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Abstract

In this text, we are concerned with ring epimorphisms, and more specif-

ically universal localisations, from path algebras to matrix algebras. We

are mainly focused on constructing ring epimorphisms and universal local-

isations by extending them from from smaller path algebras to larger path

algebras. At first, we discuss some simple results, and then we present

generalizations thereof in several directions.
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Introduction

This document is structured into two sections: in section 1, we review, and,
in section 2, we set out to construct ring epimorphisms from path algebras
to matrix algebras. Our starting point is formed by Proposition 19, which
yields a ring epimorphism to matrix algebra Mn(k) arising a from a brick,
a module with trivial endomorphisms, and Theorem 20, which shows that a
ring epimorphism to Mn(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) can be obtained, informally speaking,
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by adding an additional edge to a brick. If, moreover, the brick has no self-
extensions, we obtain universal localisations.

Our goal in this text is to apply the ideas underpinning the basic results in
broader contexts. Among other results, we generalize Proposition 19 and The-
orem 20 in Proposition 23 and Theorem 24, respectively, for ring epimorphisms
that are not necessarily universal localisations. Moreover, in Proposition 32, we
present a generalization of Theorem 20 in terms of universal localisations using
discussion on extending universal localisations in general.

1 Ring epimorphisms and universal localisations

In this section, we give an overview of ring epimorphisms and related results;
we also derive some useful corollaries of these results.

We begin by recalling the functors between categories of modules arising
from a homomorphism between rings (all rings in this text are assumed to be
unital); then, we define ring epimorphisms. The concept of ring epimorphism is
examined from both ring-theoretic and category-theoretic point of view. Finally,
we focus on universal localisations, specific type of ring epimorphisms that can
be viewed as a vast, but natural, generalization of the concept of localisation in
a multiplicative set in commutative algebra.

Among other sources, this section draws on nice reviews of the subject in
subsection 2.1 Ring epimorphisms in [MV15] and subsection 2.1 Localisations
of rings in [HMS+18].

1.1 Change of rings

In this subsection, we briefly recapitulate some notions regarding change of rings
induced by a homomorphism between them.

Given a ring homomorphism f : A→ B, there are several functors between
Mod−A and Mod−B:

(i) restriction of scalars functor ϕ∗ : Mod−B → Mod−A such that:

f∗(NB) = NA

(ii) induced module functor f! : Mod−A→ Mod−B such that:

f!(MA) =MA ⊗A ABB

(iii) coinduced module functor f∗ : Mod−A→ Mod−B such that:

f∗(MA) = HomA(BBA,MA)

These functors form two pairs of adjoint functors:

f! : Mod−A ⊣ Mod−B : f∗ and f∗ : Mod−B ⊣ Mod−A : f∗
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In other words, for any M ∈ Mod−A and N ∈ Mod−B, we have the following
functorial isomorphisms:

HomB(MA ⊗A ABB, NB) ∼= HomA(MA, NA),

HomA(NA,MA) ∼= HomB(NB ,HomA(BBA,MA)).

For details, we refer the reader to section 10.4 Tensor Product of Modules in
[DF04] for instance.

1.2 Ring epimorphisms

In this section, we try to give a rather representative overview of results on ring
epimorphisms and to illustrate the variety approaches with which this concept
have been treated in the literature thus far.

Definition 1 (Ring epimorphism). We say that a ring homomorphism ϕ : R→
S is a ring epimorphism if for any two ring homomorphisms ̺1, ̺2 : S → T with
̺1ϕ = ̺2ϕ, also ̺1 = ̺2.

Definition 2 (Dominion). Let A ⊆ B be rings. The dominion of A in B is the
maximal subset D of B such that homomorphisms from B that agree on A must
agree on D.

Remark. It is easy to see that dominion D needs to be a subring of B. For
more details, see section 1 Preliminaries and corrections in [Isb69] or section
Maximal epic subrings and dominions in simple artinian rings in chapter 7 in
[Sch85].

Theorem 3 (Ring-theoretic characterization of ring epimorphisms, Theorem
1.1 in [Isb69] attributed to Silver and Mazet and [Ste12]). For a ring homomor-
phism f : A→ B, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) f is a ring epimorphism;

(ii) The dominion of ϕ(A) in B is equal to B.

(iii) f ⊗A B = B ⊗A f : B → B ⊗A B is an isomorphism of B−B−bimodules;

(iv) Coker(f)⊗A B = 0.

Moreover, the dominion of ϕ(A) is a set of all XPY ∈ B where X is a 1 × n
matrix over B, Y is n×1 matrix over B, and P is n×n matrix over ϕ(A) such
that XP is a 1× n matrix over ϕ(A) and PY a n× 1 matrix over ϕ(A).

Theorem 4 (Categorial characterization of ring epimorphisms, [Ste12]). For a
ring homomorphism f : A→ B, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) f is a ring epimorphism;

(ii) The restriction of scalars functor f∗ : Mod−B → Mod−A (respectively
the restriction of scalars from B−Mod to A−Mod) is fully faithful.
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Theorem 5 (Categorial view of ring epimorphisms, Theorem 1.2 in [GDLP87],
[GL91], [Iya03]). There is a bijection between:

(i) ring epimorphisms A → B up to equivalence (given by isomorphisms of
targets thereof);

(ii) bireflective subcategories XB of Mod−A (respectively, A−Mod), i.e., strict
full subcategories of closed under products, coproducts, kernels and coker-
nels.

If, furthermore, A is a finitely generated algebra over k, this bijection can be
restricted between:

(i) k−algebra epimorphisms A → B up to equivalence, where B is a finitely
generated algebra over k;

(ii) bireflective subcategories XB of mod−A (respectively, A−mod), i.e., strict
full functorially finite subcategories closed under kernels and cokernels.

Now, we establish some useful consequences of the results above.

Corollary 6 (Ring epimorphisms and Morita equivalence). Provided that f :
A→ B is a ring epimorphism and A′ is Morita equivalent to A, then there is a
ring epimorphism f ′ : A′ → B′ with B′ Morita equivalent to B.

Proof. Let F : Mod−A→ Mod−A′ be an equivalence of categories, and let XB
be the bireflective subcategory corresponding to the ring epimorphism f : A→
B by Theorem 5.

The functor F restricts to an equivalence between XB and (XB)′ its essential
image under F . As F is an equivalence of categories, (XB)′ is strictly full sub-
category of Mod−A′, closed under products, coproducts, kernels and cokernels,
hence bireflective, since XB is such.

From Theorem 5, we obtain that there is a ring epimorphism f ′ : A′ → B′

such that the essential image of the restriction functor (f ′)∗ is (XB)′. We have
that Mod−B is equivalent to XB, XB to (XB)′, and (XB)′ to Mod−B′. This
yields that Mod−B and Mod−B′ are equivalent.

Lemma 7. Let A be a ring, M,N,L ∈ Mod−A, and

M

L N

ϕ
ψ

̺

be a commutative square in Set with ϕ, ψ A−homomorphisms, ϕ surjective, then
̺ is an A−homomorphism.

Proof. Choose ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ L and a ∈ A. Since ϕ is surjective, there are m1,m2 such
that ϕ(mi) = ℓi, i = 1, 2. Now, using commutativity of the diagram, we compute
̺(ℓ1 + ℓ2) = ̺(ϕ(m1 +m2)) = ψ(m1 +m2) = ψ(m1) + ψ(m2) = ̺(ℓ1) + ̺(ℓ2).
For ̺(ℓ1 · a) = ̺(ℓ1) · a, we proceed similarly.
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Theorem 8. A ring homomorphism f : A → B is a ring epimorphism if and
only if, for all finitely generatedM,N ∈ Mod−B, HomA(M,N) = HomB(M,N)
and, for any L ∈ Mod−B and an A−homomorphism ψ : B → L, the Imψ is
contained in a finitely generated B−submodule of L.

Proof. (⇒) The first part follows from Theorem 3. The second part from the
fact that homomorphisms in HomA(B,L) = HomS(B,L) correspond to cyclic
B−submodules of L via their image for any L ∈ Mod−B.

(⇐) Let M,N ∈ Mod−B and τ : M → N be an A−homomorphism between
them. Choose ̺ : B(I)

։ M surjective B−homomorphism. For each i ∈ I,
there is a Ni a finitely generated B−submodule such that Im τ̺µi lies inside
it. Since, by our assumption, HomA(B,Ni) = HomB(B,Ni), we have that
τ̺µi is an B−homomorphism. By universal property of B(I), there is a unique
B−homomorphism ψ : B(I) → N such that, for all i ∈ I, τ̺µi = ψµi. Due to
its uniqueness, we get that τ̺ = ψ, we and apply Lemma 7 to obtain that τ is
an B−homomorphism.

Corollary 9. A ring homomorphism f : A → B that turns B into a finitely
generated A−module is a ring epimorphism if and only if, for all finitely gener-
ated M,N ∈ Mod−B, HomA(M,N) = HomB(M,N).

Proof. For any L ∈ Mod−B and an A−homomorphism ψ : B → L, the Imψ is
a finitely generated A−module since B is such. A B−submodule of L generated
by these finitely many generators clearly contains Imψ.

1.3 Universal localisations

In this subsection, we gather some notions and results regarding universal lo-
calisations that will be of use later in this text.

Theorem 10 (Universal localisation, [Sch85]). Let Σ be a set of morphisms
between finitely generated projective right A−modules. Then there are: a ring
AΣ and a homomorphism of rings fΣ : A→ AΣ, called the universal localisation
of A at Σ, such that

(i) fΣ is Σ−inverting, i.e. if α : P → Q belongs to Σ, then α ⊗A AΣ :
P ⊗A AΣ → Q⊗A AΣ an isomorphism of right AΣ−modules, and

(ii) fΣ is universal Σ−inverting, i.e. for any Σ−inverting ring homomorphism
ψ : A→ B, there is a unique ring homomorphism ψ̄ : AΣ → B such that
ψ = ψ̄fΣ.

Moreover, the homomorphism fΣ is a ring epimorphism and TorA1 (AΣ, AΣ) = 0.
The restrictions of AΣ−modules are modules M ∈ Mod−A such that, for each
α ∈ Σ, the map HomA(α,M) is invertible.

Theorem 11 (Theorems 4.7 and 4.8 in [Sch85]). Let f : A → B be a ring
epimorphism; then the following conditions are equivalent:
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(i) Ext1A = Ext1B on Mod−B;

(ii) TorA1 (B,B) = 0;

(iii) TorA1 = TorB1 on Mod−B;

(iv) Ext1R = Ext1S on B−Mod

Moreover, a universal localisation satisfies all these conditions.

Remark. Provided that f : A → B a ring epimorphism turns B into a finitely
generated A−module and A is Noetherian, using a finite free presentation of
B in the proof in [Sch85] (Theorem 4.8 therein) yields that Ext1A = Ext1B on
finitely generated B−modules implies TorA1 (B,B) = 0.

Definition 12 ([GL91]). A ring epimorphism f : A→ B is called homological
ring epimorphism if TorAn (B,B) = 0 for all n ∈ N.

Theorem 13 ([KŠ10]). For hereditary rings, universal localisations and homo-
logical epimorphisms coincide.

Similarly as in the previous section, we now derive some useful conclusions
from the results above:

Corollary 14 (Universal localisations and Morita equivalence). Provided that
f : A → B is a universal localisation and A′ is Morita equivalent to A; then
there is a universal localisation f ′ : A′ → B′ with B′ Morita equivalent to B.

Proof. Let B = AΣ for some Σ, and let F : Mod−A → Mod−A′ be an equiv-
alence of categories. As F sends finitely generated projectives in Mod−A to
finitely generated projectives in Mod−A, F (Σ) is also a set of maps between
finitely generated projectives. Let f ′ : A′ → B′ be the ring epimorphism by
Corollary 9 such that B′ is Morita equivalent to AΣ. Since F restricted be-
tween XAΣ

and XB′ is an equivalence, then f ′ is F (Σ)−inverting. The fact
that f ′ is universal F (Σ)−inverting is then proved by going back to Mod−A
by equivalence F and using that f is universal Σ−inverting. Consequently,
B′ = A′

F (Σ).

Lemma 15. Let A ⊆ B be rings, and Σ be a set of maps between finitely
generated projectives over A. Denote Σ′ = {α⊗AB |α ∈ Σ}; this is a set of maps
between finitely generated projectives over B. If a B−module N can be viewed
as a restriction of a BΣ′−module, then NA is a restriction of a AΣ−module.

Proof. By Theorem 10, N can be viewed as a restriction of a BΣ′−module if
HomB(α

′, N) is an isomorphism for all α′ ∈ Σ′. Write α′ as α⊗AB : P1⊗AB →
P2 ⊗A B for Pi finitely generated projectives over A.

The adjuction of induced module and restriction of scalars functors yields
functorial isomorphisms:

HomB(Pi ⊗A B,N) ∼= HomA(Pi, NA)
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Provided that HomB(α
′, N) is an isomorphism, the map HomA(α,NA) needs

to be an isomorphism as well.
Thus, if HomB(α

′, N) is an isomorphism for all α′ ∈ Σ′ (andN is a restriction
of a BΣ′−module), then HomA(α,NA) is an isomorphism for all α ∈ Σ (and NA
is a restriction of a AΣ−module).

Lemma 16. Let Σ be a set of morphisms between finitely generated projective
right A−modules and I ⊆ A be an ideal of A. Then AΣ/〈I〉AΣ

and (A/I)Σ⊗A/I
are isomorphic as rings where Σ⊗A/I = {α⊗A A/I |α ∈ Σ}

Proof. We prove this by showing that both A′
1 = AΣ/〈I〉AΣ

and A′
2 = (A/I)Σ⊗A/I

are pushouts of the following diagram: A/I ← A→ AΣ; hence they are isomor-
phic as rings.

We begin our discussion with A′
1. Naturally, we have a projection π〈I〉AΣ

:

AΣ → A′
1. If we denote fΣ : A → AΣ the universal localisation, we have a

map π〈I〉AΣ

◦ fΣ : A → A′
1. Clearly, this map maps elements of I to zero. By

the homomorphism theorem, there exists a unique map g : A/I → A′
1 such that

g◦πI = π〈I〉AΣ

◦fΣ. Suppose we have two maps h1 : A/I → B and h2 : AΣ → B
such that h1 ◦ πI = h2 ◦ fΣ. Since h2 ◦ fΣ maps all elements of I to zero, h2
needs to map all elements of 〈I〉AΣ

to zero. This gives us, by the homomorphism
theorem, that there is a unique homomorphism h′ such that h2 = h′ ◦ π〈I〉AΣ

.

Now, we have two ring homomorphisms h1 and h′ ◦g from A/I to B; they agree
on A, since h1 ◦ πI = h2 ◦ fΣ = (h′ ◦ π〈I〉AΣ

) ◦ fΣ = (h′ ◦ g) ◦ πI . As πI is a ring

epimorphism, h1 and h′ ◦ g need to be equal. The uniqueness of h′ is warranted
by the universal property of the quotient AΣ/〈I〉AΣ

.
Second, let us have A′

2. We have a universal localisation fΣ⊗AA/I : A/I →
A′

2; we proceed in an analogous manner. Given that fΣ⊗AA/I is Σ−inverting, by
Theorem 8 stating the universal property of universal localisation, there exists
a unique ring homomorphism g : AΣ → A′

2 such that g ◦ fΣ = fΣ⊗AA/I ◦
πI . Assume we have two maps h1 : A/I → B and h2 : AΣ → B such that
h1 ◦ πI = h2 ◦ fΣ. This gives us that h1 is Σ ⊗A A/I−inverting yielding a
unique ring homomorphism h′ : A′

2 → B arising from its universal property as
a universal localisation such that h1 = h′ ◦ fΣ⊗AA/I . Again, we have two maps
h2 and h′ ◦ g from AΣ to B. However, as there two homomorphism agree when
precomposed with fΣ, the fact that fΣ is a ring epimorphisms gives us that,
indeed, h′ ◦ g = h2.

Remark. Provided that A is an R−algebra, AΣ/〈I〉AΣ
and (A/I)Σ⊗AA/I are

isomorphic as R−algebras.

2 Ring epimorphisms from path algebras to ma-

trix rings

In this section, we discuss ring epimorphisms, and more specifically universal
localisations, from a finite-dimensional path algebra of quiver Q over k, an
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algebraically closed field, to matrices over algebras over k, particularly of type
k〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

This section is structured as follows. At first, we recall some preliminary
results. Subsequently, we look at an example of a ring epimorphism (universal
localisation) in question arising from bricks (exceptional modules) over path
algebra kQ and their simple extensions. Inspired by these examples of con-
structing ring epimorphisms and universal localisations from smaller to larger
path algebras, we provide generalizations of them in several directions.

The quiver Q is a finite acyclic quiver Q = (Q0, Q1, t, h). For brevity, we
denote the corresponding path algebra A = kQ in the first two subsections. We
note that A is a finite dimensional hereditary algebra and that Repk(Q) and
Mod−A (or respectively, repk(Q) and mod−A) are naturally equivalent. For
foundations of the theory of representations of quivers and finite-dimensional
algebras, we refer the reader to [ASS06].

2.1 Preliminaries

In this section, we frequently work with matrix rings Mn(R) over a given ring
R. For this end, we establish some notation. We set:

eij =

{

1 at position ij;
0 elsewhere.

Recall that eijekℓ = δjk · eiℓ and that eiiAejj = aij · eij for any A ∈Mn(R).

Definition 17 ([Coh06]). Given a ring R, we say that:

(i) R is projective-free if every finitely generated projective module is free and
of unique rank ;

(ii) R is a free ideal ring (fir) if all one-sided ideals of R are free as R−modules;

(iii) R is a semifir if all finitely generated one-sided ideals of R are free as
R−modules.

Remark. All semifirs are projective-free by Corollary 2.3.4 in [Coh06].

Remark. For any n, the free associative algebra k〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is a fir. See Corol-
lary 2.5.2 in [Coh06] and ensuing discussion therein.

Using these notions and results, we formulate, and prove some auxiliary
results for this section.

Lemma 18. Let S be a projective-free ring, and ϕ : R → Mn(S) be a ring
homomorphism. Given a full set of orthogonal idempotents e1, . . . , em ∈ R,
there exists an automorphism ψ of S such that, for each i = 1, . . . ,m, the image
ψϕ(ei) is equal to:

ψϕ(ei) =
∑

j

ejj .

8



Proof. If e1, . . . , em ∈ R form a full set of orthogonal idempotents, then their
imagages, ϕ(e1), . . . , ϕ(em) ∈Mn(S), also form such a set. Every ϕ(ei) yields a
direct summand of Sn; since S is projective-free, each such summand is a free
S−module of a unique rank ri. We also have Ai an n × ri matrix over S and
Bi an ri × n matrix over S such that AiBi = ϕ(ei) and BiAi = Iri , the ri × ri
identity matrix. The matrix Ai gives the injection from Sri to Sn; whereas the
matrix Bi represents the projection from Sn to Sri .

As the idempotents ϕ(e1), . . . , ϕ(em) ∈ Mn(S) are orthogonal, we obtain
that BjAi = 0 for i 6= j. This yields that:





B1

. . .
Bm





(

A1 . . . Am
)

= In.

The identity matrix In should be thought of a block diagonal matrix with iden-
tity matrices Ir1 , . . . , Irm on the diagonal. As Sn is projective, the image of

BT =
(

B1 . . . Bm
)T

splits; we obtain that Sn ∼= P⊕Sn. Since S is projective-
free, the module P needs to be free; however, due to unique rank of Sn the
module Sn is zero. Thus, the matrices B and A =

(

A1 . . . Am
)

give mutually
an S−automorphisms of Sn.

Therefore, we may set ψ to be the inner automorphism of Mn(S) given by
congujation by A−1. We calculate ψϕ(ei) as follows:

ψϕ(ei) = A−1ϕ(ei)A =





B1

. . .
Bm



AiBi
(

A1 . . . Am
)

=





0 0 0
0 Iri 0
0 0 0





Where the matrix on the right is to be understood as a block matrix.

Remark. Suppose f : A→ Mm(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) is a ring homomorphism. Then,
by the lemma above, there exists a dimension vector α such that for any
finite-dimensional module N over Mm(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉), the dimension vector of
NA is a multiple of α. The values of α are given by unique ranks of free
k〈x1, . . . , xn〉−modules given by images orthogonal idempotents f(ev) for v ∈
Q0.

Hence, we can write f : A → Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) for a ring homomorphism
from A to matrices over k〈x1, . . . , xn〉 such that the A−modules that lie in the
image of f∗ have a multiple of α as their dimension vector.

One could also establish this fact by means of algebraic geometry. We note
that, for any finite-dimensional module N over the algebra Mm(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉),
we have that dimkN = ℓm for some ℓ ≥ 0. Also, up to isomorphism, any
such N is parameterized by a choice of X1, . . . , Xn ∈ Mℓ(k) that gX1,...,Xn

:
Mm(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) → Mℓm(k) maps gN (U)ij = Uij(X1, . . . , Xn) for all U ∈
Mm(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉). The restriction f∗ is represented by gX1,...,Xn

◦ f in this
setting.

This means that each representation of Mm(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) can be thought

of as a point in An·ℓ
2

k representing the choice of n matrices ℓ× ℓ over k. Now, for
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each v ∈ Q, the set of points of (Y1, . . . , Yn) ∈ An·ℓ
2

k such that gY1,...,Yn
[f(ev)] has

maximal rank αv is dense open. Naturally, the set of points An·ℓ
2

k at which each
of f(ev) are simultaneously mapped to a matrix with maximum possible rank
αv is dense open. This means that

∑

v∈Q0
αv = ℓm, as N =

⊕

v∈Q0
gNf(ev)N

as a vector space and that there no points in An·ℓ
2

k with any f(ev) mapped to
a matrix of rank smaller than αv as they would need to be of lower dimension
than ℓm.

2.2 Simple examples

In this subsection, we present some simple results on ring epimorphisms and
universal localisations from path algebras to matrix algebras over k〈x1, . . . , xn〉.
Later in this text, we will strive to find generalizations of these results.

Proposition 19. Let B ∈ mod−A be a module, then the following are equiva-
lent:

(i) B is a brick, i.e. EndA(B) ∼= k, (and Ext1A(B,B) is zero),

(ii) The ring homomorphism fB : A → Endk(B) is a ring epimorphism
(universal localisation).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Given B ∈ mod−A a brick over A, we have a natural ring
homomorphism fB : A → Endk(B) giving Bk as a vector space the structure
of an A−module. Denote Λ = Endk(B). In accordance with Theorem 4, we
prove that (fB)

∗ is fully faithful. By Corollary 9, as fB makes Λ a finitely
generated module over A, it suffices to show that (fB)

∗ is fully faithful on
finite-dimensional modules.

Clearly, the essential image of (fB)
∗ on finitely generated Λ−modules are

only direct sums of finitely many copies of B up to isomorphism. Let I, J be
finite sets, then we have:

HomA(B
I , BJ ) =

∏

I,J

HomA(B,B) =
∏

I,J

HomΛ(B,B) = HomΛ(B
I , BJ ).

Therefore, fB : A→ Λ is a ring epimorphism. If it is also given that Ext1A(B,B) =
0, then by Remark after Theorem 11 (as A is right Noetherian and Λ is a finitely
generated module over A) we obtain that TorA1 (Λ,Λ) = 0 (all higher Tor groups
vanish since A is hereditary). This makes fB a homological ring epimorphism,
and, therefore, a universal localisation by Theorem 13.

(ii) ⇒ (i): Clearly, B is a brick over Λ, and, thus, over A since fB is a ring
epimorphism. Provided that fB is, furthermore, a universal localisation, then
Ext1A(B,B) = Ext1Λ(B,B) = 0 by Theorem 11 and since all non-trivial Ext
groups vanish for Λ.

Theorem 20. Let B ∈ mod−A be an exceptional module of dimension vec-
tor α; Q′ be a quiver such that Q0 = Q′

0 and Q1 ⊆ Q′
1, and A′ = kQ′.

10



Set n =
∑

e∈Q′

1
−Q1

αs(e)αt(e). There exists a universal localisation f ′
B : A′ →

Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) that restricts to the universal localisation fB : A→ Endk(B).

Proof. Let denote fB the universal localisation of A in Σ, and set Σ′ = {σ⊗AA′ :
P ⊗A A′ → Q ⊗A A′ |σ : P → Q ∈ Σ}. Modules over the universal localisation
A′

Σ′ among modules overA are those for which HomA′(σ⊗AA′,M) are invertible
for all σ ⊗A A′ ∈ Σ′.

Using Lemma 15, we obtain that for σ ∈ Σ, HomA′(σ⊗AA′,M) is invertible
if and only if HomA(σ,MA) is invertible. Naturally, MA is the image of M
under the restriction of scalars functor induced by the inclusion A ⊆ A′.

From Proposition 19, we have a universal localisation fB : A→Mα(k). By
change of basis, we may assume that fB(ev) maps to a matrix with ones at
positions (nv, nv), (nv + 1, nv + 1), . . . , (nv + αv, nv + αv) and zeros elsewhere.
We now define a k−algebra homomorphism from f ′

B : A′ →Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉)
as extension of fB. It suffices to define the image of e ∈ Q′

1 −Q1; it is defined
as follows:

[f ′
B(e)]ij =

{

xij,e ns(e) ≤ i ≤ ns(e) + αs(e), ns(e) ≤ j ≤ ns(e) + αs(e)
0 otherwise

We observe that f ′
B(es(e)) · f ′

B(e) · f ′
B(es(e)) for all e ∈ Q′

1 − Q1. Due to the
universal property of path algebras (Theorem 1.8 in chapter II in [ASS06]), f ′

is a k−algebra homomorphism. Since fB is a ring epimorphisms, the dominion
D of f ′

B(A
′) in Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉) contains Mα(k). To prove that D equals

Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉), it suffices to show that xℓ · Iα ∈ D for all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n. For
any ℓ, xℓ corresponds to xiℓjℓ,eℓ for some 1 ≤ iℓ, jℓ ≤ α and eℓ ∈ Q′

1 −Q1. We
obtain







xℓ
. . .

xℓ






=

n
∑

i=1

ei,iℓ · f ′
B(eℓ) · ejℓ,i,

which lies in D as it is a subring. Matrices eij belong to D and so does f ′
B(eℓ).

Finally, we show that all A′
Σ′− modules are actually Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉)

modules via f ′
B. Any module M that is an A′

Σ′−module is Mα(k)−module
via the universal localisation fB. Therefore as a representation, M is isomor-
phic to [(k(I))αv , ϕe]v∈Q0,e∈Q′

1
where ϕe ∈ Hom((k(I))αs(e), (k(I))αs(e)). We

can think of it as a ns(e) × ns(e) matrix with entries in Endk(k
(I)). Natu-

rally, [(k(I))αv , ϕe]v∈Q0,e∈Q′

1
is a Mα(k〈x1, . . . , xn〉)−module as xℓ acts as the

(iℓ − nt(eℓ), jℓ − ns(eℓ)) entry of ϕeℓ .

Remark. The construction of a universal localisation A′ → Mn(k) based on a
universal localisations A → Mnk arising from a brick B with no self-extension
performed in the theorem above can be carried out in a similar manner even
if B has self-extensions. However, the maps are only ring epimorphisms, not
universal localisations in such a case.
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2.3 Extending ring epimorphisms

In this subsection, we aim to generalize Theorem 20 by constructing ring epi-
morphisms, without requiring that they be universal localisations, from path al-
gebras to matrices over k〈x1, . . . , xn〉 using a well-suited representations thereof.

Lemma 21. Let F : A→ B be an additive functor between additive categories,
then F is full if and only if for every A ∈ A the group homomorphism FA,A :
HomA(A,A)→ HomB(F (A), F (A)) is surjective.

Proof. Suppose that FA,A is surjective for every A ∈ A, and let us have f ′ ∈
HomB(F (A

′), F (B′)) for some A′, B′ ∈ A.
Consider the biproduct A′⊕B′ in A with morphisms ιA′ : A′ → A′⊕B′, πA′ :

A′ ⊕B′ → A′ and ιB′ , πB′ similarly.
From f ′, we obtain F (ιB′) ◦ f ′ ◦ F (πA′) : F (A′)⊕ F (B′) → F (A′) ⊕ F (B′)

in B. Since F is additive, F (A′)⊕ F (B′) ∼= F (A′ ⊕B′). Our assumptions gives
us that there is f : A′ ⊕ B′ → A′ ⊕ B′ such that F (f) = F (ιB′ ) ◦ f ′ ◦ F (πA′).
It is easy to see that F (πB′ ) ◦ F (f) ◦ F (ιA′) = f ′. Therefore, F is full.

Theorem 22. Let f : A→Mn(B) be a homomorphism of k−algebras. Then f
is a ring epimorphism if and only if the ideal If of B ∗k k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉 generated
by (vij)

n
i,j=1 · f(a)− f(a) · (vij)ni,j=1 for a ∈ A understood element-wise contains

vii − vjj , vi′j′ , and bvii − viib for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and b ∈ B.

Proof. (⇐) Suppose that If of B ∗k k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉 contains vii − vjj , vi′j′ , and
bvii − viib for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and b ∈ B. We will show that every
A−endomorphism of a rightMn(B)−module is already anMn(B)−endomorphism.
Combining this with Theorem 4 and Lemma 21 above will give us that f is a
ring epimorphism.

AnyMn(B)−module can be obtained as follows: given a vector spaceW over
k and a homomorphism µ : B → Endk(W ), we define a right Mn(B)−module
structure onWn such that b ∈ B act diagonally and eij via itself. The structure
of an A−module on Wn is induced by restriction of scalars per f : A→Mn(B).

Suppose (wij)
n
i,j=1 is an A−endomorphism of Wn; this means that for all

a ∈ A we have (wij)
n
i,j=1µ(f(a))− µ(f(a))(wij)ni,j=1 = 0. There is a unique ho-

momorphism from B∗kk〈(vij)ni,j=1〉 to Endk(V ) defined by µ on B and by vij 7→
wij on k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉. Moreover, since (wij)

n
i,j=1 is an A−endomorphism of Wn,

this homomorphism factors through B ∗k k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉/If . As vii−vjj , vi′j′ ∈ If
and bvii − viib ∈ If for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and b ∈ B, (wij)

n
i,j=1 clearly

is also an Mn(B)−endomorphism.

(⇒) Assume now that f : A → Mn(B) is an epimorphism. Denote V =
B ∗k k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉/If as vector space over k. Consider a homomorphism B →
Endk(V ), b 7→ µ(b), where µ(b) is the linear map of on V such that v 7→ v · b;
this gives a right Mn(B)−module structure on V n. By definition, (µ(vij))

n
i,j=1

is a well-defined endomorphism of V n as a right A−module.
Because f is a ring epimorphism, (µ(vij))

n
i,j=1 is also an endomorphism of V n

as a right Mn(B)−module. This means that µ(vii) − µ(vjj) = 0, µ(vi′j′) = 0,
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and µ(vii)µ(b) − µ(b)µ(vii) = 0 for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and b ∈ B.
Applying these maps to 1 ∈ V yields the claim.

The following proposition may be seen as a generalization of Proposition 19
above, and it will be used in a subsequent proof of a generalization of Theorem
20 is a similar way too.

Proposition 23. Suppose that A is finite-dimensional algebra over k and M ∈
mod − A of dimension n. The A−module structure on M is given by a ho-
momorphism f : A→Mn(k); this homomorphisms gives us If an ideal of k ∗k
k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉 ∼= k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉. If

∑n
i,j=1 λijmij = 0 for all (mij)

n
i,j=1 A−endomor-

phisms of MA
∼= knA, via f , and λij ∈ k, then

∑n
i,j=1 λijvij ∈ If .

Proof. Let k(L) for a set I be a vector space over k. We define the A−module
structure on (k(L))n using f : A→Mn(k). Actually, as anA−module, (k(L))n ∼=
(knA)

(L) with knA
∼=M . SinceM is a finitely presented A−module, we have that:

HomA(
⊕

ℓ∈L
Mℓ,

⊕

ℓ∈L
Mℓ) ∼=

∏

ℓ1∈L

⊕

ℓ2∈L
HomA(Mℓ1 ,Mℓ2)

Suppose we have an A−endomorphism of (k(L))n given by (Mij)
n
i,j=1 for Mij :

k(L) → k(L). Every Mij = ((mℓ1ℓ2
ij )ℓ2∈L)ℓ1∈L such that for any ℓ1 ∈ L only

finitely many mℓ1ℓ2
ij are non-zero and for every ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ L, (mℓ1ℓ2

ij )ni,j=1 form

an endomorphism of M as an A−module. If
∑n

i,j=1 λijmij = 0 holds for

all (mij)
n
i,j=1 A−endomorphisms of M , clearly,

∑n
i,j=1 λijMij = 0 holds as

well. The claim follows by applying this observation to k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉/If as an
A−module and its A−endomorphism (µ(vij))

n
i,j=1 , where (µ(vij))

n
i,j=1 is the

multiplication by vij from the right.

Theorem 24. Let us have a finite acyclic quiver Q′ and a subquiver Q with
Q0 = Q′

0 and Q1 ∪ {e′} = Q′
1. Suppose there is a representation M ′ =

(Mv, ϕα)v∈Q′

0
,ϕ∈Q′

1
of Q′ over k of dimension n such that is brick and ϕe′ is

not of full rank. Consider the representation M = (Mv, ϕα)v∈Q0,ϕ∈Q1
of Q

over k. Denote M ′
s(e′) and M ′

t(e′) such that Kerϕe′ ⊕ M ′
s(e′) = Ms(e′) and

Imϕe′ ⊕ M ′
t(e′) = Mt(e′), respectively. We write ϕe′ : Kerϕe′ ⊕ M ′

s(e′) →
Imϕe′ ⊕M ′

t(e′) =Mt(e′) as follows:

ϕe′ =

(

0 ϕ
0 0

)

Provided that Kerϕe′ and Imϕe′ are invariant under all endomorphisms of M ,
there exists a ring epimorphism f : kQ′ → Mn(k〈X〉) such that on kQ this
coincides with kQ→Mn(k) giving the action of kQ on M with:

s(e′) 7→





Is(e′) 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0



 and t(e′) 7→





0 0 0
0 It(e′) 0
0 0 0
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where Is(e′) is dimkMs(e′)×dimkMs(e′) identity matrix and It(e′) similarly, and:

e′ 7→





0 0 0
fe′ 0 0
0 0 0



 .

The matrix fe′ is given as follows:

(i)

fe′ =

(

0 ϕ
X21 0

)

(ii) if moreover M ′
s(e′) is invariant under all endomorphisms of M , then:

fe′ =

(

X11 ϕ
X21 0

)

(iii) if moreover M ′
t(e′) is invariant under all endomorphisms of M , then:

fe′ =

(

0 ϕ
X21 X22

)

(iv) if moreover M ′
s(e′) and M ′

t(e′) are invariant under all endomorphisms of
M , then:

fe′ =

(

X11 ϕ
X21 X22

)

Where Xij are matrices of indeterminates of appropriate dimensions and X =
X11 ∪X21 ∪X22.

Proof. We only prove the first assertion as the other ones follow in an analogous
way.

Denote f ′ : kQ′ →Mn(k) defining the action of kQ′ on M ′. By Proposition
23 above, the relation from f ′(e′) has, without loss of generality, this form:

(

0 ϕ
0 0

)(

s11 s12
s21 s22

)

−
(

t11 t12
t21 t22

)(

0 ϕ
0 0

)

=

(

ϕs21 ϕs22 − t11ϕ
0 −t21ϕ

)

Where sij and tij correspond to components of k−endomorphisms of Ms(e′) =
Kerϕe′ ⊕M ′

s(e′) and Mt(e′) = Imϕe′ ⊕M ′
t(e′). Note that Mv for all v ∈ Q′

0 and
thus all maps between them are zero.

Naturally, If ′ ⊆ k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉 can be seen as being contained in If ⊆ k〈X〉∗k
k〈(vij)ni,j=1〉. If Kerϕe′ and Imϕe′ are invariant under all endomorphisms ofM ,
by Proposition 23, we obtain that s12, t12 ∈ If as they lie in the ideal IkQ→Mn(k).
SO the relation from f(e′) amounts to the following:

(

0 ϕ
X 0

)(

s11 0
s21 s22

)

−
(

t11 0
t21 t22

)(

0 ϕ
X 0

)

=
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=

(

ϕs21 ϕs22 − t11ϕ
X21s11 − t22X21 −t21ϕ

)

Since If ′ contains vii−vjj , vi′j′ for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} and If contains the
generators of If ′ , we have that vii−vjj , vi′j′ ∈ If for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Finally, using the element X21s11− t22X21 ∈ If , we derive that xvii − viix ∈ If
for every x ∈ X and i = 1, . . . , n. By Theorem 22, f is an epimorphism.

Remark. The theorem above is the aforementioned generalization of Theorem
20. Theorem 20, obviously without the reference to universal localisations, is a
special case thereof for the brick B, whose all k−linear subspaces are invariant
under all its endomorphisms as they are trivial, corresponding to M and ϕe′

being zero.

There is also a way how to construct ring epimorphisms from a path algebra
to matrices over noncommutative polynomials by adding a vertex rather than
an edge in a similar manner to Theorem 20, which can be easily proved using
Theorem 22. Actually, this proposition can be also generalized in terms of
constructing universal localisations as we show in the next subsection.

Proposition 25. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver andM = (Mv, ϕα)v∈Q0,ϕ∈Q1
a

representation of Q over k of dimension n that is brick and such that there exists
w ∈ Q0 with dimkMw = m > 1. We define a quiver Q with Q′

0 = Q0 ∪ {w′},
Q′

1 = Q1 ∪ {e′}, sQ′(e′) = w′, tQ′(e′) = w and sQ′(e) = sQ(e), tQ′(e) = tQ(e)
for all e ∈ Q1. Denote f : kQ→Mn(k) defining the action of kQ on M . There
is a ring epimorphism g : kQ′ →Mn+1(k〈x1, . . . , xm−1〉) defined as follows:

g(a) =

(

f(a) 0
0 0

)

for a ∈ kQ, g(w′) =

(

0 0
0 1

)

, g(e′) =

(

0 X
0 0

)

where X = (1 x1 . . . xm−1 0 . . . 0)
T .

Proof. Consider the ideal Ig of k〈x1, . . . , xm−1〉∗kk〈(vij)n+1
i,j=1〉. SinceM is brick,

we already have that vii − vjj , vi′j′ ∈ Ig for all i, j, i′ 6= j′ ∈ {1, . . . , n}. The
relation from g(w′) gives us that vij = 0 for all i 6= j and i = n+1 or j = n+1.

Therefore, the relation arising from g(e′) reads as follows:

(

0 X
0 0

)(

v11 · In 0
0 v(n+1)(n+1)

)

−
(

v11 · In 0
0 v(n+1)(n+1)

)(

0 X
0 0

)

This yields that Xv(n+1)(n+1) = v11 · InX , which can be written as

(v(n+1)(n+1) v(n+1)(n+1)x1 . . . v(n+1)(n+1)xm−1 0 . . . 0)
T−

(v11 v11x1 . . . v11xm−1 0 . . . 0)
T ∈ Ig.

We obtain that v(n+1)(n+1)− v11, and we employ this to show that vii commute
with xj for all i = 1, . . . , n+1 and j = 1, . . . ,m−1. The map g is an epimorphism
by Theorem 22.
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2.4 Extending universal localisations

In this subsection, we explore possible generalizations of Theorem 20 by extend-
ing universal localisations from smaller to larger path algebras. For this end, we
make use of the matrix reduction functor, and we show that, due to their simi-
lar universal property, matrix algebras over k〈x1, . . . , xn〉 arise naturally when
dealing with certain universal localisations of path algebras.

Definition 26 (Matrix reduction functor, section 0.2 in [Coh06]). There is a
left adjoint to the n×n matrix functor Mn(−) : k−Alg→ k−Alg; it is denoted
n
√
− : k − Alg→ k − Alg and referred to as the n−matrix reduction functor.

The adjunction gives us a functorial isomorphism Homk−Alg(A,Mn(
n
√
B)) ∼=

Homk−Alg(
n
√
A,B) for all A,B ∈ k − Alg. It follows that there is a map µA,n :

A → Mn(
n
√
A) such that for any f : A → Mn(B) there is a unique map

f ′ : n
√
A→ B with f = Mn(f

′)µA,n. This situation can be summarized by the
following commutative diagram:

Homk−Alg(A,Mn(
n
√
A)) Homk−Alg(

n
√
A, n
√
A)

Homk−Alg(A,Mn(B)) Homk−Alg(
n
√
A,B)

Homk−Alg(A,Mn(f
′))

∼=

Homk−Alg(
n
√
A,f ′)

∼=

Actually, it is possible to describe n
√
A and µA,n rather simply. The ring

Mn(
n
√
A) is isomorphic to Mn(K) ∗k A; n

√
A is isomorphic to the centralizer

of eij in Mn(K)∗kA, which comprises of elements of form
∑

v eivaevj for a ∈ A
(compare Theorem 0.2.3 in [Coh06]); µA,n(a) =

∑

ij eij · (
∑

v eivaevj) for all

a ∈ A and, given f : A→Mn(B), the f ′ : n
√
A→ B such that f = Mn(f) = is

defined simply as f (
∑

v eivaevj) = (f(a))ij .

Lemma 27. Suppose that ℓΣ : A→ AΣ is the universal localisation in a set of
maps between finitely generated projectives over A. Let f : A→ B be a map such
that there is a map g : B → AΣ such that ℓΣ = gf , then there exists a surjective
map h : BΣ⊗AB → AΣ such that g = hℓΣ⊗AB, where Σ⊗AB = {σ⊗AB |σ ∈ Σ}
and ℓΣ⊗AB : B → BΣ⊗AB is the universal localisation of B in Σ⊗A B.

Proof. Due to the universal property of the universal localisation ℓΣ, we have
a unique map i : AΣ → BΣ⊗AB with the property that ℓΣ⊗ABf = iℓΣ as every
σ⊗ABΣ⊗AB, σ ∈ Σ, is invertible in BΣ⊗AB. Similarly, there is a exists a unique
map j : BΣ⊗AB → AΣ extending the map g since every (σ⊗AB)⊗AΣ = σ⊗AAΣ,
σ ∈ Σ, is invertible. We can calculate that jiℓΣ = jℓΣ⊗ABf = gf = ℓΣ. By
universal property of ℓΣ, only the identity map on AΣ satisfies that ℓΣ = mℓΣ
for m : AΣ → AΣ; therefore, ji = idAΣ

. This implies that j is surjective.

Corollary 28. Suppose that ℓΣ : A→ AΣ is a universal localisation in Σ such
that AΣ

∼= Mn(B) for some B and n, then AΣ is isomorphic to a factor of
Mn(

n
√
A)Σ′ where Σ′ = {σ ⊗AMn(

n
√
A) |σ ∈ Σ}.
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Proposition 29. Let f : A→Mn(B) be map of k−algebras, then the following
are equivalent:

(i) The map f is an epimorphism.

(ii) The dominion of f(A) in Mn(B) contains all eij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and the

corresponding map from n
√
A to B is an epimorphism.

(iii) The map n
√
f : n
√
A→ n

√

Mn(B) is an epimorphism.

Proof. (i) ⇔ (ii) : Provided that f : A → Mn(B) is an epimorphism, then
the dominion of f(A) in Mn(B) contains all of Mn(B). The fact that f :
A → Mn(B) is an epimorphism implies that Homk−Alg(f,Mn(C)) is injective
for any C. However, the adjunction implies that so is Homk−Alg(f

′, C) where
f ′ corresponds to f under the natural isomorphism Homk−Alg(A,Mn(B)) ∼=
Homk−Alg(

n
√
A,B)). Therefore, f ′ : n

√
A→ B is an epimorphism.

Suppose that the dominion of f(A) in Mn(B) contains all eij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

and the corresponding map f ′ : n
√
A→ B is an epimorphism. Let us have C and

two maps g1, g2 : Mn(B) → C such that g1f = g2f . We observe that images
of eij under g1 and g2 are equal as they lie in the dominion of f(A) in Mn(B)
and they induce a matrix ring structure on C represented by an isomorphism
h : C →Mn(C

′) with C′ being the centralizer of all g1(eij) = g2(eij). Moreover,
hg1 and hg2 restrict to maps g′1, g

′
2 between B and C′ because B as centralizer

of eij maps to the centralizer of g1(eij) or g2(eij) under g1 or g2, respectively.
In other words, Mn(g

′
1) = hg1 and similarly for g2. This allows us to employ

the adjunction: Mn(g
′
1)f = Mn(g

′
2)f means that g′1f

′ = g′2f
′, but, as f ′ is an

epimorphism, g′1 need to equal g′2. It follows easily that g1 = g2.

(i) ⇔ (iii) : Let us have a homomorphism g : Mn(B) → C′. There is a C
a k−algebra such that C′ ∼=Mn(C). Hence, f : A→Mn(B) is an epimorphism
is equivalent to:

Homk−Alg(f,Mn(C)) : Homk−Alg(A,Mn(C))→ Homk−Alg(Mn(B),Mn(C))

being surjective for every k−algebra C, which, by the adjuction, is equiva-
lent to Homk−Alg(

n
√
f, C) : Homk−Alg(

n
√
A,C) → Homk−Alg(

n
√

Mn(B), C) be-
ing surjective for every k−algebra C. The last statement is equivalent to
n
√
f : n
√
A→ n

√

Mn(B) being an epimorphism.

Theorem 30. Let i : A → A′ be a homomorphism, and let ℓΣ : A → AΣ

is a universal localisation such that AΣ
∼= Mn(B). We claim that A′

Σ′ with

Σ′ = {σ ⊗A A′ |σ ∈ Σ} is a factor of the universal localisation of Mn(
n
√
A′) in

induced maps arising only from relations in representation of AΣ as a factor of
the universal localisation Mn(

n
√
A) in in induced maps.
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Proof. At first, we denote I the ideal of Mn(
n
√
A) such that Mn(

n
√
A)/I ∼= AΣ.

We claim that there exists the following commutative diagram:

A A′

Mn(
n
√
A) Mn(

n
√
A′)

Mn(
n
√
A)Σn

Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n

Mn(
n
√
A)Σn

/I Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′

µA,n

f

µA′,n

ℓΣn

i1=Mn(
n
√
f)

ℓ
Σ′
n

πi

i2=(i1)Σn

πI′

i3

Where Σn = {σ⊗AMn(
n
√
A) |σ ∈ Σ}, Σ′

n = {σ⊗AMn(
n
√
A′) |σ ∈ Σ} and I ′ is

the ideal generated by images of elements of I under i2. Each horizontal map
below i is obtained using the universal property of the vertical map on the left
applied to the composition of the horizontal map above and the vertical map on
the right. Moreover, all horizontal maps between the matrix algebras respect
the matrix structure. In other words, they are Mn of some map between the
centralizers of eij .

We will prove two statements:

(i) The map πI′ ◦ ℓΣ′

n
◦ µA′,n : A′ → Mn(

n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′ from the commutative

diagram map is an epimorphism.

(ii) The universal localisation ℓΣ′ : A′ → A′
Σ′ factors through said map A′ →

Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′.

Together, these two statements imply that said map A′ → Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′ is

the universal localisation of A′ in Σ′.
The fact that the map A → Mn(

n
√
A)Σ/I from the commutative diagram

map is an epimorphism yields that eij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n lie in the dominion of

A in Mn(
n
√
A)Σ/I. Combining it with the fact that homomorphic image of a

dominion of a subring lies in the dominion of the homomorphic image of the
subring gives us that eij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n lie in the dominion of i3◦πi◦ℓΣn

◦µA,n in

Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′, specifically also in the dominion of image of A′. We recall that

taking universal localisation or a factor by an ideal effectively commutes with
forming a matrix algebra; this gives that the said map A′ → Mn(

n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′

corresponds, by abuse of notation, to a map n
√
A′ → n

√
A′

Σ′

n
/I ′, which is an

epimorphism. We have now established that the said map A′ →Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′

is an epimorphism.
Finally, we ought to show that the universal localisation ℓΣ′ : A′ → A′

Σ′

factors through said map A′ → Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′. Consider the following com-
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mutative diagram:

A Mn(
n
√
A)Σn

Mn(
n
√
A)Σn

/I

A′ Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
A′

Σ′

n

The dotted map results from using the universal property of ℓΣ to the map A→
Mn(

n
√
A)Σn

→Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
→ A′

Σ′ , which is a Σ−inverting map. Commutativ-

ity of the square on the right is due to the universal property of A→Mn(
n
√
A)

and to Mn(
n
√
A)→Mn(

n
√
A)Σn

being an epimorphism; since A′
Σ′ can be given

structure of n× n matrices over some algebra, the image of A fully determines
the image of Mn(

n
√
A), and also Mn(

n
√
A)Σn

, indeed. From the commutative
diagram, we read that images of elements of I in Mn(

n
√
A′)Σ′

n
need to map to

zero, so the morphism Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
→ A′

Σ′ factors through Mn(
n
√
A′)Σ′

n
/I ′ as

I ′ is generated by such elements.

Let us have a path algebra kQ with the vertices of Q0 labelled 1, . . . , n
and a dimension vector α ∈ N

Q0

0 . We will construct a map qQ,α from kQ to
Mα(k〈XQ,α〉) which is the algebra of

∑n
i=1 αi ×

∑n
i=1 αi matrices over with:

XQ,α =
⋃

e∈Q1

{x(e)ij | 1 ≤ i ≤ αs(e), 1 ≤ j ≤ αs(e)}

In order to simplify working with
∑n

i=1 αi ×
∑n

i=1 αi matrices over k〈XQ,α〉,
we think of elements of Mα(k〈XQ,α〉) as of n× n block matrices such that the
block at position ij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n is an αi × αj matrix.

For eachm ∈ Q0, we set qQ,α(em)ij = Iαm
for i = j = m and qQ,α(em)ij = 0,

otherwise, when viewed as an n × n block matrix. For each e ∈ Q1, we set

qQ,α(e)ij = X
(e)
Q,α for i = s(e), j = s(e) and qQ,α(e)ij = 0, otherwise; X

(e)
Q,α is a

αt(e) × αs(e) matrix with x
(e)
ij at position ij.

Thus, by universal property of the path algebra kQ, this assignment can be
extended to a map from qQ,α : kQ→Mα(k〈XQ,α〉). This map factors through
µA,n via q′(Q,α), and q′Q,α is surjective as the entries of matrices of image of
qQ,α generate k〈XQ,α〉) as a k−algebra by discussion below Definition 26.

Proposition 31. Suppose f : kQ → R′ is a map and S is a module over R
such that ei(kQ)⊗kQ R′ ∼= Sαi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then there exists R such that
R′ ∼= Mn(R). The map f viewed now as going from kQ to Mn(R

′) uniquely
factors via Mn(f

′) through qQ,α.

Proof. Since kQ ∼= e1(kQ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ en(kQ) as a right module over itself and
kQ ⊗kQ R′ ∼= R′, it follows that R′ ∼= Sα1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sαn . Hence, there is an
isomorphism R′ → Mα(EndR′(S)). Set R = EndR′(S), and let us work with f
as with a map from kQ → Mn(R). Without loss of generality, we can assume
that f(em)ij = Iαm

for i = j = m and f(em)ij = 0, otherwise. For an arrow
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e ∈ Q1 from s(e) to t(e), this means that f(e)ij 6= 0 if and only if i = t(e) and
j = s(e) and f(e)(t(e))(s(e)) is an αt(e)×αs(e) matrix. We define f ′k〈XQ,α〉 → R

such that x
(e)
ij 7→ (f(e)(t(e))(s(e)))ij ; we obtain f = Mn(f

′) ◦ qQ,α. Uniqueness
thereof follows from the same universal property of k〈XQ,α〉.

Using the theorem above, we can formulate another generalization of The-
orem 20, which in extending universal localisation from a smaller path algebra
to a larger one.

Proposition 32. Let Q be a finite acyclic quiver and M ∈ mod − kQ be an
exceptional module of dimension vector α, then the map f : kQ → Mα(k) is a
universal localisation in Σ set of finitely generated maps between projectives. Let
Q′ be a finite acyclic quiver such that Q0 = Q′

0 and arrows in Q arise from paths
in Q′; kQ is a naturally subalgebra of kQ′. Then, the universal localisation of
kQ′ in the set maps induced from Σ has the following form:

kQ′
Σ′
∼=Mα(k〈XQ′,α〉)/I

where I is generated by qQ′,α(a) − ιf(a) for all a ∈ kQ viewed as a subalgebra
of kQ′ with ι being Mα of the map k → k〈XQ′,α〉.

Proof. This is an easy consequence of Lemma 15, Theorem 30, Proposition 31,
and the fact that qQ′,α factors through µkQ′,α via a surjective map.

As mentioned above, Proposition 25 can be generalized in the context of
universal localisations; this idea is formalized in the following proposition.

Proposition 33. Suppose that we have finite acyclic quivers Q1 and Q2 and
universal localisations fΣ1

: kQ1 → Mα1
(k〈x1, . . . , xn1

〉) and fΣ2
: kQ2 →

Mα2
(k〈x1, . . . , xn2

〉) for Σ1 and Σ2 sets of maps between finitely generated pro-
jectives over kQ1 and kQ2, respectively.

Let Q be a quiver such that Q0 = (Q1)0 ∪ (Q2)0, Q1 such that for all e ∈ Q′
1

either is s(e) ∈ (Q1)0, t(e) ∈ (Q2)0 or s(e) ∈ (Q2)0, t(e) ∈ (Q1)0. Denote Σ the
set of maps between finitely generated projectives that correspond to maps in Σ1

and Σ2.
Then kQΣ is Morita equivalent to representations of a quiver Q′ with two

vertices v1 and v1 with n1 loops for v1, n2 loops for v2, α1(s(e)) · α2(t(e))
arrows from v1 to v2 for each e ∈ Q1 with s(e) ∈ (Q1)0 and t(e) ∈ (Q2)0, and
α2(s(e)) · α1(t(e)) arrows from v2 to v1 for each e ∈ Q1 with s(e) ∈ (Q2)0 and
t(e) ∈ (Q1)0.

Proof. Denote I1 and I2 the ideal generated by v ∈ (Q2)0 and v ∈ (Q1)0,
respectively. We have that kQ/Ij ∼= kQj and that:

kQΣ/〈Ij〉kQΣ

∼= (kQj)Σj
∼=Mαj

(k〈x1, . . . , xnj
〉)

for j = 1, 2. Given a representation M = (Mv, ϕe)v∈Q0,e∈Q1
of Q over k that

is a restriction of module over kQΣ, we find that (Mv, ϕe)v∈(Q2)0,e∈(Q2)1 is a
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restriction of a module over (kQ1)Σ1
and, therefore, corresponds to a representa-

tion (M1, λ
M
1 , . . . , λ

M
n1
) of k〈x1, . . . , xn1

〉. Analogously, (Mv, ϕe)v∈(Q2)0,e∈(Q2)1

corresponds to (M2, µ
M
1 , . . . , µ

M
n2
). Also, Mv = (M1)

α1(v) and Mv = (M2)
α2(v)

for v ∈ (Q1)0 and v ∈ (Q2)0, respectively.
For e ∈ Q′

1 with source in (Q1)0 and target in (Q2)0, we have that ϕe :

M
α1(s(e))
1 → M

α2(t(e))
2 , which means it is determined by a α2(t(e)) × α1(s(e))

matrix of maps from M1 → M2, similarly for e′ ∈ Q′
1 with source in (Q2)0.

Therefore, M corresponds to a representation F (M) of Q′ given by F (M)v1 =
M1, F (M)v2 =M2, the loops are given by λ1, . . . , λn1

and µ1, . . . , µn1
and other

arrows are given by maps from M1 to M2 or vice versa that form components
of respective e ∈ Q′

1 as discussed above.
By considering the components pertaining to Q1 and Q2, we obtain that

any possible homomorphism f between M and N has the following form f =
((f1Iα1(v))v∈(Q1)0 , (f2Iα2(v))v∈(Q2)0) such that f1 commutes with all λ and f2
commutes with all µ. We also have that f2Iα2(t(e)) · ϕMe = ϕNe · f1Iα1(s(e)) for
every e′ ∈ Q′

1 with source in (Q1)0 and target in (Q2)0. Similarly, it holds for
e′ ∈ Q′

1 from a vertex in (Q2)0 and to a vertex in (Q1)0. This gives us that
f commutes with M1 to M2 or vice versa representing arrows in Q′. We set
F (f)v1 = f1 and F (f)v2 = f2.

We have constructed a functor F from Mod − kQΣ to Mod − kQ′. It is
easy to show that the functor F is well-defined, fully faithful and essentially
surjective.
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