ON INTERVAL DECOMPOSABILITY OF 2D PERSISTENCE MODULES

HIDETO ASASHIBA, MICKAEL BUCHET, EMERSON G. ESCOLAR, KEN NAKASHIMA,
AND MICHIO YOSHIWAKI

ABSTRACT. In the persistent homology of filtrations, the indecomposable decompositions
provide the persistence diagrams. However, in almost all cases of multidimensional persis-
tence, the classification of all indecomposable modules is known to be a wild problem. One
direction is to consider the subclass of interval-decomposable persistence modules, which
are direct sums of interval representations. We introduce the definition of pre-interval
representations, a more natural algebraic definition, and study the relationships between
pre-interval, interval, and indecomposable thin representations. We show that over the
“equioriented” commutative 2D grid, these concepts are equivalent. Moreover, we pro-
vide a criterion for determining whether or not an nD persistence module is interval/pre-
interval/thin-decomposable without having to explicitly compute decompositions. For 2D
persistence modules, we provide an algorithm together with a worst-case complexity anal-
ysis that uses the total number of intervals in an equioriented commutative 2D grid. We
also propose several heuristics to speed up the computation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the use of topological data analysis to understand the shape of data
has become popular, with persistent homology [18] as one of its leading tools. Persistent
homology is used to study the persistence — the lifetime — of topological features such
as holes, voids, etc, in a filtration — a one parameter increasing family of spaces. These
features are summarized in a persistence diagram, a compact descriptor of the birth and
death parameter values of the topological features. This is enabled by the algebraic result of
being able to decompose any 1D persistence module into intervals [10, 20]. The endpoints
of these intervals are precisely the birth and death values of topological features.

The focus on one parameter families is a limitation of the current theory. While there is
a need for practical tools applying the ideas of persistence to multiparametric data, multi-
dimensional persistence [11] is known to be difficult to apply practically and in full gener-
ality. More precisely, there does not exist a complete discrete invariant that captures all the
indecomposable modules in this setting. This is unlike the 1D case, where all indecom-
posables are guaranteed to be intervals and where the persistence diagram is a complete
descriptor. In terms of representation theory, this difficulty can be expressed by the fact
that the commutative nD grid is of wild type (see [13, Definition 6.4]) for n > 2 (and grid
large enough).

One way to avoid these difficulties is to consider persistence modules that decompose
into indecomposables contained in a restricted set. A promising candidate is the class of
interval-decomposable persistence modules, which decompose into the so-called interval
representations (see Definition 2.3). For example, the paper [14] provides a polynomial-
time algorithm for computing the bottleneck distance between two 2D interval-decomposable
persistence modules. The paper [5] studies stability for certain subclasses of interval-
decomposable modules.
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In this work, we focus not only on interval representations, but also study some other
related classes of indecomposable persistence modules. One reason is that the definition
of interval representations used in the literature [5, 6, 14] depends on a choice of bases and
seems to be overly restrictive. For example, being an interval representation is not closed
under isomorphisms. This is unsatisfying from an algebraic/category-theoretic point of
view. We review the definition of thin representations, introduce the new notion of pre-
interval representations, and study the relationship among thin, pre-interval, and interval
representations.

As one contribution of this work, we answer the following question in Section 3: Given
an nD persistence module, is there a way to determine, without explicitly computing its
indecomposable decomposition, whether or not it is (pre)interval-decomposable or thin-
decomposable? Given some set .# of indecomposable persistence modules, we provide in
Theorem 3.1 equivalent conditions for determining .’-decomposability. In the case that
< is a finite set, this translates into an implementable criterion.

In Section 4, we focus on the equioriented commutative 2D grid. It is clear that over a
1D grid (i.e. the quiver X,,, see Section 2), being a thin indecomposable is equivalent to
being isomorphic to an interval representation, since each indecomposable is isomorphic
to an interval [20], and conversely, interval representations are automatically thin and inde-
composable in general. In subsection 4.1, we show that this relationship holds also in the
equioriented commutative 2D grid: any thin indecomposable is isomorphic to an interval
representation. In subsection 4.2, we give examples for a non-equioriented commutative
2D grid and for an equioriented commutative 3D grid showing that this relationship does
not hold in general. Finally, we provide a count of the total number of intervals in an
equioriented commutative 2D grid in Theorem 4.11 by relating intervals in this setting to
the so-called parallelogram polyominos.

In Section 5, we provide a detailed algorithm (Algorithm 1) for determining interval-
decomposability, based on Theorem 3.1, and give its computational complexity. In par-
ticular, we give detailed descriptions of the computation of almost split sequences ending
at interval representations and of dimensions of homomorphism spaces, which are used to
compute multiplicities of interval summands. Furthermore, we propose several heuristics
to reduce the number of interval representations to be checked.

Related to the question of determining interval-decomposability, we note the follow-
ing results. Previous works [12, 8] show that a pointwise finite-dimensional persistence
module satisfies a certain local property called exactness if and only if it is rectangle-
decomposable. Rectangles are intervals, and thus this result gives a criterion for a restricted
class of interval-decomposables. Unfortunately, no such local criterion exists for interval-
decomposability [7]. We note that our criterion in Theorem 3.1 is not local, as it relies on
the computation of dimensions of certain homormophism spaces.

In their paper [15], Dey and Xin gave an algorithm to decompose a restricted class of
nD persistence modules M. Their algorithm proceeds on the assumption that the module is
“distinctly graded”. One formulation of this condition is that there exists a projective pre-
sentation P — Py — M — 0 of M with both Py and P; square—freel modules. Furthermore,
in version 5 of their arXiv preprint, they claim that their “algorithm can be applied to de-
termine whether a persistence module is interval decomposable” [15]. When the module is
not distinctly graded, one can arbitrarily fix an order on the grades. The number of possible
orders is finite, and they claim that at least one of those orders provide a full decomposition
of the module, and therefore it is enough to test all possible orders. However we argue that
this claim is erroneous. We provide a counter-example by giving an interval-decomposable
module M that is not distinctly graded and such that there exists no order on the grades that
leads to a full decomposition by applying their algorithm.

N square-free module is a direct sum of non-isomorphic indecomposables.
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2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Quivers and their representations. We use the language of the representation the-
ory of bound quivers. For more details, we refer the reader to the book [2], for example.
Let us recall some basic definitions.

A quiver is a quadruple Q = (Qo, 01,s,t) of sets Qp, Q1 and maps s,7: Q1 — Qp. If
we draw each @ € Q; as an arrow a: s(a) — t(a), then Q can be presented as a directed
graph. Then we call elements of Qg (resp. elements of Qy, s(a) and #(a)) vertices of Q
(resp. arrows of Q, the source of a and the target of a for each a € Q). Let n be a positive
integer. We denote by X” the quiver presented as the directed graph

1 2 n.

The quiver A, plays a central role in persistence theory.

A subquiver Q' of a quiver Q is a quiver Q' = (Q;, 0} ,s',t") such that O, C Qo, 0} C 01,
and s’ (a) = s(a), t'(a) =t(a) for all a € Q). A subquiver Q' is said to be full if it contains
all arrows of Q between all pairs of vertices in Q'.

A quiver morphism from a quiver Q to a quiver Q' is a pair (fy, f1) of maps fy: Qo — Q;,
and fi: Q1 — Q) such that fos = s'f1, fot =1'fi. A path from a vertex x to a vertex y
of length n (> 1) in Q is a sequence o, --- 0y of arrows o, ..., o, of O such that
s(oy) =x, t(aty) =y, and s(at;1) =1(ey) for all 1 <i<n—1. Here we call x and y the
source and the target of this path, respectively. Note that this can be viewed as a quiver
morphism f : A,y — Q, with (1) =xand f(n+1) = y.

Next, we give some definitions concerning convexity and connectedness in quivers.

Definition 2.1 ([2, p. 303], Convex subquiver). Let Q be a quiver. A full subquiver Q" of
Q is said to be convex in Q if and only if for all vertices x, y in Q), and for all paths p from
x toy in Q, all vertices of p are in O}, (and thus p is a path in Q).

Definition 2.2 (Connected). A quiver Q is said to be connected if it is connected as an
undirected graph, namely, if for each pair x,y of vertices of Q there exists a quiver W with
underlying graph of the form 1—2—---—n for some n (> 1) and a quiver morphism
f:+ W — Qsuchthat f(1) =x, f(n) =y.

We give the following definition of intervals in a quiver.

Definition 2.3 (Interval subquiver). Let Q be a quiver. An interval of Q is a convex and
connected subquiver of Q.

This definition is a generalization of the one [6, 14] for commutative grids used in
persistence theory. This in turn generalizes intervals of X,, in the usual sense: It is clear
that an interval subquiver of A » 1s a full subquiver containing all vertices i for b <i <d,
for some b < d € N. The interest in intervals comes mainly from the intuition about A n
in persistence theory: they form the building blocks of representations of A n, are simple
to describe (parameters b and d only), and have a useful interpretation as the births and
deaths of topological features.

Throughout this work, we let K be a field, and Q a quiver. Paths in Q are said to
be parallel if they have the same source and the same target. A relation is a K-linear
combination of parallel paths of length at least 2. In what follows, we need the concept of
bound quivers, which we denote by (Q,R) for a quiver Q with a set of relations R. First,
we define the following special set of relations.

Definition 2.4 (Full commutativity relations). Let Q be a quiver. The set of full commuta-
tivity relations of Q is

R={p1— p2 | p1,p> are parallel paths of length > 2 in Q}.
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Recall that a K-representation of Q is a family V = (V (x),V(@))xeg,,ac0,» Where V (x)
is a K-vector space for each vertex x, and V(&) : V(x) — V(y) is a K-linear map for each
arrow @ : x — y. For example, the zero representation is 0 = (0,0),c0,,ac0, -

A morphism f:V — W is a family (f;)xeg, of K-linear maps f; : V(x) — W(x) such
that W(a)fe = f,V(a) for each arrow o : x — y in Q1. A subrepresentation W of V
is a representation W = (W (x),W())re0,,aco, such that W(x) is a vector subspace of
V(x) for each x € Qg and the collection of inclusions W (x) — V(x) forms a morphism
W — V. The direct sum V & W of representations V = (V(x),V(&))xe0y,aco, and W =
(W (x),W(&))xeg,,aco, is the representation (V (x) @ W (x),V (o) W (&))regy,aco,- A
representation V' is indecomposable if V =V &V, implies V| = 0 or V, = 0. The dimension
of a representation V is defined to be dimV =}, . dimV (x). We call a representation V
finite-dimensional if dimV < oo.

A representation V of Q is said to be a representation of the bound quiver (Q,R) if V
satisfies the relations given by a set of relations R (i.e., if Y./, #;V (;) =0 forall Y7, ;; €
R with y; paths and #; € K, where V(1) =V (04,)--- V(o) for a path &t = o, -+~ a1). The
category of finite-dimensional K-representations of (Q,R) will be denoted by repg(Q,R).
In this work, we consider only finite-dimensional representations.

As an example, given 1 < b < d < n, the interval representation I[b,d] of Xn is the
representation

b-th d-th
I6,d:0—+-++—0—K —K—--— K —0— .- —0,

which has the vector space I[b,d](i) = K at the vertices i with b <i < d, and 0 elsewhere,
and where the maps between the neighboring vector spaces K are identity maps and zero
elsewhere. It is known that {I[b,d]},,,, gives a complete list of indecomposable rep-

resentations of A, up to isomorphisms (see [20]).

Definition 2.5 ([2, p. 93], Support). Let V € repg(Q,R). The support of V, denoted by
supp(V), is the full subquiver of Q consisting of the vertices x with V (x) # 0.

Continuing our example, the support suppl[b,d] of the interval representation I[b, d] is
clearly the full subquiver with vertices i for b <i < d, which is an interval subquiver of A n
in the sense of Definition 2.3.

Below, we define the equioriented grid by taking a product of A n. First, we give the
general definition of products of quivers.

Definition 2.6 (Products of quivers). Let Q = (Qo,Q1,s,t) and Q' = (Qj,0},5,1’) be
quivers.

e The Cartesian product Q x Q' is the quiver with the set of vertices Qp x Oy, and the

set of arrows {(x,d’), (a,x’) | x € Qo,x’ € Qfy,a € Q1,d’ € Q' }, where the sources and
targets are determined by

(a,x'): (x,x') — (3, %) ifa: x —y,
(x,d'): (e, x) = (x,y)ifd: X' — .

e The tensor product Q® Q' is the bound quiver Q x Q' with the commutativity relations
(a,y")(x,a") — (y,a')(a,x) forall arrows a: x — yin Qanda’: X' =y in Q.

Deﬁnltlon 2.7 (Equlorlented commutative grid). Let m,n be positive integers. The bound
quiver Gm n= = A m® A n, Which is the 2D grid of size m x n with all arrows in the same
direction and with full commutativity relations, is called the equioriented commutative grid
of size m X n.
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In this work, we use the convention of displaying Emy,, as a 2D grid with m columns
and n rows, with arrows pointing right or up. For example, G43 = A4 ® A3 is the quiver

e — 0 —H e — e

T 1T 7

e — e — 0 — o

[ N

e — 0 —H e — e

with full commutat1v1ty relatlons

Alternatively, Gm n= Am ® A,, = (Am X A,,,R) where R is the full commutativity re-

lations, can be understood _using the tensor product of path algebras. That is, we have
(Am @A, n) = KAm e KA as algebras, where the notation K(A ® A, ») is the quotient
K(A,u x Ap)/(R) of the path algebra by the two-sided ideal generated by R.

While not a focus of this paper we define the equioriented commutative nD grid of size
mp X my X ...Xm, as Gml 77777 my = Am1 ®...Q Amn Similarly, non-equioriented versions of
the commutative nD grid can be defined by taking the tensor product of A, -type quivers,
where for at least one i, the arrows in ith factor are not pointing in the same direction.

2.2. Representations of interest. Throughout this section, we let (Q, R) be a bound quiver.
We first start with the following straightforward definition.

Definition 2.8 (Thin representations). A representationV € repg (Q,R) is thin if dimg V (x) <
1 for each vertex x of Q.

Note that we do not require indecomposability for thin representations. If V' is thin and
indecomposable, we say that V is a thin indecomposable. Next, we provide our definition
of (pre-)interval representations of a general (bound) quiver.

Definition 2.9 (Interval and pre-interval representations).

(1) A representation V € repg (Q,R) is an interval representation if and only if
e (Thinness) it is thin, and
e (Interval support) its support supp(V) is an interval of Q, and
e (Identity over support) for all arrows o € supp(V), V() is an identity map.
Note that this definition is not stable under isomorphism (see Remark 2.10). Thus,
in this work, by interval representation we also mean “isomorphic to an interval
representation” if there is no risk of confusion.
(2) If, instead of the third condition (Identity), V satisfies the condition
e (Nonzero over support) for all arrows o € supp(V), V() is nonzero,
then V is said to be a pre-interval representation.

Recall that the support of a representation V is the full subquiver of vertices x with
V(x) # 0. Thus, the “identity/nonzero over support” conditions means that if V(x) and
V(y) are nonzero, then all arrows « : x — y have V() identity or nonzero, respectively.

Remark 2.10.

(1) The condition “identity over support” implies that V (x) and V(y) are equal as (one-
dimensional) vector spaces. This condition is not stable under isomorphisms. For
example, consider A, and its R-representations

V:R L3R andV': RLﬂRa

where f is the linear map determined by taking f(1) = a. Then, V 2V’ and are
both pre-interval. Clearly, V is interval, but V' is not. The one-dimensional vector
spaces R and Ra are not equal, only isomorphic.

(2) In Section 4.2 we give examples where the three classes (thin indecomposable, pre-
interval, isomorphic to an interval) are not equal.
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(3) Under thinness and interval support conditions, a representation V is isomorphic
to an interval representation if and only if there exist bases vy € V(x) for all x €
supp(V)p such that the following holds:

V(a)(vx) = vy for each arrow & : x — y in supp(V). 2.1

This condition will be used to show that a representation is isomorphic to an interval
representation.

(4) If the coefficient field is K = F,, then every pre-interval representation is isomor-
phic to an interval representation. We note that in topological data analysis it is
indeed common to choose the base field F,. Thus, it may seem that there is no need
to consider the pre-interval representations. However, we note the following two
reasons for considering fields other than ;.

First, homology over [F, does not capture topological torsion. Therefore, work-
ing with other fields provides more information. Second, decomposition of repre-
sentations over [, presents some deep algebraic complications, in the representation-
infinite setting. An intuition into these complications can be obtained by contrast-
ing the following two canonical forms arising in matrix decompositions. The Jor-
dan canonical form, available over algebraically closed fields, is relatively simple
compared to the rational canonical form, which involves irreducible polynomials in
general. In this setting, decomposition over an infinite field (the algebraic closure)
involves simpler summands.

We note that our definition generalizes the usual definition of intervals and interval
representations in the literature. For example, [5] and [6] defines intervals and interval
representations over posets in general, and [14] over the poset R” := (RU {0} )". It is clear
that, given a poset P, we can construct an acyclic quiver with full commutativity relations
(Q,R), and vice-versa, such that repg(Q,R) is equivalent to the category of pointwise
finite-dimensional K-linear representations of P.

Then, it can be checked that an interval @ # I C P in the sense of [5, 6] corresponds to a
nonempty interval / in the sense of our Definition 2.3. In this setting, convexity corresponds
to the condition that a,c € I and a < b < c implies b € I. On the other hand, connectedness
corresponds to the condition that for any a,c € I, there is a sequence a = xg,Xx1,...,X; =¢
in [ with x; and x;;.; comparable for all 0 <i < ¢ — 1. Similarly, given an interval J, the
interval module I/ as defined in Definition 2.1 of [6] is precisely an interval representation
in the sense of our Definition 2.9 with support J.

Lemma 2.11 (See also [6, Prop. 2.2]). LetV be a nonzero representation of (Q,R). If V is
an interval or pre-interval representation, then V is indecomposable.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Prop. 2.2 in [6]. If V is an interval or pre-
interval representation, then it is also thin, so without loss of generality, we assume that the
vector spaces of V are K or 0. Then, endomorphisms of V act at each vertex by multipli-
cation by some scalar. By commutativity requirements on endomorphisms together with
the “nonzero over support” condition, each pair of these scalars over vertices in the same
connected component are equal. Thus, by connectedness, End(V) = K, and hence V is
indecomposable. O

In general, we have the following hierarchy of these classes of indecomposable repre-
sentations:

{V|V 2 aninterval} C {V |V pre-interval} C {V |V thin indecomposable}.  (2.2)

Later, we shall show that for the equioriented commutative 2D grid, these three collections
are equal. We shall also provide examples of where the inclusions are strict in the general
case.
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Finally, we provide the following definitions concerning these special classes of inde-
composables.

Definition 2.12. Let (Q,R) be a bound quiver.

(1) A representation V € repg(Q,R) is said to be interval-decomposable (resp. pre-
interval-decomposable, thin-decomposable) if and only if each direct summand in
some indecomposable decomposition of V is an interval representation (resp. pre-
interval representation, thin representation).

(2) The bound quiver (Q,R) itself is said to be interval-finite (resp. pre-interval-finite,
thin-finite) if and only if the number of isomorphism classes of its interval represen-
tations (resp. pre-interval representations, thin indecomposables) is finite.

In the rest of this work, we consider only bound quivers (Q,R) such that KQ/(R) is a
finite-dimensional K-algebra. This holds, for example, if (R) is an admissible ideal, or if
Q is a finite acyclic quiver. With this assumption, we can use the Auslander-Reiten theory
needed for the next section. Furthermore, we fix a complete set .Z of representatives
of isomorphism classes of (finite-dimensional) indecomposable representations of (Q,R),
which we identify with the set of vertices of the Auslander-Reiten quiver of (Q,R). For
more details on the Auslander-Reiten theory, we refer the reader to the books [2, 3].

2.3. Decomposition theory. We consider only bound quivers (Q,R) such that KQ/(R)
is a finite-dimensional K-algebra. First recall the Krull-Schmidt Theorem, which can be
stated as follows.

Theorem 2.13 (Krull-Schmidt). For each representation M of (Q, R) there exists a unique
Sunction dy: L — Z>o such that M = @B, LML) Therefore for each pair M,N of
representations of (Q,R) we have M = N if and only if dyy = dy.

In this subsection, let us review decomposition theory [1, 17] which gives an algorithm
to compute the multiplicity dy (L) for all L € . by using Auslander-Reiten theory. For the
details of Auslander-Reiten theory, we refer the reader to [2, Chapter IV] or [3, Chapter
VI.

Here, we briefly provide the definitions required for Theorem 2.16 and its dual.

For a representation M recall that the sum of all simple submodules of M is called the
socle of M, denoted by socM, and that the intersection of the kernels of all homomor-
phisms from M to simple modules is called the radical of M, denoted by radM. We set
topM := M /rad M, and call it the fop of M. Note that top P of an indecomposable projec-
tive representation P and soc/ of an indecomposable injective representation / are simple.

Definition 2.14. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of representations of (Q,R).

(1) f is said to be left minimal (vesp. right minimal) if for any morphism & € End(Y)
(resp. h € End(X)) hf = f (resp. fh = f) implies that & is an automorphism.

(2) A non-section (resp. non-retraction) f is said to be left almost split (vesp. right
almost split) if for every non-section u: X — M (resp. non-retraction u: M — Y)
there is a morphism v: ¥ — M such that vf = u (resp. a morphism v: M — X such
that fv = u).

(3) f is called a source map (resp. sink map) if f is both left minimal and left almost
split (resp. right minimal and right almost split).

A short exact sequence 0 — X i> Y £ Z = 0 is an almost split sequence if f is a

source map and g is a sink map. Source maps and sink maps from every indecomposable
representation is given as follows, which is a fundamental theorem in Auslander-Reiten
theory:

Theorem 2.15. Let L be an indecomposable representation of (Q,R), f: L — U a source
map and g: V — L a sink map. Then
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(1) IfL is injective, then f is given by the composite of the canonical epimorphism L —
L/ socL followed by an isomorphism L/ socL — U. In particular, U = L/socL =:
LE.

(2) If L is not injective, then f is given by the composite of a. followed by an isomor-
phism [E — U, where

05L%,E5 1050

is an almost split sequence. In particular, U = | E

(3) If L is projective, then g is given by the composite of an isomorphism V — radL
followed by the inclusion map radL — L. In particular, V = radL =: EJ.

(4) If N is not projective, then g is given by the composite of an isomorphism'V — Ej,
Sollowed by B, where

0L %E P o

is an almost split sequence. In particular, V = EJ.
Here, T := DTr,7! := TrD, where Tr denotes the transpose (see [2, Chapter IV.2]).

For each indecomposable representation L of (Q,R) we can decompose E and EJ, as
LE = @ xeX) g = @ x (bL(X))
XeJr XeKy,

for a unique subset Jy, (resp. K1) of . and a unique functionay : J — Z~¢ (resp. by : K —
Z~0). Recall that L is injective if and only if 7~ 1L =0 (dual version of 3, Prop. IV.1.10(b)]),
and that L is projective if and only if 7L = 0.

Theorem 2.16 ([1, Thm. 3], [17, Cor. 2.3]). Let M € repg (Q,R) and L € £. Then dy (L)
is computed by the following four formulae:

dy (L) = dimHom(L,M) — dimHom(.E, M) 4+ dimHom(t 'L, M), (2.3)
dy(L) = dimHom(L,M) — Y ay(X)dimHom(X,M) +dimHom(t™'L,M),  (2.4)
XeJp,
dy (L) = dimHom(M,tL) — dimHom(M, E; ) + dimHom(M, L), (2.5)
dy (L) = dimHom(M, tL) — Z br(X)dimHom(M,X) + dimHom(M,L). (2.6)
XeKy,

For an indecomposable representation X of (Q,R) the function
sx :=dimHom(X,-): rep(Q,R) = Z>9, M — dimHom(X,M)
is called the starting function from X. Dually,
tx :=dimHom(-,X): rep(Q,R) = Z>p, M +— dimHom(M,X)

is called the stopping function to X. Using these, the formulae (2.4) and (2.6) have the
following forms:

dy (L) = Y a(X)sx (M) +s.-1,(M). 2.7
XeJp
dy(L) = tr.(M) — Y br(X)ix (M) +1.(M). (2.8)
XeKy,

Note that the value of sx(M) (or tx(M)) can be computed as the rank of some matrix
defined by M for each X (see [1] for details).

For completeness we added the dual versions (2.5) and (2.6), which were not presented
in [1, Thm. 3]. Later we will use formula (2.5) to examine the computational complexity
of our algorithm for determining interval-decomposability.
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3. DETERMINING .-DECOMPOSABILITY

To state our theorem, we first generalize the idea of interval-decomposability and thin-
decomposability in the following way. Let . be a subset of the chosen complete set
Z of representatives of isomorphism classes of indecomposable representations. Then,
M € rep(Q,R) is said to be .7-decomposable if and only if M = @, L"), In this
section, we use the decomposition theory to determine whether or not a given persistence
module is .’-decomposable, provided .7 is finite.

Theorem 3.1. Let . be a subset of £, and M € rep(Q,R). Then the following are equiv-
alent.

(1) M is #-decomposable;

(2) dimM = Y dy(L)dimL;
Les

(3) dmM+ Y Y ar(X)sx(M)dimL= Y (sp(M)+s,1,(M))dimL;
LesXel, Les

(4) dimM+ Y Y b(X)tx(M)dimL= Y (t;.(M)+1t,(M))dimL.
Le./ XeK], Les

Proof. The isomorphism M = ( @ LM (L)> & @ LMD | shows that
Les LeZ\S

dimM = Y dy(L)dimL+ Y dy(L)dimL
Le.S Le#\S

Then we have equivalences (1) < @rc o\ » L) =0 & Yieor\wdu(L)dimL =0 <
(2). The equivalences (2) < (3) < (4) follow from Equations (2.7) and (2.8). (I

In the case that .% is finite, Theorem 3.1 gives us a criterion to determine the .-
decomposability of a given M € rep(Q,R). In particular, we only need to consider a finite
number of values dy(X) for X € . and then compare dimM with Y yc o dy(X)dimX.
If these values are equal, then the given M € rep(Q,R) is .#-decomposable by the im-
plication (2) = (1). The formula (3) gives a criterion for M to be .¥-decomposable by
using the function dim and the values sx (M) of starting functions from indecomposable
representations X € .U (Upe.o J1), on which the computation of dy(L) depends.

Thus, it is important to determine whether or not a particular bound quiver is thin-
finite or (pre-)interval-finite. In Section 4, we study the equioriented commutative 2D grid.
Here, we give the following trivial observations of some settings where the criterion given
by Theorem 3.1 can be immediately applied.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q be a finite (bound) quiver, and K a finite field. Then Q is thin-finite.

Proof. Consider the number of possible thin representations of Q. Since Q has a finite
number of arrows, and over each arrow, a thin representation V can only have (up to iso-
morphism) f : K — K or K — 0 or 0 — K, where there are only a finite number of possi-
bilities for f € Hom(K, K) = K°P. Thus the number of possible thin representations (up to
isomorphism) of Q is finite. (|

Note that because of the hierarchy in Ineq. (2.2), thin-finiteness implies pre-interval-
finiteness. For finite quivers, interval-finiteness is automatic, as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 3.3. Let Q be a finite (bound) quiver. Then Q is interval-finite.

Proof. This follows by a similar counting argument for interval representations V' as in the
previous lemma, but this time the only possibility for f : K — K is the identity since V is
an interval representation. Note that K being a finite field is not required. (|
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4. EQUIORIENTED COMMUTATIVE 2D GRID

In this section, we focus our attention on the equioriented commutative 2D grid Gy, .
We show that each thin indecomposable of G, , is isomorphic to an interval representation
and enumerate all interval representations of G, ;.

4.1. 2D thin indecomposables are interval representations. First, let us show that in-
terval subquivers of am,n can only have a “staircase” shape. To make this more precise,
we define the following.

Let m and n be fixed positive integers, and let I, , be the set of all nonempty interval
subquivers of gm,n. For 1 < j <n, aslice at row j is a pair of numbers 1 <b; <d; <m,
denoted [bj,d;]j. For 1 <s <t <n, a staircase from s to t is a set of slices [b;,d;]; for
s<j<tsuchthatbj | <b;<dj. <djforany je {s,...,t —1}. To make explicit the
constants m and n, we say that such a set of slices is a staircase of Em’,,.

Proposition 4.1. Let ]I;n,n be the set of all staircases of Em,n. There exists a bijection
between Iy, and I, .

Proof. We construct a set bijection f : I, , — ]I;n,n together with its inverse .
For each interval subquiver I € I, ,, we define f(I) to be the set of slices f(I) =
{[bj,d;j]j| s < j<t} fromstor, where

s=min{j | (i,j) € I for some i} and t = max{j| (i,j) € I for some i}
and fors < j <1,
bj=min{i| (i,j) € I} and d; = max{i| (i, ) € I}.

Note that since I is nonempty, 1 < s <t < n. Then, for each j with s < j <, the set
{i| (i,j) € I} is nonempty by the connectedness condition, and thus 1 < b; < d; < m.
Similarly, b; < d;; follows from the connectedness of 1.

The correctness of conditions b1 < b; and d;| < d; follows from the convexity of
1. To see this, suppose to the contrary that b;| > b;. Then, we have a path (b}, j) to
(bj,j+1) to (bjy1,j+ 1) with both endpoints in 7, but (b;, j+ 1) is not in I since b; <
bjr1 =min{i | (i,j+ 1) € I}. This contradicts convexity. A similar argument shows that
dj1 < d;. The above arguments show that f(I) is indeed a staircase.

In the opposite direction, given a staircase I’ = {[b;,d;]; | s < j <t} from s to ¢, we
define f~!(I') to be the full subquiver with vertices

{(L)) |s<j<t,bj<i<dj}.
It is clear that f and f~! are inverses of each other. O

In general, for a representation V € repx (Q,R) with #Q = n, the dimension vector of
V is defined to be

dimV := (dimg V (x))xeg, € Z".

When we display dimension vectors, we position the numbers dimg V (x) corresponding to
the position where each vertex x € Qg is graphically displayed (see Example 4.2). By defi-
nition, each interval representation M of 6,,,{,, can be uniquely expressed by its dimension
vector, since it is uniquely determined by its support.

By Proposition 4.1, we identify interval subquivers of Em’” with staircases of 6,,1,,,.
Thus, we shall also denote an interval by writing it as a set of slices {[b;,d;]; | s < j <t},
as a staircase from s to #. We can visualize the correspondence f : I, , — I, , in the proof
of Proposition 4.1 using the dimension vector notation and staircase notation. Below, we
illustrate some examples under this correspondence for 66’4.
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Example 4.2. The following are examples of intervals in 56,4.

i o
001110 H{[5,6]1,[3,5]2,[3,4]3,[2,4]4}, 001110 H{[3,5]2,[2,4]3}
000011 000000

Using this staircase shape, we are able to prove the following

Lemma 4.3. Let m,n be positive integers. Any pre-interval representation of Gy, ,, is iso-
morphic to an interval representation.

Proof. Let V be a pre-interval representation of Emy,, =4, m® A, »- Then supp(V) is an in-
terval by definition, and thus a staircase by Proposition 4.1. Set B to be the quiver supp(V)
with full commutativity relations in it. Then V is regarded as a representation of B.

Let B’ be the bound quiver obtained from supp(V) by flipping all of its vertical arrows,
together with the full commutativity relations. Thus the quiver of B is a subquiver of
Ap® (X )°P. Then by replacing all maps of V associated to the vertical arrows in supp(V)
(which are nonzero by definition) by their inverses, we obtain a representation V' of the
bound quiver B'. To see that the commutative relations in B’ are satisfied by V', we note
that the left square below is a commutative diagram of nonzero linear maps if and only if
the right one is:

aj aj
K——K K——K
blT by b]ll/ lzl
K——K K—K

az ap ’

because a;b| = ba; is equivalent to b;lal = azbfl.
We illustrate the construction with the following example, showing the quiver of B and
B', respectively:

] ||

O——> 0 —> 0

|
|

o

o
O=<—O0=<—0
O<——O0O=<—0

O —>20
O<——0

—_— 0 ——— —_— 0 ——

We view V' as a representation of B and not of A, ® (X,,)Op. So for example, there is no
problem with the upper right portion of the quiver of B’ in Diagram (4.1) not satisfying a
zero relation.

In general, let x be the upper left corner of the quiver of B’, and take a nonzero element
vy of K =V’(x). For each vertex y of B’ there exists a path i from x to y in the quiver of B/,
because supp(V) has a staircase shape. Take vy := V'(1)vy as the basis of V/(y). Since B' is
defined by the full commutativity relations, vy, does not depend on the choice of y. In this
way we can find bases v, of V/(y) for all vertices y in supp(V’) that satisfy Condition (2.1)
in Remark 2.10. Now v, are also bases of V(y) = V/(y) for all y € supp(V)o and satisfy
Condition (2.1) for V. Thus V is isomorphic to an interval representation. O

Finally, we prove the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.4. Let m,n be positive integers. Let M be a thin indecomposable representation
of the commutative grid Gy, , = (Q,R). Then M is isomorphic to an interval representation.

Proof. The proof will be done by contradiction and in two steps. First we show that any
thin indecomposable representation that is not a pre-interval should have two non-zeros
vector spaces with a path containing a zero map between them. Then we will show that



12 H. ASASHIBA, M. BUCHET, E.G. ESCOLAR, K. NAKASHIMA, AND M. YOSHIWAKI

this implies that the representation is decomposable. Lemma 4.3 will then allow us to
conclude.

Assume by contradiction that M is a thin indecomposable that is not a pre-interval repre-
sentation. As M is an indecomposable representation, its support is connected. Therefore,
either the convexity condition on the support of M fails, or the nonzero maps on support
condition fails. In the first case, there exist vertices x,y,z € Qp such that there is a path
from x to y to z, and M(x) # 0, M(y) = 0 and M(z) # 0. In the second case, there exists an
arrow @ : x — z in Q with M(x) # 0, M(z) # 0 and M (o) = 0.

In either case, we have a path p from x to z with M(x) # 0 and M(z) # 0 such that p
contains an arrow @ with M(a) = 0.

Let us consider the representation M on a square with one corner at (i, j) € Qp in the
grid:

M(i,j+1) —— M(i4+1,j+1)

J T 4.2)

M(i,j) —"— M(i+1,))
where the maps are the values of the representation M on the arrows (for example, r =
M(B) where B is the arrow B : (i+1,j) — (i+ 1,4 1)). By full commutativity, the two
paths (compositions of maps) from M(i, j) to M(i+ 1, j+ 1) are equal: rb = tl. Since the
vector spaces have dimension at most 1 as M is thin, we can conclude the following. If at
least one map is zero on one of these paths, then there is a zero map on the other path.

‘We use the above observation to build a line L intersecting only zero maps in M across
the grid that separates M. We start with the arrow o with M(a) = 0 found previously and
inductively build this line using the following observation. At each square of the grid, at
least one of the following patterns is possible:

M(c) — M(d)  M(c) — M(d)  M(c) > M(d)  M(c) == M(d)

M(a) = M(b)  M(a) — M(b)  M(a) —» M(b)  M(a) — M(b) (4.3

where in each pattern, the line (colored red) intersects a pair of arrows B, 3, where
M(B1) =0 and M(B,) = 0. Note that if more maps are zero, we simply ignore them
and choose to extend our line using only one of the four given patterns.

As we are working over a finite 2D grid, this line cannot create a circle. Therefore it goes
from one boundary of the grid to another, and divides the grid into two regions with vertices
we denote by V; and V,, for “left/bottom” and “right/top”, respectively. Furthermore, both
regions are non-trivial: by construction, x € V; and z € V, with M(x) # 0 and M(z) # 0
since the arrow o was found as part of a path from vertex x to z with those properties.

Let Oy = (V;,E(Vy)) and Q, = (V;, E(V;)) be the full subquivers generated by V; and V,
respectively, and let £ (L) be the set of the arrows intersecting the line L constructed above.
Then, the grid is partitioned as Gy, = (Qo, Q1) = (V, UV, E(V;) LE(L) UE(V;)). To see
this, we note that by construction E(V;) and E(V,) are disjoint. Furthermore, E(L) is by
definition the arrows going from a vertex of V; to V., and is disjoint from E(V;) and E(V,.).
Finally, each arrow on the grid is in one of these three sets. In Figure 1, we illustrate this
partitioning.

Consider representations My and M, obtained by setting M to be zero outside of Oy and
0, respectively. The support of M, is included in Q. Note that by construction the arrows
exiting Qy are exactly the arrows E (L), which all support a zero map in M. Hence My is a
subrepresentation of M. Clearly, M, is a subrepresentation of M since there are no arrows
exiting Q,. Furthermore, as M restricted to E(L) is 0, we conclude that M = M, ® M,..
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L ‘ b4

| Qr

Oy

R

FIGURE 1. Starting with the detected path p (thick line) from x to z with
M (x) and M(z) nonzero, we find an arrow o with M(a) = 0. This region
of zeros propagates to the red line L, which divides M into two.

By the fact that M;(x) # 0 and M,(z) # 0, it follows that the decomposition above is
nontrivial, and thus M is decomposable, a contradiction. Therefore M is a pre-interval

representation, and Lemma 4.3 implies that M is isomorphic to an interval representation.
d

4.2. Interesting examples. In this subsection, we give some interesting examples of where
a thin indecomposable may not be isomorphic to an interval representation.

Over the equioriented commutative 3D grid, we provide the following example. Let 4
be any element of K, and define

This, and higher-dimensional versions of this indecomposable were studied in the paper
[9], where topological realizations were also given for A = 0. It is easy to see that M (1)
is indecomposable, and for any A # u € K, M(A) % M(u). Furthermore, M(A) is thin.
However, if 1 # 1, M(A) is not an interval representation, and is not isomorphic to one.
Moreover M(0) is not a pre-interval representation and is not isomorphic to one but is still
a thin indecomposable.

Next, if the arrows are not oriented in the same direction, some thin indecomposables
may not be interval representations. An example is the representation

K« kx-1.k

l
;

N

“4.4)

+—— 0 ——

N— N
=

>

AT
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of a non-equioriented commutative 2D grid, where A is not 1. If A is not 0 and not 1, this
also gives an example of a pre-interval representation that is not an interval representation
(and not isomorphic to one).

The above are variations on the same theme: we have an example of a thin indecompos-
able that is not pre-interval representation (when A = 0), and an example of a pre-interval
representation that is not isomorphic to an interval representation (when A is not 0 nor 1).
Hence we have strict inclusions in the hierarchy of Ineq. (2.2).

Next, let us provide an example of a bound quiver (Q,R) where pre-interval represen-
tations are always isomorphic to an interval representation, but thin indecomposables are
not always pre-interval representations. Consider the quiver

is an example of a thin indecomposable representation of (Q,R) that is not a pre-interval
representation.

Now suppose that V € repg(Q,R) is a pre-interval representation. In the case that V
is a simple representation, it is automatically an interval representation. Otherwise, V is
isomorphic to some

Then, the relations R imply that fg — fgfg =0and gf — gfgf = 0. Together with the fact
that f and g are nonzero because V is a pre-interval representation, we see that f and g are
mutually-inverse isomorphisms. Thus, V is isomorphic to

which is an interval representation.

4.3. Listing all 2D intervals. By definition, an interval representation can be uniquely
identified with its support, an interval subquiver. Recall that L,, ,, is the set of all nonempty
interval subquivers of the equioriented commutative 2D grid Em »- In this subsection, we
count the elements of I,,, ,. Recall that by Proposition 4.1, we identify interval subquivers
of Gm,, with staircases of Gm 2, and denote an interval by writing it as a set of slices
{[bj,d;]j | s < j <t} as astaircase from s to 7.

Definition 4.5 (Size of interval). Foraninterval I = {[b;,d;]; | s < j <t} (a staircase from
s to t), we define the size of I as follows.
Size(I) = (dy — by + 1,6 —s+ 1) € Z*
Moreover, for each (w, k) € {1,...,m} x {1,...,n}, we set
Fun(w,h) ={I €L, | Size(I) = (w,h)} and
R(w,h) ={I €1, | Size(I) = (w,h)} = F, ,(w,h)
While both sets contains staircases of the same size (w,h), thi underlying 2D commuta-

tive grid is different. The set F, ,(w,h) considers staircases in Gy, ,, but R(w,h) considers
only staircases from G, that are of maximum size.
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Example 4.6. If (m,n) = (3,3), then
Rae.2) = {(110). (011) . (110)
R0 0000/ 7 \00
110y 011\ /000y /0
(010),(001),(110), 0
000/ 1000/ " \010/ " \0

It is clear that the elements of F, ,(w,h) can be listed by shifting each element of
R(w,h), and thus

000 100 010 000 000
(1) (29) - (888) - (199) - (819).
M} ana k2.2) = (1. (9. G-
#Fpn(w,h) = (m—w+1)(n—h+ 1)#R(w,h).

Moreover, the cardinality of the set of all intervals L, , can thus be obtained by counting
intervals of all possible sizes:

#lnp = i i #Fnn(w,h) = i i (m—w+1)(n—h+ D#R(w,h). 4.5)
w=1h=1 w=1h=1

Thus, to calculate #I,, ,, it is enough to calculate the numbers #R(w, ). Next we give
an explicit form for the value of #R(w, k), by relating it to a well-known concept in combi-
natorics.

Definition 4.7 (Parallelogram polyomino). A parallelogram polyomino having a w X h
bounding box is a polyomino contained in a rectangle consisting of wh cells and formed
by cutting out, from this rectangle, two (possibly empty) non-touching Young diagrams
with corners at (0,0) and (w, h).

Equivalently, a parallelogram polyomino with a w X & bounding box is a pair of lattice
non-increasing paths P, Q from (0, /) to (w,0) so that P lies entirely above Q, and P and Q
intersect only at (0, %) and (w,0). In the definition above, £ is taken to be the height and w
the width. An example of a parallelogram polyomino having a 6 x 4 bounding box is given
below.

(0,4) (6,4)

(0,0) (6,0)

By interpreting staircases I € Il,, ;, as the filled-in boxes on the lattice (not the grid lines!),
it is clear that staircases in R(w,h) are in one to one correspondence with parallelogram
polyominoes with a w x h bounding box. The example above is identified to a staircase in
the following way.

o {[1,2]a,

[173]33

1 [374]27

[476]1}

a parallelogram polyomino a staircase
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Lemma 4.8. There is a bijection between R(w, h) and the set of parallelogram polyominoes
with w X h bounding box.

Definition 4.9 (Narayana number). For each pair of integers 1 < b < a, the Narayana
number N(a,b) is defined by using binomial coefficients as follows.

en=3(9)00)

Narayana numbers are closely related with counting problems of parallelogram poly-
ominoes. Especially, the following fact is well known. For example, see [4].

Proposition 4.10. The number of parallelogram polyominoes having an w X h bounding
box is exactly N(h+w — 1,h).

Hence we obtain the following formulas.

Theorem 4.11. Let m, n be positive integers. Then:

1 h+w—1\ (h+w—1
#R(w,h)ZN(h-l-W—]ah):m( h—1 )( w—1 )

and

#Hm,nwilil (mv(vh++1v)v(i])h+1) (hj;rl— 1) <h—|v;vi;1>

Proof. We use Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.10 and note that

h+w—1\  [h4+w—1
h L w1
to obtain the first formula, and second formula follows from Equation (4.5). [l

In particular, for an equioriented commutative 2D grid of size m x 2 (an equioriented
commutative ladder [19]), we obtain the following formula.

Corollary 4.12. For eachm € N, we have

#lyo = 21—4m(m+ 1)(m? 4 5m +30).
Remark 4.13. We can apply Theorem 3.1 to a given representation M of gmy,, in order
to determine whether or not it is interval-decomposable. Then, Theorem 4.11 gives the
cardinality of the set . of intervals over which we need to compute multiplicities. This
cardinality is a large number. To mitigate this, we may replace the original quiver Emy,, by
the smallest equioriented commutative 2D-grid containing the support of M.

5. ALGORITHMS AND COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY

In this section, we provide a detailed algorithm for determining interval-decomposability,
based on Theorem 3.1. In the final subsection, we also give a remark concerning the use of
the decomposition algorithm given in [15], for computing interval-decomposability. Here,
we let @ < 2.373 be the matrix multiplication exponent [16, 23].

Given a 2D persistence module M in Q = Emy,,, the following procedure can be used to
determine whether or not M is interval-decomposable.
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Algorithm 1 Algorithm for determining interval-decomposability of M

function ISINTERVALDECOMPOSABLE(M)

1:

2 dimVecRemaining - dimM

3 forx=mm—1,...,1do

4 fory=1,2,...,ndo

5: if dimVecRemainingx’y =0 then

6 continue

7 end if

8 for L € GETCANDIDATES(x,y) do
9: dy (L) < MULTIPLICITY(M, L)
10: dimVecRemaining < dimVecRemaining - dys(L)dim L
11 if dimVecRemaining, , = O then
12: break

13: end if

14: end for

15: if dimVecRemainingx,y > 0 then

16: return False

17: end if

18: end for

19: end for
20: return True

21: end function

Let us first give an overview of Algorithm 1. We initialize dimVecRemaining, which
holds the dimensions of vector spaces yet unprocessed by the algorithm. In particular, we
let dimVecRemaining, , hold the dimension at (x,y) i.e. column x and row y counting from

the bottom. For example, below is the underlying quiver of 6473 which has 4 columns and
3 rows. For clarity, the (x,y) coordinates of the corner points are labelled.

(1,3)e — o — o — o(4,3)

— o —
l
oo — o
l
e—>e— e
l
— o —

(I,1)e —

)

— o — o(4,1)

The main action happens in Line 10, where we decrement dimVecRemaining by the
dimension vector of some interval L multiplied by its multiplicity das(L) in M. Ignoring
for a moment all the places where the algorithm can terminate early, if we simply iterate
through all intervals L of the grid Em’”, then by Theorem 3.1 M is interval-decomposable
if and only if dimVecRemaining, , is O for all (x,), at the end of the algorithm.

Algorithm 1 orders the processing of the intervals L so that there is a possibility of stop-
ping early. In particular, we order the intervals by their lower-right corners (x,y), in order of
decreasing x and increasing y (the two outer for-loops in Algorithm 1). The procedure GET-
CANDIDATES(x,y) (in Algorithm 2), generates the intervals with lower-right corner given
by (x,y). If, after processing all such candidates for some fixed lower-right corner (x,y),
dimVecRemaining, , is nonzero, then we know that M cannot be interval-decomposable.
Indeed, the way we iterate over all possible lower-right corners ensures that once we finish
processing (x,y), the value of dimVecRemaining, , can no longer change.
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Algorithm 2 Intervals in Q with lower-right corner dy =x and s =y

1: function GETCANDIDATES(x, )

2 Set an empty list .Z.

3: forb=1,...,xdo

4: Add the interval { [b,x],} of height 1 to the end of list £

5: end for

6 for k=0,...,length((¥)—1do

7 Read the interval £ [k]:

(assume that it is the interval from s to ¢ given by { [b;,d;]; | s < j <t})

8: if ¢ is equal to the height of O then

9: continue
10: end if
11: for b1 =1,....b; and d; 1| = by, ...,d; do
12: Add the interval {[b;,d;]; | s < j <1+ 1} to the end of list .Z.
13: end for
14: end for
15: return .

16: end function

Next, let us explain the details of GETCANDIDATES(x,y) as presented in Algorithm 2.
Recall that we use the following notation for a staircase (an interval, by Proposition 4.1).
For 1 < j <n, a slice at row j is a pair of numbers 1 < b; < d; < m, denoted [b;,d,];.
For 1 <s <t <n, a staircase from s to ¢t is a set of slices [b;,d;]; for s < j <t such
that bj, | <b; <djy <djforany j e {s,...,t —1}. In Algorithm 2, we enumerate the
candidate intervals with the coordinate of the “lower-right” corner fixed as dy =x and s = y.
Starting with the lower-right corner, we progressively build up taller and taller intervals.

Next, we also write down Algorithm 3 for computing the multiplicity, to be used in
Line 10 of Algorithm 1. The correctness of Algorithm 3 follows from formula (2.5) of
Theorem 2.16. The major components of Algorithm 3 are the computation of the terms of
almost split sequences ending at nonprojective intervals, which we provide as the function
ALMOSTSPLITSEQUENCETERMS (Algorithm 4), and the computation of dimHom(M, —).

Algorithm 3 Computation of the multiplicity dys(L) for L an interval

Require: L interval
1: function MULTIPLICITY(M, L)
2 if L is projective then
3 tL, E;, <0, radL
4 else
5: TL, Ep <~ ALMOSTSPLITSEQUENCETERMS(L)
6: end if
7 du(L) < dimHom(M,tL) — dimHom(M, Er) + dimHom(M, L)
8: return dy (L)
9: end function

We devote the next few pages to the discussion of Algorithm 4.

Proposition 5.1 (Section 3.2 of [21]). Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. Then given a
non-projective indecomposable A-module Z with Ends(Z) = K, Algorithm 4 computes an

almost split sequence 0 — X i> Ez % Z —0inline 6.

Proof. See Section 3.2 of [21]. O
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Algorithm 4 Almost split sequence ending at Z nonprojective with End4 (Z) = K

Require: Z nonprojective indecomposable with Ends (Z) = K
1: function ALMOSTSPLITSEQUENCETERMS(Z)
2: Compute a minimal projective presentation: Py f—‘) P5Z-0
3: Apply the Nakayama functor v := D o Homgy (-,A) to obtain VP, ALIN vPy
4: Compute tZ := Ker(vf)
5: Compute 6z: Z = topZ LS topZ — top Py = soc VPy,
where S is a simple direct summand of topZ
6: Compute the middle term Ez via pullback

0 x—! g, % .7
I
0 (74 VP v VPF,.

7: return 77, Ez
8: end function

In Algorithm 4, we use the following basic concepts. We recall that D is the K-
dual given by D(—) := Homg(—,K) : modA — modA°P, and that v := D o Homy(-,A) :
modA — modA is the Nakayama functor. See [2, Chap. II1.2] for more details.

We note that Section 3.2 of [21] in fact provides the procedure for any non-projective
indecomposable module Z. Here, we restrict our attention to Z with EndZ = K since all
interval representations Z satisfy this condition, and this simplifies the choice of S in Line 5
(in general another condition needs to be imposed on S).

Below, we go through the steps of Algorithm 4 given an interval representation Z = Vg,
and analyze its complexity. Furthermore, this restriction to intervals simplifies some of the
computation, as we can provide explicit forms for minimal projective presentation and the
map Vfi.

(Line 2 of Algorithm 4). Let V7 be the interval representation associated with the interval
subquiver L = {[b;,d,]j | s < j <t}. Below, we explain the computation of a minimal

projective presentation Pj ﬂ) PS5V, —0.

First, let us review some basic concepts. Recall that Emy,, can be regarded as a subposet
of Z x Z by the order

(x1,31) < (x2,32) <= x1 <xandy; <y,

for any vertices (x1,y1), (x2,y2) of Emy,,.
For any pair of two vertices a = (x1,y;) and b = (x2,y2) of Gy, we denote their join
(resp. meet) by aV b (resp. a A b). These always exist in G, , and are given by

aV b= (max(xj,x;),max(y;,y2)) and a Ab = (min(x,x;), min(y;,y2)).

For each interval L, we fix the representation V;,, isomorphic to an interval representation
associated to L, by the following. We define

| Ka iface€ Ly,
Vila) = { 0  otherwise.

That is, for each a € Ly, we set Vi (a) to be the K-vector space of multiples of the vertex a
itself (with a as fixed basis). For each arrow ¢¢: @ — bin L, the map Vi (@) : Vi(a) — V(D)
is defined by Aa +— Ab forall A € K.

We recall fundamental facts on representations of quivers and modules over algebras by
specializing to our case. Set A := Kém,,,, and J to be the ideal of A generated by all arrows
in Em’n. It is well-known that J becomes the Jacobson radical of A. For each a,b € (Emy,,)o
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we denote by p, ;, the element of the algebra A represented by a path from b to a, and we set
€4 := paq. Note that p, ; is uniquely determined by a and b because Emy,, has the full com-
mutativity relations. Then there exists a well-known equivalence between the category of
representations of 6,,1,,, and the category of (left) A-modules, sending each representation V
0 D e (Glo V(1) with the A-action defined by V(o) for all @ € (Emy,,) |, @ quasi-inverse
of which sends each A-module M to the representation (e,M, A) . (G0t ( G where

Ag denotes the left multiplication by o. By this equivalence we often identify representa-
tions of G, , with their corresponding (left) A-modules.
The sets

o {P(a):=Ae,|ac (Emv”.)f)}

o {S(a):=Aeys/Jes|ac (G,n,,,)o}.»

o {I(a):=VvP(a)=D(esA)|ac (Gmn)o}
respectively form complete sets of representatives of indecomposable projective, simple,
and indecomposable injective A-modules. Note that {e, +Jea}, {pra | a < x}, {Pax
a > x} form bases of S(a), P(a), and e,A. Set {p; | a > x} to be the basis of I(a) dual

to {pax | a > x}. We now give explicit forms for P(a),S(a),I(a) for all a € (Em,n)o as

—

representations. It is clear that (suppS(a))o = {a}, (suppP(a))o = {x € (Gmn)o | a < x},

—

and (suppl(a))o = {x € (Gmn)o | @ > x}. Then as is easily verified, the bijections between
bases

eat+Jeg—=a, pyarx, pZ!x =X

define isomorphisms

S(@) = Vi P(@) = Vie@pmolacer 1@ = Vi Goolazay (5.1)

—

respectively by which we identify them. Thus all of S(a),P(a),I(a) (a € (Gmn)o) are
interval representations, and we fix bases for their vector spaces by these identifications.
Recall that for each left A-module M, right A-module N and each a € (Em’”)o we have
isomorphisms
eqM — Homy (P(a),M), mw pp,

5.2
Ne, — Homy(e;,A,N), n— Ay, (5-2)

where p,, is the right multiplication by m, and A, is the left multiplication by n, that is,
Pm(x) :=xm (x € P(a)), and A,(x) := nx (x € e,A). Note that p,, , : P(a) =Ae, — P(b) =
Aey, is sent by Homy (—,A) to 4, ,: epA — e,A after identification using the first isomor-
phism in Eq. (5.2) with M = A. Applying the K-dual D, we obtain

V(Ppa,) = D(Ap,,): 1(a) = 1(b) (5.3)

where v(—) := DHom(—,A) is the Nakayama functor.
We also have
Homy (M, I(a)) =2 D(e,M) 5.4

—

forall a € (Gyn)o. Indeed,

D(eaM) D(M)e, = Homy (e A, D(M))

Homy (DD(M),D(e,A)) = Homy (M, I(a)).

1111

where the second isormorphism follows by the second isomorphism in Eq. (5.2) with N =
D(M), and the third isomorphism follows since D is a duality. Alternatively, this follows
immediately by tensor-hom adjunction:

D(eaM) 2 Homg (e,A @4 M, K)
=~ Homy (M, Homg (e,A,K)) = Homy (M, I(a)).
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In particular, substituting M = P(b) in Eq. (5.2) and M = I(b) in Eq. (5.4) for b €
(Gmpn)o, we have

Homy (P(a),P(b)) = Kpp,,, and Homu(I(b),I(a)) = KD(A;,,) = Kv(pp,,)-
Moreover, for M =V with L an interval subquiver of Em,n we have
fora € L, Homy(P(a),VL) = Kp, and Homy (V,1(a)) = KD(A,)
because Vi (a) = Ka for a € L. The following is easy to verify.

Lemma 5.2. Leta € (6,,1,,,)0 and L be an interval subquiver of Em’n. Then the explicit
form for p, and D(A,) above as morphisms of representations under the identifications
(5.1) are given as morphisms €.y, : P(a) — Vi and €}, ,: Vi — I(a) defined by

1ke ifa<candcé€ Ly,
ga,VL():{ K 4 0

0 otherwise,
and by
8‘,/”(6){ 1ke lfaZC.al’ldCEL(),
’ 0 otherwise,
respectively.

Definition 5.3. For each a,b € (Em,n)o we set
{ea’b = €, pp): P(a) = P(b), and

8;7b = 8;(a)7b: [(a) — I(b)
Thus these give the explicit forms of the morphisms p;,, and D(4,,,) = vpp,, (see
Eq. (5.3)), respectively. In particular, we have v(g; ) = &, .

For an interval L = {[bj,d;]; | s < j <t} € L, let Source(L) be the set of source
vertices in L, which is given by

Source(L) = { (b}, j) | j =min{l | b; = by} for some k with s <k <r}.

To compute a minimal projective presentation of V7, we need the concept of upset, a
special type of interval. The overall strategy is to first compute minimal projective presen-
tations of Vi for upsets U (Proposition 5.6). Then, as V7, has the form V;, 2V, / V,'J for some
upsets U,U’ (see Lemma 5.7), we piece together the minimal projective presentations of
Vi, V[, to have that of V.

—

Definition 5.4 (upsets and upset representations). A subset U of (G, »)o is called an upset
if the conditions x < y in (5,,1’,,)0 and x € U imply y € U.

Obviously the intersection of any upsets is again an upset. Therefore for each subset S
of (Em,n)o there exists the minimum upset U of (Em,n)o such that S C U, which we denote
by U(S). When S = {a} for some a € (G, )o. we simply write U () := U ({a}).

Since for any upset U, the full subquiver full(U) of Em’,, with full(U)o = U turns out to
be an interval (see the lemma below), the interval representation Vy := Vg (y) 1s defined,
and is called an upset representation.

The following is obvious.

Lemma 5.5.
(1) Foralla € (Gua)o, U(a) = (suppP(a))o, and V() = P(a).
(2) For S a subset of(am,,,)o, U(S)= U Ul(a) and Vy5y = ¥ P(a).
acs

aes
(3) Foraninterval L,

U(Ly) =U(Source(L)) = | J Ula)andVygy= Y,  Pla)

acSource(L) acSource(L)
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(4) Every upset is the vertex set of an interval.
(5) For an interval L := {[bj,d;]; | s < j <t}, Ly is an upset if and only if t = n and
di=mforalls <i<n.

We now give a minimal projective presentation of an upset representation.

Proposition 5.6. Let U be an upset of (Em,n)o, and set {pi,...p;} := Source(U), and
qa = paV pa+1 foralld=1,...,1—1, where p. = (bj,, jc), (c=1,...,1), withn > j >
J2 > -+ > j; > 1. Then a minimal projective presentation of Vi is given by
-1
0= P P(g0) 2% PPpe) 2 vy —0, (5.5)
d=1 c=1

where y = (&.v,)._, and
€q1.m1
—Eum €.

—&5,.p3 B (each blank entry is zero).

Ju

€g1_1.p1-1
& 1.

Proof. We first show that the equality

! -1
Y dimP(p.)— Y dimP(q) =dimVy (5.6)
c=1 d=1

holds. It is enough to show the equality

l -1
Y dimP(p)(p) — Y. dimP(ga)(p) = dimVy (p) (5.7)
c=1 d=1

—

for all vertices p € (Gp)o. If p ¢ U, then dim Vi (p) = 0 by definition, and we have p # p.
forallc=1,...,l,and hence p 7 g, foralld =1,...,]— 1. Thus the left hand side is also
zero, and Eq. (5.7) holds. Assume p € U. We set {pj,,...,pj,} = {pc | pc < p} with
Jj1 > -+ > j;. Note that the indices j; are contiguous integers. Then Zé:l dimP(p.)(p) =
#{pc | pe < p} =1, and Y/ dimP(qa)(p) = #{qa | g2 < p} = #{qj»-- .45} =1— 1.
Since dimVy (p) =1 =1— (¢t — 1), Eq. (5.7) holds also in this case, and hence the equality
(5.6) is verified.

Now since all g, ,, are monomorphisms, fy is also a monomorphism. On the other
hand, 7y is an epimorphism because Im 71y = Zé:l Ime,, v, = Zézl P(p.) =Vy by Lemma
5.5(3). Furthermore, since &, v, €g..pc = €p,.1.Vy Eqe,pesr» W€ have my fu = 0. These facts,
together with the equality (5.6) show that the sequence (5.5) above is exact.

Obviously 7y induces an isomorphism between the tops, and hence it is a projective
cover of V. The exactness of the sequence (5.5) shows that fi; is a projective cover of

Ker mry;. Therefore the sequence (5.5) is a minimal projective presentation of Vy;.
O

Lemma 5.7. Let L={[b;,d}]j|s < j <t} €Ly, be an interval. Define
U:=U(L) = {[bjm]j|s <j<n}
where bj:=b; for j=t+1,...n, and
U':={ldj+1,m]j|s<j<n}.
Then U and U’ are upsets satisfying
VL =2 Vy/Vyr.
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Proof. Both U and U’ are upsets by Lemma 5.5(5). The statement follows from the fol-
lowing calculations:

t

Ly = U bj,djl; U([b,,m] \[dj+1,m];)

j=s j=s

:<O[bj’m]j>\<od+]m> (Obwm> (O[dj"i‘],m]j):U\U/.

O

Proposition 5.8. Let L be an interval of Emﬁ and U, U’ the upsets defined in Lemma 5.7.
Set {p1,...,pi} := Source(L) = Source(U) and q; := pg VN pas1 foralld =1,...,1—1,
where p. = (bj., jc), (¢ =1,...,1), withn > j; > --- > j; > 1. Set also c(r) := min{c
pe <r} forall r € Source(U’). Then a minimal projective presentation of Vy, is given by

b rreo@Pl) - Yito), EBP pe) VL — 0, (5.8)

reSource(U’) d=1 c=1

where T .= (Epva)é:], and f] := (6, () Erpes )>c,r- Here, §;j is the Kronecker delta.

Proof. For simplicity we put Py := @._, P(p.) and P; := @21;11 P(qq). Then we have an
exact sequence

0—>P1f—U>P()—>VU%O

which is a minimal projective presentation of Vi; by Proposition 5.6. By the same way we
construct a minimal projective presentation of Vy; of the form

0—>P,’fL>P0—>VU/—>O

where we note that P := @, csource(v) P(7)- Let v: Vi — V. be the epimorphism defined

by
1KX7 X 6 LO
v(x) = .
0, otherwise.

Then this induces an isomorphism between the tops, and hence 7y, := vay: Py — VL is
a projective cover of V;. Set QVy := Kerm, and let u: QVy — Py and u: Vyr — Vy be
the inclusions. Then there exist unique morphisms g, g’ that make the following diagram
commute, with exact rows and columns:

0 0
Py Py
g fu
0 vt op "oy 0. (5.9)
g Ty ‘
0 Ve Vy ——=V; 0
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Consider the following diagram of solid arrows with exact rows:

fU/

ﬂU/

0 P| P, Vyr 0
\ [
W | h (5.10)
\ \
0 P QVp —— Vi 0
§ g

By the projectivity of P} this is completed to the commutative diagram with &, 2’. We may
take /1in such a way that uh: By — Py is given by the matrix fj := (&, () Eper) )e,r- Indeed,

since u is a monomorphism, the equality ug'h = my uh = my (8, ¢ &, Petr )er = umyr shows

that g’h = ms, where the last equality (=) holds because the restrictions of both sides to
P(r) coincide for all r € Source(U’).
Since the left square of the diagram (5.10) is a pushout and pullback diagram, we have
the following exact sequence:
(%)
—I (hg)

0— P — Py®P — QV, — 0.

Here (h,g) is a projective cover of QVy. Indeed, since 7y is a projective cover of Vi,
we have Im fy» C rad Pj, and by the form of uh = f; we have Imh’ C rad P;. Therefore

Ker(h,g) =Im (J_( IZ,) C rad(Pj @ Py), as required. By connecting this sequence and the

upper horizontal short exact sequence in the diagram (5.9) we obtain a minimal projective
presentation

Plap M8 gy My, 0
of V.. Here note that u(h,g) = (f], fv)-
O

Complexity Analysis for Line 2 of Algorithm 4. We let / = |Source(L)| = |Source(U)|
and I’ := |Source(U’)|. Furthermore, we set z := min{m,n} and assume that n = z =
min{m,n}. Note that /,I' < z.

We give the cost of calculating (symbolically) the minimal projective presentation of
VL as given by Proposition 5.8. For this, we need to compute U, U’ (Lemma 5.7) and
their source vertices Source(U’) and Source(U) = {p1,...,pi} where p. = (bj,, j.) for
c=1,...,1,withn > j; >--- > j; > 1. Then we need to compute g, := py V pg+1 for all
d=1,...,1—1,and ¢(r) = min{c| p. < r} for each r € Source(U’").

e First, the computation of U and U’ from L follows using Lemma 5.7. This costs O(z)
by an obvious iteration over rows.

e Next, let us give the cost of calculating Source(U) for an upset U. Let U := {[b;,m]; |
s < j < n} be an upset. Then we iterate over the rows starting from the bottom row and
going up. First, we record (by,s) as a source. Then we iterate j =s+1,5+2,...,n,
and whenever b; < b;_;, we record (b, j) as a source. This costs O(z).

e Foreachd = 1,...,l — 1, the calculation of g; = psV pg41 costs O(1). This adds up
to O(1).

e For each r € Source(U’), the computation of ¢(r) = min{c | p. < r} can be performed
via binary search, costing O(log(l)). Thus, overall the computation of ¢(r) for all
r € Source(U’) costs O(I'log(1)).

Thus, overall we have a cost of O(z+1+["log(l)) < O(zlog(z)).

This ends our discussion and analysis of Line 2 of Algorithm 4 for the computation of
a minimal projective presentation ending at an interval representation V. Let us move on
to the next line.
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(Line 3 of Algorithm 4). Next, we compute Vf] : VP — V.
By Proposition 5.8 the morphism f} in the minimal projective presentation of V;, has the
form

-1

i [
D Pr)DPaa) I, D P(pe),

reSource(U’) d=1 c=1
where
€1.p1
—&1.m €400.02
/L _
fL = (Sc,c(r)gfyﬂc(r))c,rv and fu = —&p.p3
€41-1,p1-1
& 1.0
By v this is sent to
-1 I
(Vfi.Vfu)
D 1nePila) ——— Pipe).
reSource(U’) d=1 c=1
where
’
Eq] sP1
—g! g
q1,P2 q2,P2
/. ’ _ ol
VL= (5c,c(r) gr,pc(r))C,” and Vfy = €42.p3
/
8q171 PI-1
&1

(5.11)
by using the remark in Definition 5.3. Note that there is no need for new computations here.
In the previous step we have symbolically calculated the minimal projective presentation
by calculating Source(U) = {p1,...,p}, Source(U’), and g4 = pgV pay1 ford=1,...,1—
1, and ¢(r) = min{c | p. < r} for each r € Source(U’), at total cost of O(zlog(z)). In this
step we essentially only turned g, , to Sé’ p
(Line 4 of Algorithm 4). In this part, we need to compute

TL :=Ker(vfi : VP — VP)

First, we need to express Vfi = (Vf],Vfy): vP| — VP, so far computed only symbol-
ically, in terms of vector spaces and linear maps (as a representation).
The entries of vf; = (Vf],Vfy) involve the morphisms of the form 8;‘,, (see Equa-

—

tion (5.11)). Fix one such eé,p. For each vertex v € (G, )0, we compare v with p and g. If
v < p and v < g, then we put the scalar 1x in the appropriate entry. Over all vertices, this
operation costs O(mn) in total. Then, since v f contains 2(I — 1) entries and V] contains
I' = |Source(U’)| entries involving &, ,, expressing Vi as a collection of matrices costs
O(mn((l+1")) < O(mnz).

For the computation of the kernel, we also need the internal maps (vP;)(a) for all
& € (Gn)1. We let Sy := Source(U')U{gq | 1 <d < g—1}. Then

-1

vei= @ 1ne@ilq)=PIr).

reSource(U’) d=1 res
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For fixed arrow o in Emy,,, leta=#{re S |s(a) <r}andb=#{re S |t(a) <r}. We
have (vPy)(a) = @ I(r)(a): K¢ — K”, and for each r € Sy,

res;
(Ks(a) = Kt(a)) : [As(a) — At(a)],A €K, s(a),t(a) <,
0= Kt(a), s(a) Lnt(a) <r
1@ ki) =0, (@) <ri(@) zr 2
0—0, otherwise.

Then for each r € S, we determine the row and column in the » X a matrix correspond-
ing to r. Note that only in the case of s(a) < r and #(a) < r will there be a corresponding
entry. In that case, we put a 1 in the matrix. The rest of the entries of the matrix are 0.
Since #S; = I' +1— 1, this costs O(I’ +1) for each . Then, since there are O(mn) arrows,
we get a total cost of O(mn(l' +1)) < O(mnz).

Having expressed vf] : VP — VP in terms of vector spaces and linear maps, next we
discuss the computation of Ker v f|. In general, for a linear map ¢ : K — K9, we can get
an injection 0 : Ker¢ — K” by performing g&l&l&]ﬁ}  operations on the augmented matrix:

—_——
¢\ ' / col echelon form | 0
Ip | %

where I, denotes the identity matrix of size p. Since Oy is a section map, there exists
the retraction G(;, such that 64') Oy = lnko,- This G(;, is also obtained by the following
elementary transformations of the matrix:

( | , )rowops < Liank o, loff )
Oy P ad .

0

Hence, for a morphism F: M — N inrep(Q,R), we can compute Ker F. For each vertex
v € Qo, we have (KerF)(v) := Ker(F,) = K™% and for each arrow o : u — v in Q, we
have

(KerF) (o) := o, M()oF,.
Namely, Ker F is constructed to make the following diagram commutative.

0 — (KerF) () T M) L N(u)
(KerF)(a) lM(O{) lN(a)
\
0—— (KerF)(v) o M(v) " N(v)

Note that in our setting of computing Ker v, we have g = dimvPy(«) < z and p =
dimvP (u) <2zforallu € (Em,n)o- Then the computation of (Ker v f1)(v) :=Ker((vf1)y)
for all vertices v costs O(z”mn) via column echelon form computations. Furthermore, the
computation of the internal maps (Kervfi)(a) := G('v f])v[(VP' )(@)]o(y ), for all arrows
o costs O(z®mn) total via matrix multiplications.

(Line 5 of Algorithm 4). For Z =V recall that 6 := 67 is given by the composite

=1
07: Z topZ 5 S < topZ £— top Py =5 soc VR,

where S is any simple direct summand of topZ, and 7: topZ — S, top Py — soc VP are
1

the canonical isomorphisms. Furthermore, the isomorphism topZ £, top Py is the one

induced by € : Py — Z. Now let L = {[b;,d;]; | s < j <t} € L, and set Source(L) =

{p1,.-.,p:} as in Proposition 5.8. Then we may take S := S(p;), and 6, can be defined by

1
QL = I(SC,IE\//L,,;I )é:] VL — VP() = @I(pc).

c=1
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For each vertex u € Ly, we have

/ [
(o0 = (") vutw) = 160010 0 B0
c=2

where the entry 8{,& ’ (u) is 1 if p; > u and O otherwise. Computing over all vertices, we
have a total cost of O(mn).
(Line 6 of Algorithm 4). Note that the middle term E} := Ez, a pullback, can be computed
as the kernel of
vPL®VL —>(7Vfl’6L) VF.

We can compute this kernel by the method explained above, or instead, we can build it
using information we already have.

Obviously we have E;, O Kervf @ Ker0, = 1V @ Ker 6. Let S = S(p;) be the simple
direct summand of topZ chosen above (in Line 5 of Algorithm 4), and let w := (z:) €

VP @ V., where the first entry p; is p; € I(g1) in

-1
vPi= P 1nePIq)
d=1

reSource(U’)

and the second entry p; is the obvious p; € V. Then w is in Ey, because

VI p (1) = ((VEL)p1s (VFu)pi ) (P1) = (€4, p)pi (P1) = P1 = (6L)py (P1).

From the exact sequences of the forms
0—1tvp—E, —V,—0 and 0— Ker6p =V, —S—0

we have dimE; = dimtV, + dimKer 6, + 1. Therefore noting that w ¢ tV, & Ker 0, we
have E; = 1V @ Ker 6, @ Kw as a vector space. Let L be the interval full(Lo \ {p1}). Then
we have Ker 6;, = V}/, and hence we finally have E; = TV &V & Kw.

The representation structure of £y, is defined by those of 7V;, V;/ and that of Kw defined

Vi(Bp .
by Er(oy, )w = (VL(ap(:)(p]))’ EL(Bp,)w:= (TVLL((EJ’I]))&'))), where o, , B, are the horizontal

arrow and the vertical arrow of Emy,, starting from p1, respectively. Namely, for each arrow
o:s—tin Gy, EL(a) is given by
_ (Vele) 0
EL(OC) = ( 0 VL/((X)) : TVL(S) ®Vy (S) — TVL(I) ®Vy (l)

for arrows o : s — t with s # p; and t # py;

TVL(OC) 0
E(a)= 0 VL/(OC) 2 tVi(s) BV (s) = TVL(E) @ Vi (¢) ® (Kv)(¢)
0 0

for arrows o ending att = p, and finally for arrows starting at s = p; (given by the arrows
oy, and B,),

_ (Vo) 0 0
EL(aPI)_( 0 VL/((Xm) VL(apl)ﬂé

and

rup) = (THP) 6 TR v e v e 06 - eV,

where we set T : VP, @V, — VP, and mp: VP @V — V7 to be the canonical projections,
and since 7y (EL) < m (V) + 7 (Ker 6,) + 71 (Kv) < 7V, they restrict to the morphisms
77.7{ =T |EL: E; — 1V, and ﬂé = 7T2|ELI Er — V.

Note that we have already computed the maps TV, (), and we only need to copy the
known information to create Ey. Thus, for the computational complexity, we only estimate
the size of Er, which is given by ¥, G, ), dimEr(s(@)) dim E (t(at)) < mnl* < mnz’.

) 2 TVL() BV (s) D (Kv)(s) = TVL(t) BV (t)



28 H. ASASHIBA, M. BUCHET, E.G. ESCOLAR, K. NAKASHIMA, AND M. YOSHIWAKI

The above arguments show that

Proposition 5.9. For Z =V} a non-projective interval representation, Algorithm 4, which
computes the terms of the almost split sequence ending at Z, can be performed in time
complexity O(mnz®).

Proposition 5.10. For L an interval, Algorithm 3, which computes the multiplicity of L in
M, can be performed in time complexity O (((dimM)® + mn)z®).

Proof. In case that L is projective, L has support consisting of all vertices that have a
directed path from g, for some fixed vertex g. The module rad L is simply the interval
whose support is the support of L with g excluded. We then set E;, =radL and 7L = 0.
Otherwise, if L is not projective, we use Algorithm 4 to compute 7L and E}.

Next, we need to compute:

dy(L) = dimHom(M, tL) — dimHom(M, E;) + dimHom(M, L).

Thus, we need to compute dimHom(M,Y) for Y equal to 7L, Ey, and L. Remark 2 of [1]
shows that for M and Y representations of a bound quiver (Q,R), Hom(M,Y) is isomorphic
(as K-vector space) to the kernel of some D; X Dy matrix B, where
D= )  dimM(i)dimY(j)
a:i—jin Qg
and
Dy =Y dimM(i)dimY (i).
i€Qq
In particular, we compute dimHom(M,Y) = Dy — rank B.
Let us analyze the size of B, which depends on Y. Let Y = max;cq, dimY (). Then

D < Y dimM®i)Y<2 Y dimM()Y =2YdimM

oi—j i€Qq
Dy < Y dimM(i)Y =YdimM
i€Qo

where the factor 2 for D; comes from the fact that in gm,n, for each vertex i there are at
most 2 arrows starting from i. We then note that using Gaussian elimination, rank B can be
computed in time O(2Y? (dimM)®) [22].

e InthecasethatY =radLorY =L, Y =1.

e In the case that Y = TL, we give an upper bound for T as below. We note that

Y = maxdim7L(i) < maxdim VP, (i) = dimvP(1,1) = dim P, (m,n)
i€Qp i€Qo

since TL = ker(Vf; : VP — VP)). Furthermore, the maximum of dim vP; occurs at
the bottom-left corner (1, 1) since VP is injective. The final equality follows from the
definition of v. Then since Pi = @, csource(vr) P(r) © @', P(q4) by Proposition 5.8,
we see that
dimPy(m,n) =1'+1—1
where I’ = #Source(U’) and | = #Source(U). Thus Y </’ +/[—1forY = L.
e Finally, for the case Y = Ej, the middle term of the almost split sequence, we have
Y <’ +1. To see this, note that dim E (i) = dim TL(i) + dim L(i) so that
Y = maxdimEy (i) < maxdimtL(i) +maxdimL(i) < (I'+1—1)+1
i€Qo i€Qo i€Qo
using the previous case.
Recall that I’ < zand [ < z, where z = min{m,n}. Combining the above, we have a time
complexity of
ORI+ I'+1-1D)2+ '+ D®)(dimM)?) + O(A)
= 0(*(dimM)?)+ O(mnz?)
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if L is nonprojective, where O(A) = O(mnz®) is the cost of computing the terms of the
almost split sequence as given in Proposition 5.9, and O(z® (dimM)®) if L is projective.
(I

In the worst case, we need to test all #I,,, , intervals, and we obtain the following:

Theorem 5.11. Algorithm I can be performed in time complexity
O ({z°(dimM)® + mnz® }#L,,,)
where dimM is the total dimension of M.

5.1. Interval selection heuristic. An important complexity drawback of the above is the
number of intervals we need to check. Given a module M, we need, in the worst case,
to compute the multiplicities with respect to all intervals, which is #I,, , in number. The
heuristics explained below do not change this worst case analysis, but we can hope that not
all intervals appear in the decomposition for particular cases. Using adapted heuristics we
can reduce the number of intervals to be checked.

Contained-support heuristic. We note that if an interval is a summand of a module M then
its support is included in the support of M. Thus, the number of intervals to check can be
reduced by only considering intervals included in the support of M. For example, the algo-
rithm GETCANDIDATES (x,y) in Algorithm 2 can be improved by including this heuristic,
checking inclusion in the support of dimVecRemaining at each step, as dimVecRemaining
represents the part of M still unprocessed.

Line-restriction heuristic. We can further reduce the number of intervals to be tested by
the following heuristic, which builds up candidate intervals by stacking 1D intervals to
form 2D intervals, with the 1D intervals obtained by decomposing the restriction of M to
horizontal lines.

Suppose that M = @f:] T; ® X, where T; are all interval representations and X has no
interval summands. That is, @f:] T; is the interval-decomposable part of M. We wish
to create a set of candidate intervals containing {7; | i = 1,...,¢}, without knowing the
decomposition given above.

The restriction of the above to a horizontal line L on the commutative grid gives M|, =
@'_, T;|. ®X|L, a decomposition of the 1D persistence module M|, . Note that since 7; are
2D interval representations, they restrict to 1D interval representations T;|.. The indecom-
posable decomposition of M|, necessarily contains all of these 1D intervals (together with
intervals coming from X|;). Note that since M|, is a 1D persistence module, it decomposes
into a set of 1D intervals which we denote as C(L).

We stack valid combinations of intervals from C(L) over all horizontal lines L, to pro-
duce a set of 2D intervals that necessarily contain {7; | i = 1,...,¢}. By a valid stacking,
we mean that the resulting 2D object should be a valid interval, i.e. one with staircase
shape. This procedure is described in Algorithm 5.

Lemma 5.12. Algorithm 5 returns a superset of the intervals appearing in the decompo-
sition of M.

Proof. We successively build interval modules defined up to the ith line of the grid and
extend upwards by stacking. At each stage, one copy of the result is stored in .’ and
later sent to .Z for further stacking (line 10), while another copy is finished (sent to &) by
adding zeros to the rest of the grid (line 11).

The stacking operation consists of taking such a module T € .# defined up to the (i —
1)th line and adding the interval S (at the ith line) on top of it. If T is not the 0 module,
then by construction the top line of T is an interval I[a,b]. The considered S € C(L;) is
always some 1D interval [[c,d]. The stacking of S on T forms a valid 2D interval only
when ¢ < a < d < b in order to have a staircase support. Then we form the module 7 — S,
where the arrow supports the canonical map between the two intervals. By construction,
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Algorithm 5§ Combinatorial combination of line restrictions

Require: 2D persistence module M over Q = Em’”
1: function STACKINGPOTENTIALINTERVALS(M)
2: initialize &2 = 0 and .Z = {0}, where 0 is the zero module on the grid up to the

0’ line.

3 fori=1,....,ndo

4 L; < line at height i.

5 C(L;) < intervals in decomposition of M|f,.

6: &' + {0}, where 0 is the zero module on the grid up to the i"* line.
7 for T € £ do

8 for S € C(L;) do

9: if S on T is a valid stacking then
10: Add the stacking of S on T to .Z".
11: Add the stacking of S on T extended by 0 on the whole grid to &7.
12: end if
13: end for
14: end for
15: L+
16: end for
17: return &

18: end function

this is a 2D interval on the grid defined up to the ith line. On the other hand, if T is O, then
the module 7 — § is also well defined and is simply the 2D interval that is nonzero only
on the ith line.

We need to check that all 2D interval modules that are part of the decomposition of M
are in &. This is a direct consequence of the following observation.

IfM= @§:1 T; ® X, where @§:, T; is the interval-decomposable part of M, then for
each j the restriction 7} to the ith line Tj|;, is an interval in C(L;). Moreover, T; can
be rewritten as the stacking Tj|r, — --- — Tj|r,. Since T; is connected, the 1D intervals
Tj|1, that are nonzero correspond to a contiguous sequence of indices i (line heights), say
s < i<t for some s and ¢. Thus, T; is formed in Algorithm 5 using the zero module up to
the (s — 1)th line (Line 6 of Algorithm 5 with i = s — 1), stacking 7|, € C(L;) fors <i <t
(always valid stackings), and finishing up by zeros to the rest of the grid. That is T; € &
at the end of the algorithm.

O

Image-based heuristic. Another approach, given in Algorithm 6, is to use the ranks of
maps to choose which intervals to test. We start from L the zero module and iteratively
add interval summands of M with their multiplicity to L. At the end, if M is interval-
decomposable, then M = L. We will greedily work towards equalizing the dimension
vectors of M and L. If we reach a point where the greedy procedure fails, this means that
the module M is not interval-decomposable.

In lines 4 and 5, the algorithm selects the leftmost vertex s on the lowest possible line
where the dimensions of the vector spaces of L and M disagrees. We then look for a
rectangle B as large as possible that must be contained in the support of at least one inde-
composable summand of M that does not yet appear in L. In lines 8 and 9, we achieve this
by selecting a maximal element ¢ such that the rank of the map M(s — ¢) is greater than
the rank of L(s — 7). Then B is a subset of each support of the intervals we want to find.

To reduce the number of candidates, we remark that those intervals must interact with
the map M (s — t) in the following way. We first initialize F = Mj, and progressively con-
sider smaller and smaller subspaces of F' as we process intervals. At each iteration of the
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inner while loop, we consider the subspace not accounted for previously, via a comple-
mentary basis in F of the kernel of M(s — 7) in line 10. We note that we exclude the kernel
because we want the intervals that contain the rectangle B from s to 7 in its support. Then
the supports of the intervals of interest must be contained in the set of vertices reachable by
images and pre-images along walks starting at those basis elements. This is encoded in the
sets C; as defined in line 13. We can compute each set C; independently, and the intervals
must be contained in the union U{:k G

Having obtained candidate intervals, in line 15 we then compute their true multiplic-
ities dy(I) in M, for example via Algorithm 3 as discussed above. If M is interval-
decomposable, then

Z dy(I) =rankM(s — t) —rank L(s — 1)
BcICUG

since the intervals / being considered (which contain the rectangle from s to t), together
with the already-processed L(s — ) should account for all the rank of M (s — t). Thus, in
line 16 we use this condition to determine whether or not to stop early. If we are not sure
that M is not interval-decomposable, in line 17 we update L and F and continue with the
iteration.

Algorithm 6 Image based decomposition

Require: A module M
1: function IMAGEBASEDDECOMPOSITION(M)
2 L<+ 0.
3 while dimM +# dim L do
4 S+ {ue?7?|(dimM —dimL), # 0}.
5: s < the minimal element of S on lowest row.
6: F <+ M;.
7 while dim M, # dim L, do
8 T < {u € Z?|rankM(s — u) # rank L(s — u)}.
9 t + a maximal element of 7.

10: Compute {x1,..., X, Xki1,---,X¢} a basis of F so that {x;}X_, is a basis of
FNKerM(s —t).
11: B < the rectangle with lower left corner s and upper right corner ¢.
12: foralli=k+1,...,f do
H(r,)le[o,j] such that VO < [ < j—3,r; and r;,, are incomparable,
13: Ci<r| ro=s, ri=t, rj=r, and VI, r; does not lie below the sth line,
M(rj—rj-1) " "M(rjy = rj_2) - M(ra — r1) "M (ro — r1)x;: # {0}
14: end for
15: Compute dy(I) for every interval module I such that B C Suppl C
U{:kJrl oF
16: If Y dy(I)# rankM(s — t) —rankL(s — t), return that M is not
BCICUC;
interval-decomposable.
17: LeL® @ 19D and F« FNKerM(s —1).
BcCICUG;
18: end while
19: end while
20: return L, the interval decomposition of M.

21: end function

Lemma 5.13. If M is interval-decomposable then Algorithm 6 returns the interval de-
composition of M. Otherwise Algorithm 6 stops and indicates that M is not interval-
decomposable.
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Proof. First, if the algorithm returns a module L then it is necessarily the interval decompo-
sition of M. Indeed, by construction, L is a direct sum of intervals, and every such interval
appears exactly the same number of times in L as it does in M. So M is isomorphic to the
direct sum of L with another module L'. Moreover, dimM = dimL if L is returned, and so
L'=0and M ~L.

Second, we need to show that the algorithm always terminates. If dimM # dimL then
S # 0 and s is well defined. For the second while loop, if dimM; # dim L, then T is not
empty because M(s — s) is the identity with rank equal to dimM; # dimLy, andso s € T
Thus, a maximal element ¢ of T exists. Therefore, for every round of this loop, either the
algorithm returns that M is not interval-decomposable, or the dimension F decreases and
T is reduced.

Finally, we must show that if M is interval-decomposable, Algorithm 6 will always
return a module L. Assume that M is interval-decomposable. Arriving at line 16, we have
the following properties. We have picked two elements s and 7, and we already know an
interval decomposable module L that appears in the decomposition of M. As M is interval-
decomposable, we have at most rank M(s — ¢) distinct interval modules Ii,... 1, in the
decomposition of M such that rank/;(s — #) = 1. Note that Y'/_; dy(I;) = rankM (s — 1).

We separate the set {Ij,...,I} in two sets depending on their lowest left corner, i.e. the
leftmost vertex on the lowest line of its support.

(1) If I € {I,,...,I,} has a lowest left corner s’ # s then either s is on the left of s or
on a line below s. In both cases, due to the choice of s at line 5, we have dimMy =
dimLy. By construction, L is a summand of M, hence for every J such that J¢ # 0,
dr(J) = dy(J). In particular, di.(I) = dy(I).

(2) If I € {I;,...,I,} has lowest left corner s, we consider 71,...,7; the set of all 7 that
have been considered since s has been picked, excluding the current #. An interval
I €{l,...,I,} can fall into two categories. If there exists 1 < k < j such that
rank/(s — ) # 0 then I has been considered when considering the first such k and
added to L with the correct multiplicity, i.e. d.(I) = du(I).

Otherwise, I, C ﬂf-:l KerM(s — t;) = F. Let us show that the support of / is
included in JC;. As M is interval decomposable and 7 is a summand of M, say
M =1 & N, there exists a choice of basis for M, such that M,, = I,, & N, for every
vertex u € (Em’,,)o. In particular My, = I; ® N;. Let 0 # x € I;. The support of [
is connected, so for every v in the support of I, there exists a walk (vi,...,v,) of
elements of the support of / such that v, and v, are adjacent, vi =¢ and v, = v.
Furthermore, the map I(v, — v,) is an isomorphism if v, < v.

As the support of I is convex and contains no element below the line of s, we can
build an alternating walk of paths by extracting a subsequence (r;)7_, of (vi,...,vp)
such that no 7; lies on a line lower than s, r; and r;, are incomparable for / < j—3,
ry =t and r; = v. Then fix ry = 5. For ease of notation, we require that j is even. If
the length is odd, we simply put ;1 = r; and use the subsequence until r; .

The map I(rj — rj—1) " U(rj—1 = rj—2)---1(ro — r1)~'I(rg — ry) is an isomor-
phism. Translated into M, this implies that

M(rj — rj,l)flM(rj,l —rj_a)--M(ry — rl)flM(ro — r1)(x) # {0}.

As x can be expressed as a linear combination of {xi,...,xs}, there exists at least
onei € {1,...,f} such that

M(rj—rj 1) ' M(rj_y = rj_2)---M(ry = r1)~'M(ro — r)(x;) # {0}.

Since all elements x; for j < k are part of KerM(s — t), we have i > k+ 1 and
v e ;.
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Moreover, rank (s — ) # 0 and thus the support of I also contains the rectangle
B. Note also that there is no double counting. Therefore rank M (s — 1) = rank L(s —
1)+ Y.du(I), and the algorithm does not incorrectly stop early.

5.2. Interval decomposability with [15] decomposition algorithm. Dey and Xin pro-
posed in [15] a generalization of the persistence algorithm to decompose multidimensional
persistence modules. Once an indecomposable decomposition is computed, testing for
interval-decomposability is a simple matter as one only needs to check that all elements of
the decomposition are interval modules. The generalized persistence algorithm however is
limited to a specific case: In the matrix encoding the minimal presentation of the module,
no pair of columns nor pair of rows can have the same grade. Translated into the language
of this paper, this means that the generators of the projective modules appearing in the
minimal projective presentation of the module are all distinct.

It was suggested in [15] that for modules not satisfying this property, an easy workaround
can be implemented. In this case, the generalized persistence algorithm does not always
provide a full decomposition. It nonetheless returns a direct sum decomposition of the
module, the only limitation being that some of the summands might not be indecompos-
able. The suggested workaround is to arbitrarily fix an order on the rows and columns
which have same grades, in essence artificially breaking ties in the grades. By exhaus-
tively checking all such tie-breaking orders on the rows and columns, it was claimed that
the algorithm will provide a full decomposition at some point.

This workaround is valid if there exists an order that allows for a full decomposition.
Unfortunately, this is not always true as we show with the following example. We show
that for whatever order chosen for elements with the same grade, no full decomposition
can be obtained through the algorithm from [15]. In fact, we show a stronger statement,
that for whatever order chosen for elements with the same grade, no algorithm using only
“matrix operations in one direction” can obtain a full decomposition.

Example 5.14. We consider the field K = F,, = F(1) = {0,1,A,A%}, where A satisfies
A2+ 2A+1=0. Let

K2

A A
47

‘ vy

=)

O0—X

0

be the 2 x 2 x 2 commutative cube 52’2’2 and a K-representation of 52’2’2, respectively.
Then one can calculate the following minimal projective presentation for M:

P(a? @ P(b)*@P(c)? = P(x)* P @P(2)? 5 M —— 0
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where P(v) is the indecomposable projective representation with source v, and where the
morphism p; can be given in matrix form as

P2 | PB)? | P2
e[t ofo o
@11 0lo 1]0 o

T 0[]0 01 O
2 . 5.13

Pr=—re® 1o 110 olo 1 (5.13)
b [0 O[T O[T 0
Y10 0]o0 110 1

First, let us show that M is decomposable. We note that vertices x, y, and z do not have
any arrows between them, and similarly for a, b, c¢. Thus, allowable matrix operations are
restricted to within each block row or column in Equation (5.13). For ease of notation, let

X be the matrix X = [ !

1 (1) } . Then p; transforms as

XI|I1]0 PX|P|O PX|PP']0 PX|PP']0
pro| 1101 o I o7 |=| 1 0 |71 || 1 0 |17
0]171]|1 L 0|11 o P11 o |pPT|P
[ PX|PP'| 0 PX | PP! 0 PXP'| PP o0
= I 0 Pl || P 0 |pPPT |x~]| ppT 0 |prpPT
| 0 | PP ' |PP! 0 | PP 1| pPP! 0 pp!| pp!
PXP 1110
= ] 07
|0 11

for P any invertible 2 x 2 matrix, by alternating row and column operations with respect to
P. That is, the matrix form of p; can be transformed by conjugation of X, without affecting
the other block entries.

By letting
1A A
P[ﬂ, ]},WehaveP [ 1 a2
since A2+ A = —1 =1and A% + 1 = 0 in the base field K = F»(2). Thus

o[ A At 1] [1+A 1 ][Ar 1] [A* o0
PXP{AI]{IO]{]AZH—A)» 12270 Al

The above computations show that

P(a)? P(b)2 | P(c)?
pop |22 01 000 0
X
P e | 2010 ON L O TR T (e | T[0T |, (.14
0 1]0 0]/0 1 BEaE ST h
Lo o[t o[T 0
@ 1o olo 1]0 1

with the two summands each inducing a nontrivial summand of M = Coker p; = Coker p/, &
Coker pf, where p (p], respectively) is the first (second, respectively) direct summand of
p1 in the decomposition above.
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Next, let us consider the workaround proposed by Dey and Xin, for when generators
of the projectives appearing in the projective presentation of M have equal grades. This
is exactly the case we have here, as we have each two copies of P(v) for v =a,b,c and

V=2X)2.

In general, without any restrictions, p; given in Equation (5.13) can be transformed into

Ailpgy 0 0 X|11]0 Bilpw) 0 0

0 Azlp(y) 0 1101 0 lep(b) 0

0 0 A3lp(y 0|11 0 0 B3lp(c)
A1XBy | A1B; 0
= | AxB 0 ArB3
0 A3By | A3B3

(5.15)
where X is as defined above, A, Ay, Az, By, B>, B3 are invertible 2 x 2 K-matrices, and
1p(y) 1s the identity morphism of P(v). Note that since there are no nonzero morphisms
among P(x), P(y), P(z), and among P(a), P(b), P(c), the off-diagonal blocks are always
Zero.

The workaround involves arbitrarily fixing an order for the rows and columns which
have the same grades, and running their algorithm. Their algorithm only performs row/column
operations in “one direction” with respect to the fixed order. This involves restricting A1,
A», Az, By, By, B3 in the transformation matrices to either being upper or lower triangular.
We note that we do not a priori require the matrices to be all upper or all lower. We show
that it is impossible to compute a decomposition for p; with this restriction.

First, let us study the product AB of two upper or lower invertible 2 X 2 matrices A
and B, since p; after transformation (Equation (5.15)) contains blocks of that form. Let

aq ay b] bu
A= a and B= [ b by
and invertible, we have a, = 0 or ¢; = 0, and a; # 0,a; # 0, with similar conditions on B.

Furthermore, we know one particular decomposition of p; as given in Equation (5.14),
with each block row and block column decomposing into two. Thus, any other nontrivial
decomposition of p; must have its blocks of the form AB be diagonal matrices. Note that
given the restrictions on A and B, AB cannot be anti-diagonal.

Requiring the diagonality of

] . Since we impose that A be upper or lower triangular

aiby +ayb;
bia;+ axb;

arb, +bra,

AB =
asby +aby

is equivalent to requiring that a; b, + bya, = 0 and bya; + a,b; = 0. Since ay,az,by, b, are
all nonzero, we conclude that a,, = 0 if and only if b, =0, and ¢; = 0 if and only if b; = 0.
That is, the “shape” (upper or lower) of A is the same as the “shape” of B.

The transformed p; in Equation (5.15) has blocks A1B>, AyB1, A2B3, A3B;, and A3B3.
Requiring that they all be diagonal implies that the shapes of A, A, Az, By, B, Bz are all
the same. That is, the transformation blocks need to all be upper triangular, or all lower
triangular.

Finally, we consider the final block A1X B in Equation (5.15), where X = i (1) } as
before. Suppose that all the transformation blocks are upper triangular. In particular, A;
and Bj are upper triangular (a; = 0, b; = 0). Then

arby +bia,

A1XB, = b, arby +arbu+ bray ] .

aZbu

Since ayb; cannot be zero, this cannot be diagonal. Similarly, in the case that all the
transformation blocks are lower triangular, A1 X B cannot be diagonal. By the arguments
above, there are no other possibilities for obtaining a nontrivial decomposition of p;. Thus,
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given the restrictions on the transformations on p1, one cannot obtain a full decomposition
of Pi1.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper we presented an algorithm for testing .’-decomposability for any finite
set . of indecomposables, based on the procedure [1] for computing the multiplicity of
a given indecomposable in the decomposition of a module. We specifically studied the
case of interval-decomposability by first providing a characterization and an enumeration
method for interval modules in the 2D equioriented commutative grid case. To the extent
of our knowledge, this is the first algorithm to test interval-decomposability of a module,
without the need for computing its full decomposition if the answer is negative.

Interval modules have a very specific structure that made computation easier, especially
the fact that their endomorphism rings are isomorphic to the underlying field K. This
slightly simplified Algorithm 4, an essential component of the algorithm, compared to the
general procedure (see Section 3.2 of [21]). When considering a different class . of
indecomposables, the aforementioned simplification in Algorithm 4 may no longer hold,
but the general procedure is still valid.

Another generalization is to consider interval modules of nD commutative grids with
n > 2. More generally, in any finite bound quiver, we can still define and enumerate interval
modules by using a brute-force approach. Then we can apply our interval-decomposability
algorithm. However, the brute-force enumeration comes with an additional cost as we do
not have an easy characterization of intervals in the general case, in contrast to the staircase
shape of 2D intervals.

For the case of 2D equioriented commutative grids considered in this paper, we also
provided several heuristics to try to speed up the enumeration of interval modules and
the testing of interval-decomposability. It would be interesting to implement these vari-
ous heuristics and conduct an in-depth comparison on practical instances to evaluate their
performances.
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