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A QUIVER ANALOGUE OF HIGMAN’S CONJECTURE

LUCIEN HENNECART AND NIKOLAI PERRY

Abstract. An unresolved conjecture by Graham Higman states that for all n ≥ 1 the number of conjugacy

classes of the group of n× n unitriangular matrices with entries in the finite field Fq is a polynomial in q.

In this paper we introduce a new quiver generalization of the conjecture. Motivated by this generalization,

we prove that certain operations on quivers leave the relevant counts unchanged. Based on these invariance

properties, we solve the introduced conjecture for quivers containing no path of length exceeding two,

providing explicit formulas.
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1. Introduction

We denote by k(Un(k)) the number of conjugacy classes of the group Un(k) of n × n unitriangular

matrices with entries in k = Fq. First mentioned in [Hig60], Higman’s conjecture asserts that k(Un(k))

is a polynomial in q, for all n ≥ 1. It has been verified for n ≤ 13 by Arregi and Vera-López in a series

of papers [VLA92, VLA95, VLA03] where a clever brute-force algorithm was devised. The authors have

shown that each conjugacy class of Un contains a unique canonical matrix with respect to a certain order

on matrix entries, and that a matrix is canonical if and only if certain entries called inert points are zero.

Their algorithm revolves around constructing canonical matrices while identifying which entries are inert.

Pak and Soffer [PS15] have built on this algorithm while developing a recursive way of calculating the

number of conjugacy classes of pattern groups (subgroups of Un(k) where certain entries are fixed to be

zero), verifying the conjecture for n ≤ 16. They have also found a pattern subgroup of U13(k) whose

number of conjugacy classes is not polynomial count, and which appears in the recursive expansion for

k(U59(k)). This is the main indication that Higman’s conjecture could be false.

Mozgovoy [Moz19] has recently given a quiver generalization of the conjecture, as well as a modern

way to understand it in terms of linear stacks. This generalization involves the number of commuting

pairs of nilpotent endomorphisms of a projective representation of an acyclic quiver. We propose another

generalization by instead considering the count of commuting pairs of radical endomorphisms. This count

is expected to be related to the character of the Hall algebra that can be constructed from the category

of pairs (P, f) of a projective representation of an acyclic quiver together with a radical endomorphism of

it. This is a sign that Hall algebra techniques could be fruitful to understand Higman’s conjecture or, in

the reverse direction, that polynomiality of the character of the Hall algebra witnesses deeper algebraic

structures (as for the constructible Hall algebra [SVDB01, BS19], where a Z-graded Borcherds Lie algebra

appears). In this paper, we concentrate ourselves on counting properties, leaving the Hall algebra part

for further investigations.

After covering some background material and, in particular, the concept of radicals in §2, we introduce

the new, natural quiver generalization in §3, proving results that let us reduce the associated counting
1
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problems. We give a complete description of the first nontrivial cases in §4 and explain future research

directions in §5.

2. Preliminaries

Burnside’s Lemma allows us to write

k(Un(k)) =
|{(x, y) ∈ Un(k)× Un(k) | xy − yx = 0}|

|Un(k)|
,

so we see that k(Un(k)) is a polynomial in q if and only if the number of commuting pairs in Un(k) is a

polynomial in q. The elements x, y ∈ Un(k) commute precisely when x− 1n×n, y − 1n×n ∈ Tn commute,

where we have defined Tn = Tn(k) := Un(k) − 1n×n. Therefore Higman’s conjecture is equivalent to the

assertion that

(1) |{(x, y) ∈ Tn × Tn | xy − yx = 0}| ∈ Q[q], for all n ≥ 1.

To identify the object Tn, we recall the definition of the radical of a ring:

Definition 2.1 (Radical of a Ring). The (Jacobson) radical radR of a ring R is the intersection of all

maximal right ideals in R.

Lemma 2.2 ([Sch14, Lemma 4.1]). Let R be a ring and a ∈ R. The following are equivalent:

(1) a ∈ radR.

(2) a lies in the intersection of all maximal left ideals in R.

(3) For all b ∈ R, the element 1− a ·R b is invertible in R.

(4) For all b ∈ R, the element 1− b ·R a is invertible in R.

Corollary 2.3. For any ring R, radR is a two-sided ideal in R.

It is the case that Tn = radBn, where Bn = Bn(k) is the algebra of upper triangular n × n matrices.

Since Tn is a nilpotent ideal, we have a natural way of weakening Higman’s conjecture as given in the

form of (1) by considering powers of the radical: we can ask if, given l,m ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1, we have that

(2)
∣
∣
∣

{

(x, y) ∈ T l
n × T

l
n

∣
∣
∣ xy − yx ∈ Tm

n

}∣
∣
∣ ∈ Q[q].

Note that this is trivially the case when m ≤ 2l, and that Higman’s conjecture is the statement that the

answer is “yes” for all n ≥ 1 with l = 1 and m = n.

We also have a natural way of generalizing Higman’s conjecture — we can investigate counting problems

relating to radicals of certain algebras that arise from quivers. For this it helps to recall the definition

of the radical of a category, for we will be interested in the category of representations of an arbitrary

acyclic quiver Q, repQ:

Definition 2.4 (Radical of a Category). The (Jacobson) radical Rad = RadC of an additive k-category

C is the class of morphisms defined as, for all objects X,Y ∈ C,

Rad(X,Y ) = {f ∈ Hom(X,Y ) | 1X − g ◦ f is an isomorphism ∀g ∈ Hom(Y,X)} ⊆ Hom(X,Y ).

Notice that Definitions 2.1 and 2.4 align when we consider the endomorphism algebra End(X) of an

object X ∈ C: rad(End(X)) = Rad(X,X).
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3. A Quiver Generalization

3.1. The Conjecture. The classification of projective representations of quivers does not depend on

the ground field k. Using this, Remark 3.4 will make rigorous sense of our following generalization of

Higman’s conjecture:

Conjecture 3.1. Let Q be an acyclic quiver and P ∈ repQ be a projective representation of Q over the

field k = Fq. Then the number of commuting pairs in the radical rad(End(P )) is a polynomial in q.

Definition 3.2. Let
⊕

i∈Q0
PQ(i)

di be a projective representation of an acyclic quiver Q, where PQ(i)

denotes the indecomposable projective representation at vertex i, and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 is what we call the

summand vector. We denote this representation by PQ,d and define AQ,d to be its endomorphism algebra,

End(PQ,d). We define the count [Q,d] to be the number of commuting pairs in radAQ,d × radAQ,d.

Remark 3.3. Note that [Q,d] = 1 in the degenerate cases where d = 0 or Q0 = ∅, since an empty direct

sum is the zero object.

Suppose that we have a quiver Q = 1 2 3 and summand vector d = (4, 0, 1). Then we

compactly visualise this data as
[

4 0 1
]

, which we also take to be alternative notation for

[Q,d]. Note that when in square brackets each vertex i ∈ Q0 is labeled by di instead of i.

Remark 3.4. Since every projective representation of Q is isomorphic to PQ,d for some summand vector

d [Sch14, Corollary 2.21], Conjecture 3.1 is equivalent to the statement that for any acyclic quiver Q and

summand vector d, the count [Q,d] is a polynomial in q.

This is subtly — though crucially — different to that of Mozgovoy’s generalization [Moz19, Conjecture

1], in which it is the set of nilpotent elements that is considered, not the radical. Our generalization

is natural, since the radical of a finite dimensional algebra is always a nilpotent ideal [Sch14, Corollary

4.10], allowing for a weakening as in (2). The two generalizations agree precisely when the set of nilpotent

elements is a two-sided ideal, as is the case for quivers and summand vectors of the form


 1 1 . . . 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n



 ,

which recovers Higman’s classical conjecture (1) as the endomorphism algebra is isomorphic to Bn.

Regardless of whether Conjecture 3.1 is true, it serves as a good motivation to study the combinatorics

of certain objects arising from the endomorphism algebras of projective representations of quivers, in our

case — counts. To this end, we will prove several results that allow us to understand the nature of counts

of acyclic quivers and summand vectors in terms of counts of (usually) simpler quivers and summand

vectors.

In §3.3 we prove that certain operations on quivers and summand vectors leave the algebras unchanged

up to isomorphism, hence preserving counts. In §3.4 we present operations that preserve the structures of

the radicals and thereby preserve counts, though not necessarily preserving the structures of the algebras.

3.2. Notations. Suppose that the object X in an additive k-category C is given by the (external) direct

sum X =
⊕t

i=1Xi. Now consider the endomorphism algebra End(X). Letting πk : X −→ Xk and

ιk : Xk −→ X denote the canonical projection and inclusion morphisms, any f ∈ End(X) is uniquely
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determined by its matrix elements fij := πi ◦ f ◦ ιj ∈ Hom(Xj ,Xi) for i, j = 1, . . . , t. Furthermore, we

have that (f ◦ g)ij =
∑t

k=1 fik ◦ gkj , and so the identification

f ←→







f11 · · · f1t
...

. . .
...

ft1 · · · ftt






= [fij ]i,j=1,...,t

yields an algebra isomorphism

End(X) ∼=







Hom(X1,X1) · · · Hom(Xt,X1)
...

. . .
...

Hom(X1,Xt) · · · Hom(Xt,Xt)






= [Hom(Xj ,Xi)]i,j=1,...,t,

where addition and scalar multiplication in the right-hand algebra is component-wise and multiplication

is as above: (f ◦ g)ij =
∑t

k=1 fik ◦ gkj. We will often abuse notation by writing

End(X) = [Hom(Xj ,Xi)]i,j=1,...,t and f = [fij ]i,j=1,...,t ∈ End(X).

Similarly, we will understand rad(End(X)) as [Rad(Xj ,Xi)]i,j=1,...,t [ASS06, A.3, 3.4. Lemma].

Given an acyclic quiver Q and summand vector d, we often write PQ,d as
⊕t

i=1 PQ(vi), where v1, . . . , vt

are (not necessarily distinct) vertices in Q, so that

AQ,d = End(PQ,d) = [Hom(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,...,t and radAQ,d = [Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,...,t.

We will also often abbreviate Hom(PQ(vj), PQ(vi)) by Hij and Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi)) by Rij .

Remark 3.5. If for each i, j we define the maps

φij : Hij = Hom(PQ(vj), PQ(vi)) −→ PQ(vi)vj = 〈c | c : vi y vj ∈ Q〉;

h = (h(k))k∈Q0 7−→ h(vj)(evj ),

where 〈c | c : vi y vj ∈ Q〉 is the k-vector space with basis the set of all paths vi y vj in Q, then these

are vector space isomorphisms [Sch14, Theorem 2.11], and so {φ−1
ij (c) | c : vi y vj ∈ Q} is a basis for Hij.

Remark 3.6. Recall Definition 2.4 of the radical of a category. Consider Hij for i, j = 1, . . . , t. If vi 6= vj,

then we have the implication Hij 6= 0 =⇒ Hji = 0, since Q is acyclic. Therefore we see that Rij = Hij,

if vi 6= vj . On the other hand, if vi = vj , then Hij
∼= 〈evi〉

∼= k, and so Rij = 0. Thus, for any i, j, it is the

case that the isomorphism φij in Remark 3.5 restricted to Rij (which we denote by ψij) yields a vector

space isomorphism

ψij : Rij = Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))
∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q〉,

where 〈c | c : vi
n.c.
y vj ∈ Q〉 is the k-vector space with basis the set of all non-constant paths vi

n.c.
y vj in

Q. In particular, {ψ−1
ij (c) | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q} is a basis for Rij .

Proposition 3.7 (Composition of Basis Elements).

(1) Let c : vi y vk ∈ Q and p : vk y vj ∈ Q be paths. Then

φ−1
ik (c) ◦ φ−1

kj (p) = φ−1
ij (cp).
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(2) Let c : vi
n.c.
y vk ∈ Q and p : vk

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q be non-constant paths. Then

ψ−1
ik (c) ◦ ψ−1

kj (p) = ψ−1
ij (cp).

Proof.

(1) It suffices to show that φij(φ
−1
ik (c) ◦ φ−1

kj (p)) = cp. Indeed,

φij(φ
−1
ik (c) ◦ φ−1

kj (p)) = (φ−1
ik (c) ◦ φ−1

kj (p))
(vj )(evj ) = (φ−1

ik (c))(vj ) ◦ (φ−1
kj (p)))

(vj )(evj )

= (φ−1
ik (c))(vj ) ◦ φkj(φ

−1
kj (p)) = (φ−1

ik (c))(vj )(p) = (φ−1
ik (c))(vj ) ◦ ϕp(evk)

(⋆)
= ϕp ◦ (φ

−1
ik (c))(vk)(evk ) = ϕp ◦ φik(φ

−1
ik (c)) = ϕp(c) = cp,

where ϕp is the linear mapping given by the action of p and in (⋆) we made use of the following

commutative diagram:

PQ(vk)vk PQ(vk)vj

PQ(vi)vk PQ(vi)vj

ϕp

(φ−1
ik

(c))(vk) (φ−1
ik

(c))(vj )

ϕp

(2) This follows from the fact that each ψij is a restriction of φij.

�

3.3. Count-Preserving Operations. The following theorem and corollary show that counts are in-

variant under reversal of all arrows in their corresponding quivers. This is useful for later, where we will

prove that certain operations on sources leave counts unchanged, and thus it will follow that the analogous

operations on sinks leave counts unchanged too.

Theorem 3.8. Let Q be an acyclic quiver and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0. Then A
op
Q,d
∼= AQop,d , as k-algebras.

Proof. We write PQ,d as
⊕t

i=1 PQ(vi) and PQop,d as
⊕t

i=1 PQop(vi) so that

AQ,d = [Hom(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,...,t = [Hij ]i,j=1,...,t and

AQop,d = [Hom(PQop(vj), PQop(vi))]i,j=1,...,t = [Hop
ij ]i,j=1,...,t.

Recall that the opposite algebra Aop
Q,d is the same as AQ,d but with multiplication reversed, i.e.

f ·Aop
Q,d

g = g ·AQ,d
f .

For each i, j = 1, . . . , t we define the vector space isomorphisms

φij : Hij
∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi y vj ∈ Q〉 and φopij : Hop

ij

∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi y vj ∈ Q

op〉

as in Remark 3.5. Now c is a path vi y vj in Q if and only if cop is a path vj y vi in Q
op, so for each

i, j = 1, . . . , t we can define vector space isomorphisms by specifying their actions on the basis elements:

Φij : Hij
∼
−→ Hop

ji ; φ−1
ij (c) 7−→ (φopji )

−1(cop).
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Now note that if c : vj y vk and p : vk y vi are paths in Q, then

Φji(φ
−1
jk (c) ◦ φ

−1
ki (p)) = Φji(φ

−1
ji (cp)) = (φopij )

−1((cp)op) = (φopij )
−1(popcop) = (φopik )

−1(pop) ◦ (φopkj )
−1(cop)

= Φki(φ
−1
ki (p)) ◦ Φjk(φ

−1
jk (c)),

where we have used Proposition 3.7 twice. And so it follows from the linearity of each Φij that for any

gjk ∈ Hjk and fki ∈ Hki we have

(3) Φji(gjk ◦ fki) = Φki(fki) ◦Φjk(gjk).

Finally, we define the map Φ : Aop
Q,d −→ AQop,d by (Φ(f))ij = Φji(fji). We show that this is an

isomorphism of k-algebras, hence proving the theorem:

• This is an isomorphism of vector spaces since it can be viewed as component-wise application of

the vector space isomorphisms Φij followed by transposition.

• The unity 1Aop
Q,d

of Aop
Q,d is such that

(1Aop
Q,d

)ij =







0, if i 6= j,

1End(PQ(vi)), if i = j,

and so

(Φ(1Aop
Q,d

))ij = Φji((1Aop
Q,d

)ji) =







0, if i 6= j,

Φii(1End(PQ(vi))), if i = j.

But Φii(1End(PQ(vi))) = Φii(φ
−1
ii (evi)) = (φopii )

−1(evi) = 1End(PQop (vi)), so we see that

Φ(1Aop
Q,d

) = 1AQop,d
.

• Let f, g ∈ Aop
Q,d. We have that

(Φ(f ·Aop
Q,d

g))ij = Φji((f ·Aop
Q,d

g)ji) = Φji((g ·AQ,d
f)ji) =

∑

k

Φji(gjk ◦ fki)

(3)
=

∑

k

Φki(fki) ◦Φjk(gjk) =
∑

k

(Φ(f))ik ◦ (Φ(g))kj ,

so Φ(f ·Aop
Q,d

g) = Φ(f) ·AQop,d
Φ(g).

Thus Φ is an isomorphism of k-algebras. �

Corollary 3.9 (Arrow Reversal). If Q is acyclic and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0, then [Q,d] = [Qop,d].

Proof. For any algebra A, by Lemma 2.2 we have that

x ∈ radA ⇔ ∀y ∈ A, 1− x ·A y is invertible in A

⇔ ∀y ∈ Aop, 1− y ·Aop x is invertible in Aop ⇔ x ∈ radAop,

so in particular radA and radAop have the same number of commuting pairs. The result follows from

the fact that Aop
Q,d
∼= AQop,d, by Theorem 3.8. �



A QUIVER ANALOGUE OF HIGMAN’S CONJECTURE 7

Our next theorem shows that if dv = 0 for some vertex v in Q, then we can remove that vertex so long

as we preserve the paths through it as follows:

v
...

...

αm

α1 β1

βn

 

...

...

αmβn

αm
β1α

1β
n

α1β1

.

Theorem 3.10 (Zero-Vertex Removal). Suppose that Q is acyclic and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 is such that dv = 0 for

some vertex v. Let Q0 := Q0 \ {v} and d := (di)i∈Q0
. Further, let A := {α ∈ Q1 | t(α) = v} and

B := {β ∈ Q1 | s(β) = v}, so that AB = {αβ | α ∈ A, β ∈ B} is the set of paths of length two in Q

with middle vertex v. Thinking of AB as a set of arrows, let Q1 := Q1 ∪AB \ (A ∪ B), giving the quiver

Q := (Q0, Q1). Then AQ,d
∼= AQ,d as k-algebras. In particular, [Q,d] = [Q,d].

Proof. As before, we write PQ,d as
⊕t

i=1 PQ(vi). Note that vi 6= v for all i, since dv = 0, so we can

consistently write PQ,d as
⊕t

i=1 PQ(vi). Hence

AQ,d = [Hom(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,...,t = [Hij ]i,j=1,...,t and

AQ,d = [Hom(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,...,t = [Hij ]i,j=1,...,t.

For each i, j = 1, . . . , t we define the vector space isomorphisms

φij : Hij
∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi y vj ∈ Q〉 and φij : Hij

∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi y vj ∈ Q〉

as in Remark 3.5. If c : vi y vj is a path in Q, then c does not have the vertex v as an endpoint, and

so let c : vi y vj denote the corresponding path in Q. Each path in Q arises in this way. Thus, for each

i, j = 1, . . . , t we can define vector space isomorphisms by specifying their actions on basis elements:

Φij : Hij
∼
−→ Hij; φ−1

ij (c) 7−→ φ
−1
ij (c).

Clearly, if c : vi y vj and p : vj y vk are paths in Q, then cp = c p. Using this, along with Proposition

3.7, we have

Φij(φ
−1
ik (c) ◦ φ−1

kj (p)) = Φij(φ
−1
ij (cp)) = φ

−1
ij (cp) = φ

−1
ij (c p) = φ

−1
ik (c) ◦ φ

−1
kj (p)

= Φik(φ
−1
ik (c)) ◦Φkj(φ

−1
kj (p)).

By linearity, it follows that for any fik ∈ Hik and gkj ∈ Hkj, Φij(fik ◦gkj) = Φik(fik)◦Φkj(gkj). From this,

and the fact that each Φij is a vector space isomorphism, it is clear that the mapping Φ : AQ,d −→ AQ,d

defined by (Φ(f))ij = Φij(fij) is an algebra isomorphism. �

Definition 3.11. We say that a quiver Q is connected if its underlying graph is path-connected, and

disconnected otherwise. A connected component of Q is a maximal connected subquiver of Q.

Note that the set of connected components of a quiver Q is a partition of Q, and that Q is disconnected

if and only if it has more than one connected component. Therefore, as the following theorem shows, we

can simplify the problem of finding counts for disconnected quivers:

Theorem 3.12. Let Q be an acyclic quiver with connected components Q1, . . . , Qn, and let d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0.

Then [Q,d] = [Q1,d1] · · · [Qn,dn], where dk = (di)i∈Qk
0
for k = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. This simply follows from the fact that AQ,d
∼= AQ1,d1 × · · · ×AQn,dn , as k-algebras. �
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3.4. More Count-Preserving Operations. It can be the case that an operation on a quiver and

summand vector can preserve the structure of the radical, while not necessarily preserving the structure

of the algebra. We consider such operations in this section. The proofs for these are somewhat more

tedious, though similar in nature, to those of Theorems 3.8 and 3.10. We begin with the following

definition:

Definition 3.13 (Isomorphic Ideals). Let A,B be k-algebras and I E A, J E B be two-sided ideals. We

call these ideals isomorphic, writing I ∼= J , if there exists a bijective k-linear map Ψ : I −→ J that also

preserves multiplication. That is, so that Ψ(i1 ·A i2) = Ψ(i1) ·B Ψ(i2), for all i1, i2 ∈ I.

Remark 3.14. It is clear that if I ∼= J , then I and J have the same number of commuting pairs.

Through the following theorem and corollary we show that we can change the summand vector’s compo-

nent for a source/sink, so long as we compensate by appropriately duplicating the arrows starting/ending

at the source/sink:







d
...

...







 








1
...

...

#d #d

#d #d






,








d
...

...







 








1
...

...

#d #d

#d #d






,

where “#d” denotes that there are d copies of the underlying, drawn arrow (“#0” means that the

underlying, drawn arrow is not in the quiver).

Theorem 3.15 (Source Conversion). Suppose that Q is acyclic, v ∈ Q0 is a source, and that d ∈ Z
Q0
≥0

with dv = d. Let Q0 := Q0, d ∈ Z
Q0
≥0 be such that dv = 1 and di = di for all i 6= v. Furthermore, let

A := {α ∈ Q1 | s(α) = v}, A := {α1, . . . , αd | α ∈ A} consist of d-duplicates of each α ∈ A, and

Q1 := Q1 ∪ A \ A, giving the quiver Q := (Q0, Q1). Then radAQ,d
∼= radAQ,d. In particular,

[Q,d] = [Q,d].

Proof. The claim is clear if d = 0. Hence we assume that d ≥ 1. We write PQ,d as
⊕t

i=1 PQ(vi), such

that vi = v for i = 1, . . . , d (and necessarily vi 6= v for all i > d). Since Q0 = Q0 and di = di for all i 6= v,

we can consistently write PQ,d as
⊕

i=1,d+1,...,t PQ(vi). Therefore

radAQ,d = [Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,...,t = [Rij]i,j=1,...,t and

radAQ,d = [Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,d+1,...,t = [Rij]i,j=1,d+1,...,t.

For each relevant pair i, j, define the vector space isomorphisms

ψij : Rij
∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q〉 and ψij : Rij

∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q〉

as in Remark 3.6, giving bases {ψ−1
ij (c) | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q} of Rij and {ψ

−1
ij (c) | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q} of Rij.

Crucial for later is the observation that, for vi, vj 6= v (i.e. for i, j > d), Q and Q have the same paths

vi y vj (and thereby non-constant paths vi
n.c.
y vj).

• Understanding radAQ,d:

For j ≤ d, Rij = 0 since there are no non-constant paths vi
n.c.
y v in Q. For j > d, we define

R∗j :=







R1j

...

Rdj






= Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(v))

d,
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and, for f∗j = [f1j, . . . , fdj ]
⊤ ∈ R∗j and gjk ∈ Rjk with j, k > d, define composition as

(4) f∗j ◦ gjk :=







f1j ◦ gjk
...

fdj ◦ gjk






.

With this we can write

radAQ,d =









Od×d R∗,d+1 · · · R∗,t

Rd+1,d+1 · · · Rd+1,t

O(t−d)×d

...
. . .

...

Rt,d+1 · · · Rt,t









EAQ,d,

with addition and scalar multiplication in radAQ,d being componentwise, and multiplication being

given for f, g ∈ radAQ,d as

(f ·AQ,d
g)∗j =

t∑

k=d+1

f∗k ◦ gkj, for j > d, and (f ·AQ,d
g)ij =

t∑

k=d+1

fik ◦ gkj, for i, j > d.(5)

• Understanding radAQ,d:

For j = 1 (equivalently here, for j ≤ d), Rij = 0, since there are no non-constant paths vi
n.c.
y v

in Q. Therefore,

radAQ,d =









0 R1,d+1 · · · R1,t

0 Rd+1,d+1 · · · Rd+1,t

...
...

. . .
...

0 Rt,d+1 · · · Rt,t









EAQ,d,

with addition and scalar multiplication in radAQ,d being componentwise, and multiplication being

given for f, g ∈ radAQ,d as

(6) (f ·A
Q,d

g)ij =

t∑

k=d+1

f ik ◦ gkj, for j > d (i.e. for j > 1).

Before constructing a mapping between the radicals we define mappings Ψij (with domains Rij) for each

j > d and all i (we need not consider those for j ≤ d):

• For i = 1 (i.e. i ≤ d) and j > d:

Note that vj 6= v. If c = αβ1 · · · βr is a non-constant path v
n.c.
y vj in Q, then α ∈ A and there is

a set {cγ := αγβ1 · · · βr | γ = 1, . . . , d} of corresponding non-constant paths v
n.c.
y vj in Q, obtained

by replacing the first arrow α with its d-duplicates in A. Furthermore,

{cγ | c : v
n.c.
y vj ∈ Q, γ = 1, . . . , d} is the complete set of non-constant paths v

n.c.
y vj in Q. Hence

we can define vector space isomorphisms by specifying their actions on basis elements:

Ψ1j : R1j
∼
−→ R∗j ; ψ

−1
1j (c

γ) 7−→ [0, . . . , 0, ψ−1
γj (c), 0, . . . , 0]

⊤ = [δγlψ
−1
γj (c)]l=1,...,d,

where δγl is the Kronecker delta.

• For i, j > d:
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Q and Q have the same non-constant paths vi
n.c.
y vj , so we can once again define vector space

isomorphisms by specifying their actions on basis elements:

Ψij : Rij
∼
−→ Rij ; ψ

−1
ij (c) 7−→ ψ−1

ij (c).

We can now define the map Ψ : radAQ,d −→ radAQ,d to be such that (Ψ(f ))∗j = Ψ1j(f1j) for j > d,

and (Ψ(f))ij = Ψij(f ij) for i, j > d. Ψ is a vector space isomorphism, since each Ψij is. It remains to

show that Ψ preserves multiplication.

First we show that, for all j, k > d and any i, if c : vi
n.c.
y vk and p : vk

n.c.
y vj are non-constant paths in

Q, then Ψij(ψ
−1
ik (c) ◦ ψ

−1
kj (p)) = Ψik(ψ

−1
ik (c)) ◦Ψkj(ψ

−1
kj (p)):

• For i > d:

Let c : vi
n.c.
y vk and p : vk

n.c.
y vj be non-constant paths in Q. Then

Ψij(ψ
−1
ik (c) ◦ ψ

−1
kj (p))

Prop. 3.7
= Ψij(ψ

−1
ij (cp)) = ψ−1

ij (cp)
Prop. 3.7

= ψ−1
ik (c) ◦ ψ−1

kj (p)

= Ψik(ψ
−1
ik (c)) ◦Ψkj(ψ

−1
kj (p)).

• For i = 1, i.e. i ≤ d:

Let cγ : v
n.c.
y vk and p : vk

n.c.
y vj be non-constant paths in Q. Then for each l = 1, . . . , d we

have

[Ψ1j(ψ
−1
1k (c

γ) ◦ ψ
−1
kj (p))]l

Prop. 3.7
= [Ψ1j(ψ

−1
1j (c

γp))]l = [Ψ1j(ψ
−1
1j ((cp)

γ))]l = δγlψ
−1
γj (cp)

Prop. 3.7
= δγlψ

−1
γk (c) ◦ ψ

−1
kj (p)

(4)
= [Ψ1k(ψ

−1
1k (c

γ)) ◦Ψkj(ψ
−1
kj (p))]l.

Therefore,

Ψ1j(ψ
−1
1k (c

γ) ◦ ψ
−1
kj (p)) = Ψ1k(ψ

−1
1k (c

γ)) ◦Ψkj(ψ
−1
kj (p)).

It now follows by linearity that, for all j, k > d and any i, for all f ik ∈ Rik and gkj ∈ Rkj we have

(7) Ψij(f ik ◦ gkj) = Ψik(f ik) ◦Ψkj(gkj).

Finally, let f , g ∈ radAQ,d. Then

• For j > d:

(Ψ(f ·A
Q,d

g))∗j = Ψ1j((f ·A
Q,d

g)1j)
(6)
= Ψ1j(

t∑

k=d+1

f1k ◦ gkj)
(7)
=

t∑

k=d+1

Ψ1k(f1k) ◦Ψkj(gkj)

=
t∑

k=d+1

(Ψ(f))∗k ◦ (Ψ(g))kj
(5)
= (Ψ(f) ·AQ,d

Ψ(g))∗j .

• Similarly, for i, j > d:

(Ψ(f ·A
Q,d

g))ij = Ψij((f ·A
Q,d

g)ij)
(6)
= Ψij(

t∑

k=d+1

f ik ◦ gkj)
(7)
=

t∑

k=d+1

Ψik(f ik) ◦Ψkj(gkj)

=

t∑

k=d+1

(Ψ(f))ik ◦ (Ψ(g))kj
(5)
= (Ψ(f) ·AQ,d

Ψ(g))ij .

Therefore Ψ(f ·A
Q,d

g) = Ψ(f) ·AQ,d
Ψ(g), and the result follows. �
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Corollary 3.16 (Sink Conversion). Suppose that Q is acyclic, v ∈ Q0 is a sink, and that d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 with

dv = d. Let Q0 := Q0, d ∈ Z
Q0
≥0 be such that dv = 1 and di = di for all i 6= v. Furthermore, let

A := {α ∈ Q1 | t(α) = v}, A := {α1, . . . , αd | α ∈ A} consist of d-duplicates of each α ∈ A, and

Q1 := Q1 ∪ A \ A, giving the quiver Q := (Q0, Q1). Then radAQ,d
∼= radAQ,d. In particular,

[Q,d] = [Q,d].

Proof. Since v is a source in the opposite quiver Qop, we denote by Qop the quiver given as in the statement

of Theorem 3.15. Note that Qop = (Q)op and that d is the same regardless of whether it is understood

as in the statement of Theorem 3.15 or this corollary. Thus,

radAQ,d = (radAop
Q,d)

op
Thm 3.8
∼= (radAQop,d)

op
Thm 3.15
∼= (radAQop,d)

op

= (radA(Q)op,d)
op

Thm 3.8
∼= (radAop

Q,d
)op = radAQ,d.

�

Remark 3.17. We can visualize the argument of the proof of Corollary 3.16, where we apply the op-

erations of arrow reversal (Theorem 3.8), source conversion (Theorem 3.15), and then arrow reversal

again:







d
...

...







 








d
...

...







 








1
...

...

#d #d

#d #d






 








1
...

...

#d #d

#d #d







Of course we must keep in mind that while the radical’s structure is unchanged under source conversion,

its structure is opposed under reversal of all arrows. However, doing so twice (as above) — or more

generally an even number of times — leaves the radical’s structure unchanged, which is what we wanted

to show.

We now introduce what are perhaps our main results, which state that we can split a source/sink, so

long as we preserve the arrows starting/ending at that source/sink. We split sources as follows:

(8)








d
...

...







 








d d
...

...








Theorem 3.18 (Source Splitting). Suppose that Q is acyclic, v ∈ Q0 is a source, and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 with

dv = d. Let {A,B} be a partition of the set {α ∈ Q1 | s(α) = v} of arrows with source vertex v. Define

the sets Q0 := Q0 ∪ {v
A, vB} \ {v}, A := {vA

α
−→ t(α) | α ∈ A}, B := {vB

β
−→ t(β) | β ∈ B}, and

Q1 := Q1 ∪ (A ∪ B) \ (A ∪ B), so that we have the quiver Q := (Q0, Q1). We also define the summand

vector d ∈ Z
Q0
≥0 to be such that dvA , dvB = d and di = di for all i ∈ Q0 \ {v}. Then radAQ,d

∼= radAQ,d.

In particular, [Q,d] = [Q,d].

Proof. Suppose that d = 1 (we will prove the claim for general d afterwards). We write PQ,d as
⊕

i=1,2,...,t PQ(vi), so that v1 = v (and necessarily vi 6= v for all i ≥ 2), and consistently PQ,d as



12 LUCIEN HENNECART AND NIKOLAI PERRY

⊕

i=1A,1B,2,...,t PQ(vi), where we defined v1A := vA and v1B := vB. We have

radAQ,d = [Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1,2...,t = [Rij ]i,j=1,2,...,t and

radAQ,d = [Rad(PQ(vj), PQ(vi))]i,j=1A,1B,2,...,t = [Rij]i,j=1A,1B,2,...,t.

Consider the vector space isomorphisms ψij : Rij
∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q〉 for i = 1, 2, . . . , t, and

ψij : Rij
∼
−→ 〈c | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q〉 for i = 1A, 1B, 2, . . . , t, as in Remark 3.6. These give bases

{ψ−1
ij (c) | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q} of Rij and {ψ

−1
ij (c) | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q} of Rij , for each relevant pair i, j.

There is a natural identification between non-constant paths in Q and Q (this is clear from (8)). In

accordance with this identification, for each i, j ≥ 2 and non-constant path c : vi
n.c.
y vj in Q, denote by c

its corresponding non-constant path vi
n.c.
y vj in Q. For each j ≥ 2 and non-constant path

c = β1 · · · βr : v
n.c.
y vj in Q with first arrow β1 ∈ A (respectively β1 ∈ B), let c denote its corresponding

non-constant path vA
n.c.
y vj (respectively vB

n.c.
y vj) in Q.

• Understanding radAQ,d:

For each i = 1, 2, . . . , t there are no non-constant paths c : vi
n.c.
y v in Q, so Rij = 0 for j = 1.

Therefore

radAQ,d =









0 R12 · · · R1t

0 R22 · · · R2t

...
...

. . .
...

0 Rt2 · · · Rtt









EAQ,d,

with addition and scalar multiplication in radAQ,d being componentwise, and multiplication being

given for f, g ∈ radAQ,d as

(f ·AQ,d
g)ij =

t∑

k=2

fik ◦ gkj, for j ≥ 2.

• Understanding radAQ,d:

For each i = 1A, 1B, 2, . . . , t there are no non-constant paths c : vi
n.c.
y vA or c : vi

n.c.
y vB in Q, so

Rij = 0 for j = 1A, 1B. Furthermore, for each j ≥ 2, we define the vector space R1j := R1Aj⊕R1Bj

and, for f1j =
[
f1Aj, f1Bj

]⊤
∈ R1j and gjk ∈ Rjk with j, k ≥ 2, define composition as

f1j ◦ gjk :=
[
f1Aj ◦ gjk, f1Bj ◦ gjk

]⊤
.

With this we can write

radAQ,d =









O2×2 R12 · · · R1t

R22 · · · R2t

O(t−1)×2

...
. . .

...

Rt2 · · · Rtt









EAQ,d,

with addition and scalar multiplication in radAQ,d being componentwise, and multiplication being

given for f, g ∈ radAQ,d as

(f ·A
Q,d

g)ij =
t∑

k=2

f ik ◦ gkj, for i = 1, 2, . . . , t and j ≥ 2.
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We now define vector space isomorphisms Ψij : Rij
∼
−→ Rij for i = 1, 2, . . . , t and j ≥ 2 on bases

{ψ−1
ij (c) | c : vi

n.c.
y vj ∈ Q} (these are isomorphisms due to the correspondence of non-constant paths in

Q and Q discussed earlier):

• For j ≥ 2:

Ψ1j : R1j
∼
−→ R1j ; ψ−1

1j (c) 7−→







[

ψ
−1
1Aj(c), 0

]⊤
, if c = β1 · · · βr with β1 ∈ A,

[

0, ψ
−1
1Bj(c)

]⊤
, if c = β1 · · · βr with β1 ∈ B.

• For i, j ≥ 2:

Ψij : Rij
∼
−→ Rij; ψ−1

ij (c) 7−→ ψ
−1
ij (c).

It can easily be checked that, for all j, k ≥ 2 and any i = 1, 2, . . . , t, if c : vi
n.c.
y vk and p : vk

n.c.
y vj are

non-constant paths in Q, then Ψij(ψ
−1
ik (c) ◦ ψ−1

kj (p)) = Ψik(ψ
−1
ik (c)) ◦ Ψkj(ψ

−1
kj (p)), from which it follows

by linearity that Ψij(fik ◦ gkj) = Ψik(fik) ◦ Ψkj(gkj) for all fik ∈ Rik and gkj ∈ Rkj. Then the map

Ψ : radAQ,d −→ radAQ,d defined by (Ψ(f))ij = Ψij(fij) for i = 1, 2, . . . , t and j = 2, . . . , t (which is

a vector space isomorphism) can be checked to be multiplication-preserving, analogously to how it was

done in the proof of Theorem 3.15, and hence radAQ,d
∼= radAQ,d by Definition 3.13. This proves the

claim for d = 1.

Suppose now that we have general d ∈ Z≥0. By what we have just shown, and repeated applications

of Theorem 3.15,







d
...

...







 








1
...

...

#d #d

#d #d






 








1 1
...

...

#d #d

#d #d







 








d 1
...

...

#d

#d






 








d d
...

...








is a sequence of radical-preserving operations. �

As the following corollary shows, we have the dual notion of splitting sinks as follows:







d
...

...







 








d d
...

...








Corollary 3.19 (Sink Splitting). Suppose that Q is acyclic, v ∈ Q0 is a sink, and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 with dv = d.

Let {A,B} be a partition of the set {α ∈ Q1 | t(α) = v} of arrows with terminal vertex v. Define

the sets Q0 := Q0 ∪ {v
A, vB} \ {v}, A := {s(α)

α
−→ vA | α ∈ A}, B := {s(β)

β
−→ vB | β ∈ B}, and

Q1 := Q1 ∪ (A ∪ B) \ (A ∪ B), so that we have the quiver Q := (Q0, Q1). We also define the summand

vector d ∈ Z
Q0
≥0 to be such that dvA , dvB = d and di = di for all i ∈ Q0 \ {v}. Then radAQ,d

∼= radAQ,d.

In particular, [Q,d] = [Q,d].
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Proof. Analogous to the argument of Remark 3.17, we have that the sequence of operations







d
...

...







 








d
...

...








Thm. 3.18
 








d d
...

...







 








d d
...

...








leaves the radical’s structure unchanged. �

The significance of Theorem 3.18 and Corollary 3.19 is that when a source/sink of a connected quiver is

the only point of contact between otherwise distinct connected components, then we can split the quiver

at the source/sink so as to disconnect it, yielding these connected components while preserving the count.

By Theorem 3.12, the count of the original quiver is then the product of the counts of the connected

components.

4. First Cases

The results and operations introduced in §3.3 and §3.4 are particularly effective for understanding the

counts of quivers and summand vectors where after removal of zero-vertices as in Theorem 3.10 there are

no remaining paths of length greater than 2. For such quivers and summand vectors we see that it suffices

to understand counts of the forms
[

1
]

,
[

1 1
]

, and
[

l d m
]

.

It is clear that
[

1
]

= 1, and that
[

1 1
]

= q2.

Proposition 4.1. For l, d,m ≥ 1 we have

[

l d m
]

= q2lm
2d∑

i=max{0,2d−l}



qmi
i−1∏

j=0

(
q2d − qj

qi − qj

) 2d−i−1∏

j=0

(

ql − qj
)



 .

Proof. Keeping in mind the underlying quiver, we see that radAQ,d is isomorphic to the set of block

matrices of the form 




O A B

O O C

O O O




 ,

where A ∈ Matl×d(k), B ∈ Matl×m(k), and C ∈ Matd×m(k). A pair

(9)











O A B

O O C

O O O




 ,






O A B

O O C

O O O











commutes if and only if AC−AC = O. Writing this condition as
[
A
∣
∣−A

]

l×2d

[

C

C

]

2d×m

= O and keeping

in mind B and B, we see that the number of commuting pairs as in (9), the count, is q2lm multiplied by
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the number of pairs (X,Y ) where X is a linear mapping k2d −→ kl and Y is a linear mapping km −→ k2d

with imY ⊆ kerX. Writing all this concisely, we have
[

l d m
]

= q2lm
∣
∣
∣

{(

X : k2d −→ kl, Y : km −→ k2d
) ∣
∣
∣ imY ⊆ kerX

}∣
∣
∣ ,

where the fact that X and Y are linear is understood. Next, note that
∣
∣
∣

{(

X : k2d −→ kl, Y : km −→ k2d
) ∣
∣
∣ imY ⊆ kerX

}∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

{(

X : k2d −→ kl, Y : km −→ kerX
)}∣

∣
∣

=
∣
∣
∣

{(

X : k2d −→ kl, Y : km −→ kdim(kerX)
)}∣

∣
∣

=

2d∑

i=max{0,2d−l}

∣
∣
∣

{

X : k2d −→ kl
∣
∣
∣ dim(kerX) = i

}∣
∣
∣ ·

∣
∣
{
Y : km −→ ki

}∣
∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸

qmi

.

We now determine
∣
∣
{
X : k2d −→ kl

∣
∣ dim(kerX) = i

}∣
∣. By universality, a linear map X : k2d −→ kl

factors uniquely through the canonical mapping π : k2d −→ k2d/ kerX, inducing an isomorphism

X : k2d/ kerX
∼
−→ imX:

k2d k2d/ kerX

imX

π

X ∼ ∃!X
.

Thus we have a bijection from the set of linear mappings k2d −→ kl with kernel of dimension i to the set

of tuples (U, V, φ) where U ⊆ k2d and V ⊆ kl are subspaces of dimensions i and 2d− i respectively and φ

is an isomorphism k2d/U
∼
−→ V . This bijection sends X 7−→ (kerX, imX,X). Due to this bijection, we

see that
∣
∣
{
X : k2d −→ kl

∣
∣ dim(kerX) = i

}∣
∣ is equal to

∣
∣
∣

{

U ⊆ k2d
∣
∣
∣ dimU = i

}∣
∣
∣ ·

∣
∣
∣

{

V ⊆ kl
∣
∣
∣ dimV = 2d− i

}∣
∣
∣ · |GL2d−i(k)| ,

where the fact that U and V are subspaces is understood. The total number of ordered bases for subspaces

of dimension i in k2d is
∏i−1

j=0(q
2d− qj) (the empty product is understood to be 1 for the case i = 0), while

the number of ordered bases for a given subspace U ⊆ k2d of dimension i is
∏i−1

j=0(q
i − qj). Hence

∣
∣
∣

{

U ⊆ k2d
∣
∣
∣ dimU = i

}∣
∣
∣ =

i−1∏

j=0

(
q2d − qj

qi − qj

)

, and similarly

∣
∣
∣

{

V ⊆ kl
∣
∣
∣ dimV = 2d− i

}∣
∣
∣ =

2d−i−1∏

j=0

(
ql − qj

q2d−i − qj

)

.

Finally, we have |GL2d−i(k)| =
∏2d−i−1

j=0 (q2d−i − qj), yielding

∣
∣
∣

{

X : k2d −→ kl
∣
∣
∣ dim(kerX) = i

}∣
∣
∣ =

i−1∏

j=0

(
q2d − qj

qi − qj

) 2d−i−1∏

j=0

(

ql − qj
)

,

and the result follows. �
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5. Further Investigations

In this section we present a few questions related to counts that are of interest to attack the quiver

version of Higman’s conjecture stated in Section 3 and to understand its link to Hall algebras.

5.1. Commuting endomorphisms. As mentioned in the introduction, determining the character of

the Hall algebra of pairs (P, f) of a projective representation P of an acyclic quiver together with an

endomorphism f ∈ rad(End(P )), which has links with different Hall algebras considered in the litera-

ture [RSZ21, Bri13], involves the number of commuting pairs in Aut(P ) × rad(End(P )). As in [Moz19,

Theorem 1.1], this number is related to the number of commuting pairs in End(P ) × rad(End(P )) and

the polynomiality of one implies the polynomiality of the other. As in Definition 3.2 and Remark 3.4, a

projective representation of an acyclic quiver Q is determined by its summand vector d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0. We let

[Q,d] denote the number of commuting pairs in AQ,d × radAQ,d.

Conjecture 5.1. Let Q be an acyclic quiver and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0. The quantity [Q, e] is a polynomial in q for

all e ≤ d if and only if [Q, e] is a polynomial in q for all e ≤ d. Moreover, [Q,d] can be expressed in

terms of [Q, e] for e ≤ d.

This conjecture is the analog of [Evs07, Corollary 4.2.5], which deals with the classical case (that is

commuting pairs in Bn × Tn).

Regarding the examples computed in [Evs07, page 93] and the various positivity conjectures appear-

ing in the theory of quiver representations (Kac conjectured the positivity of the polynomials counting

representations of quivers solved in [HLRV13] and also in [Dav18], the positivity of absolutely cuspidal

polynomials conjectured in [BS19] and the deep geometric methods developed to tackle them), we take

the risk of conjecturing the following

Conjecture 5.2. For any acyclic quiver Q and d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0, the quantity [Q,d] is a polynomial in q with

nonnegative coefficients.

5.2. Reduction of the conjecture. Using the operations described in Theorem 3.15, Corollary 3.16,

Theorem 3.18 and Corollary 3.19, Conjecture 3.1 is equivalent to the same conjecture for oriented quivers

with a single source and a single sink (that is, quivers with a set of vertices {1, . . . , n} for some n with

only source 1, only sink n, and the condition that there exists an arrow i→ j only if i < j).

Proposition 5.3. Let Q be an oriented quiver with vertices 1, . . . , n and suppose that n is the only

sink. Let d ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 be a summand vector, giving the projective representation PQ,d of Q. We denote by

V =
⊕n

i=1 Vi the underlying vector space of PQ,d. Then the map

AQ,d = End(PQ,d) −→ End(Vn);

f = (f1, . . . , fn) 7−→ fn

is injective.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Since Q is acyclic, there are a finite number of paths starting at i and hence

there exists a path c with s(c) = i of maximal length. That is, so that l(c) ≥ l(p) for all paths p with

s(p) = i. Such a path must end at a sink, so necessarily t(c) = n. The linear map ϕc:Vi −→ Vn given by

the action of c is injective, and so the equality ϕcfi = fnϕc implies that fi is determined by fn, proving

the injectivity of the map AQ,d −→ End(Vn). �



A QUIVER ANALOGUE OF HIGMAN’S CONJECTURE 17

In view of this result, it seems interesting to understand the image of this map as well as the image of

the radical radAQ,d. It is reasonable to expect a description in terms of patterns groups. Which patterns

groups can be obtained this way is an open question of interest.
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