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ON THE GENERAL RANKS OF QP REPRESENTATIONS

JIARUI FEI

Abstract. We propose an algorithm to compute the general rank from a principal component
PC(δ) of representations to another one PC(ǫ) for a quiver with potential. We give sufficient
conditions for the algorithm to work. In particular, the algorithm works effectively if any of
δ and ǫ is reachable. We find an explicit mutation formula for the general rank, and discover
several related mutation invariants.

1. Introduction

Schofield introduced the general rank for quiver representations in his theory of general rep-
resentations [23]. It was further pursued by Crawley-Boevey in [3]. Let Q be a finite quiver
without oriented cycles, and α, β be some dimension vectors of Q. There is an open subset U
of repα(Q) × repβ(Q) and a dimension vector γ such that for all (M,N) ∈ U , HomQ(M,N)
has the minimal dimension and {φ ∈ HomQ(M,N) | rankφ = γ} is open and non-empty in
HomQ(M,N). The dimension vector γ is called the general rank from repα(Q) to repβ(Q).

A remarkable property of γ is the following

extQ(α, β) = −〈α− γ, β − γ〉Q = extQ(α− γ, β − γ). (1.1)

where extQ(α, β) is the generic (minimal) value of dimExt1Q(M,N) on repα(Q)× repβ(Q), and
〈−,−〉Q is the Euler form of Q. Schofield further used this property to deduce an algorithm to
compute extQ(α, β). This algorithm is one of the key ingredients in Derksen-Weyman’s proof of
the saturation conjecture [4]. The algorithm was reformulated in terms of tropical F -polynomials
and generalized to finite-dimensional algebras in [9].

Fock and Goncharov formulated their duality pairing conjecture for cluster varieties in [11].
We gave their duality pairing a representation-theoretic interpretation in [9]. We show that the
duality pairing holds for generic bases if fǫ̌(δ) = f̌δ(ǫ̌) holds for any pair (δ, ǫ̌) of weight vectors
in Z

Q0 , where fǫ̌ and f̌δ are the generic tropical F -polynomials (see Appendix for the definitions)
of a relevant quiver with potential (Q,S). As pointed out in [9], more optimistically one may
expect that

fǫ̌(δ) = f̌δ(ǫ̌) = hom(δ, ǫ̌) for any pair (δ, ǫ̌).

This turns out to be equivalent to the saturation conjecture for nondegenerate quivers with
potentials (see Definition 7.2 and Proposition 7.3).

One would hope by studying the general ranks of representations of quivers with potentials,
the duality pairing conjecture and the saturation conjecture for nondegenerate QPs can be
settled. This is our original motivation for this study. Let us first explain what we mean by
the general ranks in the setting of quivers with potentials. The definition of the general rank
has a straightforward generalization (see Lemma 5.1) if we replace the representation spaces of
a quiver Q by some irreducible components in the representation variety of any basic algebra,
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2 JIARUI FEI

in particular the Jacobian algebra J of (Q,S) [5]. For quivers with potentials, the irreducible
components of interests for us are those hit by general presentations [7]. More precisely, for any
δ ∈ Z

Q0 we define the presentation space

PHomJ(δ) := HomJ(P ([−δ]+), P ([δ]+)).

Here P (β) =
⊕

u∈Q0
β(u)Pu and Pu is the indecomposable projective representation correspond-

ing to u. The vector δ is called the weight vector or the δ-vector of the presentation space. There
is an open subset U of PHomJ(δ) such that the cokernels of presentations in U lie in an irre-
ducible component PC(δ) of the representation variety of J (see Definition 3.6). A general
representation in PC(δ) is called a general representation of weight δ. As shown in [21], such a
component is exactly the strongly reduced component introduced in [13]. The general rank we
consider in this article is the one from the component PC(δ) to another one PC(ǫ), denoted by
rank(δ, ǫ).

However, we find it difficult to prove a variation of (1.1) in the setting of quivers with potentials
(see Question 5.23). Most of geometric arguments in Schofield’s proof break down here, which
seems to be the largest obstacle in generalizing Schofield’s theory. On the other hand, we get
some new weapon from the theory of cluster algebras and quivers with potentials. Thanks to
Derksen-Weyman-Zelevinsky’s mutation, we are able to give an algorithm for computing the
general ranks. Our algorithm is expected to work for any pair (δ, ǫ) but we can only show
it works under some conditions. Those conditions are trivially satisfied if one of δ and ǫ is
extended-reachable, that is, can be obtained by a sequence of mutations and τ . The sufficient
conditions are close related to a conjecture, which implies the duality pairing conjecture and the
saturation conjecture for nondegenerate QPs.

For any weight vector ǫ of (Q,S), we define a pair of operators, which plays an important
role not only in our algorithm but also in the crystal structure of upper cluster algebras [10].

Definition 1.1. For any weight vector ǫ of (Q,S), we define the two operators rǫ and lǫ on the
set of weight vectors of (Q,S) as follows:

rǫ(δ) = δ + ǫ+ rank(ǫ, τδ)B;

lǫ(δ) = δ − ǫ̌+ rank(δ, ǫ)B,

where τ (defined before Theorem 3.11) is related to the AR-translation and B is the skew-
symmetric matrix attached to Q.

By the mutation µu of δ for u ∈ Q0, we mean the formula (3.1). To make these mutation
operators enter the picture, we study when the operators rǫ and lǫ commute with mutations.
We say (δ, ǫ) has completely extremal rank if any of the following occurs:

rank(δ, ǫ) = 0, rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(δ), rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(ǫ),

where dim(δ) denotes the dimension vector of a general representation in PC(δ). It turns out
that if there is a sequence of mutations µu such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ)) has completely extremal
rank, then rǫ(δ) and lǫ(δ) commute with any sequence of mutations and τ i (Lemmas 5.7, 5.9
and 5.11). This would imply the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 5.16). Let ǫ and δ be two weight vectors for a quiver with potential
(Q,S).
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(1) Suppose that there is an extended sequence of mutation µu such that (µu(ǫ), µu(τδ)) has
completely extremal rank r. Then there is an exact sequence

· · · → τ−1M −→ τ−1R −→ τ−1E
h−1
−−→ M −→ R −→ E

h0−→ τM −→ τR −→ τE
h1−→ τ2M → · · · ,

where R is general of weight rǫ(δ), (E,M) is general as a pair of weights δ and ǫ, and
hi is a general homomorphism in HomJ(τ

iE, τ i+1M).
(2) Suppose that there is an extended sequence of mutation µu such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ)) has

completely extremal rank r. Then there is an exact sequence

· · · → τ−1L −→ τ−1M
g−1
−−→ τ−1E −→ L −→ M

g0
−→ E −→ τL −→ τM

g1
−→ τE −→ τ2L → · · · ,

where L is general of weight lǫ(δ), (M,E) is general as a pair of weight δ and ǫ, and gi
is a general homomorphism in HomJ(τ

iM, τ iE).

Here, (E,M) is general as a pair of weight δ and ǫ means that (E,M) can be chosen in an open
subset of PC(δ) × PC(ǫ).

If such a sequence of mutations exists (conjecturally always exists), then we get an algorithm
to compute the general rank from δ to ǫ (see Algorithm 5.20 for details). The algorithm leads
to the following explicit mutation formula for the general rank.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 6.1). Let γr = rank(ǫ, τδ) and γl = rank(δ, ǫ). We denote γ′r =
rank(ǫ′, τδ′) and γ′l = rank(δ′, ǫ′), where δ′ = µu(δ) and ǫ′ = µu(ǫ).

(1) If rǫ commutes with µu, then

γ′r(v) =

{
γr(v) for all v 6= u,

γr[bu]+ − γr(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [ǫ(u)]+ − [rǫ(δ)(u)]+ for all v = u.

(2) If lǫ commutes with µu, then

γ′l(v) =

{
γl(v) for all v 6= u,

γl[bu]+ − γl(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ̌(u)]+ − [lǫ(δ)(u)]+ for all v = u.

With these explicit formulas, we find some interesting mutation-invariants.

Proposition 1.4 (Proposition 6.3). Suppose that lǫ and rǫ commutes the mutation µu. Let
γr = rank(ǫ, τδ) and γl = rank(δ, ǫ). Then the following are mutation-invariant:

hl(δ, ǫ) :=ǫ̌(γl)− hom(δ, ǫ) + hom(lǫ(δ), ǫ);

er(δ, ǫ) :=ǫ(γr)− e(δ, ǫ) + e(rǫ(δ), ǫ).

Here hom(δ, ǫ) is the generic value of dimHomJ(M,N) for (M,N) ∈ PC(δ)×PC(ǫ), and e(δ, ǫ)
is certain generic value on PHomJ(δ)×PHomJ(ǫ) introduced in [7] (see also below Lemma 3.1).

If ǫ is extended-reachable, then Theorem 5.16 and Algorithm 5.20 take a particularly nice
form (Corollaries 5.27 and 5.28). In this case, the operators rǫ and lǫ are inverse of each
other (Proposition 5.30). We also find an interesting property of these operators related to the
canonical decomposition of presentations [7]. We write ǫ = ǫ1 ⊕ ǫ2 if a general presentation of
weight ǫ is a direct sum of a presentation of weight ǫ1 and a presentation of weight ǫ2.

Proposition 1.5 (Proposition 5.6). For any two weight vectors ǫ1 and ǫ2 of a QP, the following
are equivalent:

(1) ǫ = ǫ1 ⊕ ǫ2;
(2) rǫ = rǫ1rǫ2 = rǫ2rǫ1 ;
(3) lǫ = lǫ1 lǫ2 = lǫ2 lǫ1.
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1.1. Organization. In Section 2 we briefly review the theory of quivers with potentials. In
Section 3 after a brief review of the theory of general presentations [7], we prove that general
presentations behaves well under the Auslander-Reiten translation (Theorem 3.11), which we
think is mildly new. In Section 4 we review the theory of 2-Calabi-Yau triangulated categories
developed by C. Amiot, B. Keller, Y. Palu, P. Plamondon and so on. Notably is the Palu’s
formula on index (Lemma 4.8), which is important to us. In Section 5 we introduce the pair
of operators rǫ and lǫ, and prove our first main result (Theorem 5.16). In Section 6 we study
the properties around the general ranks, including our second main result (Theorem 6.1), and
some mutation invariants (Proposition 6.3). In Appendix we explain the relationship between
the saturation conjecture for nondegenerate QPs and the Fock-Goncharnov’s duality pairing
conjecture for the generic bases, and explain why Conjecture 5.22 implies them.

1.2. About Notations. By a quiver Q we mean a quadruple Q = (Q0, Q1, t, h) where Q0 is
a finite set of vertices, Q1 is a finite set of arrows, and t and h are the tail and head functions
Q1 → Q0.

All modules are right modules, and all vectors are row vectors. For direct sum of n copies of
M , we write nM instead of the traditional M⊕n. We write hom, ext and e for dimHom,dimExt,
and dimE. The superscript ∗ is the trivial dual for vector spaces.

repA the category of finite-dimensional representations of A

repα(A) the space of α-dimensional representations of A

Su the simple representation supported on the vertex u

Pu the projective cover of Su

Iu the injective envelope of Su

dimM the dimension vector of M

2. A Review on Representation Theory of Quivers with Potentials

2.1. Decorated Representations and Presentations. LetQ be a finite quiver with no loops.
For such a quiver, we associate a skew-symmetric matrix BQ given by

BQ(u, v) = |arrows u → v| − |arrows v → u|.

Following [5], we define a potential S on a quiver Q as a (possibly infinite) linear combination

of oriented cycles in Q. More precisely, a potential is an element of the trace space Tr(k̂Q) :=

k̂Q/[k̂Q, k̂Q], where k̂Q is the completion of the path algebra kQ and [k̂Q, k̂Q] is the closure of

the commutator subspace of k̂Q. The pair (Q,S) is a quiver with potential, or QP for short. For

each arrow a ∈ Q1, the cyclic derivative ∂a on k̂Q is defined to be the linear extension of

∂a(a1 · · · ad) =
d∑

k=1

a∗(ak)ak+1 · · · ada1 · · · ak−1.

For each potential S, its Jacobian ideal ∂S is the closed (two-sided) ideal in k̂Q generated by

all ∂aS. The Jacobian algebra J(Q,S) is k̂Q/∂S. A QP is Jacobi-finite if its Jacobian algebra
is finite-dimensional.

Definition 2.1. A decorated representation of the Jacobian algebra J is a pair M = (M,M−),
where M ∈ repJ , and M− is a finite-dimensional kQ0-module.
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By abuse of language, we also say that M is a representation of (Q,S). When appropriate, we
will view an ordinary representation M as the decorated representation (M, 0).

Following [7] we call a homomorphism between two projective representations, a projective
presentation (or presentation in short). As a full subcategory of the category of complexes
in rep J , the category of projective presentations is Krull-Schmidt as well. Sometimes it is
convenient to view a presentation P− → P+ as elements in the homotopy category Kb(proj -J)
of bounded complexes of projective representations of J . Our convention is that P− sits in
degree −1 and P+ sits in degree 0.

We denote by Pu (resp. Iu) the indecomposable projective (resp. injective) representation of

J corresponding to the vertex u of Q. For β ∈ Z
Q0

≥0 we write P (β) for
⊕

u∈Q0
β(u)Pu.

Definition 2.2. 1 The δ-vector (or weight vector) of a presentation

d : P (β−) → P (β+)

is the difference β+ − β− ∈ Z
Q0 . When working with injective presentations

ď : I(β̌+) → I(β̌−),

we call the vector β̌+ − β̌− the δ̌-vector of ď.

The δ-vector is just the corresponding element in the Grothendieck group of Kb(proj -J).
Let ν be the Nakayama functor HomJ(−, J)∗. There is a map still denoted by ν sending a

projective presentation to an injective one

P− → P+ 7→ ν(P−) → ν(P+).

Note that if there is no direct summand of the form Pi → 0, then ker(νd) = τ coker(d) where τ
is the classical Auslander-Reiten translation.

Let Rep(J) be the set of decorated representations of J up to isomorphism. There is a
bijection between two additive category Rep(J) and K2(proj -J) mapping any representation
M to its minimal presentation in rep J , and the simple representation S−

u of kQ0 to Pu → 0.
Now we can naturally extend the classical AR-translation to decorated representations:

M //
OO

��

τMOO

��
dM // ν(dM)

Note that this definition agrees with the one in [7]. Suppose that M corresponds to a projective
presentation dM. The δ-vector δM of M is by definition the δ-vector of dM. If working with
the injective presentations, we can define the δ̌-vector δ̌M of M. It is known [6] that δM and
δ̌M are related by

δ̌M = δM + (dimM)BQ. (2.1)

Definition 2.3 ([6, 7]). Given any projective presentation d : P− → P+ and any N ∈ rep(A),
we define Hom(d,N) and E(d,N) to be the kernel and cokernel of the induced map:

0 → Hom(d,N) → HomJ(P+, N) −→ HomJ(P−, N) → E(d,N) → 0. (2.2)

1The δ-vector is the same one defined in [7], but is the negative of the g-vector defined in [6].
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Similarly for an injective presentation ď : I+ → I−, we define Hom(M, ď) and Ě(M, ď) to be the
kernel and cokernel of the induced map HomJ(M, I+) −→ HomJ(M, I−). It is clear that

Hom(d,N) = HomJ(coker(d), N) and Hom(M, ď) = HomJ(M, ker(ď)).

We set HomJ(M,N ) = Hom(dM, N) = Hom(M, ďN ), EJ(M,N ) := E(dM, N) and ĚJ(M,N ) :=
Ě(M, ďN ).

Note that according to this definition, we have that HomJ(M,N ) = HomJ(M,N).2 We also
set E(dM, dN ) = EJ(M,N ) and Ě(ďM, ďN ) = ĚJ(M,N ). We refer readers to [7] for an
interpretation of EJ(M,N ) in terms of the presentations dM and dN . We call M or dM rigid
if EJ(M,M) = 0.

Lemma 2.4 ([6, Corollary 10.8 and Proposition 7.3], [7, Corollary 7.6]). We have the following
equalities:

(1) EJ(M,N ) = HomJ(N , τM)∗ and ĚJ(M,N ) = HomJ(τ
−1N ,M)∗.

(2) EJ(M,M) = ĚJ(M,M) = EJ(τM, τM).

2.2. Mutation of QPs. In [5] and [6], the mutation of quivers with potentials is invented to
model the cluster algebras. The mutation µu of a QP (Q,S) at a vertex u is defined as follows.

The first step is to define the following new QP µ̃u(Q,S) = (Q̃, S̃). We put Q̃0 = Q0 and Q̃1 is
the union of three different kinds

• all arrows of Q not incident to u,
• a composite arrow [ab] from t(a) to h(b) for each a, b with h(a) = t(b) = u,
• an opposite arrow a⋆ (resp. b⋆) for each incoming arrow a (resp. outgoing arrow b) at u.

The new potential on Q̃ is given by

S̃ := [S] +
∑

h(a)=t(b)=u

b⋆a⋆[ab],

where [S] is obtained by substituting [ab] for each words ab occurring in S. Finally we define

(Q′,S ′) = µu(Q,S) as the reduced part ([5, Definition 4.13]) of (Q̃, S̃). For this last step, we
refer readers to [5, Section 4,5] for details. A sequence of vertices is called admissible for (Q,S)
if its mutation along this sequence is defined. If all sequences are admissible for (Q,S) then we
call (Q,S) nondegenerate.

Now we start to define the mutation of decorated representations of J := J(Q,S). Consider
the triangle of linear maps with βuγu = 0 and γuαu = 0.

M(u)

βu

''❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

⊕
h(a)=u M(t(a))

αu

77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ⊕
t(b)=u M(h(b))

γu
oo

We first define a decorated representation M̃ = (M̃, M̃+) of µ̃u(Q,S). We set

M̃(v) = M(v), M̃+(v) = M+(v) (v 6= u);

M̃(u) =
ker γu
imβu

⊕ im γu ⊕
kerαu

im γu
⊕M+(u), M̃+(u) =

ker βu
ker βu ∩ imαu

.

2This definition is slightly different from the one in [6], which involves the decorated part.



ON THE GENERAL RANKS OF QP REPRESENTATIONS 7

We then set M̃(a) = M(a) for all arrows not incident to u, and M̃([ab]) = M(ab). It is defined

in [5] a choice of linear maps M̃ (a⋆) and M̃ (b⋆) making M̃ a representation of (Q̃, S̃). We refer
readers to [6, Section 10] for details. Finally, we define M′ = µu(M) to be the reduced part ([5,

Definition 10.4]) of M̃.
We say a decorated representation M of (Q,S) negative reachable if there is a sequence of

mutations µu such that µu(M) is negative, i.e., µu(M) has only the decorated part. Similarly we
say M positive reachable if there is a sequence of mutations µu such that µu(M) is a projective
representation.

Let us recall several formula relating the δ-vector of M and its mutation µu(M). We will use
the notation [b]+ for max(b, 0).

Lemma 2.5 ([6, Lemma 5.2]). Let δ = δM and δ′ = δµu(M). We use the similar notation for

δ̌ = δ̌M and the dimension vectors d = dim(M). Then

δ′(v) =

{
−δ(u) if v = u

δ(v) − [bv,u]+β−(u) + [−bv,u]+β+(u) if v 6= u.
(2.3)

δ̌′(v) =

{
−δ̌(u) if v = u

δ̌(v) − [bu,v]+β̌−(u) + [−bu,v]+β̌+(u) if v 6= u.
(2.4)

d′(u) = d[bu]+ − d(u) + β+(u) + β̌−(u) = d[−bu]+ − d(u) + β−(u) + β̌+(u). (2.5)

where bu is the u-th column of the matrix BQ.

We remark that the mutated δ-vector δ′ is not completely determined by δ (we need β− and
β+). But see also Remark 3.2.

Lemma 2.6. [6, Proposition 6.1, and Theorem 7.1] Let M′ = µu(M) and N ′ = µu(N ). We
have that

(1) homJ ′(M′,N ′)− homJ(M,N ) = β−,M(u)β̌−,N (u)− β+,M(u)β̌+,N (u);
(2) eJ ′(M′,N ′)− eJ(M,N ) = β+,M(u)β−,N (u)− β−,M(u)β+,N (u);

(2∗) ěJ ′(M′,N ′)− ěJ(M,N ) = β̌−,M(u)β̌+,N (u)− β̌+,M(u)β̌−,N (u).

In particular, eJ(M,M) and ěJ(M,M) are mutation invariant. So any reachable representation
is rigid.

Lemma 2.7. [7, Proposition 7.10] The AR-translation τ commutes with the mutation µu at any
vertex u.

Finally we mention a long-time conjecture of us.

Conjecture 2.8. For a Jacobi-finite QP, any rigid decorated representation can be obtained
from a negative representation by a sequence of mutations and some power of τ .

This is equivalent to say that τ acts transitively on the connected components of the cluster
complex of (Q,S) introduced in [7].

3. General Presentations

3.1. General Presentations. We shall start our discussion by reviewing some results in [7].
We will consider a more general setting where the algebra A is any basic finite-dimensional
k-algebra, which can be presented as kQ/I.
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We say that a general presentation in PHomA(δ) has property ♥ if there is some open (and
thus dense) subset U of PHomA(δ) such that all presentations in U have property ♥. For
example, a general presentation d in PHomA(δ) has the following properties: Hom(d,N) has
constant dimension for a fixed N ∈ repA. Note that E(d,N) has constant dimension on U as
well. We denote these two generic values by hom(δ,N) and e(δ,N). If N = A∗, then coker(d)
has a constant dimension vector, which will be denoted by dim(δ).

Any δ ∈ Z
Q0 can be written as δ = δ+− δ− where δ+ = max(δ, 0) and δ− = max(−δ, 0). Here

the maximum is taken coordinate-wise. Lemma 3.1 below motivates the following definition.

PHomA(δ) := HomA(P (δ−), P (δ+)).

Lemma 3.1 ([15]). A general presentation in HomA(P (β−), P (β+)) is homotopy equivalent to
a general presentation in PHomA(β+ − β−).

Remark 3.2. Due to Lemma 3.1 the δ-vector of a general presentation satisfies β+ = [δ]+ and
β− = [−δ]+. In particular, for general presentations, Lemma 2.5.(1) reduces to the following
rule:

δ′(v) =





−δ(u) if v = u,

δ(v) − bv,u[−δ(u)]+ if bv,u > 0,

δ(v) − bv,u[δ(u)]+ if bv,u < 0.

(3.1)

If one like, one can combine the last two cases into one δ′(v) = δ(v) + [bv,u]+δ(u) − bv,u[δ(u)]+.
We call this the mutation rule for δ-vectors. Later when we write µu(δ), we refer to this rule.

The presentation space PHomA(δ) comes with a natural group action by

AutA(δ) := AutA(P (δ−))×AutA(P (δ+)).

A rigid presentation in PHomA(δ) has a dense AutA(δ)-orbit [7]. In particular, a rigid presen-
tation is always general.

As explained in [7], the function hom(−,−) and e(−,−) on PHomA(δ1) × PHomA(δ2) is
upper semi-continuous. We will denote its generic value by hom(δ1, δ2) and e(δ1, δ2). We say a
presentation d2 is a quotient presentation of d if we have the following diagram

0 // P 1
−

d1
��

// P−

d

��

// P 2
−

d2
��

// 0

0 // P 1
+

// P+
// P 2

+
// 0

(3.2)

We may also write this diagram as the exact sequence:

0 → d1 → d → d2 → 0.

Theorem 3.3 ([7, Theorem 3.10]). Let β+ = [δ1]+ + [δ2]+ and β− = [−δ1]+ + [−δ2]+. Then A
general presentation in HomA(P (β−), P (β+)) has a quotient presentation in PHomA(δ2) if and
only if e(δ1, δ2) = 0.

The following notion is important throughout this paper. Let U be a subset of the product∏r
i=1 Xi. We say elements in U can be chosen to be general in some Xi if pi(U) contains an

open subset of Xi. We say elements in U can be chosen to be general as a pair in Xi and Xj

if (pi, pj)(U) contains an open subset of Xi ×Xj. Similarly we can talk about generalness in a
triple and so on.
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Recall from [7] that E(d2, d1) is a vector space quotient of HomA(P
1
+, P

2
−) so any diagram

(3.2) gives rises to an element η ∈ E(d2, d1).

Lemma 3.4. Keep the notations in Theorem 3.3, and suppose that a general presentation in
HomA(P (β−), P (β+)) has a quotient presentation d2 in PHomA(δ2). Let d1 be the corresponding
subpresentation and η be the corresponding element in E(d2, d1). Then we may assume (d1, d2)
is a general pair and η is general in E(d2, d1).

Proof. Fix a subrepresentation P 1
+
∼= P ([δ1]+) of P+ such that P+/P

1
+
∼= P ([δ2]+) and let p+ be

the natural projection P+ → P+/P
1
+. We also do the similar thing for P−. We define the variety

PHomA(δ1 | δ2) := {d ∈ PHomA(δ) | p+d |P 1
−

= 0}.

Our assumption that a general presentation in PHomA(δ) has a quotient presentation in PHomA(δ2)
implies that the action morphism

AutA(δ)× PHomA(δ1 | δ2) → PHomA(δ)

is dominant. It is clear from the definition that

PHomA(δ1 | δ2) ∼= PHomA(δ1)× PHomA(δ2)×HomA(P
1
+, P

2
−).

So any open subset of PHomA(δ) pulls back and projects to a nonempty open subset of PHomA(δ1)×
PHomA(δ2)× HomA(P

1
+, P

2
−). Hence, we may assume (d1, d2) is a general pair. As E(d2, d1) is

a vector space quotient of HomA(P
1
+, P

2
−), the general element in HomA(P

1
+, P

2
−) projects to a

general element in E(d2, d1). �

We write δ = δ1 ⊕ δ2 if a general presentation of weight δ is a direct sum of a presentation of
weight δ1 and a presentation of weight δ2.

3.2. τ Permutes Principal Components. In [7, Section 2] we considered the incidence variety

Z(Y,X) = {(f, π,M) ∈ Y×Hom(P+, k
α)×X | π ∈ HomA(P+,M) and P− → P+ → M → 0 is exact}

(3.3)
for any AutA(P−)×AutA(P+)-stable subvariety Y of HomA(P1, P0) and GLα-stable subvariety
X of repα(A). It comes with two projections p1 : Z → HomA(P−, P+) and p2 : Z → repα(A).

Theorem 3.5 ([7, Theorem 2.3, Corollary 2.6]). The projection p2 is open. Moreover, the map
p2p

−1
1 gives a bijection between AutA(P−)×AutA(P+)-stable subvariety of im p1 and GLα-stable

subvariety of im p2, preserving openness, closure, and irreducibility.

As discussed before, there is an open subset U ⊂ PHomA(δ) such that W = p2(p
−1
1 (U)) lies

entirely in repα(A). In particular, there is an irreducible component C of repα(A) such that
p1(p

−1
2 (W ∩ C)) is dense in PHomA(δ). Since p2 is open, W (and thus W ∩ C) is open. So

p1(p
−1
2 (W ∩ C)) is constructible, and thus contains an open subset of PHomA(δ). We conclude

that we can shrink U such that W = p2(p
−1
1 (U)) lies in a single component of repα(A).

Definition 3.6. We call this component the principal component of δ, denoted by PC(δ).

As shown in [21], such a component is exactly the strongly reduced component introduced in [13].
This fact also follows from our Lemma 3.8 below.

When we say a general representation of weight δ, we mean a general representation in PC(δ).
By (2.1) a general representation of weight δ has δ̌-vector δ+dim(δ)BQ, which will be denoted by

δ̌. By the remarks after Definition 2.3, the hom(δ, ǫ) and e(δ, ǫ) defined in terms of presentations
is nothing but the generic (minimal) values of homJ(M,N) and eJ(M,N) + δ−(dim(ǫ)) on
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PC(δ) × PC(ǫ). Here, δ− is the nonpositive vector appears in the decomposition δ = δ′ ⊕ δ−

with δ′ negative-free, which means that a general presentation in PHomJ(δ
′) does not contain a

direct summand of form P → 0.

Lemma 3.7. For any AutA(δ)-stable subvariety X ⊂ PHomA(δ), there is a nonempty open
AutA(δ)-stable subset U0 of X such that there is morphism π : U0 → PC(δ) such that π(d) is
isomorphic to coker(d).

Proof. This follows from [21, Lemma 2.11]. �

By a G-variety, we mean a variety with an action of an algebraic group G. By a theorem
of Rosenlicht ([22], see also [8, Theorem 6.2]), any irreducible G-variety X contains a non-
empty open G-stable subset X0 which admits a geometric quotient X0/G. For the definition of
geometric quotient, we refer readers to [8, 6.1].

We shall denote by eA(δ) the generic value of eA(d, d) for d ∈ PHomA(δ). Note the difference
between eA(δ) and eA(δ, δ). The latter does not require the two arguments d1 and d2 to be the
same in eA(d1, d2).

Lemma 3.8. There is a non-empty open AutA(δ)-stable subset U of PHomA(δ) and a non-
empty open GLdim(δ)-stable subset W of its principal component PC(δ) such that there is an
isomorphism of geometric quotients

U/AutA(δ) → W/GLdim(δ) .

Moreover the dimension of the quotient U/AutA(δ) is equal to eA(δ).

Proof. Let U0 be an open subset of PHomA(δ) as in Lemma 3.7. We get a morphism of varieties
π : U0 → PC(δ). Let W be the open subset of PC(δ) such that q : W → W/GLdim(δ) is a
geometric quotient. Let U1 be the open subset of PHomA(δ) such that U1 → U1/AutA(δ) is
a geometric quotient, and set U = U0 ∩ U1. The composition gives qπ |U : U → W/GLdim(δ).
Recall that a geometric quotient is also a categorical quotient [8]. This map is constant on the
AutA(δ)-orbit of U so it descends to U/AutA(δ) → W/GLdim(δ).

For the statement about the dimension, we have that

dim(U/AutA(δ)) = dimU − dimAutA(δ) + min
d∈PHomA(δ)

(dimAutA(δ)d)

= dimPHomA(δ)− dimAutA(δ) + dim(AutA(δ)d) (3.4)

where d is a general presentation of weight δ and AutA(δ)d is the stabilizer of d in AutA(δ). It
follows from [7, Lemma 3.7] that the Lie algebra of AutA(δ)d can be identified with the kernel
of the map f = (d+,−d−), where d+, d− is the induced map by applying HomA(−, P+) and
HomA(P−,−) to d respectively.

HomA(P+, P−) //

��

HomA(P−, P−)

−d−
��

HomA(P+, P+)
d+ // HomA(P−, P+)

(3.5)

Consider the complex induced from (3.5):

0 → ker(f) → HomA(P−, P−)⊕HomA(P+, P+)
f
−→ HomA(P−, P+) → EA(d, d) → 0.

We conclude that (3.4) = eA(δ) as desired. �



ON THE GENERAL RANKS OF QP REPRESENTATIONS 11

Remark 3.9. Slightly modify this proof we can easily show that for any AutA(δ)-stable subset
X of PHomA(δ) which maps onto an open subset of some irreducible component C of repα(A),
there exist open subsets U and W of X and C respectively such that there is an isomorphism
of geometric quotients U/AutA(δ) → W/GLα.

We also remark that there is a similar statement for IHom(δ̌). In this case, the dimension
formula should read as dim(Ǔ/AutA(δ̌)) = ěA(δ̌).

From now on, we shall assume the algebra A is a Jacobian algebra J as before.

Lemma 3.10. For δ̌ = δ + dim(δ)BQ, we have that eJ(δ) = ěJ (δ̌).

Proof. Let d be a presentation of weight δ such that eJ(d, d) = eJ (δ). Let ď be the corresponding
injective presentation, that is, d = dM and ď = ďM. Then ď has weight δ̌ by (2.1). We have that
ěJ(δ̌) ≤ ěJ(ď, ď) = eJ(d, d) = eJ (δ) by Lemma 2.4. Similarly we can get the other inequality. �

Due to the relation δτM = −δ̌M and (2.1), we have that for a general presentation d of weight
δ, the δ-vector of τd is constant. We denote this constant vector by τδ.

Theorem 3.11.

(1) PHomJ(δ) and IHomJ(δ̌) have the same principal component where δ̌ = δ + dim(δ)BQ.
(2) M is a general representation in PC(δ) if and only if τM is a general representation in

PC(τδ).

Proof. (1). It is enough to show that there is an open subset U of PHomJ(δ) and an open
subset Ǔ of IHomJ(δ̌) such that they correspond to the same open subset W in the principal
component PC(δ).

Let U and W be the open subset of PHomJ(δ) and PC(δ) as in Lemma 3.8. Recall the
incidence variety Z(Y,X) in (3.3) with projection p1 and p2. Let Ǔ

′ = p1(p
−1
2 (W )) be the (con-

structible) subset of IHomJ(δ̌). By possibly shrinking Ǔ ′ andW we may assume the isomorphism
(see Remark 3.9)

Ǔ ′/AutA(δ̌) ∼= W/GLdim(δ) .

So by Lemma 3.8 we have that

dim(Ǔ ′/AutA(δ̌)) = dim(W/GLdim(δ)) = dim(U/AutA(δ)) = eJ(δ),

which is equal to ěJ (δ̌) by Lemma 3.10. But dim Ǔ/AutA(δ̌) = ěJ(δ̌) as well, where Ǔ is an
open subset of IHomJ(δ̌) as claimed in Remark 3.9. So dim Ǔ ′ = dim Ǔ . Hence, Ǔ ′ is in fact
open in IHomJ(δ̌).

(2). Let ι be the isomorphism U/AutA(δ) → W/GLdim(δ) as in Lemma 3.8. By the part

(1), Ǔ/AutA(−δ) is isomorphic to W̌/GLdim(τδ) for some open subset W̌ in PC(τδ). Recall
the Nakayama functor ν. It has an obvious algebraic lifting PHom(δ) → IHom(−δ) for each
δ, which is an isomorphism and sends a linear combination of paths

∑
i cipi to

∑
i cip

∗
i . By

properly adjusting the open sets U and Ǔ , this isomorphism descends to the geometric quotients

U/AutA(δ)
ν
−→ Ǔ/AutA(−δ). We thus obtain the following diagram (if necessary we may shrink

W and W̌ )

U/AutA(δ)
ι

∼=
//

ν

��

W/GLdim(δ)

ι̌νι−1

��
Ǔ/AutA(−δ)

ι̌

∼=
// W̌/GLdim(τδ)
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As W and W̌ are open in PC(δ) and PC(τδ), the isomorphism W/GLdim(δ)
∼= W̌/GLdim(τδ)

implies (2). �

The following lemma is implied in the proof of [21, Theorem 3.21]. It can also be proved in a
similar fashion as our Theorem 3.11.

Lemma 3.12. There is an open subset U in PC(δ) and an open subset U ′ in PC(µu(δ)) such
that the orbit of µu(M) lies in U ′ if and only if the orbit of M lies in U . In particular, M is a
general representation in PC(δ) if and only if µu(M) is a general representation in PC(µu(δ)).

4. A Review on 2-Calabi-Yau Triangulated Categories

4.1. The Cluster Category CQ,S. C. Amiot introduced in [1] a triangulated category CQ,S

associated to a quiver with potential (Q,S). Let Γ = ΓQ,S be the complete Ginzburg’s dg-
algebra attached to (Q,S) [14], and DΓ be its derived category. The perfect derived category
perΓ of Γ is the smallest full triangulated subcategory of DΓ containing Γ and closed under
taking direct summands. Denote by DfdΓ the full subcategory of DΓ whose objects are those of
DΓ with finite-dimensional total homology. As shown in [17, Theorem 2.17], the category DfdΓ
is a triangulated subcategory of per Γ. The cluster category CQ,S of (Q,S) as the idempotent
completion of the triangulated quotient (per Γ)/DfdΓ.

When (Q,S) is Jacobi-finite, the category CQ,S is Hom-finite and 2-Calabi–Yau, and admits a
basic cluster-tilting object T = Σ−1Γ. Its endomorphism algebra is isomorphic to the Jacobian
algebra J(Q,S). Here, 2-Calabi-Yau means that there is a bifunctorial isomorphism

C(L,ΣN) ∼= C(N,ΣL)∗.

The cluster-tilting object is by definition the object satisfying

(1) C(T,ΣT) = 0 and
(2) for any M in C, if C(M,ΣT) = 0, then M belongs to the full additive subcategory addT.

We keep k as an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Throughout we will write
C for C(Q,S) though some of the definitions and results hold in any Hom-finite, 2-Calabi–Yau,
Krull–Schmidt k-category which admits a basic cluster-tilting object T. Let J be the endomor-
phism algebra of T in C, and denote by modJ the category of finite-dimensional right J-modules.
As shown in [16] the functor F : C → mod J sending M to C(T,M), induces an equivalence of
categories:

C/(ΣT) ∼= modJ, (4.1)

where (T) denotes the ideal of morphisms of C which factor through an object in addT. This
equivalence restricts to the full subcategories: addT → proj -J , which allows us lift J-modules
to C using projective presentations.

This equivalence can be slightly extended to incorporate the decorated representations (see
[20] for more details). Let M be an object in C of the form M = M′⊕

⊕
u∈Q0

muΣTu where M
has no direct summands in addΣT. Such an M will correspond to the decorated representation
(FM′,

⊕
u∈Q0

mu(0, Su)) where (0, Su) is the negative simple representation at vertex u. We

denote this map by F̃ = F̃Q,S , which is denoted by Φ in [20]. If no potential confusion is

possible, throughout we will write M for a lift of M or M, and denote FM and F̃M by M and
M respectively.

We also have the following analogue of the space E in C. Following [21], for d′ ∈ C(T′
−,T

′
+)

and d′′ ∈ C(T′′
−,T

′′
+) we define E(d′,d′′) to be the vector space HomKb(addT)(d

′,Σd′′). We

denote Fd′ and Fd′′ by d′ and d′′.
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Lemma 4.1 ([21, Proposition 3.10]). The space E(d′,d′′) is isomorphic to E(d′, d′′), and it can
be identified with (ΣT)(N,ΣL) where N and L are the cones of d′ and d′′ respectively. Dually
Ě(ď′, ď′′) is isomorphic to Ě(ď′, ď′′), and it can be identified with (ΣT)(Σ−1N,L) where N and
L are the fibres of d′ and d′′ respectively.

The following lemma is a reformulation of [19, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 4.2. C(N,ΣL) ∼= (ΣT)(N,ΣL)⊕ (ΣT)(L,ΣN)∗.

Corollary 4.3. Let L → M → N → ΣL be a triangle in C.

(1) If e(L,N ) = 0, then every f ∈ C(N,ΣL) factor through ΣT.
(2) If ě(L,N ) = 0, then every f ∈ C(Σ−1N,L) factor through ΣT.
(3) If e(L,N ) = e(N ,L) = 0, then C(L,ΣN) = C(N,ΣL) = 0.

Proof. (1). Since e(L,N ) = 0, we have that (ΣT)(L,ΣN) = 0. So by Lemma 4.2 every
f ∈ C(N,ΣL) factor through ΣT. The proof of (2) is similar. (3). If e(L,N ) = e(N ,L) = 0,
then (ΣT)(L,ΣN) = (ΣT)(N,ΣL) = 0. By Lemma 4.2 C(L,ΣN) = C(N,ΣL) = 0. �

In [17] Keller and Yang lifted Derksen-Weyman-Zelevinsky’s mutation to the category DΓ.
The lifted mutation µ̃−

u is in fact a triangle equivalence DΓ → DΓ′, where Γ′ the complete
Ginzburg dg algebra of µ̃u(Q,S). This equivalence restricts to the subcategories per Γ → perΓ′

and DfdΓ → DfdΓ
′. There are similar statements for the reduced quivers with potentials (see

[17, Theorem 3.2]). In particular, it induces a triangle equivalence CQ,S → Cµu(Q,S), still denoted

by µ̃−
u . The lifted mutation is compatible with the ordinary one in the following sense.

Theorem 4.4 ([20, Proposition 4.1]). If u ∈ Q0 is not on any cycle of length 2, then for any
object M of D, we have that

F̃µ̃u(Q,S)(µ̃
−
u (M)) = µ̃u(F̃Q,S(M)).

Given an admissible sequence of mutations µu = µur
· · ·µu2

µu1
, we have a sequence of triangle

equivalences

µ−
u : CQ,S → Cµu1

(Q,S) → Cµu2
µu1

(Q,S) → · · · → Cµu(Q,S). (4.2)

Let the functor F̃ ′ be the composition F̃µu(Q,S) ◦ µ
−
u . We write J ′ for the Jacobian algebra of

µu(Q,S).

Lemma 4.5. Given an admissible sequence of mutations µu = µur
· · ·µu2

µu1
, the functor F̃ ′

sends a general object M of index δ in C to a general object of weight µu(δ) in rep J ′, and a

general morphism g in C(M,N) to a general homomorphism in HomJ ′(F̃ ′M, F̃ ′N).

Proof. Due to Theorem 4.4, F̃ ′ = µu ◦ F̃Q,S . Note that F̃Q,S(M) is general of weight δ. So it
suffices to show that a general representation of weight δ will be mutated to a general represen-
tation of weight µu(δ). But this follows from Lemma 3.12. Since µ−

u is a triangle equivalence,
µ−
u (g) is general in C(M′,N′) where M′ = µ−

u (M) and N′ = µ−
u (N). For T′ = Σ−1Γµu(Q,S),

C(M′,N′) → C(M′,N′)/(ΣT′(M′,N′)) ∼= HomJ ′(M ′, N ′) is a vector space projection. In par-
ticular, it is an open map so a general morphism in C(M′,N′) descends to a general element in
HomJ ′(M ′, N ′). �
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4.2. Palu’s Formula on Indices. Let M be an object of C. There exist triangles (see [16])

T− → T+ → M → ΣT− and M → Σ2T+ → Σ2T− → ΣM

with T+,T−,T
+,T− ∈ addT.

Definition 4.6. The index and coindex of M with respect to T are the classes in K0(addT):

indT(M) = [T+]− [T−] and coindT(M) = [T+]− [T−].

Similar to the projective representations, we denote T(β) =
⊕

u∈Q0
β(u)Tu where Tu is the

indecomposable direct summands ofT corresponding to u. In this way, the index and coindex can
be naturally identified with a vector in Z

Q0 : if T+ = T(β+) and T− = T(β−), then indT(M) =
β+ − β−. Under this identification, the following lemma is obvious from the equivalence (4.1)
and the fact that indT(ΣTu) = eu.

Lemma 4.7. As a vector in Z
Q0, the index of M is equal to the weight of F̃ (M).

We also define the presentation space THom(δ) := C(T([δ]+),T([−δ]+)). By a general element
M of index δ, we mean that M is the cone of a general element in THom(δ).

Here is Palu’s formula on indices in a triangle.

Lemma 4.8 ([19, Proposition 2.2]). Let L
f
−→ M

g
−→ N → ΣL be a triangle in C. Take C ∈ C

(resp. K ∈ C) to be any lift of cokerFg (resp. kerF f). Then

indM = indL+ indN− indC− indΣ−1C;

coindM = coindL+ coindN− coindK− coindΣK.

Corollary 4.9. A triangle L → M → N → ΣL in C gives a long exact sequence in mod J :

· · · → τ−1L → τ−1M → τ−1N
θ′
−→ L → M → N

θ
−→ τL → τM → τN → τ2L → · · · . (4.3)

with δM = δL + δN + rank(θ)B and δ̌M = δ̌L + δ̌N − rank(θ′)B.

Proof. We apply the functor F = C(T,−) to the above triangle, and note that C(T,ΣiM) ∼=
τ iM . So we get the desired long exact sequence. Since δM = indM, the last formula then
follows from lemma 4.8. �

We had a direct explicit proof of this corollary without referring to the category C. We’d like
to thank Bernhard Keller for pointing out the connection to the 2-Calabi-Yau categories. This
save us at least two pages of space.

4.3. The Lowering and Raising Operators in C.

Definition 4.10. For any object E ∈ C, we define the operator rE on K0(addT) as follows.
Pick an object M of index δ, and let g be a morphism C(E,ΣM). We complete g to a triangle

Σ−1E → M → R → E. (4.4)

By Lemma 4.8 the index of R is constant if M is general and g is general in C(E,ΣM). We
define rE(δ) to be such a constant index of R. Similarly we can take g to be a general morphism
C(M,E) and complete it to

Σ−1E → L → M → E, (4.5)

and define lE(δ) to be the index of L. If working with the coindices, we get another version of
rE and lE which will be denoted by rE and lE. If E is a general object of index ǫ, then we will
denote rE and lE by rǫ and lǫ.
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It is unclear from the definition if the above R or L can be chosen as a general element of index
rǫ or lǫ. Later we will see that this indeed can be done in most cases (conjecturally for any
nondegenerate (Q,S)). We remark that the general morphism g in the above definition can be
chosen from other periods of the triangle.

Definition 4.11. We say rǫ (resp. lǫ) can be generically lifted to a triangle at δ if the above
R (resp. L) can be chosen as a general element of index rǫ(δ) (resp. lǫ(δ)). To be more precise,
this means that a general object R (resp. L) of index rǫ(δ) (resp. lǫ(δ)) fits into the triangle
(4.4) (resp. (4.5)) such that (M,E) is a general pair of index (δ, ǫ) and g is a general morphism
in C(E,ΣM) (resp. C(M,E)).

We emphasis that in the above definition we do not ask any pair other than (M,E) to be general.
For example, (M,R) or (R,E) may not be general as a pair.

Lemma 4.12. If C(Σ−1E2,E1) = 0, then we have that rE1⊕E2
= rE2

rE1
and lE1⊕E2

= lE1
lE2

.
If in addition C(Σ−1E1,E2) = 0 then rE1

and rE2
commute and lE1

and lE2
commute.

Proof. We only prove the statement for rE because the argument for lE is similar. Let (f1, f2)
be a general morphism in C(Σ−1(E1⊕E2),M). Then f1 and f2 are general in C(Σ−1E1,M) and
C(Σ−1E2,M). Apply C(Σ−1E2,−) to the triangle in the second row, we get

C(Σ−1E2,M) → C(Σ−1E2,R1) → C(Σ−1E2,E1) = 0.

So we may choose a morphism g general in C(Σ−1E2,R1) making the upper right square com-
mute. Since the triangle of first row is split (in particular contractible), we can complete the
first two rows to a nine-diagram below [18]. By construction and definition, the index of R1⊕2

is rE1⊕E2
(δ) while the index of R1,2 is rE2

rE1
(δ). But these two objects are isomorphic.

Σ−1E1
// Σ−1(E1 ⊕E2) //

(f1,f2)

��

Σ−1E2

g

��

// E1

Σ−1E1
f1 //

��

M //

��

R1

��✤
✤

✤
// E1

0 //

��

R1⊕2
❴❴❴❴❴❴
❴❴❴❴❴❴

��

R1,2

��

// 0

E1 E1 ⊕E2 E2

If in addition C(Σ−1E1,E2) = 0, then rE1⊕E2
= rE1

rE2
so rE1

and rE2
commute.

�

5. The General Ranks

5.1. The Raising and Lowering Operators. Schofield introduced the general rank for quiver
representations in his theory of general representations [23]. The following lemma is a straight-
forward generalization of [23, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 5.1. Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. Given any two irreducible closed sets X and
Y in representation varieties of A, there is an open subset U of X × Y and a dimension vector
γ such that for (M,N) ∈ U we have that homA(M,N) is minimal and {φ ∈ HomA(M,N) |
rankφ = γ} is open and non-empty in HomA(M,N).
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Below the algebra A will always be the Jacobian algebra of some quiver with potential.

Definition 5.2. If one ofX and Y is a single representation, say Y = {E}, andX is the principal
component PC(δ), then the above dimension vector is denoted by rank(δ,E). If X = PC(δ)
and Y = PC(ǫ), then we call this γ is called the general rank from δ to ǫ, denoted by rank(δ, ǫ).
There are obvious variations if we replace δ or ǫ by a δ̌-vector.

Example 5.3. If (δ, ǫ) is an exchange pair, that is, δ and ǫ are indecomposable rigid with
e(δ, ǫ) = 1 and e(ǫ, δ) = 0, then rank(ǫ, τδ) 6= 0 is the c-vector associated the exchange pair [9,
Section 6]. For the connection to the corresponding concept in cluster algebras, we refer readers
to [9, Remark 6.7].

For quivers with potentials, we have that PC(δ) = PC(δ̌) by Theorem 3.11, so rank(δ, ǫ) =
rank(δ̌, ǫ).

Definition 5.4. For any decorated representation E = (E,E−) of weight ǫ, we define the two
operators rE and lE on the set of δ-vector as follows:

rE(δ) = δ + ǫ+ rank(E, τδ)B; (5.1)

lE(δ) = δ − ǫ̌+ rank(δ,E)B. (5.2)

We also define the two operators rE and lE on the set of δ̌-vector

rE(δ̌) = δ̌ − τ−1ǫ− rank(τ−1E, δ̌)B;

lE(δ̌) = δ̌ + τ−1ǫ̌− rank(τ−1δ̌, τ−1E)B.

If E is general of weight ǫ, then we will write ǫ instead of E in rE and lE .

We’d like to make it clear as early as possible that the main characters of this paper are rǫ and
lǫ rather than rE and lE . We could have defined rǫ and lǫ without mentioning rE and lE . It
follows directly from the definition that

rǫ(δ) = lτδ(ǫ) and rǫ(δ̌) = lτδ(ǫ̌). (5.3)

Let E be a lift of E in CQ,S . We pick a general element M in CQ,S of index δ. Let g be a
general morphism in C(E,ΣM). We complete g to a triangle Σ−1E → M → R → E, which
gives a long exact sequence as in Corollary 4.9:

· · · → τ−1E
g−1
−−→ M → R → E

g
−→ τM · · · .

By Lemma 4.5 (for void mutation) g will descend to a general morphism g ∈ HomJ(E, τM).
Recall the δ-vector of R is nothing but the index of R. So by Lemma 4.8

δR = δM + δE + rank(g)B = δ + ǫ+ rank(E, τδ)B = rE(δ).

Since Σ−1g is also general in C(Σ−1E,M), similarly we have that

δ̌R = δ̌M + δ̌E − rank(g−1)B = δ̌ + ǫ̌− rank(τ−1E, δ)B = rE(δ̌).

Note that this rE(δ) is equal to rE(δ) from Definition 4.10. If E is general of weight ǫ, then
rE(δ) = rǫ(δ) also equals to the rǫ(δ). We have the similar discussion for lE(δ). We summarize
in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. We have that rE(δ) = rE(δ) and lE(δ) = lE(δ); rǫ(δ) = rǫ(δ) and lǫ(δ) = lǫ(δ).

Recall the direct sum notation for δ-vectors in the end of Section 3.
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Proposition 5.6. For any two weight vectors ǫ1 and ǫ2 of (Q,S), the following are equivalent:

(1) ǫ = ǫ1 ⊕ ǫ2;
(2) rǫ = rǫ1rǫ2 = rǫ2rǫ1 ;
(3) lǫ = lǫ1 lǫ2 = lǫ2 lǫ1.

Proof. We only show the equivalence of (1) and (2). If ǫ = ǫ1 ⊕ ǫ2, then e(ǫ1, ǫ2) = e(ǫ2, ǫ1) = 0
by [7, Theorem 4.4]. By Corollary 4.3.(3) we have that C(E1,ΣE2) = C(E2,ΣE1) = 0 for Ei

general of index ǫi (i = 1, 2). By Lemma 4.12 we have that rE1
rE2

= rE1⊕E2
= rE2

rE1
. By

Lemma 5.5 we get rǫ = rǫ1rǫ2 = rǫ2rǫ1 .
Conversely, if ǫ 6= ǫ1⊕ǫ2, then at least one of e(ǫ1, ǫ2) and e(ǫ2, ǫ1) is nonzero, say e(ǫ2, ǫ1) 6= 0,

so rank(ǫ1, τǫ2) 6= 0. Let δ be the zero vector, then rǫ2(δ) = ǫ2 and rǫ(δ) = ǫ1 + ǫ2. But
rǫ1(ǫ2) = ǫ1 + ǫ2 + rank(ǫ1, τǫ2)B with rank(ǫ1, τǫ2) 6= 0. Hence rǫ 6= rǫ1rǫ2 . �

This proposition suggest that to study rǫ and lǫ it is harmless to assume ǫ is indecomposable,
that is, a general presentation of weight ǫ is indecomposable.

It is unclear if we can ask R to be general of weight rǫ(δ). However, this can be done if rǫ
can be generically lifted to CQ,S at δ in the sense of Definition 4.11. By abuse of language, in
this case we also say rǫ can be generically lifted at δ.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that the operator rǫ (or lǫ) can be generically lifted at δ. Then the operator
commutes with any sequence of mutations µu and τ i:

µu(rǫ(δ)) = rµu(ǫ)(µu(δ)) and µu(lǫ(δ)) = lµu(ǫ)(µu(δ));

τ i(rǫ(δ)) = rτ iǫ(τ
iδ) and τ i(lǫ(δ)) = lτ iǫ(τ

iδ).

Proof. We only prove the statement for lǫ. By definition, a general object L of index lǫ(δ) fits into

a triangle Σ−1E → L → M
g
−→ E with the properties given in Definition 4.11. Then by Lemma

5.5 lǫ(δ) = lǫ(δ). Let µ−
u : CQ,S → CQ′,S′ = Cµu(Q,S) be the triangle equivalence corresponding

to the sequence of mutations. Apply µ−
u to the above triangle, and we get another triangle

Σ−1E′ → L′ → M′ g′

−→ E′ in CQ′,S′ . By Theorem 4.4, M′ = µu(M). Since M is general
of weight δ, δM′ = µu(δM) = µu(δ) by Lemma 3.12. For the same reason, δE ′ = µu(ǫ) and
δL′ = µu(lǫ(δ)). By Lemma 4.5, the induced map g′ : M ′ −→ E′ is general, so δL′ = lµu(ǫ)(µu(δ))
by definition. Hence, µu(lǫ(δ)) = lµu(ǫ)(µu(δ)).

For the statement about τ , let us look at the long exact sequence

· · · → τ−1L → τ−1M
τ−1g
−−−→ τ−1E −→ L → M

g
−→ E −→ τL → τM

τg
−→ τE → · · · . (5.4)

As L,M and E are general of weight lǫ(δ), δ and ǫ, τ iL, τ iM and τ iE are general of weight
τ ilǫ(δ), τ

iδ and τ iǫ by Theorem 3.11. Since g ∈ C(M,E) is general, so is each Σig, and so is
each τ ig by Lemma 4.5. Hence τ iL has weight lτ iǫ(τ

iδ), and the equality τ i(lǫ(δ)) = lτ iǫ(τ
iδ)

follows. �

5.2. Sufficient Conditions for the Generic Lifting. Now we explore some sufficient condi-
tions such that rǫ and lǫ can be generically lifted.

Lemma 5.8. Any square given by a quotient presentation

PM
−

dM
��

// // PN
−

dN
��

PM
+

// // PN
+
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with coker(dM ) = M and coker(dN ) = N , can be lifted to a nine-diagram

TL
−

//

dL

��

TM
−

//

dM

��

TN
−

//

dN

��

ΣTL
−

��
TL

+
//

��

TM
+

//

��

TN
+

//

��

ΣTL
+

��✤
✤
✤

L // M //❴❴❴ N //❴❴❴❴ ΣL

such that each T∗
± ∈ addT for ∗ = L,M or N, and TL

−
dL−−→ TL

+ → L lifts the corresponding
subpresentation as well.

Proof. This lemma is a straightforward variation of [20, Lemma 3.2]. The point is that the
quotient presentation together with its subpresentation can be lifted to the upper two rows of
the diagram. These rows are split triangles so can be completed to the nine diagram (for any
dL) by [18]. �

Lemma 5.9. If rank(δ, ǫ) = 0, then lǫ can be generically lifted at δ. That is, a general object L

of index δ + τ−1ǫ fits into a triangle Σ−1E −→ L
f
−→ M

g
−→ E, where (M,E) is a general pair of

index (δ, ǫ) and g is a general morphism in C(M,E).

Proof. rank(δ, ǫ) = 0 is equivalent to hom(δ, ǫ) = 0. So e(τ−1ǫ, δ) = 0. By Theorem 3.3 a general
presentation dL in HomJ(P ([−τ−1ǫ]+ + [−δ]+), P ([τ−1ǫ]+ + [δ]+])) has a quotient presentation
dM of weight δ, and thus a subpresentation d1 of weight τ−1ǫ. Note that the presentation dL
is homotopy equivalent to a general presentation of weight lǫ(δ) = δ + τ−1ǫ by Lemma 3.1.
Moreover, by Lemma 3.4 we may assume dM and dτ−1E are general as a pair, and η is general
in E(dM , dτ−1E) . We lift the quotient presentation dL → dM to a nine diagram as in Lemma
5.8:

TΣ−1E
−

//

d
Σ−1E

��

TL
−

//

dL

��

TM
−

//

dM

��

ΣTΣ−1E
−

��

TΣ−1E
+

//

��

TL
+

//

��

TM
+

//

��

ΣTΣ−1E
+

��✤
✤

✤

Σ−1E // L //❴❴❴❴ M
g //❴❴❴❴❴ E

By Construction L is general of index lǫ(δ), (M,E) is a general pair of index (δ, ǫ). By Lemma
4.1 the element η ∈ E(d2, d1) is now identified with a general element g in (ΣT)(M,E). But
by Corollary 4.3 every morphism C(M,E) factors through ΣT. Hence, g is in fact a general
element in C(M,E). �

Remark 5.10. (1). Replacing δ and ǫ by ǫ and τδ in Lemma 5.9, we get the following statement:
if rank(ǫ, τδ) = 0, then rǫ can be generically lifted at δ.

(2). With a little more effort, we can show that f can be assumed to general in C(L,M).
The proof will start with taking a general morphism f : L → M, then by Corollary 4.9 f is
surjective. Then the rest of the proof is similar to that of Lemma 5.11 below. However this by
no means says that rank(f) is the general rank from lǫ(δ) to δ because (L,M) as a pair may not
be in general positions.
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Lemma 5.11.

(1) If rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(ǫ), then lǫ can be generically lifted at δ. That is, a general object L

of index δ− ǫ fits into a triangle L → M
g
−→ E

h
−→ ΣL, where (M,E) is a general pair of

index (δ, ǫ) and g is a general morphism in C(M,E).
(2) If rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(δ), then lǫ can be generically lifted at δ.

Proof. (1). Take a general pair (M,E) and a general morphism g : M → E, which descends to
a general homomorphism g : M → E by Lemma 4.5. By the rank condition, g is surjective. We

complete g to a triangle L → M
g
−→ E

h
−→ ΣL. By Lemma 4.8 the index of L is δ − ǫ. We need

to show that L may be assumed to be general of index δ − ǫ.

Let TE
−

dE−−→ TE
+ → E → ΣTE

− and TL
−

dL−−→ TL
+ → L → ΣTL

− be two triangles with dE ∈
THom(ǫ) and dL ∈ THom(δ − ǫ). We set TM

± = TE
± ⊕ TL

±. As h = 0, h must factor through

ΣT. Since C(T,ΣT) = 0, TE
+ → E

h
−→ ΣL vanishes, so TE

+ → E factor through M. This gives
the following square:

TM
+

//

��

TE
+

��
M

g // E

which can be completed to a nine-diagram

TL
−

//

dL

��

TM
−

//

dM

��

TE
−

//

dE

��

ΣTL
−

��
TL

+
//

��

TM
+

//

��

TE
+

//

��

ΣTL
+

��
L // M

g // E // ΣL

Apply C(T,−) we get the following diagram

PL
−
�

� //

dL
��

PM
−

dM
��

π− // // PE
−

dE
��

PL
+
�

� //

����

PM
+

π+ // //

����

PE
+

����
L // M

g // // E

In particular, we get for a pair of general presentations dM and dE of weight δ and ǫ, a general
morphism from dM to dE is surjective. Finally, a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma
3.4 shows that the kernel dL of such a morphism is general as well. That is equivalent to say L

may be assumed to be general of index δ − ǫ.
(2). Note that if an object L has index lǫ(δ) = δ̌− ǫ̌ (by (5.2) and (2.1)), then ΣL has coindex

ǫ̌− δ̌. So here it is convenient to work with the following obvious variant of Definition 4.11: a

general object ΣL of coindex ǫ̌ − δ̌ fits into a triangle L
f
−→ M

g
−→ E → ΣL, where (M,E) is
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general pair of coindex (δ̌, ǫ̌) and g is a general morphism in C(M,E). The proof is then similar
to (1). �

Remark 5.12. With little more effort, we can show that h in Lemma 5.11.(1) is a general
morphism in C(E,ΣL), and f in (2) is a general morphism in C(L,M). To see this, we take h

as an example. Note that we do not claim that g and h are general as a pair, so we can start
the proof all over again. Since rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(ǫ), a general representation M in PC(δ) has a
quotient representation in PC(ǫ). So e(δ−ǫ, ǫ) = 0 by Theorem 3.3. Then the same argument as
in Lemma 5.9 shows that h can be assumed to be general. But rank(h) may not be the general
rank from ǫ to τ(lǫ(δ)) because (E,ΣL) may not be general as a pair.

Definition 5.13. We say (δ, ǫ) has completely extremal rank if any of the following occurs:

rank(δ, ǫ) = 0, rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(δ), rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(ǫ).

To summarize what Lemmas 5.9 and 5.11 say: if (δ, ǫ) has completely extremal rank, then lǫ
can be generically lifted at δ. So by Lemma 5.7 these operators commutes with mutations and
τ i. The same statement also holds for rǫ and the other two operators lǫ and rǫ. We summarize
together in the proposition below.

Proposition 5.14. If the left column has the completely extremal rank, then the right column
commutes with any sequence of mutations and τ i in the sense of Lemma 5.7.

rank(ǫ, τδ) rǫ(δ),

rank(δ, ǫ) lǫ(δ),

rank(τ−1ǫ, δ̌) rǫ(δ̌),

rank(τ−1δ̌, τ−1ǫ) lǫ(δ̌).

Definition 5.15. An extended mutation sequence is a composition of ordinary mutations µu and
the AR-translation τ or its inverse τ−1. We also denote τ and τ−1 by µ+ and µ− respectively,
though they are not involutions in general.

As τ commutes with mutations (Lemma 2.7), we can say the right column commutes with any
extended sequence of mutations in the conclusion of Proposition 5.14. Moreover, Theorem 4.4
can be naturally extended if we take Σ as the lifted mutation for τ .

5.3. The Main Results.

Theorem 5.16. Let ǫ and δ be two weight vectors for a quiver with potential (Q,S).

(1) Suppose that there is an extended sequence of mutation µu such that (µu(ǫ), µu(τδ)) has
completely extremal rank r. Then there is an exact sequence

· · · → τ−1M
f−1
−−→ τ−1R

g−1
−−→ τ−1E

h−1
−−→ M

f0
−→ R

g0
−→ E

h0−→ τM
f1
−→ τR

g1
−→ τE

h1−→ τ2M → · · · ,
(5.5)

where R is general of weight rǫ(δ), (E,M) is general as a pair of weights δ and ǫ, and
hi is a general homomorphism in HomJ(τ

iE, τ i+1M).
(2) Suppose that there is an extended sequence of mutation µu such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ)) has

completely extremal rank r. Then there is an exact sequence

· · · → τ−1L
f−1
−−→ τ−1M

g−1
−−→ τ−1E

h−1
−−→ L

f0
−→ M

g0
−→ E

h0−→ τL
f1
−→ τM

g1
−→ τE

h1−→ τ2L → · · · ,
(5.6)
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where L is general of weight lǫ(δ), (M,E) is general as a pair of weight δ and ǫ, and gi
is a general homomorphism in HomJ(τ

iM, τ iE).

Proof. We will prove the statement (2) only because (1) can be proved in a similar fashion.
After application of the extended mutation sequence, we are in one of the three situations of

Lemmas 5.9 and 5.11. So we get a triangle L′ f ′

−→ M′ g′

−→ E′ h′

−→ ΣL′ in CQ′,S′ , which generically
lift lǫ′ at δ

′ where δ′ = µu(δ) = indM′ and ǫ′ = µu(ǫ) = indE′.
By Theorem 4.4 the extended sequence of mutations corresponds to a sequence of triangle

equivalence. Under this equivalence, we get a triangle L
f
−→ M

g
−→ E

h
−→ ΣL with L general of

index lǫ(δ), (M,E) is a general pair of indices (δ, ǫ), and g is general in C(M,E). Apply the
functor F = C(T,−) to this triangle, we get the desired long exact sequence (5.5) with desired
generic condition by Lemma 4.5. �

Remark 5.17. (1). In fact we can also say something about fi and hi in (5.6). If r = 0 or
dim(µu(δ)), then we may assume that fi is general in HomJ(τ

iL, τ iM); if r = dim(µu(ǫ)),
then we may assume that hi is general in HomJ(τ

iE, τ i+1L) (see Remarks 5.10 and 5.12). As
remarked there, the ranks of those morphisms may be greater than the general ranks between
the corresponding principal components (see Example 5.19 below).

(2). In view of Conjecture 5.21 below, the assumption of existence of such a mutation sequence
may not be necessary.

Example 5.18. If δ = [ǫ]+, then lǫ(δ) = [ǫ]+ − ǫ̌ + rank([ǫ]+, ǫ)B = [ǫ]+ − ǫ = [−ǫ]+, and the
projective presentation of E is a part of the above sequence. Similarly we have that rǫ([−ǫ]+) =
[ǫ]+.

Example 5.19. In general, we cannot assume (M,R) and (R,E) are general pairs for (1); and
cannot assume (L,M) and (E,L) are general pairs for (2). Consider the 3-arrow Kronecker
quiver 1 // //

//
2 . Let δ = (0, 1) and ǫ = (1,−2). It is easy to check that ext(δ, ǫ) = 0 so

rǫ(δ) = δ + ǫ = (1,−1). If (R,E) were a general pair, then rank(g0) = rank(rǫ(δ), ǫ) = (0, 0),
and the sequence (5.5) could not be exact at E. We know that a general representation R of
weight (1,−1) has a quotient representation E of weight (1,−2) but it is intuitively clear that
(R,E) is not a general pair.

Combining Proposition 5.14 and Lemma 5.7, we obtain an algorithm to compute the general
rank from δ to ǫ for nondegenerate quivers with potentials. We will see that the algorithm
works effectively as long as one of δ and ǫ is reachable, and works to some extent if Conjecture
5.21 is true. Before the invention of Derksen-Weyman-Zelevinsky’s mutation, the calculation of
rank(δ, ǫ) seems completely out of reach even for acyclic quivers.

Before we state the algorithm, we describe a “frozen-vertex” trick which is needed in the
algorithm. An ice quiver is a quiver with a set of special vertices, called frozen vertices, which are
forbidden to mutate. The extended B-matrix of an ice quiver Q is the submatrix of the B-matrix
of Q (viewed as an ordinary quiver) given by the rows indexed by the mutable vertices. For any
quiver Q, we can always add to Q some frozen vertices V together with some arrows from V to

Q0 such that the extended B-matrix of the new quiver Q̃ has full rank. Moreover, for each weight

vector δ of (Q,S), a general representation of (Q̃,S) of weight δ̃ = (δ, 0, . . . , 0) is the extension

by zeros of a general representation of weight δ. In particular, rank(δ̃, ǫ̃) = (rank(δ, ǫ), 0, . . . , 0).
A standard way to achieve this is that for each vertex u ∈ Q0 we add a frozen vertex u′ with an
arrow from u′ to u.
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Algorithm 5.20. To find rank(δ, ǫ) we follow the three steps.
Step 0: If BQ has full rank then go to Step 1. Otherwise we apply the above frozen vertex trick.

To ease our notation below, we will denote Q̃, δ̃ and ǫ̃ still by Q, δ and ǫ.
Step 1: Find a sequence of mutations µu such that r = rank(µu(δ), µu(ǫ)) is completely extremal.
Conjecturally such a sequence of mutations always exists.
Step 2. According to Proposition 5.14 and (2.1) we have that

lǫ(δ) =





µ−1
u (δ′ − ǫ̌′) if r = 0;

µ−1
u (δ′ − ǫ′) if r = dim(ǫ′);

µ−1
u (δ̌′ − ǫ̌′) if r = dim(δ′),

where δ′ = µu(δ) and ǫ′ = µu(ǫ). Finally we have that rank(δ, ǫ) is the unique vector r ∈ Z
Q0

such that

rBQ = lǫ(δ)− δ + ǫ̌. (5.7)

It is unclear if the sequence in Step 1 always exists. We conjecture the existence of such a
sequence (see Conjecture 5.21). This algorithm will be improved in Theorem 6.1 where the
formula is division-free.

Conjecture 5.21. Let (Q,S) be a nondegenerate Jacobi-finite QP. For any pair (δ, ǫ) of δ-
vectors of (Q,S), there is a sequence of mutations µu such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ)) has completely
extremal rank.

We are not completely confidant about this conjecture. But we are quite confidant about a
related conjecture.

Conjecture 5.22. Let (Q,S) be a nondegenerate Jacobi-finite QP. For any pair (δ, ǫ) of δ-
vectors of (Q,S), there is a sequence of mutations µu such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ)) is either hom-
vanishing or e-vanishing.

Clearly rank(δ, ǫ) = 0 is equivalent to hom(δ, ǫ) = 0. We suspect that rank(δ, ǫ) = dim(ǫ) might
imply e(δ, ǫ) = 0 so that Conjecture 5.21 imply Conjecture 5.22. At least the implication holds
for acyclic quivers. This follows from the fact that

extQ(α, β) = extQ(α, β − γ) = extQ(α− γ, β),

where γ is the general rank from repα(Q) to repβ(Q). This fact was proved in the proof of [23,
Theorem 5.4].

Question 5.23. For a nondegenerate Jacobi-finite QP, do we have that e(δ, ǫ) = e(δ, Ňl) where
Ňl is the cokernel of a general morphism δ → ǫ?

It is easy to see that the answer is positive if ǫ is rigid. It is also easy to show that rank(δ, ǫ) =
dim(ǫ) implies e(δ, ǫ) = 0 if ǫ is rigid.

Another related conjecture is the following. We say that a weight vector δ has projective
dimension ≤ 1 if a general presentations in PHom(δ) is injective.

Conjecture 5.24. Let (Q,S) be a nondegenerate Jacobi-finite QP. For any δ-vector δ of (Q,S),
there is a sequence of mutations µu such that µu(δ) has projective dimension ≤ 1.

Example 5.25. Let Q be the quiver 1 // // 2 // 3 , and α, β be the dimension vectors (6, 9, 8)
and (3, 5, 2). The B-matrix is not of full rank so we add a frozen vertex 3′ with an arrow from
3′ to 3. Then we replace α by (6, 9, 8, 0) and β by (3, 5, 2, 0). By multiplying the Euler matrix
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of the quiver, we find that PC(δ) = repα(Q) and PC(ǫ̌) = repβ(Q) for δ = (6,−3,−1, 0) and
ǫ̌ = (−7, 3, 2,−2).

We notice that δ is negative reachable by the sequence u = (3, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3) of mutations. We
find that δ′ = −e3 and ǫ̌′ = (1, 2,−1, 0), so lǫ(δ) = µ−1

u (−1,−2, 0, 0) = (7,−4, 0, 0). Hence the
general rank from repα(Q) to repβ(Q) is (2, 3, 2).

Example 5.26. The following quiver cannot be mutated to an acyclic quiver

1
a // 4

b
��

2 //

@@�������

OO

3

c❃❃❃❃

^^❃❃❃

We put the potential S = abc. Let us compute the general rank from δ = (−1, 3,−2, 0) to
ǫ̌ = (1,−9, 1, 4). Using an algorithm in [9] we find dim(δ) = (3, 3, 4, 5) and dim(ǫ̌) = (5, 3, 2, 5).
As δ(dim(δ)) and ǫ(dim(ǫ)) are not positive, δ and ǫ̌ are not rigid (in particular not extended-
reachable). However, we can apply the sequence of mutations u = (4, 1, 2, 4, 3) to them such
that (δ′, ǫ̌′) := (µu(δ), µu(ǫ̌)) is hom-vanishing. To see this, we find by Lemma 2.5 that δ′ =
(0,−1,−2, 3), ǫ̌′ = (−1, 1,−1,−1), and dim(ǫ̌′) = (1, 1, 1, 0). Since [δ′]+(dim(ǫ̌′)) = 0, we see
that hom(δ′, ǫ̌′) = 0. So µu(lǫ(δ)) = δ′ − ǫ̌′ = (1,−2,−1, 4). Apply the mutation backward, and
we find lǫ(δ) = (−3, 5, 1,−1). Finally by (5.7) we get rank(δ, ǫ̌) = (2, 2, 1, 4).

If ǫ is extended-reachable, the rank condition in Theorem 5.16 is trivially satisfied. In addition,
the rigidity of ǫ makes the situation particularly nice. The following two corollaries will play a
crucial role in [10].

Corollary 5.27. Assume that ǫ is extended-reachable. Then

(1) we may assume that both (R,E) and (E,M) are general pairs in the sequence

· · · → τ−1M
f−1
−−→ τ−1R

g−1
−−→ τ−1E

h−1
−−→ M

f0
−→ R

g0
−→ E

h0−→ τM
f1
−→ τR

g1
−→ τE

h1−→ τ2M → · · · .

In particular, the rank of each gi is the general rank from τ i(rǫ(δ)) to τ iǫ. Moreover, we
have that

rǫ(δ) = δ + ǫ̌− rank(g0)B and homJ(rǫ(δ), E) = homJ(δ,E) + ǫ̌(rank(g0)),

rǫ(δ) = δ + ǫ+ rank(h0)B and eJ(rǫ(δ), E) = eJ(δ,E) − ǫ(rank(h0)),

rǫ(δ̌) = δ̌ − τ−1ǫ− rank(h−1)B and homJ(τ
−1E, rǫ(δ̌)) = homJ(τ

−1E, δ̌)− τ−1ǫ(rank(h−1)),

rǫ(δ̌) = δ̌ − τ−1ǫ̌+ rank(g−1)B and ěJ(τ
−1E, rǫ(δ̌)) = ěJ(τ

−1E, δ̌) + τ−1ǫ̌(rank(g−1)).

(2) we may assume that both (M,E) and (E,L) are general pairs in the sequence

· · · → τ−1L
f−1
−−→ τ−1M

g−1
−−→ τ−1E

h−1
−−→ L

f0
−→ M

g0
−→ E

h0−→ τL
f1
−→ τM

g1
−→ τE

h1−→ τ2L → · · · .

In particular, the rank of each hi is the general rank from τ iǫ to τ i+1(lǫ(δ)). Moreover,
we have that

lǫ(δ) = δ − ǫ̌+ rank(g0)B and homJ(lǫ(δ), E) = homJ(δ,E) − ǫ̌(rank(g0)),

lǫ(δ) = δ − ǫ− rank(h0)B and eJ(lǫ(δ), E) = eJ(δ,E) + ǫ(rank(h0)),

lǫ(δ̌) = δ̌ + τ−1ǫ+ rank(h−1)B and homJ(τ
−1E, lǫ(δ̌)) = homJ(τ

−1E, δ̌) + τ−1ǫ(rank(h−1)),

lǫ(δ̌) = δ̌ + τ−1ǫ̌− rank(g−1)B and ěJ(τ
−1E, lǫ(δ̌)) = ěJ (τ

−1E, δ̌)− τ−1ǫ̌(rank(g−1)).
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Proof. We will only prove the statement for lǫ(δ). As ǫ is rigid, by Lemma 3.8 E is essentially
the only general representation in PC(ǫ). So we may assume that both (M,E) and (E, τL) are
general pairs. In particular, the rank of each hi is the general rank from τ i(ǫ) to τ i+1(lǫ(δ)) (see
Remark 5.17).

The equalities of the left column follow directly from the definition and the exactness of the
sequence. The equalities of the right column are all easy exercises of homological algebras.
We prove the first one as an illustration. We apply HomJ(−, E) to the exact sequence 0 →
im(h−1) → L → im(f0) → 0, and get

0 → HomJ(im(f0), E) → HomJ(L,E) → HomJ(im(h−1), E) = 0.

HomJ(im(h−1), E) vanishes because HomJ(τ
−1E,E) = ĚJ(E,E) = 0. Thus HomJ(im(f0), E) ∼=

HomJ(L,E). Then apply HomJ(−, E) to the exact sequence 0 → im(f0) → M → im(g0) → 0.
We have

0 → HomJ(im(g0), E) → HomJ(M,E) → HomJ(im(f0), E) → ĚJ(im(g0), E) = 0.

ĚJ(im(g0), E) vanishes because ĚJ(E,E) = 0. So homJ(lǫ(δ), E) = homJ(δ,E) − ǫ̌(rank(g0)).
�

A direct application of Algorithm 5.20 gives the following corollary.

Corollary 5.28. Let u be an extended sequence of mutations such that µu(ǫ) = −ev. The
operators lǫ and rǫ on the δ-vectors of (Q,S) are given by

rǫ(δ) = µ−1
u (µu(δ)− ev);

lǫ(δ) = µ−1
u (µu(δ) + ev).

Let u be an extended sequence of mutations such that µu(ǫ̌) = ev. The operators lǫ and rǫ on
the δ̌-vectors of (Q,S) are given by

rǫ(δ̌) = µ−1
u (µu(δ̌) + ev);

lǫ(δ̌) = µ−1
u (µu(δ̌)− ev).

Even in some trivial cases, these formulas produce amusing equalities.

Proposition 5.29. We have the following equalities.

(1) τ(δ + ev + rank(Pv, τδ)B) = τδ − ev;
(2) τ−1(δ − ev + rank(δ, Iv)B) = τ−1δ + ev.
(3) τ(δ̌ − ev − rank(Pv, δ̌)B) = τ δ̌ + ev;
(4) τ−1(δ̌ + ev − rank(τ−1δ̌, Iv)B) = τ−1δ̌ − ev .

Proof. Consider the situation when the extended mutation sequence is just a single µ+ = τ , and
ǫ = ev. By Corollary 5.28 we have rǫ(δ) = τ−1(τδ− ev). Comparing with the original definition
of rǫ, we obtain the first equality. Working with µ− = τ−1 and ǫ̌ = ev for lǫ, we obtain the
second equality. Working with µ+ = τ and ǫ = −ev for rǫ, we obtain the third equality. Working
with µ− = τ−1 and ǫ̌ = −ev for lǫ, we obtain the last equality. �

Proposition 5.30. Suppose that we are in the situation of Theorem 5.16. The composition lǫrǫ
is the identity if and only if rank(R,E) = rank(rǫ(δ), ǫ); and rǫlǫ is the identity if and only if
rank(E, τL) = rank(ǫ, τ(lǫ(δ))). In particular, when ǫ is rigid, both are identities.
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Proof. Using the frozen-vertex trick (before Algorithm 5.20), we may assume the B-matrix of
the quiver has full rank. By Theorem 5.16 we have that rǫ(δ) = δ + ǫ̌− rank(R,E)B. Then

lǫ(rǫ(δ)) = rǫ(δ) − ǫ̌+ rank(rǫ(δ), ǫ)B = δ + (rank(rǫ(δ), ǫ) − rank(R,E))B.

Hence, lǫrǫ is the identity if and only if rank(R,E) = rank(rǫ(δ), ǫ). The other equality is proved
similarly. �

As we have seen in Example 5.19, rank(R,E) may be different from rank(rǫ(δ), ǫ).

5.4. Remarks on Dual Operators. In view of Corollary 5.28 one may wonder the analogous
definition of operators on δ̌-vectors such that

řǫ(δ̌) = µ−1
u (µu(δ̌)− ev); (5.8)

ľǫ(δ̌) = µ−1
u (µu(δ̌) + ev). (5.9)

where u be a sequence of mutations such that µu(ǫ̌) = −ev.

Definition 5.31. For any δ-vector ǫ, we define the two operators řǫ and ľǫ on the set of δ̌-vector
as follows.

řǫ(δ̌) = δ̌ + ǫ̌− rank(τ−1δ̌, ǫ̌)B;

ľǫ(δ̌) = δ̌ − ǫ− rank(ǫ, δ̌)B,

and

řǫ(δ) = δ + ǫ+ rank(δ, τ ǫ̌)B;

ľǫ(δ) = δ − ǫ̌+ rank(τǫ, τ δ̌)B.

If we compare this definition with Definition 5.4, we immediately get the following lemma.

Lemma 5.32. We have the following equalities

ľ−ǫ̌(δ̌) = rǫ(δ̌) and ř−ǫ̌(δ̌) = lǫ(δ̌);

ľ−ǫ̌(δ) = rǫ(δ) and ř−ǫ̌(δ) = lǫ(δ).

where −ǫ̌ is viewed as a δ-vector (note that ker(ǫ̌) = τ coker(−ǫ̌)).

From this lemma, one can easily see that the equalities (5.8) and (5.9) do hold for řǫ and ľǫ in
Definition 5.31. We leave it to readers to formulate the analogue of Corollary 5.28 for řǫ and ľǫ.

We also notice that there are more equivalent statements in Proposition 5.6 if we allow řǫ and
ľǫ join the game. For example, if δ = δ1 ⊕ δ2, then τδ = τδ1 ⊕ τδ2, so řδ = řδ1 řδ2 by Lemma
5.32.

Corollary 5.33. If δ = δ1 ⊕ δ2, then rǫ(δ) = rrǫ(δ1)(δ2) = rrǫ(δ2)(δ1).

Proof. We have that rǫ(δ) = řδ(ǫ) = řδ1 řδ2(ǫ) = řδ1(rǫ(δ2)) = rrǫ(δ2)(δ1). The other equality
follows from the symmetry. �
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6. Mutation of General Ranks

Theorem 6.1. Let γr = rank(ǫ, τδ) and γl = rank(δ, ǫ). We denote γ′r = rank(ǫ′, τδ′) and
γ′l = rank(δ′, ǫ′), where δ′ = µu(δ) and ǫ′ = µu(ǫ).

(1) If rǫ commutes with µu, then

γ′r(v) =

{
γr(v) for all v 6= u,

γr[bu]+ − γr(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [ǫ(u)]+ − [rǫ(δ)(u)]+ for all v = u.

(2) If lǫ commutes with µu, then

γ′l(v) =

{
γl(v) for all v 6= u,

γl[bu]+ − γl(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ̌(u)]+ − [lǫ(δ)(u)]+ for all v = u.

Proof. We will only prove the statement for γl. The other one can be proved in a similar fashion.
If B is not of full rank, then we apply the frozen vertex trick (before Algorithm 5.20). To ease

our notation, we will denote B̃, δ̃ and ˜̌ǫ still by B, δ and ǫ̌. We know that γ′l is the unique vector
satisfying

lǫ(δ)
′ = lǫ′(δ

′) = δ′ − ǫ̌′ + γ′lB
′. (6.1)

Recall the mutation rule for δ-vectors (3.1). For the coordinate u, we have that

lǫ(δ)
′(u) = −(δ(u) − ǫ̌(u) + γlbu),

while

δ′(u)− ǫ̌′(u) + γ′lb
′
u = −δ(u) + ǫ̌(u) +

∑

v 6=u

γl(v)(−bv,u) = −δ(u) + ǫ̌(u)− γlbu = lǫ(δ)
′(u).

For a coordinate v 6= u, we have that

lǫ(δ)
′(v) = lǫ(δ)(v) + [bv,u]+lǫ(δ)(u) − bv,u[lǫ(δ)(u)]+,

while

(δ′ − ǫ̌′ + γ′lB
′)(v)

=(δ(v) + [bv,u]+δ(u)− bv,u[δ(u)]+)− (ǫ̌(v) + [bv,u]+ǫ̌(u) + bv,u[−ǫ̌(u)]+) + (γ′l(u)b
′
u,v +

∑

w 6=u

γl(w)b
′
w,v)

=lǫ(δ)(v) + ([bv,u]+δ(u) − bv,u[δ(u)]+)− ([bv,u]+ǫ̌(u) + bv,u[−ǫ̌(u)]+)

+ ((−γl(u)− γ′l(u))bu,v +
∑

w 6=u

γl(w)(b
′
w,v − bw,v))

=lǫ(δ)(v) + [bv,u]+(lǫ(δ)(u) − γlbu) + (−bv,u[δ(u)]+)− (bv,u[−ǫ̌(u)]+)

+ ((−γl[bu]+ − [δ(u)]+ − [−ǫ̌(u)]+ +−[lǫ(δ)(u)]+)bu,v +
∑

w 6=u

γl(w)(b
′
w,v − bw,v))

=lǫ(δ)(v) + [bv,u]+lǫ(δ)(u) − bv,u[lǫ(δ)(u)]+

− γlbu[bv,u]+ − γl[bu]+bu,v +
∑

w 6=u

γl(w)([bw,u]+[bu,v]+ − [−bw,u]+[−bu,v]+))

=lǫ(δ)
′(v)− γl(bu[bv,u]+ + [bu]+bu,v) + γl([bu]+[bu,v]+ − [−bu]+[−bu,v]+)

=lǫ(δ)
′(v).

We thus get the desired equality (6.1). �
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Remark 6.2. Similarly one can show that

γ′r(u) = γr[−bu]+ − γr(u) + [−δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ(u)]+ − [−rǫ(δ)(u)]+,

and

γ′l(u) = γl[−bu]+ − γl(u) + [−δ(u)]+ + [ǫ̌(u)]+ − [−lǫ(δ)(u)]+.

So one can rewrite the formula as

γ′r(u) =

{
γr[bu]+ − γr(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [ǫ(u)]+ if rǫ(δ)(u) < 0;

γr[−bu]+ − γr(u) + [−δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ(u)]+ if rǫ(δ)(u) ≥ 0.

and

γ′l(u) =

{
γl[bu]+ − γl(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ̌(u)]+ if lǫ(δ(u)) < 0;

γl[−bu]+ − γl(u) + [−δ(u)]+ + [ǫ̌(u)]+ if lǫ(δ)(u) ≥ 0,

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that lǫ and rǫ commutes the mutation µu. Let γr = rank(ǫ, τδ) and
γl = rank(δ, ǫ). Then the following quantities are mutation-invariant:

hl(δ, ǫ) :=ǫ̌(γl)− hom(δ, ǫ) + hom(lǫ(δ), ǫ);

ȟl(δ, ǫ) :=δ(γl)− hom(δ, ǫ) + hom(δ, ľδ(ǫ)),

and

er(δ, ǫ) :=ǫ(γr)− e(δ, ǫ) + e(rǫ(δ), ǫ);

ěr(δ, ǫ) :=− δ(γr)− e(δ, ǫ) + e(δ, řδ(ǫ)).

Proof. We will only prove the mutation-invariance of ȟl(δ, ǫ). The rest can be proved in a similar
fashion.

δ′(γ′)− δ(γ)

=δ′(u)γ′(u)− δ(u)γ(u) +
∑

v 6=u

(δ′(v)γ(v) − δ(v)γ(v))

=δ′(u)(γ[bu]+ − γ(u) + [δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ̌(u)]+ − [lǫ(δ)(u)]+)− δ(u)γ(u) +
∑

v 6=u

γ(v)(δ′(v) − δ(v)) (Theorem 6.1)

=− δ(u)(γ[bu]+ + [δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ̌(u)]+ − [lǫ(δ)(u)]+) +
∑

v 6=u

γ(v)([bv,u]+δ(u)− bv,u[δ(u)]+) (by (3.1))

=− δ(u)([δ(u)]+ + [−ǫ̌(u)]+ − [lǫ(δ)(u)]+) +
∑

v 6=u

γ(v)(−bv,u[δ(u)]+)

=− [δ(u)]+(δ(u) + γbu)− δ(u)([−ǫ̌(u)]+ − [lǫ(δ)(u)]+)

=− [δ(u)]+lǫ(δ)(u) − [δ(u)]+ ǫ̌(u)− δ(u)[−ǫ̌(u)]+ + δ(u)[lǫ(δ)(u)]+

=[δ(u)]+[−lǫ(δ)(u)]+ − [−δ(u)]+[lǫ(δ)(u)]+ − [δ(u)]+[ǫ̌(u)]+ + [−δ(u)]+[−ǫ̌(u)].

Comparing this with Lemma 2.6, we find that

δ′(γ′)− δ(γ) =− (hom(δ′, ǫ′)− hom(δ, ǫ)) + (hom(δ′, τ lǫ(δ)
′)− hom(δ, τ lǫ(δ))

=− (hom(δ′, ǫ′)− hom(δ, ǫ)) + (hom(δ′, ľδ(ǫ)′)− hom(δ, ľδ(ǫ)) (by (5.3) and Lemma 5.32).

�
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Remark 6.4. If δ is extended-reachable, then the above invariants always vanish as seen in
Corollary 5.28. If δ is not rigid, they may not be zero (but conjecturally always nonnegative).

7. Appendix: Conjecture 5.22 implies the Duality Pairing and the Saturation

Recall from [9] that the tropical F -polynomial fM of a representation M is the function
(ZQ0)∗ → Z≥0 defined by

δ 7→ max
L→֒M

δ(dimL);

The dual tropical F -polynomial f̌M of a representation M is the function (ZQ0)∗ → Z≥0 defined
by

δ 7→ max
M։N

δ(dimN),

where δ is viewed as an element in (ZQ0)∗ via the usual dot product. Clearly fM and f̌M are
related by fM(δ) − f̌M (−δ) = δ(dimM). If M is general of weight δ, then we will write fδ for
fM . Similarly we can define f̌δ and fδ̌.

In [9, Section 5] we showed that the Fock-Concharnov’s duality pairing conjecture for generic
bases of skew-symmetric cluster algebras can be deduced from the following conjecture: for any
pair (δ, ǫ̌) we have that

fǫ̌(δ) = f̌δ(ǫ̌).

In fact, they are equivalent if the B-matrix of Q has full rank. We refer readers to [11, Section
12] and [9, Section 5] for the details of the duality pairing conjecture. As mentioned in [9], a
more optimistic conjecture is that fǫ̌(δ) = f̌δ(ǫ̌) = hom(δ, ǫ̌). The following theorem generalizes
[9, Theorem 2.22].

Theorem 7.1. Assume either of the following two situations:

(1) there is a sequence of mutations µu such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ̌)) is hom-vanishing;
(2) there are two sequences of mutations µu and µǔ such that (µu(δ), µu(ǫ̌)) is e-vanishing

and (µǔ(δ), µǔ(ǫ̌)) is ě-vanishing.

Then fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌) = f̌δ(ǫ̌).

Proof. Let δ′ = µu(δ) and ǫ̌′ = µu(ǫ̌). If hom(δ′, ǫ̌′) = 0, then fǫ̌′(δ
′) ≥ hom(δ′, ǫ̌′). But

fǫ̌′(δ
′) ≤ hom(δ′, ǫ̌′) by [9, Lemma 2.5]. Hence fǫ̌′(δ

′) = hom(δ′, ǫ̌′). Then by [9, Lemma 2.21]
we get fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌). Similarly we can show that f̌δ(ǫ̌) = hom(δ, ǫ̌).

If e(δ′, ǫ̌′) = 0, then a similar argument shows that f̌ǫ̌(−δ) = e(δ, ǫ̌), which is equivalent to
fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌). Similarly, from ě(δ′, ǫ̌′) = 0 we can conclude that ě(δ, ǫ̌) = fδ(−ǫ̌), which is
equivalent to hom(δ, ǫ̌) = f̌δ(ǫ̌). �

Note that if fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌), then by [9, Theorem 2.6] fǫ̌(mδ) = hom(mδ, ǫ̌) for any m ∈ N;
similarly if f̌δ(ǫ̌) = hom(δ, ǫ̌), then f̌δ(mǫ̌) = hom(δ,mǫ̌) for any m ∈ N. Also note that
fǫ̌(mδ) = mfǫ̌(δ). So the conclusion of Theorem 7.1 implies that

hom(mδ, ǫ̌) = hom(δ,mǫ̌) = m hom(δ, ǫ̌) for any m ∈ N. (7.1)

Conversely, recall from [9, Theorem 2.22] that we always have that

fǫ̌(mδ) = hom(mδ, ǫ̌) and fδ(nǫ̌) = hom(δ, nǫ̌) for some m,n ∈ N.

So if (7.1) holds for the pair (δ, ǫ̌), then we have that fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌) and hom(δ, ǫ̌) = f̌δ(ǫ̌).
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Definition 7.2. We say that a pair (δ, ǫ̌) has the hom-fluent property if (7.1) holds. We say
that a pair (δ, ǫ̌) has the saturation property if hom(δ, ǫ̌) = 0 whenever hom(mδ, nǫ̌) = 0 for some
m,n ∈ N. We say a QP is hom-fluent (resp. saturated) if the hom-fluent (resp. saturation)
property holds for any pair (δ, ǫ̌).

The saturation property generalizes the ordinary saturation property for acyclic quivers [4]. The
saturation property seems weaker than the hom-fluent property. But the proof of [9, Theorem
2.22] shows that they are in fact equivalent. We conclude that

Proposition 7.3. The following are equivalent:

(1) fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌) = f̌δ(ǫ̌).
(2) The hom-fluent property holds for (δ, ǫ̌).
(3) The saturation property holds for (δ, ǫ̌).

Conjecture 7.4 (Saturation for nondegenerate QPs). Every nondegenerate Jacobi-finite QP is
saturated.

It is not hard to give a counterexample for degenerate QPs.

Corollary 7.5. Conjecture 5.22 implies both the saturation conjecture and the duality pairing
conjecture for nondegenerate QPs.

Proof. By the above discussion, it suffices to show that fǫ̌(δ) = hom(δ, ǫ̌) = f̌δ(ǫ̌) for any pair
(δ, ǫ). For any pair (δ, ǫ), we also consider the pair (τ−1ǫ, δ). By Conjecture 5.22, there is a
sequence of mutation µu such that (µu(τ

−1ǫ), µu(δ)) = (τ−1µu(ǫ), µu(δ)) is either hom-vanishing
or e-vanishing, which is equivalent to say (µu(ǫ), µu(δ)) is either ě-vanishing or hom-vanishing
by Lemma 2.4. If it is hom-vanishing, then we are done by Theorem 7.1. Otherwise, there it is
ě-vanishing and if working with the original pair (δ, ǫ) there is another sequence of mutation µ′

u

such that (µ′
u(ǫ), µ

′
u(δ)) is e-vanishing, and we are done as well by Theorem 7.1. �
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