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WEIGHTED LEAVITT PATH ALGEBRAS THAT ARE ISOMORPHIC TO
UNWEIGHTED LEAVITT PATH ALGEBRAS

RAIMUND PREUSSER

ABSTRACT. Let K be a field. We characterise the row-finite weighted graphs (F,w) such that the weighted
Leavitt path algebra Ly (E,w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra. Moreover, we prove
that if Lx (E,w) is locally finite, or Noetherian, or Artinian, or von Neumann regular, or has finite Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension, then Lk (F,w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a series of papers [3, 9, 10, 11] William Leavitt studied algebras that are now denoted by L (n,n+
k) and have been coined Leavitt algebras. Let X = (z;;) and Y = (y;;) be (n + k) x n and n x (n+ k)
matrices consisting of symbols z;; and y;;, respectively. Then for a field K, Li(n,n + k) is the unital
K-algebra generated by all x;; and y;; subject to the relations XY = I, and Y X = I,,. The algebra
L (n,n+k) can be described as the K-algebra A with a universal left A-module isomorphism A™ — A"k,
cf. [4, second paragraph on p. 35].

(Unweighted) Leavitt path algebras are algebras associated to directed graphs. They were introduced
by G. Abrams and G. Aranda Pino in 2005 [!]| and independently by P. Ara, M. Moreno and E. Pardo in

2007 [3]. For the directed graph
)

(3 €

e(k+1)

with one vertex and k + 1 loops one recovers the Leavitt algebra Ly (1,k + 1). The definition and the
development of the theory were inspired on the one hand by Leavitt’s construction of L (1,k+ 1) and on
the other hand by the Cuntz algebras O,, [5] and the Cuntz-Krieger algebras in C*-algebra theory [16].
The Cuntz algebras and later Cuntz-Krieger type C*-algebras revolutionised C*-theory, leading ultimately
to the astounding Kirchberg-Phillips classification theorem [12]. The Leavitt path algebras have created
the same type of stir in the algebraic community.

There have been several attempts to introduce a generalisation of the Leavitt path algebras which
would cover the algebras Li(n,n + k), n > 2 as well. In 2013, R. Hazrat [6] introduced weighted Leavitt
path algebras. These are algebras associated to weighted graphs. For the weighted graph

(k) g,

Cz@ e(l) "

@ e@ n
e\ n

with one vertex and n + k loops of weight n one recovers the Leavitt algebra Ly (n,n + k). If the weights
of all the edges are 1, then the weighted Leavitt path algebras reduce to the unweighted Leavitt path
algebras.
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Which are the new examples in the class of weighted Leavitt path algebras? In [7] it was shown
that any simple or graded simple weighted Leavitt path algebra is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt
path algebra. In [14] and [15] it was shown that any finite-dimensional or Noetherian weighted Leavitt
path algebra is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra. Furthermore, graph-theoretic criterions
that are sufficient and necessary for Ly (F,w) being finite-dimensional/Noetherian were found (see [15,
Theorems 25 and 52]). On the other hand, it was shown in [13, Corollary 16], that the class of weighted
Leavitt path algebras contains infinitely many domains which are neither isomorphic to an unweighted
Leavitt path algebra nor to a Leavitt algebra Li(n,n + k).

As examples consider the weighted graphs

(E,w): e o o, (E',w'): e

where a number above or below an edge indicates the weight of that edge. In [14, Example 40] it was
shown that Li(E,w) = Li(F) where F is the directed graph

In [13, Example 21] it was shown that L (FE',w') = Li(F') where F’ is the directed graph

NSNS

But it remained unclear if Lg (E”,w") is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra. It will follow
from the results of this paper that Ly (E”,w"”) cannot be isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.

'

In this paper we obtain a graph-theoretic criterion that is sufficient and necessary for Ly (FE,w)
being isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra (Condition (LPA), cf. Definition 15). Moreover,
we prove that if Lg(E,w) is Artinian, or von Neumann regular, or has finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension,
then Ly (F,w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows.

In Section 2 we recall some standard notation which is used throughout the paper.

In Section 3 we recall the definitions of the unweighted and weighted Leavitt path algebras.
In Section 4 we introduce Condition (LPA).

In Section 5 we prove that if (E,w) is a row-finite weighted graph that satisfies Condition (LPA),
then Ly (F,w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.

In Section 6 we prove that if (E,w) is a row-finite weighted graph that does not satisfy Condition
(LPA), then Ly (E,w) is not isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra. Moreover, we prove that
if L (E,w) is Artinian, or von Neumann regular, or has finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension, then Ly (E, w)
is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra. We also prove again that if Lx (F,w) is locally finite
or Noetherian, then Ly (FE,w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra (that has already been
shown in [15], but the paper was never published in a journal).

In Section 7 we summarise the main results of this paper.
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2. NOTATION

Throughout the paper K denotes a field. By a K-algebra we mean an associative (but not necessarily
commutative or unital) K-algebra. By an ideal we mean a two-sided ideal. N denotes the set of positive
integers, Ny the set of nonnegative integers, Z the set of integers and R the set of positive real numbers.

3. UNWEIGHTED AND WEIGHTED LEAVITT PATH ALGEBRAS

Definition 1. A (directed) graph is a quadruple E = (E°, B s,r) where E° and E! are sets and s,7 :
E' — E° maps. The elements of E? are called vertices and the elements of E! edges. If e is an edge, then
s(e) is called its source and r(e) its range.

Remark 2.

(a) Let E be a graph, v € E° a vertex and e € E! an edge. Then we say that v emits e if s(e) = v and v
receives e if r(e) = v.

(b) In this article all graphs are assumed to be row-finite. Recall that a graph E = (E°, E', s, 7) is called
row-finite if s71(v) is a finite set for any vertex v.

Definition 3. Let E be a graph. The K-algebra Li(FE) presented by the generating set {v,e,e* | v €
EY e € E'} and the relations

(i) uwv = dupu  (u,v € EY),
(ii) s(e)e =e =er(e), r(e)e* =e* =e*s(e) (e € EY),
(iii) e*f = deyr(e) (v € E%e, f € s71(v)) and

) > eet=v (veE%sl(v)£0)

e€s~1(v)

is called the (unweighted) Leavitt path algebra of E.

(iv

Remark 4. Let E be a graph and A a K-algebra that contains a set X = {a, B¢,V | v € E’,e € E'}
such that

(i) the ay’s are pairwise orthogonal idempotents,
(i) e)Be = Be = Ber(e)s Ar(e)Ve = Ve = Yelis(e) (€ € EY),
(ili) veBf = defarey (v € E% e, f € s '(v)) and
) X Beve=a, (e B sI(v) £ 0).

ecs—1(v)

(iv

We call X an E-family in A. By the relations defining L (E), there exists a unique K-algebra homomor-
phism ¢ : Ly (E) — A such that ¢(v) = a, é(e) = B and ¢(e*) = 7, for all v € E® and e € E'. We will
refer to this as the Universal Property of Lk (E).

Definition 5. A weighted graph is a pair (E,w) where E is a graph and w : B! — N is a map. If e € B!,
then w(e) is called the weight of e. For a vertex v € E° we set w(v) := max{w(e) | e € s71(v)} with the
convention max () = 0.

Definition 6. Let (F,w) be a weighted graph. The K-algebra L (E,w) presented by the generating set
{v,e;,ef |ve E% ee EY 1 <i<w(e)} and the relations

(i) wv = 6pu (u,v € EY),
(ii) s(e)e; = e; = e;r(e), r(e)ef =ef =els(e) (e€ EY1<i<we)),

(iil) > effi=0der(e) (veEE%e fesi(v) and
1<i<w(v)
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(iv) > eej=6d50 (ve E%1<i,j<w))

e€s—1H(v)
is called the weighted Leavitt path algebra of (E,w). In relations (iii) and (iv) we set e; and e} zero whenever
i>w(e).

Example 7. If (E,w) is a weighted graph such that w(e) = 1 for all e € E', then L (E,w) is isomorphic
to the unweighted Leavitt path algebra L (E).

Example 8. Let n > 1 and k > 0. Let (E,w) be the weighted graph

e +k)

QC@ 6(1) "

@)y €D
with one vertex v and n+ k edges eV ..., e("*) cach of which has weight n. Then L K (E,w) is isomorphic
to the Leavitt algebra Lx(n,n + k), for details see [6, Example 5.5] or [7, Example 4].

Remark 9. Let (E,w) be a weighted graph and A a K-algebra that contains a set X = {ov, Bei;Ve,i | v €
E,e € E'|1 <i<w(e)} such that

(i) the ay’s are pairwise orthogonal idempotents,
(i) aS(e)IB&i = e = ﬁe,iar(e)a Qr(e)Ve,i = Ve, = Ve,is(e) (e € Ela 1 <i<w(e)),
(i) X veiBri =depane (ve E%e fe€sT(v)) and

1<i<w(v)

(iv) > BeivYej =0ijay, (v E E% 1 <i,j <w)).
e€s—1H(v)

In relations (iii) and (iv) we set ¢ ; and 7. ; zero whenever i > w(e). We call X an (E,w)-family in A. By
the relations defining Ly (E,w), there exists a unique K-algebra homomorphism ¢ : Li(E,w) — A such
that ¢(v) = au, ¢(ei) = Bei and d(ef) = e, for all v € E°, e € E' and 1 < i < w(e). We will refer to this
as the Universal Property of Li(E,w).

Remark 10. Let (E, w) be a weighted graph. Then Lx (E,w) has the properties (a)-(d) below, for details
see [6, Proposition 5.7].

(a) If EV is a finite set, then Ly (F,w) is a unital ring (with Y. v as multiplicative identity).
veEO

(b) L (E,w) has a set of local units, namely the set of all finite sums of distinct elements of E°. Recall
that an associative ring R is said to have a set of local units X in case X is a set of idempotents in R
having the property that for each finite subset S C R there exists an x € X such that xsz = s for any
seSs.

(c) There is an involution * on Ly (E,w) mapping k — k, v — v, ¢; — € and e — ¢; for any k € K,
veEEY ec Bl and 1 <i <wle).

(d) Set n := sup{w(e) | e € E'}. One can define a Z"-grading on Ly (E,w) by setting deg(v) := 0,
deg(e;) == €; and deg(e}) := —¢; for any v € E°, e € B! and 1 < i < w(e). Here ¢; denotes the element
of Z™ whose i-th component is 1 and whose other components are 0.

4. THE CONDITION (LPA)

We start with a couple of definitions.
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Definition 11. Let E be a graph. A path is a nonempty word p = ..., over the alphabet E° U E'
such that either z; € E' (i = 1,...,n) and 7(z;) = s(x;41) (i = 1,...,n—1) or n = 1 and z; € E°.
By definition, the length |p| of p is n in the first case and 0 in the latter case. We set s(p) := s(x1) and
r(p) := r(z,) (here we use the convention s(v) = v = r(v) for any v € E°).

Definition 12. Let E be a graph and v € E°. A closed path (based at v) is a path p such that |p| > 0 and
s(p) =r(p) =v. A cycle (based at v) is a closed path p = 1 ...z, based at v such that s(z;) # s(z;) for
any i # j.

Definition 13. Let E be a graph. If u,v € E? and there is a path p in E such that s(p) = u and r(p) = v,
then we write u > v. If u € E, then T'(u) := {v € E° | u > v} is called the tree of u. If X C E°, we define
T(X):= | T(v). Two edges e, f € E! are called in line if e = f or r(e) > s(f) or r(f) > s(e)

veX
Definition 14. Let (F,w) be a weighted graph. An edge e € E! is called unweighted if w(e) = 1 and

weighted if w(e) > 1. The subset of E' consisting of all unweighted edges is denoted by E!, and the subset
consisting of all weighted edges by E .

Now we can introduce Condition (LPA).

Definition 15. We say that a weighted graph (F,w) satisfies Condition (LPA) if the following holds true:

(LPA1) Any vertex v € E” emits at most one weighted edge.

(LPA2) Any vertex v € T(r(E})) emits at most one edge.

(LPA3) If two weighted edges e, f € E} are not in line, then T(r(e)) N T(r(f)) = 0.
(LPA4) If e € EL and c is a cycle based at some vertex v € T(r(e)), then e belongs to c.

Each of the Conditions (LPA1)-(LPA4) in Definition 15 above “forbids” a certain constellation in
the weighted graph (E,w). The pictures below illustrate these forbidden constellations. Symbols above or
below edges indicate the weight. A dotted arrow stands for a path.

(LPA1)
>1 @
[ J /
(LPA2)
[
>1 —
@ — > @ i > @
\
o,
(LPA3)
>1 >1
@ — > @ i S @ T o< o
(LPA4)
e —> 0
>1 / \
s @ e > @ °
\ . ........... . /
Remark 16. Conditions (LPA1), (LPA2) and (LPA3) already appeared in [14] and [15]. They were

independently found by N. T. Phuc. Condition (LPA4) is new, this condition is slightly weaker then
Condition (iv) in [15, Definition 19].
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5. PRESENCE OF CONDITION (LPA)

Lemma 17. Let (E,w) be a weighted graph that satisfies Condition (LPA). If e and f are distinct edges
such that s(e),s(f) € T(r(EL)), then r(e) # r(f).

Proof. Let e, f € E' such that s(e),s(f) € T(r(EL)) and r(e) = r(f). We will show that e = f. Since
s(e),s(f) € T(r(EL)), there are g,h € E} such that s(e) € T(r(g)) and s(f) € T(r(h)). It follows that
r(e) =r(f) € T(r(g)) NT(r(h)). Since (E,w) satisfies Condition (LPA3), g and h are in line. It follows

that s(e),s(f) € T(r(g)) or s(e),s(f) € T(r(h)). W.lLo.g. assume that s(e),s(f) € T(r(g)).

Case 1 Assume that there is a cycle ¢ based at some vertex v € T'(r(g)). Since (E,w) satisfies (LPA4), ¢
belongs to c¢. Write ¢ = a1 ... (™ where oV, ... a(™ € E'. Set 2; := s(a?) (1 <i <n). Then,
in view of (LPA2), we have T(r(g)) = {z1,...,2,}. Moreover, each x; emits precisely one edge,
namely o). Since s(e), (f) € T(r(g)), we get that s(e) = z; and s(f) = z; for some 1 <14,j < n.
Hence e = o and f = al9). Since r(e) = r(f), it follows that i = j and hence e = f.

Case 2 Assume that no cycle is based at a vertex in T'(r(g)). Since s(e),s(f) € T(r(g)), there are paths
p and ¢ such that s(p) = r(g) = s(q), r(p) = s(e) and r(q) = s(f). Clearly pe and ¢f are paths
starting at r(g) and ending at r(e) = r(f). It follows from (LPA2) and the assumption that no
cycle is based at a vertex in T'(r(g)), that pe = ¢f. Hence e = f.

O

Recall that if E is a graph, then a vertex v that does not emit any edges is called a sink.

Lemma 18. Let (E,w) be a weighted graph that satzsﬁes Condition (LPA). Then there is a weighted graph
(E,w) such that the ranges of the weighted edges in (E,w) are sinks, no vertex in (E,w) emits or receives
two distinct weighted edges, and Ly (E,w) = Li(E,w).

Proof. Set Z := T(r(EL)). Define a weighted graph (E,w) by E* = E°, E' = EL U E},. where
EL ={eW, .. @) |cec E' s(e) € Z} and E}. = {e | e € E', s(e) & Z},

5(e®) = r(e), 7(e™) = s(e) and w(e®) =1 for any e € EL and 3(e) = s(e), 7(e) = r(e) and w(e) = w(e)
for any e € E’éc. We have divided the rest of the proof into three parts. In Part I we show that the ranges
of the weighted edges in (E, @) are sinks, in Part II we show that no vertex in (E, @) emits or receives two
distinct weighted edges, and in Part IIT we show that L (E, @) = Li(E,w).

Part I Let ¢ € E. We will show that #(é) is a sink in (E,@). Clearly é € EL. since all the edges in E}, have
weight one in (E,@). Hence there is an e € E', s(e) € Z such that é = e. Clearly w(e) = w(e) = w (&) > 1.
Now suppose that there is an f € E*! such that 5(f) = 7(€).

Case 1 Assume that f € EL. Then there is an f € E',s(f) € Z and an i € {1,...,w(f)} such that
f = f% (note that e # f, since s(e) & Z). It follows that r(e) = #(e) = 7(é) = 5(f) = 5(f¥) =
r(f). Since s(f) € Z = T(r(EL)), there is a g € E. such that s(f) € T(r(g)). It follows that
r(f) € T(r(e)) NT(r(g)). Since (E,w) satisfies Condition (LPA3), we get that e and g are in line
and hence e = g or r(e) > s(g) or r(g) > s(e).

Case 1.1 Assume that e = g. Since s(f) € T(r(g)) = T(r(e)), there is a path p such that s(p) = r(e)
and r(p) = s(f). Since r(f) = r(e), we have a closed path pf based at r(e). That implies the
existence of a cycle ¢ based at r(e). Since (E,w) satisfies (LPA4), e belongs to ¢ and therefore
s(e) € T(r(e)). Now we get the contradiction s(e) € T(r(e)) C T(r(EL)) = Z.

Case 1.2 Assume that r(e) > s(g). Then there is a path p such that s(p) = r(e) and r(p) = s(g). Since
s(f) € T'(r(g)), there is a path ¢ such that s(q) = r(g) and r(q) = s(f). Since r(f) = r(e),
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we have a closed path pgqf based at r(e). Now we can proceed as in Case 1.1 to get a
contradiction.

Case 1.3 Assume that r(g) > s(e). Then we get the contradiction s(e) € T(r(g)) C T(r(EL)) = Z.

Case 2 Assume that f € El.. Then there is an f € E',s(f) € Z such that f = f. It follows that r(e) =
7(e) = 7(€) = 3(f) = 3(f) = s(f). Hence we get the contradiction s(f) =r(e) € T(r(EL)) C Z.

Thus the ranges of the weighted edges in (E, w) are sinks.

Part IT Assume that there are distinct ¢, f € EL such that 5(¢) = 3(f). Clearly & f € EL. since all
the edges in E} have weight one in (E, ). Hence there are distinct e, f € E',s(e),s(f) ¢ Z such that
¢ =cand f = f. It follows that s(e) = 5(e) = §(é) = 5(f) = 5(f) = s(f) which contradicts the assumption
that (F, w) satisfies Condition (LPA1) (note that w(e) = w(é) > 1 and w(f) = w(f) > 1). Thus no vertex
emits two distinct weighted edges in (E, ).

Now assume that there are distinct é, f € EL such that #(&) = #(f). Clearly é, f € E}C since all the edges
in E}, have weight one in (E,w). Hence there are distinct e, f € E',s(e),s(f) € Z such that é = e and
f = f. Tt follows that r(e) = #(e) = 7(é) = #(f) = #(f) = r(f). Since (E,w) satisfies Condition (LPA3),
we get that e and f are in line. Since e and f are distinct, it follows that r(e) > s(f) or r(f) > s(e). But
in the first case we get the contradiction s(f) € Z and in the second case the contradiction s(e) € Z. Thus
no vertex receives two distinct weighted edges in (E, ).

Part III It remains to show that L (F, @) = Ly (E,w). Set X = {v, ei,ef |vE E' ec BEY1<i<w(e)}
and X := {0,¢;,¢f |9 € E',ée € B1,1 <i <w(é)}. Let K(X) and K(X) be the free K-algebras generated
by X and X, respectively. Then the bijection X — X mapping

VU (v e EY),

e — (egi))* (e € B s(e) € Z,1 <i<wle)),
e s el? (e€ EY s(e) € Z,1 <i < wle)),
e — € (e € B s(e) € Z,1 <i < wle)),
e; > ef (e € B s(e) € Z,1 <i<wle))

induces an isomorphism ¢ : K (X) — K(X). Let I and I be the ideals of K(X) and K(X) generated by
the relations (i)-(iv) in Definition 6, respectively (hence Lk (F,w) = K(X)/I and Lk (E,w) = K(X )/T).
In order to show that Ly (FE,w) = Ly (E,w) it suffices to show that ¢(I) = I. Set

AW = {uv — Oyt | uy,v € EO},

AW = {s(e)es — er, eir(e) = ei, r(e)e] —ef, €fs(e) —¢f |e€ B 1<i<w(e)},
and for any v € EY
Aliid) { Z ej fi —defr(e) | e, f € s—l(v)}
1<i<w(v)
and
Al) = { > el —div | 1<i,j< w(v)}-
e€s—1(v)
Then I is generated by A®, A the AJg and the AJ)’s, Analogously define subsets B @) B @), B (ve
EO),BQ(,W) (v € EY of K(X). Then I is generated by B®, B(") the B(m) s and the B(w)’s. Clearly
H(AD) = BO and ¢(A™) = B One checks easily that ¢(Ay (i) ) = B and ¢(A(w )= By if v ¢ 2.
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Let now v € Z be not a sink in (E,w) (if v € Z is a sink in (E,w), then Al = A = (). Then we have
s~ (v) = {e} for some e € E' since (E,w) satisfies Condition (LPA2). Set v := r(e). Clearly

Al = { Z e;e; — 27}

1<i<w(e)

and

AP = {eies — Gijv | 1<, < w(e)}.
It follows from Lemma 17 that §1(3) = {e(,..., e(®()}. Hence
BYY = {(e") el — 60 | 1 <5 <wle)}

and

S]]

Blv) _ { Z egi)(egi))* —17}

1<i<w(e)

Clearly ¢(Ay (i) ) = Béw) and gb(Aq(,w)) = Béiii). It follows from Lemma 17 that the map ~ : v — v defines
a bijection between the elements of Z that are not a sink in (E,w) and the elements of Z that are not a
sink in (E,w). Hence ¢(I) = I and thus Li(FE,w) = Lk (E,w). O

Example 19. Consider the weighted graph

N Qﬁ/\, b2
\/ \/

One checks easily that (E,w) satisfies Condition (LPA) (note that T(r(Ej,)) = {t,u,z,y,2}). Let (E,w)
be defined as in the proof of Lemma 18. Then (E,w) is the weighted graph

a1 EM 1
R Of/\ /\
U \/ \/

b1 @1

There is only one weighted edge in (E,w), namely f, and its range is a sink. The proof of Lemma 18 shows
that Lx(F,w) = Lg(E, ).

Lemma 20. Let (E,w) be a weighted graph such that the ranges of the weighted edges are sinks and no
vertex emits or receives two distinct weighted edges. Then there is a graph E such that Li (E,w) = L (E).
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Proof. If v € r(EL), then there is a unique edge g¥ € ~E11U such that r(¢g”) = v (since no vertex in (F,w)
receives two distinct weighted edges). Define a graph E by

E° = M U N where

M = E°\ 1(E,),

N = {o®, @)y e r(EL},
E'= AUBUC UD where

A={e|e€ Ey,r(e) €r(E,)}

B={eW . . (@™ ) le€ EL,.r(e) € r(EL)},

(note that if e € E*, then s(e) € E°\ r(E]) since the elements of r(EL) are sinks). We have divided the
rest of the proof into three parts. In Part I we define a homomorphism ¢ : Lx (E,w) — Li(E), in Part II
we define a homomorphism ¢ : L (E) — Lx(E,w), and in Part III we show that ¢ and ¢ are inverse to

each other.

Part I Set
(U, if v r(EL),
= wig")
‘ S 0@ if v er(EL),
i=1
if e € Bl r(e) ¢ r(EL)i =1,
w(g™(®)
8. S el ifee EL,,r(e) er(EL),i=1,
el j=1
e ifec ELi=1,
\(e(i))*, ifee Bl i>1,
(e, ifec EL,,r(e) g r(EL),i=1,
w(gne)
qeii=d & @) e e Byr(e) en(By).i=1,
I J]=
(eM)*, ifec ELi=1,
el ifeec EL,i>1.

In order to show that X := {a, Bei,Ye, | v € E% e € E',1 <i <w(e)} is an (E, w)-family in L (E), one

has to show that the relations (i)-(iv) in Remark 9 are satisfied. We leave (i) and (ii) to the reader and

show (iii) and (iv).

First we check (iii). Let v € E® and e, f € s7'(v). We have to show that > 7eiBlpi = Geptp(e)-
1<i<w(v)

Case 1 Assume that e, f € E} .
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Case 1.1 Assume that 7(e),7(f) € r(EL). Then

Z 'Ye,iﬁf,i = B*f = (Seff(e) = 5efr(e) = 5efa,,(e).
1<i<w(v)

Case 1.2 Assume that 7(e) ¢ r(EL) and r(f) € r(E}). Then

w(gr(f)) w(gr(f))
S veiBri=e¢ Y fD= > e fU=0=dcrap.
1<i<w(v) j=1 j=1

Case 1.3 Assume that 7(e) € r(EL) and r(f) € r(E}). Then

w(g"®))
Z Ye,iBfi = Z (W) f=0= OefCr(e)-
1<i<w(v) j=1

Case 1.4 Assume that 7(e),7(f) € r(EL). Then

w(g"?)  w(gnP) w(g" ) w(g" D) w(g"(?)) .
Z YeiBri = Z (e(J))* Z &) = Z Z (e(J))*f(k) = Oef Z T(e)(J) = Oef (o).
1<i<w(v) j=1 k=1 j=1 k=1 j=1

Case 2 Assume that e € Bl and f € EL.
Case 2.1 Assume that r(e) ¢ r(EL). Then

Z Ye,ipi = € fU) =0 = Gepae).

1<i<w(v)

Case 2.2 Assume that 7(e) € r(EL). Then

w(gn(®)
> veiBri= Y (D) Y =0=dcs0.
1<i<w(v) j=1

Case 3 Assume that e € El and f € E! . This case is similar to Case 2 and therefore is ommitted.

Case 4 Assume that e, f € EL. Since no vertex emits two distinct weighted edges in (E, w), it follows that
e = f and w(v) = w(e). Clearly

w(e) w(e)
> qeiBra = (D) e® £ D) = r(e)V + 3 " r(e)Y) = bopan e
1<i<w(v) j=2 j=2

(note that eV is the only edge emitted by r(e)!) in E).

Thus (iii) holds.
Next we check (iv). Let v € E® and 1 < i,j < w(v). Note that the existence of 7,5 with the property
1 <i,j < w(v) implies that w(v) > 1, i.e. that v is not a sink in (F,w). It follows that v € E°\ r(EL).
We have to show that >~ feiVej = 0ijou.

ecs—1(v)
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Case (a) Assume that i = j = 1. Clearly

Z /8671'7@,1

ecs—1(v)
= Z 56,17@71 + Z 56,17@71 + Z 56,17@71
e€s (V)NEY,, ecs™L(v)NEL,, e€s—1(v)NEL
r(e)gr(EL) r(e)er(EL)

w(g"?)  w(g"®)

- Z ee* + Z Z ) Z (e®))y* + Z e (M)
j=1 k=1

e€s L (v)NEL,, e€s L (v)NEL,, e€s~H(v)NE}L
r(e)gr(Ey) r(e)er(Ey)
w(g”e))
= Z ee” + Z Z Z eM (eMy* .
e€s~ (V)NEL,,, ecs~H(v)NEL,, Jk=1 eEs*l(v)ﬁE}U
r(e)ér(Ey) T(E)ET(El ) )
=
Since 7#(eV)) = r(e)¥) for any e € EL ,r(e) € r(EL), we have e)(e®))* = 0 in Lg(E) whenever
j # k. Hence
w(g™®)
T = Z ee* + Z Z e@ (e + Z eM(eM)*
e€s L (v)NEL,, ecsL(v)NEL,, J=1 e€s~L(v)NE},
r(e)ér(Ey,) r(e)er(Ey,)
Ty:=

One checks easily that
§7Hw) ={e e € s (v) N Eyyr(e) & r(Ey)}
U{eY Jee s () N By, r(e) € r(Ey), 1 < j < w(g")}
U{e® ees Hv)nEL}.
Hence Ty = v = d110y.

Case (b) Assume that ¢ =1 and j > 1. Then w(v) > j > 1 and hence v emits precisely one weighted edge
f. Since 7. j = 0 whenever j > w(e), we have

Z Beaej = Bravs; = fUf9) =0 =dy50a,
e€s—1(v)
(note that 7#(f0) = r(H) £ r()0) = (f0))).
Case (¢) Assume that ¢ > 1 and j = 1. Then v emits precisely one weighted edge f. Clearly
> Beivea = Briver = (fO) (FN) =0 = oo,
e€s~1(v)
(note that 3(f@) = r(f)@ £ r(f)® = #(fM)).
Case (d) Assume that 7,57 > 1. Then v emits precisely one weighted edge f. Clearly
Z 56 i Ve, s = /Bf,i7f7j = (f(Z))*f(J) = 52jf(f(l)) = 5ijv = 5ijav-

e€s—H(v)

Thus (iv) holds too and hence X is an (E,w)-family in L (F). By the Universal Property of L (E,w)
there is a unique K-algebra homomorphism ¢ : L (E,w) — Lk (E) such that ¢(v) = o, ¢(e;) = fe,; and
p(ef) = e, for all v € E’ ecEland1<i< w(e).
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Part IT Set
3 {v, if 5 =ve M,
Qg = .
o ergp, ifo=0 €N,
e, ife=ece€ A,

5 el(g:(e))*g;(e), if ¢ = el e B,

be = e1, ife =eM e,
e, if e =el) e D,
(et ife=ec€ A,

- (g:(e))*g:(e)e’{, if ¢ =el e B,

TET e, ife—e e,
Leis if e =el) e D.

In order to show that X := {a3, 8s,7 | © € EV,é € E'} is an E-family in Ly (E,w), one has to show that
the relations (i)-(iv) in Remark 4 are satisfied. We leave (i) and (ii) to the reader and show (iii) and (iv).
First we check (iii). Let o € E° and ¢, f € 5 (9). We have to show that VeBf = 0s50r(e).-

Case 1 Assume that o € M. Then &, f € AU BU C since §*I(D) CN.

Case 1.1 Assume that é, f € A. Then there are e f € EL .r(e),r(f) & r(EL) such that é = e and
f f Clearly 'Yeﬂf - elfl = 5efr( ) 5 r(e)

Case 1.2 Assume that é € A and f 6 B. Then there is an e € E., r(e) ¢ r(E}) such that é =
Moreover, there is an f € EL r(f) € 7(EL) and an 1 < i < w(g"/)) such that f = f

Clearly e # f and é # f. Hence ’yeﬁ = e} fi(g; f))* SR, f(gz(f))* "= 0z 0% () -

Case 1.3 Assume that ¢ € A and f € C. Then there is an e € EL,.r(e) & r(EL) such that e = e.
Moreover, there is an f € EL such that f = f(1). Clearly e # f and é # f. Hence %ﬁf =
eTfl - 5efr( ) =0= 5@f 7(€)-

Case 1.4 Assume that ¢ € B and f € A. Then thereisane € EL,,r(e) € T(Ellu) and an 1 < i < w(g"(®)

such that é = e, Moreover, there there is an f € EL  7(f) & r(EL) such that f = f. Clearly
e+ f and é # f. Hence ’yeﬁ = (g; e))* r(e) esfi=29 f(g:(e))* ") = 0z 0 ()

Case 1.5 Assume that &, f € B. Then there are e, f 6 Loor(e),r(f) er(BL)and 1 <i <w(g"®),1<
j < w(g"®) such that & = e and f = fU). Clearly ’yéﬁf = (g T(e))* r(e) erfi (g] f))*g;( )

Z

5ef(g:(e))*g:(€) (g;(f))*g;(f) Sefi;(g 7’(6)) gi (e) — 5. ~547:(é).
Case 1.6 Assume that ¢ € B and f € C. Then there is an e € EL 7 (e) € r(EL)and a1l <i<w(g r(e))

such that é = e(?). Moreover, there is an f € E} such that f=7fD. Clearly e % f and € # f.
Hence 3557 = (g, g; et fr = 0.5 (g} )" FC) =0 =0, 7d5).

Case 1.7 Assume that é € C and f € A. Then there is an e € E} such that é = e, Moreover,
there is an f € EL r(f) & r(EL) such that f = f. Clearly e # f and é # f. Hence
’S/éﬁf = Bffl = (SefT'( ) = 0 = 66]‘7&7:(5)'

Case 1.8 Assume that ¢ € C and f € B. Then there is an e € El such that e = e(M) . Moreover, there
isan f e EL .r(f) € r(EL) and an 1 < i < w(g"!)) such that f = ). Clearly e # f and
¢ # J. Hence 387 = ei i(g] "y gi") = 05 (6] gi" = 0 = 6,565,
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Case 1.9 Assume that &, f € C. Then there are e, f € El such that é = e(!) and f = fM. Since
s(e) = d(eM) = 3(8) = 5(f) = 5(fM) = s(f), we have e = f (because no vertex in (E,w)
emits two distinct weighted edges). It follows that é = f. Clearly %Bf =eje; = 5é];d7:(é).

Case 2 Assume that & € N. Then & = v® for some v € r(EL) and 1 <i < w(g?). One checks easily that
§_i(®):@ifi:1and§_ (0) = {(¢*)D} if i > 1. Tt follows that i > 1 and é = f = (¢*)®. Hence
YeB; =97 (97)" = s(g9") = 05 j0r(z)-
Thus (iii) holds. )
Next we check (iv). Let & € E° such that §7!(v) # (. We have to show that Y.  [:7: = as.
()

Case (a) Assume that © € M. Then ¢ = v for some v € E\ r(EL). One checks easily that

57H(0) ={e e € 571 (v) N Eyy,r(e) & 7(Ey)}
U{el? e € 571 (0) N By, r(e) € r(By), 1 < i < w(g™))
U{e™ |ees (v)NEL}.

Hence
> Bee
ecs—1H(v)
. w(g"<)) .
= > Bt > BooFer + D BewFew
€5~ (0)NEL,, ees ()NEBL,, i1 ces—1 ()N EL
T(6)¢T(El) r(e)er(Ey)
w(g"(?))
= Y ag+ Y (g ) g g g e+ D e
e€s H(V)NEy,, e€s H(V)NEy,, =1 e€s~1(v)NEY
r(e)gr(Ey) r(e)er(Ey)
w(g™®)
= Z ere] + Z Z el(g:(e))*g;(e)e{%— Z ere;
5 (0)NEL, s (0)NEL,, =1 ces—1(0)NEY,
T(6)¢T(El ) r(e)er(Ey)
w(g"(?))
= Z ere] + Z 61( (gf(e))*gf(e))e’{ + Z ere]
€5~ (0)NEL,, cesT (0NEL,, i1 ees—1(0)NEY,
r(e)gr(Ey) r(e)er(Ey)

= E ere] + g ere] + E e1e]
ecs~H(v)NEL,,, ecs~Hv)NEL,, ecs~1(v)NEL

r(e)gr(E},) r(e)er(Ey,)
=V =

jo})

Case (b) Assume that o € N. Then & = v for some v € 7(EL) and 1 < i < w(g”). As mentioned above
we have §71(9) =0 if i = 1 and 57! (0) = {(g ")@1 if 4 > 1. Since by assumption §1(9) # 0, it
follows that ¢ > 1 and Zl( )Bé% = ﬁ( ) V(g = (9°)*g? = .
ecs (v
Thus (iv) holds too and hence X is an E-family in L (E,w). By the Universal Property of L (E) there is
a unique K-algebra homomorphism ¢ : Ly (E) — L (E,w) such that ¢(7) = ag, ¢(€) = Bz and ¢(é*) =
for all 9 € E® and & € E.
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Part III First we show that ¢ o ¢ = idp, (gw). Clearly it suffices to show that b o ¢ fixes all ele-
ments of {v,e;,ef |v € E%e € E',1 <i<w(e)} since these elements generate Ly (E,w) as a K-algebra.
One checks easily that ¢ o ¢ fixes all elements v, e;, e where v € E® and e € EL or e € EL, r(e) & r(EL).
Let now e € EL, ,7(e) € r(EL). Then

Cw(g"9) w(g"(®) w(gr(e)
( Z 6(])) — Z e1 (g;(e % r(e T(e . 617“(6) .
j=1 j=1 j=1

Similarly one can show that ¢(¢(e*)) = €] in this case. Hence pod= d e (Bw)-
Now we show that ¢o ¢ = L (B)- Clearly it suffices to show that ¢ o ¢ fixes all elements of {v,¢6," | v €
EY ¢ e El} since these elements generate LK(E) as a K-algebra. One checks easily that ¢ o ¢ fixes all

clements @, &, &* where o € E® and é € E'\ B. Let now é € B. Then é = e for some e € EL ,r(e) € r(EL)
and 1 < i <w(g"®). Clearly

N ~ w(ge))e(j)((g”(e))(l))*(gr(e))(l)’ i1,
B5@) = dler Ty gy = { =

Y 0O (D), i1,
j=1
But ((¢"©)M)* (gD = 7#((¢7)Y D) = (gD = r(e)V) in Lg(E). Since 7(e?)) = r(e)), it follows
that w(ge))e(j)((gr(e))(l))*(gr(e))(l) = el = ¢ if i = 1. Now assume that i > 1. One checks easily that
g—l(r(é):(iln = {(¢"®)®}. Hence (¢7©)D((g"@)D)* = r(e)® in Ly (E). Since #(e)) = r(e)), it follows
that w(%:)) e (g") D ((g7(€))D)* = ¢() = &, Hence we have shown that ¢(¢(¢)) = € if é € B. Similarly
=

one can show that ¢(¢(¢*)) = é* in this case. Hence ¢ o ¢ = id; (p and thus Li(E,w) = Lg(E). O
Example 21. Consider the weighted graph

a1 kM1

Y Q/\m/\
\/ \/ \/

b 1 @1

(Eyw): t

Let E be defined as in the proof of Lemma 20. Then E is the graph

€

a® d k(D
- %M\Z’)\ . Je) (h(D)M) /\
E: t U V> 21
p(1) (h(l))( k(2)
2
e

The proof of Lemma 20 shows that Ly (E,w) = Li(FE).

Lemma 18 and 20 directly imply the theorem below.

Theorem 22. Let (E,w) be a weighted graph that satisfies Condition (LPA). Then the weighted Leavitt
path algebra L (E, w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.
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Example 23. Consider the weighted graph

/%2\ O/\ o
\/ \/

(E,w) :

which satisfies Condition (LPA), and the graph

€

ey (%/\ ()
E: t %u c v A 2 ()™ /\
p(1) o o ()@ k@)
g

By Examples 19 and 21 we have Ly (E,w) = Li(FE).

6. ABSCENCE OF CONDITION (LPA)

Throughout this subsection (F,w) denotes a weighted graph. We start by recalling the basis result
of [7]. Set X = {v,e;,ef |v e E%ec E'1<i<we)}, let (X) the set of all nonempty words over X
and set (X) := (X)U {empty word}. Together with juxtaposition of words (X) becomes a semigroup and
(X) amonoid. If A, B € (X), then B is called a subword of A if there are C, D € (X) such that A = CBD
and a suffiz of A if there is a C' € (X) such that A = CB.

Definition 24. Let p = x1...7, € (X). Then p is called a d-path if either x1,...,2, € X \ E° and
r(x;) = s(zip1) (1 <i<n—1)orx € E° and n = 1. Here we use the convention s(v) := v, 7(v) := v,
s(ei) :== s(e), r(e;) :=1(e), s(e}) :==r(e) and r(e}) := s(e) for any v € E°, e € E! and 1 < i < w(e).

7

Remark 25. Let E be the directed graph associated to (E,w) and E,; the double graph of E (see [14,
Definitions 2 and 8]). The d-paths are precisely the paths in the double graph Ej.

Fix for any v € E° such that s~!(v) # 0 an edge ¢V € s~!(v) such that w(e¥) = w(v). The e'’s are
called special edges.

Definition 26. The words e}(e})" (v € E%1 < i,j < w)) and e}f1 (e,f € E') in (X) are called
forbidden. A normal d-path or nod-path is a d-path p such that none of its subwords is forbidden.

Let K(X) the free K-algebra generated by X (i.e. the K-vector space with basis (X) which becomes
a K-algebra by linearly extending the juxtaposition of words). Then Lg (E,w) is the quotient of K(X) by
the ideal generated by the relations (i)-(iv) in Definition 6. Let K (X)poq be the linear subspace of K(X)
spanned by the nod-paths.

Theorem 27 (Hazrat, Preusser, 2017). The canonical map K(X)nod — Lix(E,w) is an isomorphism of
K -vector spaces. In particular the images of the nod-paths under this map form a linear basis for Lx(E,w).

Proof. See [7, Theorem 16] and its proof. O

The following lemma will be used in the proofs of Theorems 29,30,31,32,33,34 and 37.

Key Lemma 28. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then there is a nod-path whose
first letter is ex and whose last letter is e} for some e € EL.
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Proof. [14, Proof of Lemma 35] shows that if one of the Conditions (LPA1), (LPA2) and (LPA3) is not
satisfied, then then there is a nod-path whose first letter is e; and whose last letter is e} for some e € E.
Assume now that (F,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA4). Then there is an e € E., a path p and

a cycle ¢ such that s(p) = r(e), r(p) = s(c) and e does not belong to ¢. Write ¢ = fM) ... f(™) where
fO . fm e B If p = r(e), then €2f1(1) . fl(m)eé‘ is a nod-path (since f(™ # e). Now assume that
p=9¢W ... ¢g" where ¢V, ..., ¢ € E'. Clearly we assume that no letter of p is a letter of ¢. One checks
easily that egggl) .. .ggn)fl(l) . 1(m) (ggn))* . (ggl))*eg is a nod-path (note that f(™) # ¢("), O

Theorem 29. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then Li(E,w) is neither simple
nor graded simple.

Proof. By Lemma 28, there is a nod-path p whose first letter is ep and whose last letter is e for some
e € EL. One checks easily that the ideal I generated by p equals the linear span of all nod-paths that
contain p as a subword (note that es is not the second letter of a forbidden word and e} not the first
letter of a forbidden word). It follows that I is a proper ideal of Ly (E,w) (it is not the zero ideal since it
contains the basis element p and it is not equal to Lx (E,w) since it does not contain any vertex). Since
I is generated by a homogeneous element, it is a graded ideal. O

Recall that a group graded K-algebra A = @ A, is called locally finite if dimgx A, < oo for every
geG
geq.

Theorem 30. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then Lk (E,w) is not locally finite.

Proof. By Lemma 28, there is a nod-path p = z; ...z, such that 1 = e2 and z,, = e for some e € Ei} Set
p*i=a}...a} (where (ff)* = f; for any f € E' and 1 <i <w(f)). One checks easily that for any n € N,
(pp*)™ is a nod-path that lies in the homogeneous 0-component Ly (E,w)y. It follows from Theorem 27
that dimK(LK(E,w)O) = Q. O

Theorem 31. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then Ly (E,w) is not Noetherian.

Proof. By Lemma 28, there is a nod-path p whose first letter is ep and whose last letter is e for some
e € El. Let ¢ be the nod-path one gets by replacing the first letter of p by e;. For any n € N let I,, be
the left ideal generated by the nod-paths p, pq, ..., pqg"™. One checks easily that I,, equals the linear span of
all nod-paths o such that one of the words p, pq,...,pq" is a suffix of o. It follows that I,, C I,,11 (clearly
none of the words p,pq,...,pq" is a suffix of pg"*! since p and ¢ have the same length but are distinct;
hence pg"t! & I,,). O

Theorem 32. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then Ly (FE,w) is not Artinian.

Proof. By Lemma 28, there is a nod-path p whose first letter is es and whose last letter is ej for some
e € EL. For any n € N let I,, be the left ideal generated by p". One checks easily that I,, equals the linear
span of all nod-paths o such that p" is a suffix of 0. Hence I,, 2 I,,41 (clearly p"*! is not a suffix of p™ and
hence p" & I,41). O

Theorem 33. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then Lk (E,w) is not von Neumann
reqular.

Proof. By Lemma 28, there is a nod-path p whose first letter is es and whose last letter is ej for some
e € EL. One checks easily that for any x € L (E,w), prp is a linear combination of nod-paths of length
> 2|p|. Hence the equation pxp = p has no solution x € Lg (F,w). O

We recall some general facts on the growth of algebras. Let A # {0} be a finitely generated K-algebra.
Let V be a finite-dimensional generating subspace of A, i.e. a finite-dimensional subspace of A that generates
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A as a K-algebra. For n > 1 let V™ denote the linear span of the set {vi...vx | K < m,vq,...,0p € V}.
Then
V=v'cvPcvic..., A=|JV"anddy(n):=dimV" < .

neN
Given functions f,g : N — RT, we write f < ¢ if there is a ¢ € N such that f(n) < cg(en) for all n. If
f < gand g < f, then the functions f, g are called asymptotically equivalent and we write f ~ g. If W is
another finite-dimensional generating subspace of A, then dy ~ dy. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension or
GK dimension of A is defined as

GKdim A := limsup log,, dy (n).

n—oo
The definition of the GK dimension does not depend on the choice of the finite-dimensional generating
subspace V. If dy < n™ for some m € N, then A is said to have polynomial growth and we have
GKdim A < m. If dy ~ a™ for some real number a > 1, then A is said to have exponential growth and we
have GKdim A = oo. If A does not happen to be finitely generated over K, then the GK dimension of A
is defined as

GKdim(A) := sup{GKdim(B) | B is a finitely generated subalgebra of A}.
For the algebra A = {0} we set GKdim A := 0.

Theorem 34. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then GKdim(L g (E,w)) = oo.

Proof. Suppose first that (E,w) is finite (in our setting that means that E° is a finite set). By Lemma 28,
there is a nod-path p in (F,w) whose first letter is ez and whose last letter is e} for some e € E}. Let ¢
be the nod-path one gets by replacing the first letter of p by e;. Let n € N. Consider the nod-paths

piq ... p*-1g' (k even), and p'iq2 ... p-2¢—1p' (k odd) (1)
where k,iq,...,i; € N satisfy

(i1 4+ +ip)lpl < n. (2)

Clearly different solutions (k,i1,...,4) and (k',7},...,4,) of inequality (2) correspond to different nod-
paths in (1) since |p| = |¢|. Let V denote the finite-dimensional subspace of L (E, w) spanned by {v, fi, f |
ve B feF,1<i<w(f)} By Theorem 27 the nod-paths in (1) are linearly independent in V™. The
number of solutions of (2) is ~ 2™ and hence L (F,w) has exponential growth.
Now suppose that (E,w) is not finite. One checks easily that there is a finite complete weighted subgraph
(E,w) of (E,w) that does not satisfy Condition (LPA) (see [6, p. 884 and Proof of Lemma 5.19]). By the
previous paragraph Ly (FE, ) has exponential growth. Clearly the inclusion (E, @) < (E,w) induces an
algebra monomorphism LK(E’,ﬁ)) — Lk (FE,w) since one can choose the special edges such that distinct
nod-paths are mapped to distinct nod-paths. Hence Li(E,w) has a finitely generated subalgebra with
exponential growth. It follows from the definition of the GK dimension that GKdim L (E,w) = co. 0O

The main result of this section is Theorem 37. In order to prove it we need two lemmas.

Lemma 35. Let p be a nod-path starting with ex and ending with e} for some e € EL. Then the ideal I
of Lx(E,w) generated by p contains no nonzero idempotent.

Proof. For a nod-path ¢ = z7 ...z, define m(q) as the largest nonnegative integer m such that there are
indices i1,...,4m € {1,...,n} such that i; + [p| =1 < ij41 (1 < j <m—1), iy +|p| -1 < n and
Tiy o Ty yp-1 = P (1 < j < m). Hence m(q) is maximal with the property that ¢ contains m(q) not
overlapping copies of p.
t
Now let a € I\ {0}. By Theorem 27 we can write a = > k,q, where ky,...,k € K\ {0} and ¢1,...,q
r=1
are pairwise distinct nod-paths. Clearly m(g,) > 1 for any 1 < r < ¢, since I consists of all linear
combinations of nod-paths containing p as a subword. It easy to show, using the fact that ey is not the

second letter of a forbidden word and e3 not the first letter of a forbidden word, that for any 1 <7r,s <t
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the product g,qs is a linear combination of nod-paths o such that m(o) > m(q.) + m(gs) (cf. [7, Proof

t
of Proposition 40]). It follows that a®> = Y. k,ksq,qs is a linear combination of nod-paths o such that

r,s=1
m(o) > 2m(q. .. ) > m(q... ) where 1 < ryi, < tis chosen such that m(q,,_. ) is minimal. Hence a? is a
linear combination of nod-paths none of which equals g,._. . Thus a? cannot be equal to a. g

If A is an infinite set and S is a unital ring, then we denote by My (S) the K-algebra consisting of
all square matrices M, with rows and columns indexed by A, with entries from S, for which there are at
most finitely many nonzero entries in M (cf. [2, Notation 2.6.3]).

Lemma 36. Let A be an infinite set and S a left Noetherian, unital ring. Let Iy C I C ... be an ascending
chain of left ideals of M(S). Suppose there is a finite subset A™ of A such that oxy = 0 for any n € N,
ce€l, \eé Aand p e A\ Af - Then the chain I} C I, C ... eventually stabilises.

Proof. Write A™ = {)\;,... A\}. Fix a7 € A. For any n € N, let N,, be the left S-submodule of S™
consisting of all row vectors (o;y,,...,07,, ) Where o varies over all matrices in I,,. Then I,, equals the
set of all matrices o € M (S) such that oy, = 0 for any A € A,u € A\ A and (oan, .. ,00,,) € N
for any A € A. Since S is a left Noetherian ring, S™ is a Noetherian module. It follows that the chain
N; € Ny C ... eventually stabilises and thus the chain I1 C I» C ... eventually stabilises. O

Theorem 37. Suppose that (E,w) does not satisfy Condition (LPA). Then Lk (E,w) is not isomorphic
to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.

Proof. Assume there is a graph F' and an isomorphism ¢ : L (F,w) — Lk (F). By Lemma 28, there is a
nod-path p whose first letter is ey and whose last letter is e} for some e € EL. Let ¢ be the nod-path one
gets by replacing the last letter of p by ej. By Lemma 35, the ideal I of Lx(E,w) generated by p contains
no nonzero idempotent. Similarly, for any n € N, the ideal I, of Li(E,w) generated by ¢p™ contains no
nonzero idempotent. It follows from [2, Proposition 2.7.9], that ¢(I),¢(I,) € I(P.(F')) (n € N) where
I(P.(F)) is the ideal of L (F) generated by all vertices in F° which belong to a cycle without an exit. It
follows that ¢(p), ¢p(qp™) € I(P.(F)) (n € N). By [2, Theorem 2.7.3] we have

I(P.(F)) = P My, (Kz,z71) (3)
el
as a K-algebra. The sets I' and A; (i € T') in (3) might be infinite if F' is not finite.
It follows from the previous paragraph that there is a subalgebra A of L (E, w) such that p, ¢gp™ € A (n € N)
and A = @ My, (K[z,z ). For any n € N let J,, be the left ideal of A generated by gp?, ..., gp" . Then
el
J,, is contained in the linear span of all nod-paths o such that one of the words gp?,...,qp" ! is a suffix
of 0. It follows that .J, C J,41 (clearly none of the words gp?,...,qp" ! is a suffix of ¢gp"*? since p and
q have the same length but are distinct). If the sets I' and A; (i € T') are finite, then we already have a
contradiction since it is well-known that @ My, (K[z,2~!]) is Noetherian in this case. Hence the next two
el
paragraphs are only needed if one of the sets I' and A; (i € I') is infinite.
If a € A, then we identify a with its image in @ My, (K[x,27!]) and write a; for the i-th component of a.
el
Set Tfin .= {i € T | p; # 0}. Then I'™ is a finite subset of I'. Clearly (gp™); = 0 for any i € I'\ T'i" and
n > 2 (since (gp™); = (g 'p)i = (gp" )ip; for any n > 2). Hence we can reduce to the case that I is
finite.
For any n € N and i € T, let J,,; be the left ideal of My,(K[z,z7]) generated by (gp?)i, ..., (gp""1);.
Then J, = X J,; since each My, (K[r,r!]) has local units. Now fix an i € I'. Let Afi" be the finite
el

subset of A; consisting of all A € A; such that the A-th column of p; has a nonzero entry. Then clearly
oyy =0forany neN, o€ Jy;, A€ Ajand p € A\ A?n (since any element of J,, ; is a left multiple of
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pi). Hence, by Lemma 36, the chain J; ; C Jo; C ... eventually stabilises. Since this holds for any ¢ € T,
we get the contradiction that the chain J; C Jy C ... eventually stabilises. O

7. SUMMARY

Theorem 38. Let (E,w) be a row-finite weighted graph and K a field. Then Lk (E,w) is isomorphic to
an unweighted Leavitt path algebra iff (E,w) satisfies Condition (LPA) (see Definition 15).

Proof. Follows from the Theorems 22 and 37. O

Theorem 39. Let (E,w) be a row-finite weighted graph and K a field. If Lix(E,w) is simple, or graded
simple, or locally finite, or Noetherian, or Artinian, or von Neumann reqular, or has finite GK dimension,
then Ly (E,w) is isomorphic to an unweighted Leavitt path algebra.

Proof. Follows from the Theorems 29,30,31,32,33,34 and 22. O
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