}) by evaluating x_i′ = 1 for all new frozen vertices i^′. In addition, the previous projection ρ also gives a bijection between the walls of D^{st,prin}(J^{op}) with those of D^{st}(J^{op}).

Remark 2.5. The dimension vector n = dim(U) ∈ N^⊕ of a J^{op}-module U is defined as follows. Let {β_i}_i be a C -basis for U. We may assume that each β_i is a linear combination of paths whose initial and final endpoints are the same (cf. Footnote 6). Define dim(β_i) = e_{vi} ∈ N^+ for v_i the common final endpoint of the paths contributing to β_i. Then dim(U) = ∑ i dim(β_i).

3. Restriction of Scattering Diagrams

Covering of Seeds. Let there be given equivalence relations on I_{uf} and I_f respectively. Denote the equivalence class of i ∈ I by i and the set of equivalent classes in I by I. Define the map π : I → I such that π(i) = i. Let |i| denote the cardinality of i. We make the following assumptions:

• d_i = d_i′ for any i^′ ∈ i.

• For any i and any j^′ ∈ j, we have ∑ i^′ ∈i Bi^′ ,j = ∑ i^′ ∈i Bi^′ ,j^′ . Then we introduce the following data:

• The partition I = I_{uf} ⊔ I_f := {i|i ∈ I_{uf} } ⊔ {i|i ∈ I_f } • The I × I-matrix B defined by B_{i,j} := ∑ i^′ ∈i Bi^′ ,j . • d_i := |i| · d_i.

• The lattices N, M, M^∘, the associated basis E = (e_i)_{i∈I} , the linear map p^∗ : N_{uf} → M^∘, and the associated monoids such as N^⊕, M^⊕ are defined similarly as before.

Lemma 3.1. We have B_{i,j} d_j = −B_{j,i}d_i.

Proof. For any j^′ ∈ j, we have B_{i,j} = ∑ i^′ ∈i Bi^′ ,j^′ . So we can rewrite B_{i,j} = 1 |j| ∑ j^′ ∈j ∑ i^′ ∈i B_i′_{,j}′ . Similarly, we have B_{j,i} = 1 |i| ∑ i^′ ∈i ∑ j^′ ∈j B_j′_{,i}′ . The desired claim follows from B_i′_{,j}′ d_j = −B_j′_{,i}′ d_i. □

By Lemma 3.1, s = (I_{uf} , I_f , (d_i), E, M, B) is a seed. We say s is a covering of s and write π : s → s. When all orbits i have the same cardinality d, we say π is a d : 1-covering.

Notice that, when s is skew-symemtric, s is skew-symmetric if and only if π is a d : 1 covering for some d.

Restriction. We introduce the linear maps κ : M_R → M_R and π : M^∘ → M^∘ such that^4

κ(f_i) = 1 |i| ∑ i^′ ∈i f_i′ π(f_i) = f_i Notice that we have π(p^∗(e_k)) = p^∗(e_k) for any k ∈ I_{uf} .

Correspondingly, we introduce the linear map π : N_{uf} → N_{uf} such that π(e_k) = e_k, which induces the linear map π : ĝ → ĝ and the set-theoretic map π : Ĝ → Ĝ.

We view M_R as a subspace of M_R via the embedding κ. Let D denote a consistent scattering diagram in M_R. Following [MQ23, §A.3], we can restrict D to a scattering diagram D in M_R. More precisely, we construct D as the inverse limit of D_l, where D_l is defined for each l ∈ N as follows: take any two generic points in M_R and a generic smooth path γ connecting them (generic with respect to κ^{−1}(supp D_l)). We slightly deform γ to ~γ in M_R so that it becomes generic with respect to supp D_l. Then D_l is defined so that the corresponding wall-crossing operator p_γ is equal to π(p_{~γ} ).

As in [MQ23, A.3.3.], we further assume that the equivalence classes i are the orbits in I under the action of a finite group Π such that s has Π-symmetry: for any g ∈ Π and i, j ∈ I, we have B_{ij} = B_{g.i,g.j} where g. denotes g’s action. Then Π naturally acts on the N^+-graded Lie algebra g. Let g^Π denote the sub Lie algebra of g consisting of the Π-invariant elements. The group Π also naturally acts on M_R, so any g ∈ Π sends walls to walls. The Π-symmetry of s ensures that D(s) is invariant under the Π-action.

Theorem 3.2 ([MQ23, Theorem A.7]). Let D be a consistent scattering diagram which is invariant under the Π-action. Then its restriction D is also consistent.^5

4π is denoted by ι∗ in [MQ23].

5[MQ23] stated the result for the cluster scattering diagram associated to a seed s with Π-symmetry, but the arguments there work more generally for any Π-invariant consistent scattering diagram.

4. Covering of Representations

Covering of quivers. Consider quivers Q and Q possibly with loops and 2-cycles. We use s(p) and t(p) to denote the start point (source) and end point (target) of a path. Let I and I denote the sets of vertices for Q and Q. Let π denote a map from Q to Q respecting the quiver structures, namely:

• For any i ∈ I, we have π(i) ∈ I.

• For any arrow a from i to j in Q, π(a) is an arrow from π(i) to π(j). • We have π(e_i) = e_{π(i)} for the lazy paths.

As in §3, we denote π(i) = i. Note that the map π induces a linear map between the vector spaces π : ^C Q → ^C Q. Let σ denote the linear map from ^C Q to ^C Q defined by σ(p) = ∑ p∈π^{−1}(p) p for any path p.

Lemma 4.1. The map σ is an algebra homomorphism.

Proof. It is straightforward to reduce to the following claim: given a path p and an arrow a in Q, we have σ(pa) = σ(p)σ(a). Every term on the left-hand side above can clearly be factored in a unique way as pa for some lifts p and a of p and a, respectively, giving a term on the right-hand side. Conversely, terms on the right-hand side have the form pa for lifts p and a, and such a product is nonzero if and only if it corresponds to a term on the left-hand side. □

From now on, we further assume that the covering π is associated with a finite group Π acting on Q such that the following hold:

• Each group element g ∈ Π is a map from Q to Q respecting the quiver structures. • The fibers π^{−1}(k), k ∈ Q_0, are exactly the Π-orbits in Q_0, and the fibers π^{−1}(a), a ∈ Q_1, are exactly the Π-orbits in Q_1.

• The fibers π^{−1}(k) and π^{−1}(a) for all k ∈ Q_0 and a ∈ Q_1 have the same cardinality d for some d ∈ Z_{>0}. We denote the action of g on any element x by g.x.

In analogy to covering maps between topological spaces, we say π : Q → Q is a d : 1 or d-folded covering map with the deck transformation group Π. When neither Q nor Q has any loops or oriented 2-cycles, π gives rise to a Π-symmetric d : 1 covering between the corresponding seeds (without adding more frozen vertices) as in §3.

Example 4.2. In Figure 4.1, we have a 2 : 1-covering map π from Q to Q with the deck transformation group Π = {e, g} such that e acts trivially, and g acts nontrivially on each of the sets {1, 3}, {2, 4}, {a_1, a_2}, and {b_1, b_2}. The map π is given by π(1) = π(3) = 1, π(2) = π(4) = 2, π(a_k) = a, π(b_k) = b.

Lemma 4.3. For any arrow a starting from (or ending at) k, there exists exactly one arrow a_k ∈ π^{−1}(a) starting from (resp. ending at) k for each k ∈ π^{−1}(k).

1234a^1b^1b^2a^2

Quiver Q

12ab

Quiver Q

Figure 4.1. A 2 : 1 covering of a Kronecker quiver

Proof. Let a denote any arrow in π^{−1}(a). Then a starts from (or end at) some k^′ ∈ π^{−1}(k). Applying the deck transformation group Π to a, we obtain at least one arrow in π^{−1}(a) starting from (or ending at) k for each k ∈ π^{−1}(k). The statement follows from the assumption that π^{−1}(k) and the orbit Πa have the same cardinality d. □

Corollary 4.4. For any (finite or infinite) path p starting from (or ending at) k in Q and any point k ∈ π^{−1}(k), there exists exactly one path p in Q starting from (resp. ending at) k such that π(p) = p.

A path p in π^{−1}(p) is called a lift of p. Corollary 4.4 has the following consequence.

Corollary 4.5. A lift p of a finite path p is uniquely determined by its starting point, and it is also uniquely determined by its ending point.

Corollary 4.5 implies the following result.

Lemma 4.6. Let i denote any chosen vertex of Q. If Q is connected, then the action of a deck transformation g is uniquely determined by its action on π^{−1}(i).

Proof. Assume that we have determined the action of g on π^{−1}(i). Let j be a vertex which is connected to i by a path p from i to j. For any i ∈ π^{−1}(i), the path uniquely lifts to a path p from i to some j ∈ π^{−1}(j), and similarly, it uniquely lifts to a path p^′ from g.i to some j^′ ∈ π^{−1}(j). Then the action must satisfy g.p = p^′, hence g.j = j^′. A similar argument applies to paths p from j to i. Repeating this progress, we obtain the desired result. □

Let d^′ denote the cardinality of the stabilizer of any vertex under the action of Π. Then this is also the cardinality of the stabilizer of any path p by Lemma 4.6. Note that |Π| = d · d^′. So we have the following equation: σ(π(p)) = 1 d^′ ∑ g∈Π g.p. (3) Take any 0 ≠ l ∈ N ∪ {∞}. The following result on pullbacks of certain modules follows from Corollary 4.5.

Lemma 4.7. For any k ∈ π^{−1}(k), we have σ^∗(C Q^l e_k) = C Q^l e_k.

Remark 4.8. We will usually view quiver representations as modules over path algebras, but let us recall that a representation V of Q can also be understood as a collection of vector spaces V_k and linear maps V_a : V_{s(a)} → V_{t(a)} for vertices k and arrows a : s(a) → t(a). The pullback of the map σ gives a representation V := σ^∗V of Q. It turns out that we have, for any k ∈ Q_0, a ∈ Q_1, V_k = ⨁ k∈π^{−1}(k) V_k and V_a = ⨁ a∈π^{−1} (a) V_a. (4)

Representations of quivers with relations. Let there be given a collection R of elements r_i in ^C Q, indexed by i. Take any order l > 0. Let m denote the (two-sided) ideal of C Ql generated by all arrows and assume that r_i ∈ m^2 for each i. For any l > 0, let ⟨R^l⟩ denote the ideal of C Q^l generated by all r_i. Without loss of generality, we can assume that each r_i is a finite linear combination of paths sharing the same start point and the same end point.^6 We define A^l to be the corresponding quotient algebra C Q^l /⟨R^l⟩. Let ^A denote the inverse limit of A^l.

Similarly, for π : Q → Q a d : 1 covering, let there be given a collection R of elements in C Q. We construct quotient algebras A^l and the inverse limit ^A.

Assume that σ(⟨R^l⟩) ⊂ ⟨R^l⟩. Then we obtain an algebra homomorphism σ : A^l → A^l. Correspondingly, for any A^l-module V , we have an A^l-module V := σ^∗V . In particular, it follows from Lemma 4.7 that σ^∗(A^le_k) is a sub A^l-module of A^le_k. Denote P^l_k = A^le_k and P^l_k = A^le_k. They are indecomposable projective modules of A^l and A^l respectively.

Denote P_k = ^Ae_k. It is the k-th indecomposable projective module of ^A. We can view it as the inverse limit of P^l_k = A^le_k. Similarly define P_k = ^Ae_k = lim←− P^l_k. Then we deduce the following result.

Lemma 4.9. σ^∗(P_k ) is a sub ^A-module of P_k.

Given l ∈ Z_{>0} and a path p ∈ C Q, let u_p denote the equivalence class of p in the quotient A^l = C Q^l /⟨R^l⟩. Similarly denote u_p ∈ A^l = C Q^l/⟨R^l⟩ for any path p ∈ Q. Notice that P^l_k has a basis (over C ) consisting of any maximal linearly independent set of elements u_p for paths p of length at most l starting from k in Q. Given such a basis {u_p}_p, we have a corresponding basis {π(u_p)}_p = {u_{π(p)}}_p for σ^∗(P^l_k) ⊂ P^l_k (in particular, P^l_k and σ^∗(P^l_k) are isomorphic as C -vector spaces).

Lemma 4.10. If σ : ^C Q → ^C Q descends to an injective algebra homomorphism σ from A to A, then σ^∗P_k = P_k.

Proof. Fix a basis {u_p}_p for P^l_k. Since σ : A^l → A^l is injective and linear with image in the Πinvariant part of A^l, we see that {σ(u_p)e_k} is a linearly independent subset of P^l_k. Furthermore, π(σ(u_p)e_k) = du_p, so {π(σ(u_p)e_k)} forms a basis for both σ^∗(P^l_k) and P^l_k. Thus, σ^∗(P^l_k) = P^l_k for each l, so σ^∗P_k = P_k. □

Quiver potentials and Jacobian ideals. Let π : Q → Q be a d : 1 covering with deck transformation group Π. Let W be a potential for Q such that W := σ(W ) is a potential for Q.

Recall the operators ∂_a as in (1). Given a linear combination of arrows α = ∑ a∈Q_1 caa ∈ C ⟨Q1 ⟩, let ∂_α := ∑ a∈Q_1 ca∂a. Lemma 4.11. For any a ∈ Q_1 and any closed path w in Q, we have σ(∂_a(w)) = ∂_{σ(a)}σ(w)

Let R denote the collection of elements ∂_aW in ^C Q. The associated completed quotient algebra ^A as above is called the completed Jacobian algebra and will be denoted by J. Similarly define R and J. Lemma 4.11 ensures that σ(∂_a(W )) is contained in the ideal generated by R for each a ∈ Q_1. So the map σ : ^C Q → ^C Q descends to an algebra homomorphism σ : J → J.

Proposition 4.12. The map σ : J → J is injective.

6For any r i and vertices j, k, the element e_j r_ie_k is contained in the ideal generated by r_i. So, we can replace r_i by the elements e_j r_ie_k for all j, k ∈ Q_0.

Proof. It suffices to work to arbitrary order l > 0. Let p ∈ σ(C Q^l) ∩ ⟨R^l⟩. Our goal is to show that p ∈ σ(⟨R^l⟩). Being in σ(C Q^l) ensures that p is Π-invariant. Combining this with the fact that p ∈ ⟨R^l⟩, we see that p can be expressed in the form p = ∑ g∈Π ∑ i∈I_p c_i (g.p_{i,1}) (g.∂_{ai} W ) (g.p_{i,2}) (5)

for some finite index-set I_p, coefficients c_i ∈ C , paths p_{i,1}, p_{i,2} ∈ C Q^l , and arrows a_i ∈ Q_1. Note that ∑ g∈Π g.∂_{ai} (W ) = d^′∂_{σ(π(ai ))}(W ) = d^′σ(∂_{π(ai )}(W )) (by Lemma 4.11). (6) Similarly, note that ∑ g∈Π g.p_{i,j} = d^′σ(π(p_{i,j} )) (7) for each i, ∈ I_p, j ∈ {1, 2}.

We may assume that no term of (5) is equal to 0 in C Q^l . For any i ∈ I_p and j ∈ {1, 2}, since the product (g.p_{i,1}) (g.∂_{ai} W ) (g.p_{i,2}) is nonzero for each g ∈ Π, we see using Corollary 4.5 that, for any g, g^′, g^{′′} ∈ Π, the product (g^{′′}.p_{i,1}) (g^′.∂_{ai} W ) (g.p_{i,2}) equals 0 unless g^′.∂_{ai} W = g.∂_{ai} W and g^{′′}.p_{i,1} = g.p_{i,1}. We may thus rewrite (5) as

p = ∑ i∈I_p c_i 1 d^′ ∑ g^{′′} ∈Π g^{′′}.p_{i,1} 1 d^′ ∑ g^′ ∈Π g^′.∂_{ai} W ∑ g∈Π g · p_{i,2} = ∑ i∈I_p c_id^′_iσ(π(p_{i,1}))σ ( ∂_{π(ai)}W ) σ(π(p_{i,2})) (applying (6) and (7))

= σ ∑ i∈I_p c_id^′_iπ(p_{i,1}) ( ∂_{π(ai)}W ) π(p_{i,2}) ∈ σ(⟨R^l⟩) as desired. □

We obtain the following as an immediate corollary of Lemma 4.10 combined with Proposition 4.12.

Proposition 4.13. For P_k = Je_k, P_k = Je_{π(k)}, and σ : J → J as above, we have σ^∗P_k = P_k.

Euler Characteristics of Quiver Grassmannians. Let π : Q → Q denote a covering as before. As in [Hau12], we will define C^∗ -actions on our quiver Grassmannians by introducing Z-gradings on the modules. We will then use the following lemma to relate the stability scattering diagram of Q to that of Q.

Lemma 4.14 ([BB73]). Let C^∗ act on a nonempty locally closed subset X of a projective variety Y . Denote by X^{C∗} the fixed point subset. Then X^{C∗} is also a nonempty locally closed subset of Y , and χ(X) = χ(X^{C∗} ), where χ denotes the Euler characteristic.

Recall that, at least up to any finite order l ∈ Z_{>0}, the k-th indecomposable projective module J^le_k of J^l has a basis consisting of a maximal linearly independent set of elements u_p represented by paths p starting at the vertex k. We take the inverse limit with respect to l to obtain a fixed choice^7 of topological basis {u_p}_p for P_k = Je_k (an ordinary basis if P_k is finite-dimensional), and a topological basis {u_p} for P_k with u_p := π(u_p).

Let supp_{Q0} (P_k) denote the set of vertices i such that (P_k )_i ≠ 0; i.e., such that i is the endpoint of a path p which represents a nonzero element of P_k. Let supp_{Q1} (P_k) be the set of arrows a such that (P_k )_a ≠ 0; i.e., such that a is an arrow in a path p whose action on P_k is non-zero.

Let ^C Q_k and J_k denote the quotients of ^C Q and J, respectively, by the two-sided ideals generated by arrows a ∈ Q_1 \ supp_{Q1} (P_k). We similarly define supp_{Q1} (P_k), ^C Q_k, and J_k . Note then that we may naturally view P_k as a J_k-module and P_k as a J_k-module (because the ideal we mod out by is contained in the left annihilator of P_k or P_k), and that the injective homomorphism σ : J → J descends to an injective homomorphism σ : J_k → J_k by Proposition 4.13. We make the following assumption.

Assumption (Nice grading). There exists a Z-grading ∂ on supp_{Q0} (P_k ) such that the following properties are true:

• For i, i^′ ∈ supp_{Q0} (P_k) in the same fiber π^{−1}(i), we have ∂(i) = ∂(i^′) if and only if i = i^′. • For any arrows a, a^′ ∈ supp_{Q1} (P_k) such that π(a) = π(a^′), we have ∂(t(a)) − ∂(s(a)) = ∂(t(a^′)) − ∂(s(a^′)).

Such a grading is called a nice grading on supp_{Q0} P_k with respect to P_k . We will also say P_k has a nice grading for simplicity. In this case, we define a Z-grading ∂ on supp_{Q1} (P_k ) by ∂(a) := ∂(t(a)) − ∂(s(a)). We further define ∂(π(a)) = ∂(a) for a ∈ supp_{Q1} (P_k), which is independent of the choice of a by the second condition for ∂ being a nice grading. Now ∂ determines gradings on ^C Q_k and ^C Q_k. Furthermore, each Jacobian ideal generator ∂_aW which does not vanish in ^C Q_k will be homogeneous with respect to the grading on ^C Q_k, so the grading descends to J_k. Similarly, the grading on ^C Q_k descends to a grading on J_k. By construction, σ : J_k → J_k respects these gradings. Example 4.15. Let us continue Example 4.2. Consider the projective module P_2 for A = C Q. It has the basis e_2, a_1, b_1. So supp_{Q0} (P_2) = {2, 1, 3} and supp_{Q1} (P_2) = {a_1, b_1}. We assign grading ∂(2) = ∂(1) = 0 and ∂(3) = 1. Correspondingly, ∂(a_1) = 0 and ∂(b_1) = 1. Then ∂ is a nice grading.

Note that we can NOT extend ∂ to a Z-grading on Q_0 such that, for ∂(b_2) := ∂(1) − ∂(4), ∂(a_2) := ∂(3) − ∂(4), we have ∂(a_2) = ∂(a_1) and ∂(b_2) = ∂(b_1).

We define a C^∗ -actions on J_k and J_k (hence also on their ideals) via t.x = t^{∂(x)}x for each homogeneous element x. Since the induced actions on P_k and P_k take submodules to submodules and preserve dimension vectors, they induce C^∗ -actions on the Grassmannians Gr_n(P_k ) and Gr_n(P_k) for each n ∈ N^{Q0} and n ∈ N^{Q 0} .

Proposition 4.16. Assume that P_k and P_k are finite-dimensional. Then we have χ(Gr_n(P_k)) = ∑ n∈π^{−1}(n) χ(Grn(Pk)) for any k ∈ Q0 and n ∈ N

Q_0 .

Proof. Recall from Proposition 4.13 that σ^∗P_k = P_k. Note that the same holds when working over J_k and J_k, as we do here.

7When P k is infinitely dimensional, the set of elements u_p is constructed as an inverse limit with respect to the inclusion partial order.

Given a submodule U of P_k with n = dim U, σ^∗U is a submodule of P_k with dim σ^∗U = n := π(n). This gives an embedding σ^∗ : Gr_n(P_k) → Gr_n(P_k) respecting the C^∗ -actions.

Let U be an n-dimensional submodule of P_k. In particular, U has a basis consisting of linear combinations β_j = ∑ c_pu_p for paths u_p starting at k. Now suppose that U is fixed by the C^∗ -action.

Then U is homogeneous; i.e., we may assume that each β_j is homogeneous.^8 Furthermore, by an argument like that of Footnote 6, we may assume for each j that all paths p contributing to β_j end at a common vertex v_j . Then each p is π(p) for some path p from k to a vertex v ∈ π^{−1}(v_j ). By the homogeneity of β_j and the first condition of a nice grading, v must actually be the same for each such p; call this common vertex v_j . Hence, the lift β_j := ∑ c_pu_p of β_k is homogeneous with respect to the dimension vector grading dim (cf. Remark 2.5), and π(dim β_j ) = dim(β_j ) = e_{vj} .

Now let U be the C -span of {β_j }_j . Note that β_j = σ(β_j )e_k, so U = σ(J_k⟨β_j ⟩_j )e_k, where J_k⟨β_j ⟩_j is an ideal generated by all β_j . We claim that U is a sub J_k-module of P_k = J_ke_k.^9 To see this, we must check that pβ_j ∈ U for all p ∈ J_k. Indeed, Corollary 4.5 ensures that σ(π(p))β_j = pβ_j . Combining with β_j = σ(β_j )e_k, we have pβ_j = pβ_j e_k = σ(π(p))σ(β_j )e_k = σ(π(p)β_j )e_k ∈ σ(J_k⟨β_j ⟩_j )e_k = U.

It follows from π(dim β_j ) = dim(β_j ) that π(dim(U)) = dim(U). Furthermore, we see that σ^∗U = U.

So the C^∗ -fixed point subset in Gr_n(P_k) has the following decomposition:

(Gr_n(P_k))^{C ∗} = ⨆ n∈π^{−1}(n) (σ^∗ Gr_n(P_k ))^{C∗} ≃ ⨆ n∈π^{−1}(n) (Gr_n(P_k))^{C ∗} .

The desired result follows from Lemma 4.14. □

Example 4.17. Let us continue Example 4.15. Notice that σ^∗(P_2) = P_2. Take dimension vector n such that (n)_1 = (n)_2 = 1. Then the submodule Grassmannian Gr_n(σ^∗(P_2)) is P_1 and so has Euler characteristic 2. Its C^∗ -fixed locus consists of two points {C u_a , C u_b } and is isomorphic to the disjoint union of the submodule Grassmannians Gr_{(1,0,0,0)}(P_2) = {C u_{a1} } and Gr_{(0,0,1,0)}(P_2) = {C u_{b1} }.

Corollary 4.18. Assume that P_k and P_k are finite-dimensional. Then for each n ∈ N^{Q 0} , we have χ(Quot_n(P_k)) = ∑ n∈π^{−1}(n) χ(Quotn(Pk)). Proof. Notice that we have isomorphisms Quot_n(P_k) ≃ Gr_{dim Pk −n}(P_k ) and similarly for P_k. We deduce that

χ(Quot_n(P_k)) = χ(Gr_{dim P k −n}(P_k)) = ∑ n^′ :π(n^′)=dim P_k −n

χ(Gr_n′ (P_k)) (Proposition 4.16)

= ∑ n:π(n)=n χ(Gr_{dim Pk −n}(P_k)) (set n := dim P_k − n^′) = ∑ n:π(n)=n χ(Quot_nP_k). □ Proof of Theorem 1.3. It suffices to verify the theorem for principal coefficients, see Remark 2.4. In this case, the desired claim follows from Lemma 2.3 and Corollary 4.18. □

8To see this, take a generic t ∈ C ∗ . From t.U = U, one can deduce that U is spanned by eigenvectors of t. 9This claim can also be verified by analyzing module structures as in (4).

5. Applications to Surfaces

5.1. Projection of Surface Jacobian Algebras. Let S be a compact oriented closed surface with punctures M such that (S, M) is triangulable; i.e., #M ≥ 1, and if S is a sphere then #M ≥ 4. Fix an ideal triangulation T of Σ = (S, M); that is, T is a maximal collection of pairwise non-intersecting (except at their endpoints) non-homotopic simple arcs between punctures. See Figure 5.2. We assume that T does not cut out any self-folded triangles (i.e., triangles with a repeated edge). We refer the reader to [MQ23, §3] for details.

p

Figure 5.2. An ideal triangulated torus with one puncture p

Next we define the adjacency quiver Q(T ). The vertices of Q(T ) are the arcs from triangulation T . The arrows in Q(T ) are defined as follows: There is an arrow i → j whenever arc i and j have a common endpoint in M ⊂ S and i is followed immediately counterclockwise by j around the common endpoint. See Figure 5.3.

(a) Polygon presentation

a ab b c

(b) Compact form

a b c Figure 5.3. The adjacency quiver for the torus, shown in polygon presentation and compact form

We next introduce maps defined on arrows of Q(T ) as introduced in [Lad12]. Let α be the arrow i → j in T . Then i and j have a common endpoint in M, and i is followed immediately counterclockwise by j. There exists a unique arc k sharing the same endpoint with i, j, which follows immediately counterclockwise of j. Then g(α) is the arrow j → k. On the other hand, by definition of triangulation (without self-folded triangles), there exists some arc l such that l, i, j enclose a triangle of T . Then f(α) is the arrow j → l. f(α) and g(α) are the two arrows in Q(T ) starting at j. It is also shown that for any vertex i there exist exactly two arrows starting and two arrows ending at i in Q(T ). Thus for an arrow α, we can denote the other arrow sharing the same start with α by α. See Figure 5.4.

STABILITY SCATTERING DIAGRAMS AND QUIVER COVERINGS 15 ααf(α)f^2(α) g(α) g^2(α)· · ·g^{nα−1}(α)

Figure 5.4. Maps on arrows

It is easy to see that α, f(α), f^2(α) forms a 3-cycle path, and α, g(α), g^2(α) · · · rotates around some puncture. Let n_α ∈ N be the least positive integer such that g^{nα} (α) = α. Then Labardini-Fragoso’s association goes as follows:

Associate to every puncture m_i ∈ M a complex number c_i ≠ 0. Then we define the potential (see [LF09, Lad12]) W = ∑ f^2(α) · f(α) · α − ∑ c_βg^{nβ −1}(β) · · · g(β) · β. (8) Here, the first sum is over all f-orbits, with α being an arbitrary representative of the f-orbit. The second sum is over all g-orbits, with β an arbitrary choice of representative of the g-orbit. The number c_β equals the complex number associated to the common endpoint of arcs s(β), s(g(β)), · · · , s(g^{nβ −1}(β)) inside the triangulation. The non-degeneracy of W was shown in [LF16].

Lemma 5.1 ([Lad12, Prop 3.8, Lemma 4.1, 4.2]). The following hold in the completed Jacobian algebra J of (Q, W ) with Q = Q(T ) and W as in (8):

(1) For any arrow α ∈ Q_1, the elements gf(α) · f(α) · α and fg(α) · g(α) · α are equal to zero in J. (2) The superfluous cycles α · f^2(α) · f(α) · α and α · g^{nα−1}(α) · · · g(α) · α are equal to zero in J. (3) The cycles f^2(α) · f(α) · α and c_αg^{nα−1}(α) · · · g(α) · α (where c_α is the number associated to the puncture), as well as the expressions with α substituted by the other arrow α with the same start s(α) = s(α), are all equal in J. We denote their common value by z_i, where i = s(α).

(4) The Jacobian algebra J is finite dimensional. It has a basis {e_i}_i ∪ {g^r(α) · · · g(α) · α}_{α,r} ∪ {z_i}_i where e_i’s are the lazy paths, α ∈ Q_1, 0 ≤ r ≤ n_α − 2, and the z_i’s are defined above.

Figure 5.5. The leftmost is a nonzero path in J, while the right two equal zero

Next, as in [MQ23, §B], we consider coverings of a once-punctured surface Σ = (S, p) with triangulation T , and the associated covering the quiver Q(T ). Denote by π : S → S a d-folded covering space map. The preimage of T in S is a triangulation T of Σ = (S, π^{−1}(p)). Let Q = Q(T ) and Q = Q(T ). The induced covering map π : Σ → Σ naturally induces a d-folded covering map of quivers π : Q → Q by sending the vertices and arrows of Q to their counterparts in Q. See Figure 5.6 for the construction of a 2-folded covering space. × 2

Figure 5.6. A surgery for constructing a 2 : 1 covering

a ab ec d d b f

Figure 5.7. The quiver for the covering torus.

We choose potentials W for Q and W for Q as in (8) such that the complex numbers c_p and c_{π(p)} are the same for any puncture p ∈ Σ.

Lemma 5.2. If π : Σ → Σ is d-folded, then π(W ) = d · W and σ(W ) = W .

Proof. This follows from the properties of the d-folded covering map. More precisely, the potentials consist of two parts: the enclosed triangles and rotations around punctures. For each triangle in the triangulation T , its preimage consists of d-many triangles in T . Similarly, for any rotation of arcs in T around a puncture p ∈ Σ, its preimage consists of the rotations around the d punctures in π^{−1}(p). □

Example 5.3 (Nice grading for a triple cover of the once-punctured torus). Take Σ to be a oncepunctured torus. Let Σ be a connected 3 : 1 covering of Σ. This Σ with the lifted triangulation is depicted in Figure 5.8. Note that paths in Q lifts to dashed paths on Σ. The covering map π send a^{(s)} to a and similarly for b^{(s)}, c^{(s)}, where s denotes the sheet label.

We introduce the grading on Q_0 such that ∂(i^{(s)}) := s for any arc i^{(s)}. Take k = a^{(1)}. We claim that ∂ restricts to a nice grading on supp_{Q0} (P_k) with respect to P_k. Note that the first condition of a nice grading is clearly satisfied.

By Lemma 5.1, the projective module P_k has a basis consisting of the equivalence classes [p], where p takes the form:

m^{(0)} m^{(0)} m^{(1)} m^{(1)} m^{(2)} m^{(2)} m^{(0)} m^{(0)} b^{(0)}b^{(1)}b^{(2)} b^{(0)} a^{(0)} a^{(0)} a^{(1)} a^{(1)} a^{(2)} a^{(2)} c^{(0)}c^{(1)}c^{(2)} α^{(0)}_1β^{(0)}_1γ^{(0)}_1

α^{(0)}_2β^{(0)}2γ^{(0)}_2 α^{(1)}_1β^{(1)}_1γ^{(1)}_1

α^{(1)}_2β^{(1)}2γ^{(1)}_2 α^{(2)}_1β^{(2)}_1γ^{(2)}_1

α^{(2)}_2β^{(2)}2γ^{(2)}_2

Figure 5.8. A triangulation of a 3 : 1 covering Σ of a once-punctured torus Σ. The nodes represent punctures, while solid arcs correspond to the vertices of the quiver. Nodes and arcs with the same labels are identified. The paths in the quiver are lifted to dashed paths on the surface. If we consider Q as embedded in the middle part of the above quiver, the labels of solid arcs also denote their gradings, with the exception of b^{(0)} which does not live in supp_{Q0} (P_k) at all. • e_k • g^r(α^{(1)}_1 ) · · · g(α^{(1)}_1 ) · α^{(1)}_1 for 0 ≤ r ≤ 5, subpaths of an oriented dashed cycle around the puncture m^{(1)} • g^r(α^{(1)}_2 ) · · · g(α^{(1)}_2 ) · α^{(1)}_2 for 0 ≤ r ≤ 5, subpaths of an oriented dashed cycle around the puncture m^{(2)} Therefore, supp_{Q0} (P_k) = Q_0 \ {b^{(0)}}.

By Lemma 5.1(1)(2), the only paths p which represent nonzero elements in P_k are the basis elements above, along with β^{(1)}_1 α^{(1)}_1 , γ^{(1)}_1 β^{(1)}_1 α^{(1)}_1 , β^{(1)}_2 α^{(1)}_2 , and γ^{(1)}_2 β^{(1)}_2 α^{(1)}_2 . Thus, supp_{Q1} (P_k) = {α^{(1)}_1 , β^{(1)}_1 , γ^{(1)}_1 , α^{(1)}_2 , β^{(1)}_2 , γ^{(1)}_2 , α^{(0)}_2 , α^{(2)}_1 , β^{(0)}_2 , γ^{(0)}_1 , β^{(2)}_1 , γ^{(2)}_2 }.

Introduce ∂(ζ) := ∂(t(ζ)) − ∂(s(ζ)) for arrows ζ. It is straightforward to check that any pair of arrows in supp_{Q1} (P_k ) in the same Π-orbit will have the same degree—the key is that none of the arrows in supp_{Q1} (P_k ) go between ∂^{−1}(0) and ∂^{−1}(2). The second condition for ∂ to be a nice grading follows.

Note that while ∂ is Π-invariant on supp_{Q1} (P_k), it is not a Π-invariant grading on Q_1, because ∂(α^{(0)}_2 ) ≠ ∂(α^{(2)}_2 ) and ∂(β^{(0)}_2 ) ≠ ∂(β^{(2)}_2 ).

Example 5.3 is generalized to prove the following.

Lemma 5.4. Let Σ be a connected d : 1-covering of Σ with d ≥ 3 and deck transformation group Z/dZ. Then for the associated d : 1 covering of quivers with potential, there exists a nice grading with respect to P_k for each k.

Proof. Recall that the vertices of Q are arcs in Σ. The covering space Σ is a union of d-sheets, where each sheet is obtained from Σ by cutting an arc, which we denote by γ (Figure 5.6). On Σ, we can label these sheets by Σ^{(0)}, . . . , Σ^{(d−1)} consecutively. Each sheet Σ^{(r)} contains two boundary arcs in π^{−1}(γ), which will be denoted by γ^{(r),−} and γ^{(r),+} such that the latter is also contained in Σ^{(r+1)} (denote Σ^{(d)} = Σ^{(0)} here). Any vertex i of Q is an arc contained in some sheet Σ^{(r)} (if π(i) = γ, we choose Σ^{(r)} such that i = γ^{(r),−}). Define the grading ∂(i) = r. Without loss of generality, we can assume ∂(k) = 1 and π(k) ≠ γ.

Recall that, given any path (or any arrow) p in Q, we can naturally lift p to a curve in Σ, which intersects the relative interiors of the arcs consecutively as p does. By abuses of notation, the curve is still called a path (or arrow) and denoted by p. Recall that P_k has a basis consisting of equivalence classes u_p of certain paths p starting from k. We choose representatives p as in Lemma 5.1(4). Then p appearing are subpaths of cycles surrounding an end point of the arc k. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 5.1(1)(2) that the only other paths representing nonzero elements of P_k are those of the form f(a) · a and f^2(a) · f(a) · a for arrows a starting from k. We deduce that if the equivalence class of a path q is nonzero and contained in P_k, then q must be contained in Σ^{(0)} ∪ Σ^{(1)} ∪ Σ^{(2)} \ (γ^{(0),−} ∪ γ^{(2),+}).

Now, take any arrow a ∈ supp_{Q1} (P_k). Then there is a path q which contains a and represents a nonzero element of P_k. It follows that the arrow a is contained in Σ^{(0)} ∪ Σ^{(1)} ∪ Σ^{(2)} \ (γ^{(0),−} ∪ γ^{(2),+}). We define ∂(a) = ∂(t(a)) − ∂(s(a))

Finally, let g denote the deck transformation sending arcs c in Σ^{(r)} to c^′ in Σ^{(r+1)} such that π(c^′) = π(c) (we denote Σ^{(d)} = Σ^{(0)} here). This g generates Π, and we see that the above grading on supp_{Q1} (P_k ) is invariant under the action of g, because there are no arrows a ∈ supp_{Q1} (P_k) connecting arcs in Σ^{(d−1)} to those in Σ^{(0)}. It follows that ∂ on supp_{Q0} (P_k ) is a nice grading. □

5.2. Proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let Σ^′ be the once-punctured surface obtained by reversing the orientation of Σ. The triangulation T of Σ also gives a triangulation T^′ of Σ^′. Let Q(T^′) be the associated quiver and W^′ the associated potential as in (8). Then the associated quiver with potential is J^{op}.

Let ~Σ^′ be a connected d : 1 covering of Σ^′ with deck group Z/dZ, d ≥ 3, equipped with the potential as in (8). Let ~J^{op} be the associated Jacobian algebra. Then Lemma 5.4 combined with Theorem 1.3 tells us that D^{st}( ~J^{op}) is equivalent to D^{st}(J^{op}).

Let ~Σ → Σ be the d : 1 cover of Σ obtained by reversing the orientation of ~Σ^′. So ~J^{op} is the opposite Jacobian algebra of (~Σ, ~W ) for ~W as in (8) for ~Σ. Since ~Σ^′ has more than one puncture, it is injective-reachable [FST08], so [Qin22, Thm. 1.2.4] implies that D^{st}( ~J^{op}) is equivalent to the cluster scattering diagram D(~s).

Finally, by [MQ23, §B], the restriction D(~s) is equivalent to D(s) if and only if Σ is not a oncepunctured torus. The desired claim follows. □

Remark 5.5. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is also effective for principal coefficients. Therefore, D^{st,prin}(J^{op}) and D(s^{prin}) are equivalent if and only if S is not a torus. It follows that the equivalence holds for arbitrary coefficients (i.e. an arbitrary choice of B_{ij} such that not both of i and j are unfrozen).

Note that the above proof of Theorem 1.4 also shows the following:

Lemma 5.6. Let Σ be a once-punctured closed triangulated surface. Fix a potential W as in (8) for the associated quiver, and let J^{op} be the associated opposite Jacobian algebra. Let π : ~Σ → Σ be a connected d : 1 covering with deck group Z/dZ and d ≥ 3, and let ~s be the associated seed. Then D(~s) is equivalent to D^{st}(J^{op}).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. It was shown in [MQ23] that the bracelets basis and theta basis for oncepunctured surfaces agree except in the case of the once-punctured torus if one uses the cluster scattering diagram for the surface. Furthermore, it was shown that the bracelets basis and theta basis agree in all once-punctured closed surface cases if one uses D(~s) as in Lemma 5.6 in place of D(s). This fact plus Lemma 5.6 imply Theorem 1.5. □

References

[BB73] Andrzej Bialynicki-Birula, Some theorems on actions of algebraic groups, Annals of mathematics 98 (1973), no. 3, 480–497.

[Bri17] Tom Bridgeland, Scattering diagrams, Hall algebras and stability conditions, Algebraic Geometry 4 (2017), no. 5, 523–561, arXiv:1603.00416.

[DM21] Ben Davison and Travis Mandel, Strong positivity for quantum theta bases of quantum cluster algebras, Inventiones mathematicae (2021), 1–119, arXiv:1910.12915.

[DWZ08] Harm Derksen, Jerzy Weyman, and Andrei Zelevinsky, Quivers with potentials and their representations I: Mutations, Selecta Mathematica 14 (2008), 59–119, arXiv:0704.0649v4.

[FG00] Charles Frohman and Răzvan Gelca, Skein modules and the noncommutative torus, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 352 (2000), no. 10, 4877–4888, arXiv:math/9806107.

[FG06] Vladimir Fock and Alexander Goncharov, Moduli spaces of local systems and higher Teichmüller theory, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. (2006), no. 103, 1–211, arXiv:math/0311149.

[FST08] Sergey Fomin, Michael Shapiro, and Dylan Thurston, Cluster algebras and triangulated surfaces. I. Cluster complexes, Acta Math. 201 (2008), no. 1, 83–146, arXiv:math/0608367.

[FST12] Anna Felikson, Michael Shapiro, and Pavel Tumarkin, Cluster algebras of finite mutation type via unfoldings, International Mathematics Research Notices 2012 (2012), no. 8, 1768–1804, arXiv:1006.4276.

[GHKK18] Mark Gross, Paul Hacking, Sean Keel, and Maxim Kontsevich, Canonical bases for cluster algebras, Journal of the American Mathematical Society 31 (2018), no. 2, 497–608, arXiv:1411.1394.

[Hau12] Nicolas Haupt, Euler characteristics of quiver grassmannians and ringel-hall algebras of string algebras, Algebras and representation theory 15 (2012), no. 4, 755–793, arXiv:1002.3040.

[HL18] Min Huang and Fang Li, Unfolding of sign-skew-symmetric cluster algebras and its applications to positivity and f-polynomials, Advances in Mathematics 340 (2018), 221–283, arXiv:1609.05981.

[Kel11] Bernhard Keller, On cluster theory and quantum dilogarithm identities, Representations of Algebras and Related Topics, Editors A. Skowronski and K. Yamagata, EMS Series of Congress Reports, European Mathematical Society, 2011, pp. 85–11, arXiv:1102.4148.

[Kin94] Alastair D King, Moduli of representations of finite dimensional algebras, The Quarterly Journal of Mathematics 45 (1994), no. 4, 515–530.

[Lad12] Sefi Ladkani, On Jacobian algebras from closed surfaces, arXiv:1207.3778.

[LF09] Daniel Labardini-Fragoso, Quivers with potentials associated to triangulated surfaces, Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society 98 (2009), no. 3, 797–839, Available from:

https://londmathsoc.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1112/plms/pdn051,

[LF16] Daniel Labardini-Fragoso, Quivers with potentials associated to triangulated surfaces, part iv: removing boundary assumptions, Selecta Mathematica 22 (2016), no. 1, 145–189, Available from:

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00029-015-0188-8,

[Mou19] Lang Mou, Scattering diagrams of quivers with potentials and mutations, arXiv:1910.13714. [MQ23] Travis Mandel and Fan Qin, Bracelets bases are theta bases, arXiv:2301.11101. [MSW13] Gregg Musiker, Ralf Schiffler, and Lauren Williams, Bases for cluster algebras from surfaces, Compositio Mathematica 149 (2013), no. 02, 217–263, arXiv:1110.4364.

[Mul16] Greg Muller, The existence of a maximal green sequence is not invariant under quiver mutation, Electron. J. Combin. 23 (2016), no. 2, arXiv:1503.04675.

[Qin22] Fan Qin, Bases for upper cluster algebras and tropical points, Journal of the European Mathematical Society (2022), arXiv:1902.09507.

[Yur20] Toshiya Yurikusa, Density of g-vector cones from triangulated surfaces, International Mathematics Research Notices 2020 (2020), no. 21, 8081–8119, arXiv:1904.12479.

[Zho20] Yan Zhou, Cluster structures and subfans in scattering diagrams, SIGMA. Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry: Methods and Applications 16 (2020), 013, arXiv:1901.04166.

School of Mathematical Sciences, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, China Email address: chenqiyue@sjtu.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics, University of Oklahoma, Norman, OK 73019, USA Email address: tmandel@ou.edu

School of Mathematical Sciences, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, China Email address: qin.fan.math@gmail.com