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LINEAR DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS ON THE RIEMANN
SPHERE AND REPRESENTATIONS OF QUIVERS

KAZUKI HIROE

ABSTRACT. Our interest in this paper is a generalization of the additive
Deligne-Simpson problem which is originally defined for Fuchsian differ-
ential equations on the Riemann sphere. We shall extend this problem to
differential equations having an arbitrary number of unramified irregular
singular points and determine the existence of solutions of the general-
ized additive Deligne-Simpson problems. Moreover we apply this result
to the geometry of the moduli spaces of stable meromorphic connections
of trivial bundles on the Riemann sphere. Namely, open embedding of
the moduli spaces into quiver varieties is given and the non-emptiness
condition of the moduli spaces is determined. Furthermore the connect-
edness of the moduli spaces is shown.

INTRODUCTION

The additive Deligne-Simpson problem asks the existence of an irreducible
Fuchsian differential equation on the Riemann sphere with prescribed local
data. In this paper we shall consider analogous problems for differential
equations on the Riemann sphere with unramified irregular singular points.

First of all let us recall the classical case, i.e., the additive Deligne-Simpson
problem for systems of linear Fuchsian differential equations (see [26]). A
system of first order linear differential equations is called Fuchsian if it is of
the form

d PoA,
vy = 'Y (A, eM i=1.....p).
P Zz_ai (Aie M(n,C),i=1,...,p)

Here we call each A; the residue matriz at the singular point a;. Also Ag :=
—>°P | A; is called the residue matrix at co. We say that d%Y =3, Zi‘;l Y
is irreducible if Ay, ..., A, have no nontrivial simultaneous invariant vector
subspace of C", i.e., if there exists W ; C™ such that A,W C W for all

i=0,...,p, then W = {0}.

Definition 0.1 (additive Deligne-Simpson problem (classical case)). The
additive Deligne-Simpson problem consists of points ar,...,a, in C and con-
jugacy classes Cy,Cy,...,C, in M(n,C). A solution of the problem is an
irreducible Fuchsian differential equation

dY & A
— = 'Y (A;€ M(n,C),i=1,...
- ;Z_ai (Ai € M(n,C), i=1,...,p)

whose residue matrices A; € C; for i =0,...,p.

This problem is developed by V. Kostov as an analogy of the problem

studied by P. Deligne and C. Simpson (see [31]), so called multiplicative
1
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Deligne-Simpson problem. After Kostov who gave an necessary and suffi-
cient condition of the existence of solutions under generic conditions in [26],
a complete necessary and sufficient condition was given by W. Crawley-
Boevey [9].

As a generalization of this problem, it seems to be natural to consider
similar problems for non-Fuchsian equations (see for example [4],[5], [27]).
Our generalization in this paper is an extension of the work of P. Boalch
in [4] and Kostov’s way of generalization given in [27] is somewhat differ-
ent from ours. Before formulating the generalized problem precisely, let us
recall some facts of local formal theory around irregular singular points of
differential equations. Let M (n, R) be the ring of n X n matrices with co-
efficients in a commutative ring R and GL(n, R) the group which consists
of all invertible elements in M (n, R) of the multiplication. Set C((z)) :=
{y2, ciz' | ¢; € C,r € Z} and C[z] := {3232, ciz' | ¢; € C}. Let us attach
to C = > ¢;z' € M(n,C((2) the integer ord(C) := min{i | ¢; # 0}
called the order. For A € M(n,C((z))) and X € GL(n,C((2))) the gauge
transformation of A by X is

X[A] := XAX ' + (dix> XL

z

Definition 0.2 (Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt normal form). If an element
B € M(n,C((z))) is of the form

B = diag(q1(z ), + R1z7 Y, g (27 Iy, + Rz ™)

with ¢;(s) € s>C[s] satisfying ¢; # ¢; if i # j and R; € M(n;,C), then B is
called the Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt normal form or the HTL normal form
shortly. Here I, is the identity matrix of M (m,C).

Now let us introduce truncated orbits which play the same role as the
conjugacy classes C; of residue matrices in the Deligne-Simpson problem of
Fuchsian systems. Let us define Gy := GL(n,C[z]/2*C[z]), k¥ > 1, which
can be identified with

{Ao + Az + -4 Ay 2T ;4361 GL(TZ §)1’ Ai € M(n,C), } )

Also define
gk := M(n,C[z]/2"C[2])
_ {AO+A12+...+Ak,1Zk_1‘A,‘ eM(n,(C),i:O,...,k—l}.

The dual vector space gj := Homc(gx, C) is identified with
A A
M(n, 2 *C[2]/C[2]) = {Z—,f et 71 ‘Ai € M(n,@)}

by the nondegenerate bilinear form g; x g; > (A4, B) — Res(tr(AB)) € C.
Here we set Res(Y o0, A;2%) == A_1.

Then an HTL normal form B with ord(B) > —k can be seen as an element
in g7. Thus we can consider the G-orbit Op = {ng_l €g;lge Gk} of
B in gj, called the truncated orbit of B. Now let us formulate a generalization
of Deligne-Simpson problem.
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Definition 0.3 (generalized additive Deligne-Simpson problem). The gen-
eralized additive Deligne-Simpson problem consists of a collection of points
ai,...,a, in C, of nonzero positive integers ko,...,k, and of HTL normal
forms B; € g;, € M(n,C((2))) for i =0,...,p. A solution of the generalized
additive Deligne-Simpson problem is an irreducible differential equation

ZZ z—a + Z AOJZJ -2 Y

i=1 j=1 2<j<ko

satisfying that A (z) € Op, for i =0,...,p. Here AW (z) := Z] L Ai 2zl
for i =0,...,p and Ag, ::—Z’i’zlAil. We say

ZZ 5+ Z Ag 2| Y

1=1 j= 1 2<5<ko
is irreducible if the collection (A;;)o<i<p of coefficient matrices is irre-
1<5<k;
ducible.

This can be seen as a natural generalization of additive Deligne-Simpson
problems which contains the original problems for Fuchsian equations as the
special case kg = --- =k, = 1. In the case k1 = --- =k, = 1 and kg < 3,
P. Boalch obtains a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a
solution of the generalized additive Deligne-Simpson problem in [4] and for
an arbitrary ko, see [16].

In order to determine the existence condition of a solution of the ad-
ditive Deligne-Simpson problem for Fuchsian systems, Crawley-Boevey [9]
shows that Fuchsian systems can be realized as representations of quivers,
and applies the existence theorem of irreducible representations of deformed
preprojective algebras associated with the quivers to the existence of solu-
tions of additive Deligne-Simpson problems. One can find a review of his
work in Section 2] and Bl

As a generalization of his work, we can associate our generalized additive
Deligne-Simposn problem with a quiver defined as follows. The detail of the
construction shall be explained in Sections [4.1] and [£.3]l Let us suppose
that HTL normal forms By, ..., B, are written by

B; = diag <Q[i,1](271)—7n[¢,1] + Rz @im (2 ) g R[z‘,mi}271>

and choose complex numbers fgi’j }, . ,§£i[;];]].] so that
€li,4] i
2
H( li.g] — &k J )=
k=1

fori=0,...,pand j=1,...,m;. Set L;yy :={i € {0,...,p} | m; > 1} U{0}
and Lreg := {0,...,p}\irr-
Then let Q be the quiver with the set of vertices

] 1=0,...,p
ZeIiI‘I‘; .. 9 ;‘
J=1....,m U ligkl| 7=1,...,m,

QO = {[Zaj]
k=1,...,e;
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and the set of arrows

) j = 1, ...,Mo,
Qi = Al 0.4 = .7 i € F\ {0},
j = 1, Lo,y

(k] . iGIirr,1§j<j/§mi,
N {p[i’j]v[i,j’]' Gl = 0Ty <k < a4 g

U {p[i,j,l]: [i’j’ 1] - [Z?j] | (&S Iirl", ] = 1, ,mi}
U {p%’?]l]: [5,1,1] = [0,7] | i € Lreg, j = 1,___,m0}

1=20,...,p,
U p[i,j,k]: [iuja k] — [L]ak - 1] J = 1"' , Mgy
k:2"“’e[i,j} -1

Here d;(j, ') := deg ¢ (qpi,5(2) — q1i,5(2)) — 2. To each vector 8 € 70 we
associate integers

q(B) = Z B2 — Z Bs(0) Bi(p) s p(B) ==1—q(B).

a€Qo PEQy
Here s(p) and ¢(p) are the source and target of the arrow p respectively.
Let a = (a)acq, € ZR° be the vector defined by setting Qij] = Nig]
and a; ;) := rank Hle(Ry) - £I[Z’J]). Also define A = (\y)acq, € CR by

)‘[Z,_]] = _££Z ]} for 4 S Iirl"\{o}’ ] = 15 <oy, My, A[0,]} = _5[0’]] - Z’iElreg k }
for j =1,...,mq, and Aj; ;5 := §£’]] —{,[;J’f}l fori=0,...,p,j=1,...,my
and k =1,...,¢e; 5 — 1. The following sublattice of 720 plays an essential

role in this paper,

mo m;
L:=qBeZ¥|> Boj= By foralli € L\{0}
j=1 j=1

Set LT :=LnN (Zzo)QO.
Then the following is the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 0.4 (see Theorem [[I2)). Let us consider the generalized additive
Deligne-Simpson problem consisting of positive integers ko, ..., k, and HTL
normal forms B; € g} fori = 0,...,p. Let us define Q = (Qo,Q1), @ €
(Z>0)® and A € CR0 as above. Then the generalized additive Deligne-
Simpson problem has a solution if and only if the following are satisfied,
(1) @ is a positive root of Q and a- A= 3", cq, ®%ara =0,
(2) for any decomposition o = By + -+ - + B, where B; € LT are positive
roots of Q satisfying B; - A = 0, we have

p(a) > p(B1) + -+ p(Br).

Here we note that the condition [2] is weaker than the corresponding con-
dition of Crawley-Boevey’s theorem (see Theorem 1.2 in [§] and see also
Theorem [2.0]) since we deal only with positive roots in £. If, however,
Iiyy = {0} which contains known cases by Crawley-Boevey [9], Boalch [4],
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and [I6], then £ = Z® and the conditions in the above theorem coincide
with Crawley-Boevey’s one. Thus the theorem covers the above preceding
known results for the additive Delinge-Simpson problems.

Let us discuss moduli spaces of meromorphic connections. In the the-
ory of isomonodromic deformation, the Riemann-Hilbert problem of moduli
spaces of meromorphic connections not only with regular singularities but
also irregular singularities plays a central role, see [22] for instance. Thus
many researchers are interested in the geometry of the moduli spaces of
the meromorphic connections with irregular singularities, see [3] [7],[17] for
instance. As an application of our main theorem, we shall discuss some
geometric properties of the moduli spaces. Precisely to say, following the
Boalch’s paper [3], we define the moduli space 9t(B) of meromorphic con-
nections on trivial bundles associated with the collection of HTL normal
forms B = (B;)o<i<p, see Section Then we shall show that 9t(B) can
be embedded onto an open subset of a quiver variety zm’;eg(Q, Q).

Theorem 0.5 (see Theorem 5.10). Let us take B = (B;)o<i<p, the collec-
tion of HTL normal forms, the quiver Q, a € (ZZO)QO and A € C gs in
Theorem [0 Then there exists ' € CR0 and an injection

o: M(B) — MY(Q, )
such that

HEM(B)) = { & € MH(Q, a) | det ( m) 20, i€ I)\{0)
) e
S)smy

In particular if L. = {0}, then X' = X\ and ® is bijective.

As a corollary of this embedding theorem, we can show the connectedness
of M(B).

Theorem 0.6 (see Theorem[E5.14). If M(B) # (), then M(B) has a structure
of connected complex manifold.

Let us give a remark of the theorems which is already obtained by many
researchers under several restrictions. If #1I;, = 1, it is known that 91(B)
is isomorphic to the quiver variety M\ *(Q, a) by Crawley-Boevey for the
Fuchsian case in [9] and by Boalch in [4] and the work of D. Yamakawa with
the author in [16] for the case #I;; = 1. However for the case #;y > 1,
Boalch gave an example of a moduli space which is not isomorphic to any
quiver varieties in [4]. To avoid the difficulty, Yamakawa [36] defines a
generalization of quiver varieties which can be realized as 9t(B) for general
I, under the restriction m; < 2 for all ¢ € I;,. In the above theorem we
impose no restriction to B and show that although the moduli space 9(B)
may not be isomorphic to a quiver variety itself as Boalch suggested, there
always exists the embedding onto the open subset of the quiver variety.

Furthermore, Theorem [(.4] determines the non-emptiness of the moduli
space M(B) as a generalization of the results for the case #I;, < 1 by
Crawley-Boevey [9], Boalch [4] and Yamakawa and the author [16].

Theorem 0.7. (see Corollary[7.13) The moduli space M(B) is non-empty
if and only if the following are satisfied,
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(1) @ is a positive root of Q and a - A= 3", cq, ®%ara =0,
(2) for any decomposition o = 1 + -+ + B, where B; € LT are positive
roots of Q satisfying B; - A = 0, we have

p(a) > p(B1) + -+ p(Br).

Finally let us mention the multiplicative Deligne-Simpson problem. Simp-
son and also Kostov gave necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence
of a solution of the problem under some generic conditions, see [31] and [26].
In [1I], Crawley-Boevey and P. Shaw gave a correspondence between the
space of solutions of the problem and the so-called multiplicative quiver
variety (see also [35] for multiplicative quiver varieties) and obtained a suf-
ficient condition for the existence of a solution. Furthermore in [6], Boalch
considered a generalization of the multiplicative Deligne-Simpson problem
for differential equations with irregular singular points and gave correspon-
dence between the space of solutions of the problem and the multiplicative
quiver variety which is a further generalization of the multiplicative quiver
variety considered by Crawley-Boevey and Shaw in [11].
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1. ADDITIVE DELINGE-SIMPSON PROBLEM

In this section, we shall define a generalization of the additive Delinge-
Simpson problem for differential equations with at most unramified irreg-
ular singularities on the Riemann sphere. Also we recall moduli spaces of
meromorphic connections on trivial vector bundles over the Riemann sphere
studied by Boalch in [3] and moreover see that the additive Deligne-Simpson
problem is related to the non-emptiness problem of the moduli spaces.

1.1. A generalization of the additive Deligne-Simpson problem. As
we saw in Introduction, the original additive Delinge-Simpson problem for
Fuchsian differential equations consists of a collection of conjugacy classes
of M(n,C). The counterparts for irregular singular cases of the conjugacy
classes are Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt normal forms of M(n,C((2)). We
shall recall the definition of Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt normal forms and
give a definition of the additive Deline-Simpson problem for differential equa-
tions with at most unramified irregular singularities.
Let us consider a differential equation

d%y — AY, (A€ Mn,C(2))).
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For X € GL(n,C((2))), we define a new differential equation d%f/ = BY by

d

B:=XAX'4 (d—X)X—l.

2
We write B =: X[A] and call this operation the gauge transform of A by X.
Let C((t)) be a finite field extension of C((z)), namely there exists r € Z>;
such that t" = z. Then the differential equation d%Y = AY over C((2))
defines the differential equation %Z = AZ over C((t)) where A :=rt""1AZ.

Definition 1.1 (HTL normal form). By Hukuhara- Turrittin-Levelt normal
form or HTL normal form for short, we mean an element in M (n,C((t))) of
the form

diag (q1(t ™)y + Bat ™" () Ty, + Rt ™)
where t" = z, ¢;(s) € s?C[s] satisfying ¢; # ¢; if i # j, and R; € M(n;,C).
In particular when r = 1, the normal form is said to be unramified.

The following is a fundamental fact of the local formal theory of differen-
tial equations with irregular singularity.
Theorem 1.2 (Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt, see [33] for instance). For any
A € M(n,C((2)), there ezists a field extension C((t)) D C((z)) with t" = z,
r € Z>1 and X € GL(n,C((t))) such that X[A] is an HTL normal form in
M(n, C((2)-

We call this X[A] the normal form of A with the ramification index r.
Let us consider an unramified HTL normal form

B =diag (q1(z )n, + Riz 7Yoo gm(z )y, + Rinz )

and set
k= maxizlrn,m{degc[zﬂ]qi(zfl)}.
We shall consider an orbit of B under the following group action. Let us

define G}, := GL(n, C[z]/2*C[2]) which can be identified with

k—1
{AO + Alz “+ -+ Ak_lzkil € ZM(TL, (C)ZZ
i=0

Ap € GL(’I’L,C)} .

Also define
g = M(n, C[z]/2"C[2])
= {Ao—i-Alz—l—---—i-Ak,lzk_l‘Ai € M(n,C), i:O,l,...,k—l}.
The group G acts on g by the adjoint action Ad(g)X = gXg~ ! for g €
G, X € gg. The dual vector space g;, is identified with

M(n, z*kC[[z]]/C[[Z]]) = {% S %

A; EM(TL,C),iZl,...,k}

by the bilinear form
gk X g1 O (4, B) — Res(tr(AB)) € C
where Res(Y 0 a;2") := a_; for Y 22 a;2* € C((2)). Let us note that the

coadjoint action of Gy on gj is defined by (Ad*(g)f)(X) := f(Ad(g~1)X)
for g € Gy, f € g5, X € gr. The coadjoint action induces the action of
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Gy on M(n, 2 *C[2]/C[z]) defined by Ad*(9)Z := g~ 'Zg for g € G}, Z €
M (n,z"*C[z]/C[z]) = g}.
Since we can regard B € gj, the orbit of B under the coadjoint action of

Gy.

Definition 1.3 (truncated orbit). Let us regard B € g;. Then
Op :={Ad"(9)B | g € Gy}

is called the truncated orbit of B.

Now we are ready to define a generalization of the additive Delinge-
Simpson problem for differential equations with unramified irregular sin-
gularities. We say that a collection of matrices (A1,...,4;) € M(n,C)* is
irreducible if (A1,...,As) has no nontrivial invariant subspace of C", i.e
if a subspace W C C" satisfies that A;W C W for all ¢ = 1,...,s, then
W = {0} or C". For a differential equation

d p . )
—Y = ) Ag 272,

=1 j=

the principal term at the singular point a; is

ki
— —J
Zz) = Z Ai,jzi
j=1

for each ¢ = 0,...,p. Here we set Ag; := —> ¢ A1 and 2z :== z — a;,
i=1,...,p, 29 := % This differential equation is said to be irreducible if
the collection of the matrices (4; j)o<i<p, is irreducible.

1<j<k;

Definition 1.4 (additive Delinge-Simpson problem). Let us take k; € Z>1
and unramified HTL normal forms B; € g for ¢ = 0,1,...,p. Then a
solution of the additive Delinge-Simpson problem for the collection of the

unramified HTL normal forms (By, B, ..., By) is an irreducible differential

equation
P ki Ay o
;; z_al +2<]Z<k0AO]Z '
such that the principal term at each singular point a;, ¢ = 0,1,. .., p satisfies
Ai(z) € Op,.
Remark 1.5. Let us note that if kg = k1 = --- = k, = 1, then Gj, =

GL(n,C) and g;, = M(n,C). Thus the truncated orbits Op, are just con-
jugacy classes of M (n,C). Therefore the additive Delinge-Simpson problem
in Definition [[.4] contains the original additive Delinge-Simpson problem for
Fuchsian differential equations.
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1.2. Moduli spaces of meromorphic connections and additive Delinge-
Simpson problem. In this section we quickly recall the definition of mod-
uli spaces of meromorphic connections on trivial vector bundles over the
Riemann sphere following [3]. For the detailed treatment can be found in
the original paper by Boalch [3] and we also refer [16] and their references.
The solvability of the additive Delinge-Simpson problems can be seen as
the problem determining the necessary and sufficient condition of the non-
emptiness of the moduli spaces

Let us recall the notion of meromorphic connections and see their rela-
tionship with differential equations. For f =32 a;2* € C((z)), the order
is

ord(f) := min{i | a; # 0}.
If f = 0, we formally put ord(f) = oco. For a meromorphic function f
locally defined near a € P!, we denote the germ of f at a by f,. We may
see f, € C((24)) by setting z, =z —a if a € C and 2z, = 1/z if a = 0o where
we take z as the standard coordinate of C. Then define

ord,(f) := ord(fa).
For a meromorphic 1-form w defined on P!, the order ord,(w) can be defined
as follows. Set U; = P\{oc} and Uy = P'\{0}. Let 2; be coordinates of Uj,
i =1,2, such that z1(0) = 22(0c0) = 0 and 29 = 1/z; in U; N Us. Then there
exist meromorphic functions f; on U; such that

w= fidz
on U; for ¢ = 1,2. Then define
ordg(w) := ordy(f;)

forae U;,i=1,2.

Let us fix a collection of points ao, ... ,a, € P! and set S := koag + - - - +
kpa, as an effective divisor with ko, ...,k, > 0. For a € P! let S(a) be the
coefficient of ¢ in S, i.e.,

S(a) = k; ifa:c.tl- fori=0,...,p,
0 otherwise.

For an open set U C P! we define Qg(U) to be the set of all meromorphic
1-forms w on U satisfying ord,(w) > —S(a) for any a € U. This correspon-
dence defines the sheaf 2g by the natural restriction mappings.

Let € be a locally free sheaf of rank n on P!, namely a sheaf of modules
over the sheaf O of holomorphic functions on P! satisfying that for any
a € P! there exists an open neighbourhood V' C P! such that &|y = Oy
We may sometimes regard € as a holomorphic vector bundle over P!.

Definition 1.6 (meromorphic connection). A meromorphic connection is
a pair (£,V) of a locally free sheaf £ and a morphism V: & — £ ® Qg of
sheaves of C-vector spaces satisfying

V(fs)=df @ s+ f @ V(s)
for all f € O(U), s € E(U) and open subsets U C P*.
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Let U C P! be an open subset which gives a local trivialization of £ and
z a local coordinate of U. Then if we fix an identification £y = O"|y,
we can write V. = d — Adz by A € M(n, M(U)) on U. Note that if we
write V = d — A’ dz by another identification |y = O"|y, then A’ can be
obtained by a holomorphic gauge transformation of A, namely there exists
X € GL(n,0O(U)) such that

A = X[A].

Thus we may say that (£, V) defines a holomorphic gauge equivalent class
of a local differential equation

d
dZY =AY
on U C PL.

In particular, suppose that & is trivial, i.e., £ = O™ and set U; = P!\ {cc}
and Uy = P!\{0} as before. Then if we fix a trivialization £ = O", we
have V = d — A(z1)dz on Uy with A(21) = (04 (21))ij=1,..n € M(n,C(2))
satisfying ordg(cy ;) > —S(a) for all @ € U;. Similarly on Uy we have
V =d — B(z)dzs. Since £ is trivial,

A(z1)dz1 = B(z2)dzz on Uy NUs.
Namely,

B(z) = _A(lzé22)'

This is nothing but the coordinate exchange ( = % for a differential equation

d, od
—Y =AY — el A(1/0)Y.

Thus a meromorphic connection (£,V) with a trivial bundle £ on P!
corresponds to a meromorphic differential equation %Y = AY with A =
(@i j)ij=1,..n € M(n,C(2)) satisfying ord,(c; ; dz) > —S(a) for all a € P!,
and vice versa. This correspondence is unique up to the choice of £ = O",
i.e., GL(n, C)-action.

Let S = koap + ... + kpa, be an effective divisor on P! as before. Define
a set of meromorphic connections on P!

. (n) & trivial of rank n,
Trivg’ := {(E,V)‘ Vi€ £® 0 .
We say (€,V) € TriV(Sn) is stable if there exists no nontrivial proper subspace
W C C" such that the subbundle W := W ® O C C" ® O = £ is closed
under V, i.e.,

VW) c W® Qg.

Let B = (By,...,By) € M(n,C((2)))?*! be a collection of HTL normal
forms satisfying ord(B;) = —k; for all i = 0,...,p. We write V|,, € Op,
for a connection (£,V) if there exists A,, € M(n,C((24,))) such that V =
)

d— Ag; dza, and 1(Ag,;) € Op, where 2, is a local coordinate of P! vanishing
at a; and 12 M(n,C((zq,))) — M(n,C((zq4,))/C[zq,]) is the natural projection.
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Then the moduli space of stable meromorphic connections on trivial bun-
dles is
(E,V): stable,

M(B) := {(&V) < Trivé,n) Ve, € Op, for alli =0,...,p } /GL(n. C).

Here GL(n,C) = GL(n, O(P')) acts on Triv(sn) as the holomorphic gauge
transformation.

Mobius transformation may allow us to suppose ag = oo € P'. Then by
a trivialization £ = O™ we can identify (£,V) € Trivly with a meromorphic
differential equation defined on P!,

—Y = _ v A v— Y
dz Z (z —a;) + Z v %

up to GL(n, C)-action, i.e.,
d d
z z

The stability of (£,V) corresponds to the irreducibility of the differential
equation. Thus we can regard 9(B) as a moduli space of meromorphic
differential equations on P!,

d Ay .

2<v <k

irreducible, / GL(n.C)
O n,C).
Sk A € 0p,,i=0,...,p

v=1 z¥

Thus the solvability of the additive Deligne-Simpson problem is rephrased
as the non-emptiness of the moduli space.

Proposition 1.7. There is a solution of the additive Delinge-Simpson prob-
lem for B = (B, ..., B,) if and only if M(B) # (.

Furthermore, forgetting the location of the singular points, we may regard
9 (B) as a subspace of the orbit space [[}_, Op,,

MB) =
P .. .
A is irreducible
{A = (Ai(2))o<i<p € H)OBi P Res (4;(2)) =0 }/GL(n,(C)
which is free from locations of a; in P'. Here
k .
Res (Z Ajz*]) = A
j=1

and we say that A = (Zf;l A j2 Vo<i<p is irreducible if (4; ;) o<i<p is
1<j<k;
irreducible.
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2. A REVIEW OF REPRESENTATIONS OF QUIVERS

This section is a review of known results of the representation theory
of quivers and theory of quiver varieties. The review will be minimized
only for our requirement for the latter sections and we refer original papers
for the general theory by Nakajima [29], Crawley-Boevey and Holland [10],
Crawley-Boevey [8] and their references.

2.1. Representations of quivers and quiver varieties. Here we recall
the definition of representations of quivers and introduce quiver varieties.

Definition 2.1 (quivers). A quiver Q = (Qq, Q1, s,t) is the quadruple con-
sisting of Qq, the set of vertices, and Qq, the set of arrows connecting vertices
in Qp, and two maps s,t: Q; — Qq, which associate to each arrow p € Qy
its source s(p) € Qo and its target t(p) € Qo respectively.

Definition 2.2 (representations of quivers). Let Q be a finite quiver, i.e., Qg
and Qp are finite sets. A representation M of Q is defined by the following
data:
(1) To each vertex a in Qo, a finite dimensional C- vector space M, is
attached.
(2) To each arrow p: a — b in Qq, a C-linear map 1,: M, — M, is
attached.

We denote the representation by M = (Mg, %a)aeqy,acq,- The collection
of integers defined by dim M = (dimcM,)qeq, is called the dimension vector
of M.

For a fixed vector o € (ZZO)QO, the representation space is

Rep(Q, V,a) = @5 Home(Vy(n), Vip)),
PEQ

where V' = (V) aeq, 1s a collection of finite dimensional C-vector spaces with
dimcV, = a4. If V, = C* for all a € Qq, we simply write

Rep (Q, a) = @ Hom(c((CaS(p),Cat(p)).
PEQL

The representation space Rep(Q,V,a) has an action of [[,cq, GL(Va)-
For (p)peq, € Rep(Q,V,a) and g = (g9a) € [laeq, GL(Va), then g -
(¥p)peq: € Rep (Q,V, a) consists of ¢}, = gt(p)ibpgs_(;) € Home(V(p), Vi(p))-

Let M = (Mg, )" )acqopeq, and N = (N, 1) )acqq,peq, be representa-
tions of a quiver Q. Then N is called the subrepresentation of M if we have
the following:

(1) For each a € Qp, N, C M,.
(2) For each p: a — b€ Qu, )|y, =¥
In this case we denote N C M. Moreover if

(3) there exists a direct sum decomposition M, = N, & N/ for each

a e Q07
(4) for each p: a — b € Q1, we have ¢£/[|Né C N,
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then we say M has a direct sum decomposition M = N @& N’ where N’ =
(Néa¢£4|N,;)a6Qo7PEQ1'

The representation M is said to be irreducible if M has no subrepresen-
tations other than M and {0}. Here {0} is the representation of Q which
consists of zero vector spaces and zero linear maps. On the other hand if
any direct sum decomposition M = N @& N’ satisfies either N = {0} or
N’ = {0}, then M is said to be indecomposable.

Let us recall the double of a quiver Q.

Definition 2.3 (double of a quiver). Let Q = (Qo, Q1) be a finite quiver.
Then the double quiver Q of Q is the quiver obtained by_ adjoiging the reverse
arrow p*: b — a to each arrow p: a — b. Namely Q = (Qp = Qo, Q1 =

QU Q) where Qf = {p*: t(p) = s(p) | p € Qu}.

_ Here we note that the representation space Rep(a7 «) of the double quiver
Q can be regarded as the cotangent bundle of Rep(Q, ), namely

Rep(Q, @) = Rep(Q, @) @ Rep(Q, a)* = T*Rep(Q, av),
since we have the identification
Homgc (C%se), C*()* = Homge (C*s(e*), C*t(p*))

for each p € Q;. Then we can regard Rep(Q, a) = T*Rep(Q, @) as a sym-
plectic manifold with the canonical symplectic form

w(z,y) == Z (tr(mpyp*) - tr(xp*yp))
PEQL
for z,y € T*Rep(Q, ), which is invariant under the action of
G(o) = [] GL(cw,©).
a€Qo

Then we define a moment map of the symplectic manifold Rep(Q, o) with
the G(a)-action as follows. The map

pio: Rep(Q, a) = Lie G(a) := [[ M(aa,C)

a€Qo
is defined by
to () = Z Tplpr — Z Tprp,
PEQ1 PEQ1
t(p)=a s(p)=a

for z = (7)) ,cq, € Rep (Q, ).
Then the quiver variety is defined as the symplectic reduction of Rep(Q, )
by the moment map u.

Definition 2.4 (quiver variety). Let us take a collection of complex numbers
A= (Aa)aeqy, € CR and regard A = (M\o1a, )acq, € I1 M (ag,C). Then
the quiver variety is the symplectic reduction

MA(Q, @) = pg " (N)/G(a).

a€Qo
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Note that the symplectic reduction 9ty (Q, ) is homeomorphic to the
affine quotient scheme u;'()\)//G(a) by the theory of Kempf-Ness [19] and
Kirwan [21].

This variety might have singularities. Thus let us consider the (possibly
empty) subspace

po PO = {x € pgt(N) | o is irreducible}.

Then the action of G(a)/C* on this space is proper and moreover free (see
King [20]). Thus the homogeneous space

MYE(Q, ) = pgt (N)"/G(a)

can be seen as a complex manifold with the symlpectic structure, i.e., a
complex symplectic manifold. We call this manifold a quiver variety too.

Remark 2.5. The above quiver varieties are special ones of Nakajima quiver
varieties which enjoy rich geometric properties and applications for repre-
sentation theory and theoretical physics and so on (see [29] for instance).

2.2. Crawley-Boevey’s theorems for the geometry of quiver va-
rieties. The regular part E)ﬁr)\eg(Q,a) may be empty as we noted above.
Thus we recall a necessary and sufficient condition for the non-emptiness of
M\ #(Q, a) given by Crawley-Boevey in [§].

First let us introduce the root system of a quiver Q (cf. [18]). Let Q be
a finite quiver. From the Euler form

(a,B) = Z agfBa — Z As(0)Bi(p) »

a€Qo pEQL

a symmetric bilinear form and quadratic form are defined by

(@, B) = (e, B) + (B, ),
1

Q(a) = 5(04, a)

and set p(a) := 1 — ¢(). Here o, f € Z%0,

For each vertex a € Qq, define ¢, € ZR (a € Qp) so that (e5), = 1,
(ea)y = 0, (b € Qo\{a}). We call ¢, a fundamental root if the vertex a has
no edge-loop, i.e., there is no arrow p such that s(p) = t(p) = a. Denote
by II the set of fundamental roots. For a fundamental root ¢,, define the
fundamental reflection s, by

sa(@) == a — (a,€4)e, for o € Z0,

The group W C Aut Z2° generated by all fundamental reflections is called
Weyl group of the quiver Q. Note that the bilinear form (, ) is W-invariant.
Similarly we can define the reflection 74: C — C by

Ta()\)b = )\b — (ea, Eb))\a
for A € CQ0 and a,b € Qq. Define the set of real roots by
AT =) w().
weWw

For an element a = (ag)aeq, € Z2° the support of « is the set of e, such
that a, # 0, and denoted by supp («). We say the support of « is connected
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if the subquiver consisting of the set of vertices a satisfying €, € supp (a)
and all arrows joining these vertices, is connected. Define the fundamental
set F C ZR0 by

F =
{a € (Z>0)®\{0} | (a,€) <0 for all € € TI, support of a is Connected} .

Then define the set of imaginary roots by

A™ = | J wFuU-F).
weW
Then the root system is
A =A*UA™
Elements in A" := AN (Z>0)® are called positive roots.
Now we are ready to see Crawley-Boevey’s theorem. For a fixed A =

(Aa) € CR0, the set Xy consists of the positive roots satisfying

() Aa= ZaEQo Aot =0,

(2) if there exists a decomposition a = 1 + o + -+ + 5, (r > 2), with

Bi € AT and X+ B = 0, then p(a) > p(B1) + p(B2) + -~ + p(By).

Theorem 2.6 (Crawley-Boevey. Theorem 1.2 in [8]). Let Q be a finite
quiver and Q the double of Q. Let us fixr a dimension vector a € (ZZO)QO
and A € CR0. Then pz'(\)"™ # 0 if and only if a € By. Furthermore, in
this case ug'(N\) is an irreducible algebraic variety and py (A" is dense in
fa ()

This provides the following geometric properties of quiver varieties.

Theorem 2.7 (Crawley-Boevey Corollary 1.4 in [8]). If a € oy then the
quiver variety My (Q, ) is reduced and irreducible algebraic variety of di-
mension 2p(a).

Combining these results, we have the following non-emptiness condition
of regular parts of quiver varieties.

Corollary 2.8 (Crawley-Boevey [8]). The regular part of quiver variety
i)ﬁgeg(Q, a) is non-empty if and only if a € ¥y. Furthermore in this case, it
is a connected symplectic complex manifold of dimension 2p(«).

3. A REVIEW OF FUCHSIAN CASES

The necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a solution of
the additive Deligne-Simpson problem for Fuchsian differential equations is
determined by Crawley-Boevey in [9]. The strategy is as follows. For the
additive Deligne-Simpson problem for C = (Cp,C1,...,Cp), a collection
of conjugacy classes in M (n,C), it is shown that there exists a quiver Q,
dimension vector a, and complex parameter A such that the quiver variety
M\ E(Q, ) is isomorphic to the moduli space M(C). Thus Theorem
determines the non-emptiness condition of M(C) which is equivalent to the
solvability of the additive Deligne-Simpson problem. We shall recall this
correspondence between M(C) and M *(Q, ).
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First we construct a representation of a quiver from a conjugacy class C'
of M(n,C). Let us choose complex numbers &1, ..., &y so that

d
(1) [[A-¢&r) =0
i=1
for all A € C. The minimal polynomial of C is an example of this equation.
Set my, := rank Hle(A —&lIy,) for k=1,...,d. Then let us note that these
&1,..., &g and my, ..., mg characterize C'. Namely B € M(n,C) is contained
in C if and only if B satisfies

k
rank [[(B = &1.) = my,
i=1
for all kK = 1,...,d. This observation leads us to the following correspon-
dence between the elements in C' and some representations of a quiver.

Proposition 3.1 (see Crawley-Boevey [9] and also Lemma A.5 in [16]).
Let us fix a conjugacy class C of M(n,C) and choose &1, ...,&q € C so that
the equation () holds for all A € C. Set my := rank H§:1(A — &1y,) for
kE=1,...,d—1 and A € C, also set mg := n and m := (M;)i=o,.. d—1-
Define a quiver Q as below.

(())(p;?<p2— ................ <pd—le
-1

Also define a subspace of Rep(Q, m) by

Z = {x = (z,) € Rep (Q, m)
pm ()i = (& — &iv1)Lm, foralli=1,...,d—1,
x,: injective, T @ surjective for all p € Qq,p* € Q]

Then
d—1
®¢: {AeCy— 7Z/ ][ GL(m;,C)

=1
defined below is bijective. For A € C, we define (Ma, ) ,cq, pcqQ, s @ Tepre-

sentation of Q as follows:

k
My:=C", My :=Im[J(A—&I,) forallk=1,....d—1,
i=1

Yy, + My — M;_y : inclusion, Ypr = (A—&)|m,_,-
Then ®¢(A) is the projection of (Mgy,1),). The inverse map is given by
(Tp)peq, = TpiTp; + &1

Furthermore for any x = (x,) peq, € Z and any subspace S C C" invari-
ant under xp, T pr +&1, there exists a subrepresentation y of x such that x =0
(resp. N = M) if and only if S =0 (resp. S =C").



LINEAR DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS AND REPRESENTATIONS OF QUIVERS 17

Let Cy,C1,...,Cp be a collection of conjugacy classes in M (n,C) and
write C := (Cy, C1,...,Cp). As we noted before, a conjugacy class C' can
be seen as a truncated orbit of an HTL normal form of the case kK = 1. Thus

p .. .
Aj)i=0,...p 1s irreducible,
) = {gns e[| gy mmbetie } fougcy
i=0 =07

is a moduli space of Fuchsian differential equations or equivalently that of
meromorphic connections defined in Section Crawely-Boevey obtained
a realization of M(C) as a quiver variety.

Theorem 3.2 (Crawley-Boevey [9]). Let Cy,...,C), be conjugacy classes of
M(n,C). Fori=0,...,p, choose &1y, -.,&[i.q] € C so that
d;

H(Ai —&ij1n) =0

j=1
for all A; € C;. Let & = ({&[i1), - - - > &Ji,ai) Ho<i<p be the collection of ordered

sets {€fi1)- -+ &jiya) - Set mo :=n and my; j = rank Hi:1(Ai —&ikIn) for
j=1,...,d; — 1. Consider the following quiver Q.

[P, 1] [P, 2] [P, dp - 1]

Define a = ()acq, € (Z50)R0 by ag := mg and Qi j] = My for i =
07 oy Dy j - 17 e 7di —1. Deﬁne )‘ = ()‘a)CLEQO € (CQO by )‘0 == zli):(] g[i,l]
and )‘[Z,_]] = g[z’.]] — 5[@_74*1} fOT’ 1= O, oo P, ] = 1, e ,di — 1.
Then there exists a bijection
e M(C) — MY (Q, ).
Thus Theorem solves additive Deligne-Simpson problem.

Theorem 3.3 (Crawley-Boevey [9]). Let Cy,...,Cp be conjugacy classes
of M(n,C). Let us choose the quiver Q, a € (Z>¢)® and A € CR0 as
Theorem [32. Then the additive Deligne-Simpson problem for Cy,...,C)
has a solution if and only if o € 2.

4. MODULI SPACES OF MEROMORPHIC CONNECTIONS AND QUIVER
VARIETIES

In the previous section, we saw that moduli spaces of Fuchisan differential
equations are isomorphic to quiver varieties and moreover the solvability of
the additive Delinge-Simpson problem for Fuchsian differential equations is
determined through these isomorphisms. In this section, we shall give a
generalization of this correspondence. Namely we shall consider a collection
of HTL normal forms B = (By, By,...,B,), and give a correspondence
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between the moduli space 9MM(B) and a quiver variety. This is first done
by Boalch in [4] when the orders of HTL normal forms k; = —ord(B;) for
1=0,...,p satisfy

k0§3andk1:---:kp:1.

This result is generalized for arbitrary ky by Yamakawa and the author
n [16]. Thus when the number of unramified irregular singular points is at
most one, it is already known that there exist isomorphisms between moduli
spaces of meromorphic connections and quiver varieties.

However in Introduction of [4] Boalch suggested that moduli spaces of
meromorphic connections with more than two unramified irregular singular
points might not be isomorphic to quiver varieties and gave an example.

Therefore it may not be expected to obtain isomorphisms between ar-
bitrary 9t(B) and quiver varieties. Based on these previous results, for
an arbitrary 9t(B), we shall construct an injective map from 9t(B) into a
quiver variety which becomes an isomorphism if and only if the number of
unramified irregular singular points are less than or equal to one.

4.1. A preliminary example: Differential equations with poles of
order 2 and representations of quivers. As we noted above, the cor-
respondence between the moduli spaces of meromorphic connections and

quiver varieties is already known if ki = --- = k, = 1 and kg is an arbi-
trary positive integer. Before going to general cases, we shall see the first
nontrivial case kg = k; = --- =k, = 2.

4.1.1. Splitting lemma and truncated orbits. Let B € g5 be an HTL normal
form,

B = diag (01[n12*2 + Rlzfl, .. ,chnmz*Q + Rmzfl) .
Here R; € M(n;,C) and ¢; € C, i =0,...,p satisfying ¢; # ¢; if i # j.

Let us put By, := diag(cily,,...,cmly,,) and denote by V(¢) € C”
the eigenspace of By, for each eigenvalue ¢;, i = 1,...,m. For each X €
M(n,C), X; ; denotes the Homc (V (¢;), V (¢;))-component of X.

Then for the Gy = GL(n,C[z]/22C[z])-orbit of B, denoted by Op, we
have the following lemma which is a direct consequence of the splitting
lemma (see the section 3.2 in [2] or section 2.3 in [16] for example) .

Lemma 4.1. Let B € g5 be the HTL normal form as above. Then Op
consists of A(x) = 25:1 Az~ € gb satisfying that there exists G € GL(n,C)
such that

G 'A3G = By and (G7'A1G);; € Cr,
where Cg, are conjugacy classes of R; fori =1,...,m. Moreover if G1,G2 €
GL(n,C) satisfy G; *AsG; = By, i = 1,2, then G5 'Gy = diag(ha, ..., hin)
where h; € GL(n;,C) fori=1,...,m.

From this lemma we have the following one to one correspondence.

(2) OB —

foralli=1,...,m

{(G,Al) S GL(TL,(C) X M(’I’L,C) (GilAlG)w’ N CRi }/ﬁGL(’I’LZ,C)
i=1
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Here []", GL(n;,C) acts on GL(n,C) x M (n,C) by

[, GL(n;,C) x (GL(n,C) x M(n,C)) — GL(n,C) x M(n,C)
((h1y- -y hm), (G, A)) — (G -diag(h,. .., hpy), A).

The inverse map is induced by sending (G, A1) to GBi:G 1272 4+ Ajx™! €
Op.

Remark 4.2. Let us recall that 7*GL(n,C) = GL(n,C) x M(n,C). Then
the above correspondence can be seen as a special case of the identification of
G-orbits of HTL normal forms and a symplectic reductions of the extended
orbits given by Boalch (see Lemma 2.3 in [3]).

4.1.2. Moduli spaces without irreducibility and quivers. Under the above ob-
servation, let us consider the relation between Mt(B) and a quiver variety.
Let By,...,B, € g5 be HTL normal forms written by

Bi = dlag <c[i,1]In[i’1]Z_2 + R[i71}z_17 . ’C[ivmi]In[i,mi]Z_z + R[i,mi}z_l) .

Let V(cj;5)) € C" be the eigenspace of (B;)i for each eigenvalue cy; j,
i=0,...,p,j=1,...,m. Let X[ jj;q be the Home(V (¢ i), V(e j))-
component of X € M(n,C). We may write X = (X[i,jw/ﬂ) 1<j<m; -

1<) <my

First let us consider the moduli space 9(B) without the irreducibility,
namely,

M(B) := {(Ai(z))io,__,,, € [[ 05 | D Resa(z) = o} /GL(n,C)
=0 =0

which is isomorphic to

(i) (G;lAiGi)jJ € CR[i,j]
P foralli=0,...,p and
(Gi, Ai)i:o,...,p S H GL(TL, (C) X M(n, (C) ] = 1, R

=0 (11) ?:0 A; =0
(iii) Go = I,
P my
/H H GL(ny; 1, C)
i=0 j=1

from the above identification (2]). Here the condition (ii) comes from the
condition }_?_ ResA;(z) = 0 and (iil) comes from taking the quotient under

the GL(n, C)-action. We shall give a realization of 9t(B) as a representation
space of a quiver as follows.
Step 1.

Let us consider the quiver QW defined as follows. The set of vertices is

QY :={o,...,p}.

The set of arrows is
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Fix a dimension vector o) := (04)i=0,...p so that a; := n for all i =
0,...,p. Then we have a bijection,

P
{(Gz‘, Ai)i=0,..p € H GL(n,C) x M(n,C)
i=0

p
G(]:In,ZAizo} —

1=0

o € GL(n,C) }

T |
Pl

r=(x ~7 € Re Q(l 1)
{ ( p)peQ(l) p( ) foralli=1,...,p

by setting x ol = G and z = A;G; for all i = 1,...,p. Let us note

(0]«
Pl (Pp)
that from x = (z,) in the target space, setting
Gi=x} A== x
p{;)]p 7 (pg)]])* p[O]
for i = 1,...,pand

Z Ty T = tra (2)o;

[1]

we obtain the inverse map.
Step 2.

In Step 1, we could associate representations of a quiver to (Gl, Ai)i=o,..p €

? GL(n,(C) x M(n,C) satisfying the conditions (i) Y7, A; = 0 and
(iii) Go = I. However to obtain the one to one correspondence with 9(B),
we need one more condition (i) (G;'A4;G;);; € Cry, for i = 0,...,p,
j=1,...,m;. Let us recall that

G AG = AUT (e = Hom ()i

fori=1,...,pand

G 1140C710 = AO = ZA - Z 1'( {0])* Ma(l)( )
=17

for (G;, A;)i=o p in the domaln of the isomorphism in Step 1 and its image

S Rep(Q(1 (1)). To obtain block diagonal components (G} *4;G;);.; as
images of the moment map, we shall break up the vertex

O into

O [z,mz]
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for each i = 0,...,p and define the following quiver Q).

Namely, the set of vertices is
Q®o:={[i,j]|i=0,....,p, j=1,...,m;}.

The set of arrows is

5 (0,] , jzla"'7m07
Q( )1:: P[ijq: [Oyj]%[lyj] 1:17"'7])7
j/ = 1, e,y
Define al?) = (aéQ))aer € 7R by a@.} = dimcV (¢ 50), = 0,...,p,
j =1,...,m;. Then we have a bijection from 9t(B) to an open subset of

Rep(Q®, a®)/G(a?).

Proposition 4.3. We use the same notation as above. Then there exists a
bijection

o: M(B) —

_ L det | = (0,5 ) . #0
T = (xp)peQ(z)l < p[?,;/] 113]2,277’;0_ 1G(a®)
€ Rep (Q®@,a®) | foralli=1, D, '

ta@ (2)ig) € Cry, y» [6,5] € Q@
Proof. Tt suffices to show that there is a bijection from
(i) (G;IAiGi)]}j € CR[i,j]

P foralli=0,...,p and
(Gi, Ai)i:o,...,p S H GL(TL, (C) X M(n,(C) 7=1,....,my

=0 (11) ZI;:O AZ =0
(i) Go = I,
p m;
1=0j=1

to the target space of the above map. Let (Gj, A;)i=o,...p be a representative
of an element in this space. Then we define x € Rep(Q(2),a(2)) as follows.
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xp{gj;} = (G 1)[133"],[0,1]’ x (,,5:;],1]) = (AiGi)o g 11,57
forj=1,...,mg,t=1,...,p, 7 =1,...,m;. Then
mo
Po@ (@) = Y@ 0 (0] ) = (Gi AiGi)j g0 € Cry, 4
j=1 [4,3"] [4,5']
fori=1,...,pand j'=1,...,m;. Also
pom P
,ua(2) Z Z OJ,]] *3: {OJ] = Z Ao) ig € CRO]]
i=1 j/'=1 Plig ¢ i=1

for j = 1,...,mq. Since this correspondence is [[}_, [}2; GL(nj; ;), C) =

G(a(Q))—equivariant, we have the well-defined map. The inverse maps can
be defined as we saw in Step 1. Thus it is bijective. U

4.1.3. Moduli space and quiver varieties. Now we are ready to consider
M(B). As we will see later, the irreducibility of differential equations does
not coincide with the irreducibility of representations of quiver under the
bijection in Proposition 3l Thus we shall introduce a weaker condition
which is called L-irreducibility in this paper.

Let us define a sublattice £ of ZQ®o by

mo m;
~ (2 .
L:=<p= (Ba)aeQ@)O € 79% Zﬁ[w} = Zﬂ[m} foralli=1,...,p
i=1

Jj=1

Definition 4.4 (L-irreducible). An element in

det [ = ,; . 0
xTr = (:Cp)pewl < P%?’;/]]>11§]]/§<7;1n0 7£ /G(a)
€ Rep (Q(2)7a(2)) foralli=1,. .. ,E?,

Hea( ()[l]}eCR[” [Z]]EQ

is said to be L-irreducible, if it has no proper subrepresentation y with the
dimension vector dim(y) € £ other than {0}.

Proposition 4.5. Let A = (ZJ 1 A(Z)z 7) e [TE_y Op, with 3°F_, =0

and x € Rep(Q®, a(2)) be the correspondmg e{ements under the map <I> mn
Proposition [[.3. If A is irreducible, then x is L-irreducible and vice versa.

Proof. Suppose that A has a nontrivial invariant subspace W & C", i.e
W is invariant under all Ay). Set WO = (2 o) )1<j<meW = W for i =

Plii') 1<j7<m;

1,....,pand WO .= W. Also set

Vi =W V(e ), T 0] =T 0] [y,
Pt Pligh

(p{(l)]]]])* N x(”WJ)*
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Then i = (V,, jp)aeQ(%,pe@l defines a subrepresentation of x. Since W is

A(i)—invariant W@ ig GflA(i)G (Bz)mr invariant. Thus we have W =

V[Z j1» which shows that 37 dlm(cV[O == zj 1 dlm(cV[p - Fi-

nally we need to check that & (A7) ) (V[Z i) C V[O j1- To show this, it suffices
[i,5']

to see that (Z D1<j<me W® C W, which follows from the fact that

[0,5] <
o P )" 1<j/<my

(&, 1)) 1<i<mo W = (2, 041 ,.) 1<5<mo W
wl27)) Ty

Plg’V  1<57<m; Plg’V 1< <m;

= (@041 ) 1<i<mo (0.5 ) 1<) <mo W
Pl 1<ji<m;  Plid'l 1<57<my

=AW cw,
Conversely suppose that z has a nontrivial proper subrepresentation & =
(Va,(ﬂg)p) satisfying > 0" dlmCV[O i = = zj ldlm(c‘/[pj] Then W =
@2, Vo, is an A-invariant subspace. Indeed W is (Ag ), A(O)) invariant.

Also for i = 1,...,p, set WO = (z 0 )1<j<m0 W C GBJ 1‘/[”] Then we
[i,d'] 1<5'<m;
have

m; mo
Z dlm(c‘?[“]] = Z dim(c‘?[()’ﬂ = dlm(CW = dlmCW(l),
7=1 7=1

which implies that W® = @721‘7{2‘,}']- Thus since

(T 10,41 )1<j<mo (2 Z 0] )*)1§j§m0 = Gi_lAgi)Gu

'] 1<’ <m;  Plid’V 1<<m,
W is G;lAgi)Gi—invariant, which shows that W = G;,IW® is (Agi),A;i))—
invariant for each ¢ = 1,...,p. O

Finally let us give a realization of 9M(B) as a subset of a quiver variety
M (Q, @) defined as below.
For each @ = 0,...,p and j = 1,...,m;, we choose ;1 € C, k =
1,... e[, so that
€i,J]
H (R [i,4] — 5[@,] k] 4,5 ) = 0.
k=1
Then the quiver Q is defined by the set of vertices

1=0,...,p,
Qo:=1< [t,5,k]| j=1,....,my,
A

and the set of arrows

0 j:1,...,m0,
Qui= 3 pf o [0,5] = i i = 1,0,
0
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Here we set [4,7,0] := [i,j]. Define a dimension vector a = (ag)qeq, by
k
Qfi,g] = i, j) oigaq = rank | [(Rpgy = igalng)-
=1

Also define A = (\y)acq, € CR° by

i) = —&lig1] Aligik) = Eligi k]~ Efigik+1]
where &f; ;... 1= 0. Let us define a sublattice
[17]75[1,]]}
mo m;
E = ,8 = (/BG)GGQO € ZQO Z’B[OJ} = Z’B[ZJ] fOI' all ’L = 1, RN 0] C ZQO
j=1 j=1

Then we define a subset of the quiver variety 9\ (Q, «) as follows,
M (Q, )™ = 4o (N /G(a)
where

det (z 05 )1<j<mo #0,1=1,...
P1ii 1557 <m;

. ) x is L-irreducible,
Bt = e i () .

Here L-irreducibility is defined as in Definition [£4l Then from Proposition
B.11 [£3] and 45l we obtain the following identification.

Theorem 4.6. We have a bijection
M(B) — MA(Q, a) ™.
Proof. By Proposition 3.1} A3, and B3] it suffices to see that 2 € =1 ()%

implies that x,. .,, are injective and =z = are surjective. This can
PlisgoH (Plisin))

be checked similarly to the proof of Theorem 1 in [9]. Indeed, if there

exists @p, . which is not injective, then there exists a nonzero element
. = = * <k.

v € Ker(xp[tj’k]) Set vg := v and v w(p[i,j,l+1]) (vy) for I < k. Then the

relation

T340 (g jar1)” ~ ppaga) P T Al

shows that Tpgi i) (vi41) is a multiple of v; for [ > k. Thus v;, [ < k, span
a subrepresentaion of z, which contradicts to the L-irreducibility of x. A
dual argument shows that x (opsng)” € surjective. O
VR
Remark 4.7. In the above theorem, we obtain an isomorphism between the
moduli space of meromorphic connections Mt(B) and the subset M (Q, a)4if
of the quiver variety. However we should notice that 9)(Q, )% does not
coincide with M\®(Q, «) since we imposed the det (z %O,j]])lgjgm()’ # 0 and
id'] 1<5'<my;
the L-irreducibility does not coincide with the irreducibility in general. Thus
Crawley-Boevey’s theorem (see Theorem [2.6]) is not applicable directly to

our case.
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4.2. Truncated orbits and representations of quivers. Let us recall
the description of truncated orbits Op of arbitrary orders k as quiver vari-
eties. The description which will be given in this section was obtained by
Boalch in [4] when k& < 3 and conjectured for arbitrary k. In this section we
shall give a quiver picture of truncated orbits of arbitrary orders following
the paper by Yamakawa and the author [16] in which the above Boalch’s
conjecture was finally settled.
Fixk >1and B = Z§:1 Bz 7' ¢ g% , an HTL normal form written by

B =diag (q1(z "), + R1z 7' gz D, + Bz ™Y)

where R; € M(n;,C), ¢;(71) € 272C[z71],i=1,...,mand ¢; # q; if i # j.
To a pair (4,5), 1 <j # j* < m, we attach an integer

(3) d(j,7") = deg ¢y (gj(x) — gy () — 2.

Moreover we set d(j,j) := —1 for the latter use.

Let @;n:(‘;) Vis,j) be the decomposition of C" as simultaneous invariant
spaces of {Bst1,Bsyo,..., B} for s = 1,...,k — 1. Especially we write
Vi=Vy ) forj=1,...,m=m(l).

Let X j be the Homc(V}/, Vj)-component of X € M(n,C). For g(z) =
S g € Mn,C(2)), wiite (g(2))y5 = S (g2 1 < 47 <
m. We denote the Homc(V}, C")-component of X € M(n,C) by X, ; for
each i = 1,...,m. Similarly X;, denote the Homc(C", V})- component.
We sometimes use the notation X = (Xj)i<jii<m = (Xuj)i<jicm =
(Xj)1<i<m:

Let ms : Js = {1,...,m(s)} = Jsy1 = {1,...,m(s + 1)} be the natural
surjection such that Vi, jy C Vig1 r,(j))- Define the total ordering {1 <2 <
-+ < m} on J; and also define total orderings on Js, s = 2,...,k — 1, so
that

if J1 < Ja, then ﬂ-s(jl) < WS(jQ)a J1,J2 € Js.
Let us define the subgroup of G by
%:h}

k-1
o= {ZAizi € G,
=0
Similarly define the subspace g9 := zg = M (n, 2C[2]/2*C[z]) of g,
which can be identified with
AO:O}.

k-1
{Z A;z' € gg
Then the dual space (g7)* can be identified with

1=0
k-1 A
{ZAZ‘Z_Z_l S g;; Ay = O} .
=0

For A = Zle Azt e g, set Ay = Zf:Q A;z7" and Ayes := A;. Then we
define the following two orbits
O% :={gBg ' | g € G} C g},
O, = {gBirrgil ‘ g€ GZ} - (92)*'
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Let us define the subgroup H C GL(n,C) by
H = {h = diag(h1,...,hm) | hi € GL(n;,C), i =1,...,m}.
The following proposition links O% with Op.
Proposition 4.8 (cf. Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4 in [3]). Set
Adp(0%) = {hAh ' €gj |he H, A€ Oy} .
Then we have a bijection
GL(n,C) xyg Adg(0%) = Op.

Here GL(n,C) xg Adg(0%) = (GL(n,C) x Adg(0%)) / ~, the equivalence
relation ~ is defined by (g, A) ~ (gh=*,hAR™Y) for h € H.

Proof. Let us send (g,A) € GL(n,C) xg Ady(0%) to gAg~* € Op and
show that this map is well-defined and bijective. If (g,A4) = (¢, 4") €
GL(n,C) x g Adg(0%), then there exists h € H such that ¢ = gh™! and
A" = hAR~Y. Thus ¢’A'(¢")"t = ghthAh~thg™! = gAg~'. Let us see
the surjectivity. For any A’ € Op, there exists ¢ = go + g1z + -+ € Gy
such that g7'A’g = B. Then (g5, 904’95 ") € GL(n,C) x Ady(0%) and
90 1(gOA/go_ 1)90 = A’, which shows the surjectivity. Next we shall see the
injectivity. Suppose that (g, A),(¢', A") € GL(n,C) xg Adx(0O%) are sent
to the same element, i.e., gAg~! = ¢’A’(¢’)~'. Then putting h = g~ ¢/,
we have A’ = h™'Ah. On the other hand, we may assume A, A’ € 0%.
Thus there exist b, b’ € G¢ such that b~'Ab = (') "' A'd’ = B which implies
B =b"1Ab = (h¥)"tA(RY). Lemma 2.9 in [16] shows that the constant
term of B’hb~! € G} is contained in Staby(Bj), the stabilizer of By in H,
ie., h € StabH(Bl) C H. O

According to the ordering on each Js, s = 1,...,k — 1, let us define
parabolic subalgebras of M (n,C) as below,

pls)™ = EB Home (Vis j1)s Visja))s
J1,J2€J5,
Jj12>J2

p(s)f = @ Hom(c(‘/(S,j1>?‘/<S7j2>)’
J1,J2€J5,
J1<J2

and similarly nilpotent subalgebras
u(s)+ = @ HOInC(V(é‘Jl)? V(57j2>)’

J1,J2€ 4,
J1>72

u(s)” = @ Home(Vi ), Vissa):
J1,J2€J;,
21<)2

for s =1,...,k — 1. Note that p(s)* = h(s) @ u(s)* where
b(s) := @D Endc(V, ;).

JE€J;
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Lemma 4.9. (c¢f. Lemma 3.4 in [16]) An element g € GY, preserves B +

(uf ®up)z™t, e, g7lbg € B+ (uf ©uy)a! for allb e B+ (uf @uy)z™?
if and only if

k—1
g€ Hy= {h::Zhizi € GY

i=1
Here we put by, := M(n,C).

hi € bit1 fOTiZl,...,k—l}.

Proof. We know that H, is the stabilizer of Bj., in (g)*, see Lemma 3.4 in
[16] for example. Thus if g € G¢ preserves B + (uf @ uy )21, then g € Hy.
Conversely take g € Hk and put u12~! = gBg~! — B € M(n,C)z~!. Then

= Bi+ 315 2401 9 Begi—s 1 — Br. Here we put g = I +g12+ o2+ -
andg V=1, +gjz+ ghz®> + ---. Then we have

kool k
Uy = Z By ngg,i,s,l + Z(gt—lBt — Bigi-1)
t=2 s=1 t=2

k k
= Z By -0+ Z(Qtlet — Bigi—1)
=2 =2

k

= > (9+-1B; — Bigr—1) € uf @uy.
=2

Here we put go = g = I,. Thus we are done. U
Let us define subsets of G,

k—1
Pi {ZPZ e Gy,

=0

k—1
Uz = {ZUzeGO

=0

PEle,z—l k—l},

U; eulﬂ, :1,...,k—1},

and subspaces of gf, and (g7)*,

k—1
ﬂ% = {Z Uizi

=1

k—1
(ifF {ZU,Z_’ 1

=1

Uieuil,izl,...,k—l},

UGqu,z—l k:—l}.

Here we put pf := M(n,C) and uf := {0}. Let us note that Py are
subgroups of G, but L[,;t are not closed under the multiplication.

Lemma 4.10 (cf. Lemma 3.8 in [16]). The P, -orbit through B in g} is
B+ (84,) @ (uf ®uy)zt.

Proof. First we see that P} -orbit through B is included in B+ (81 )* @ (uf &
ul_)x_l. From Lemma 3.8 in [16], the P,j—orbit through Bj,, in (g7,)* is Bire +
(44)*. Thus it suffices to show that (pBp~')res € (B1 + (uf @ ul_)) —1 for
allp € 73,:'. Let usset u := (pBp~')res—Bi1. Thenu = Zt 9 ZS 1pthpt a1



28 KAZUKI HIROE

where p = po + p12 + pax2 + -+, p 1 = p) + plw + pha® + . Let hg (resp.
h) be the hs-component of p, (resp. p.) € p& = bhs D ul. Then

kot-1 kot-1
Ui = <Z ZpthP;—sA) = <Zzhs3t 2—3—1>

t=2 s=1 t=2 s=1 i,
k t—1 k
= <Z B, Z hsh;_5_1> + Z(htht — Bihi—1)i; =0
t=2 s=1 i, t=2

fori =1,...,m. Here X;; denote the Endc(V;)-component of X € M(n,C).
Thus u € uf @ u; as required.

Conversely take an arbitrary element D € B + (4)* @ (uf @ uy)z"L.
Lemma 3.8 in [16] shows that there exists p € P; such that (pDp~ 1) =
Bi;. Namely pDp~! = By, + (h+ u)ac_l where h € hi,u € uf @ u;. Thus
there exists p' € P} such that p’D(p/)™' = D' = By, + ha™!, an HTL
normal form. Moreover recall that if D’ € O% is of HTL normal form, then
D' = B, cf. Lemma 2.9 in [16]. Thus D is in P} -orbit through B. O

Lemma 4.11 (Lemma 3.5 in [I6]). For any g € G¢, there uniquely exist
u_ €U, andpy € P,j such that g = u_p4.

For A € Op,,, take g € G so that g~'Ag = Bj, and decompose g =
u_p4 as above. Note that u_ does not depend on the choice of g because
the stabilizer of Bj,, is contained in P,j. Thus u_ is uniquely determined by
A€ Op,.. Thenlet usput Q =u_ —I,, A’ = u"'A and P = A’\(%)*.
Proposition 4.12 (Theorem 3.6 in [16]). The map

¢: OBir‘r — uk_: X (uk_:)*

A — (Q,P)
1s bijective.
Proposition 4.13. Let us take A € O% and set (Q,P) = ®(Ajr). Then
the following equations in g, hold for 1 =1,...,m.
B — A== QP — QaPoy— - —Qri—1P—1;

+ Pris1Qryr + PreQii2 + - + P Qmy
Proof. First we note that putting v = I, + Q, we have u 'Au € B +
() @ (uf ®@uy)z~! by LemmalI0l Denote the (8, )* and (uf @ uy)z"!
components of u~! Au by R and U respectively. Since Au = u(B + R+ U),
we have

-1 m
(4) B+ Z Qus(R+U)sy = A1+ Z A Qs
s=1 s=Il+1

Recalling that QQ € M (n, 2C[z]), we have Q; (R + U)s; = @ sRs; in the
above equation.
Let us set A = A;;. Note that

s—1
As,t = Z Qs,ij,t + Ps,t
j=1
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for 1 < s <t < m. Then right hand side of the proposition is written as
follows,

A1 Quirg + -+ A Qi
—Qui(Pri+ Pry1Qiprg + -+ PrmQmy)

—Qui—1(P—1y+ P—1+1Qi+1,0 + -+ P—1mQmy)
=A1Quyrg + -+ Ay Qg — QuaRiy — - — Qui—1Ri—1y.
Here we use fact that each component of @ (I > ') is in 2C[z], which

deduces Ay Q11 = fll@lQl,p. Then the above equation and the equation ()
induce the required equations. O

Proposition 4.14. The map
Ups O — (U x (1)) x (uf ©uy)
A (q)(Airr)a Ares’uf@u;)

1s bijective.
Proof. For A € 0%, let us put (@, P) = ®(Ajy). Then Proposition I3l
shows that Ayes|y, is uniquely determined by (@, P) and B, which implies
that Up is injective.

Let us take an arbitrary ((Q,P),U) € (4 x (4;)*) x (uf @ uy). Define

h = diag(hy,...,hy) € b1

by

1—1 m
hi=Ri+ > QijPii— Y PijQ
j=1 j=i+1 e
Here recall that R; = (Bres)i,; for ¢ = 1,...,m. Then there exists an HTL
normal form B’ € g} such that B}, = Bi, and @~ 1((Q, P)) + (h + U)z™*
is contained in some O%,. However B = B’ by Proposition LI3] and the
construction of h. Thus ®~1((Q, P)) + (h + U)z~! is the inverse image of

((Q,P),U) by Up. Hence Vp is surjective. O

Let Cg, be the conjugacy class of each R;, block diagonal component of
the residue of B. Recalling that h™'Bh = Biyy + h™ ' B,esh for h € H, we
have one to one correspondence,

Ady(B) :={hBh™ ' |he H} — [T, Cr,
B’ — ((Blies)i,i)iilp--,m .

Also recall that Ady(09%) is the disjoint union of 0%, for B’ € Ady(B),
Le., Adg(0%) = Upeaay ) O see Lemma 2.9 in [16].

For any B’ € Ady(B) we can define Wp/ as in the above proposition.
Thus we can define the map

U: Ady(0%) = |_| Oy — (H CRZ-> (U % (U)%) x (uf ®up))
B'eAdy (B) i=1
by W(A) = (((Ble)ii)i<icm, Up(A)) for A € 0%, with B' =S¥ Bla—i ¢
Sp. Then it is bijective.
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Under these preparations, now we can define a quiver Q as follows. The

set of vertices is
={0}U{l,...,m}.
The set of arrows is

1<i<id <m,
Q1 = {pyg/.l—)l - ”

1< <d(,i) }U{pi: 0—idili=1,...,m}.
Fix the dimension vector a = (o)aeq, defined by ag =: n and o; := dimcVj,
t=1,...,m.

Let us construct a map from Ady(O%) to the representation space of
Q. For A € 0%, B' € Ady(B), we set (Q,P) = ®(Ajy,) and define the
representation 24 € Rep(Q, a) as follows:

(za), 0, = Pm/, (za )(pm) Q, T

(xA)pi = (In)l *) (xA) pr = (AFGS)*,iv

for i, = 1,...,m. Here we set P = Zk 2 plily=i=1 and Q = Zf:_f QL.
Then Proposmon [4.13] tells us that ,ua(xA) = (Ble)ii € Cg, for i =
1,...,m.

Proposition 4.15. The following map is bijective,

(Yp:)1<i<m = In, pra(x)i € CR,
fori=1,....m ’

which is defined by W(A) := x4 for A € Adg(O%) as above. Moreover ¥
preserves H-actions, i.e., W(hAh™') =h -z for all h € H.

U: Ady(0%) — {:U € Rep (Q, a)

Proof. Proposition 14l shows that ¥ is bijective. The last assertion can be
directly checked. O

Finally we can obtain a correspondence between Op and representations
of Q.
Proposition 4.16. There exists a bijection

OB = GL(TL,(C) XH AdH(O%) —

{x € Rep (Q, @)

det (zp,)1<i<m # 0, pa ()i € CR,
fori=1,....m /HGL o €

Proof. Let us define a map ¥ from GL(n,C) x Ady(0%) to
{1‘ € Rep (67 a) det (xpi)lﬁiﬁm 7& 0, Ma(x)l' € CRi } .

fori=1,...,m
For (g, A) € GL(n,C) x Adg(0%), = ¥((g, A)) = is defined as below:
z =PI, T 5 = QUL

1,1 i’

]
'Ipi - (gil)i,*a xp, (gA)reS)*;i’

where (Q, P) = ®(Aj,) and write P = Zf:f Pll==1 @ = Zf;lz QU
Proposition [4.15] shows that this map is bijective. Moreover we can directly
check that this map preserves H-actions. Thus we are done. O

Z
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For example, let us consider an HTL normal form B = Z?Zl B,z such
that

By = diag (+, *,a\?,a{?), By = diag (x, *, *, %),

where agi) #* ag). Then the corresponding quiver is as follows.

4

Proposition 4.17 (cf. Lemma 3.1 in [I6]). Let (9,A) € GL(n,C) xg
Adp(0%) = Op and x € Rep(Q, ) the corresponding elements under the
isomorphism in Proposition [{.16]

(1) Let us suppose that x has a subrepresentation N = (N, wp)aer,peﬁl
satisfying dime €P;~ | N; = dimc Ny, then W = @~ N; is invariant
under all A; where A = Zle A;iz7" and similarly gW = Ny is
invariant under all gA;g~ 1.

(17) Any subspace S C C™ invariant under all A; is homogeneous with
respect to the decomposition C" = @), V;. Moreover N; = SNV,
i=1,...,m, and No = ¢S define the subrepresentation N = (Ng,1,)
where 1, are restrictions of x, on N;.

Proof. If x has a subrepresentation N as above, then Lemma 3.10 in [16]
shows that W is invariant under A; for ¢ > 2 and obviously invariant under
Ajq since A; = (xp;)gigm(xpi)lgigm-

Conversely let S C C™ be a subspace invariant under all A;. We need to
check that all 1, are well-defined, namely z,(Ny(,)) C Ny, which are al-
ready checked in Lemma 3.10 in [16] for pEJ,Z], and (pgg/)*, ii'=1,...,m,j=
1,...,d(i,7"). For p;, we have z,,(N;) = gN; C gS = Ny. For p}, we have
CCp:(N()) =V;N Alg_lN(] =V,NnAS CN;.

O

4.3. Quivers associated with differential equations. Now we are ready
to consider a correspondence between moduli spaces 9(B) of arbitrary k;
and subsets of quiver varieties ) (Q, @) as we saw in Section 1] under the
restriction kg = --- =k, = 2.

For i =0,...,p, let us fix a collection of nonzero positive integers k; and
HTL normal forms B; = 2;11 B](.Z P gy,,- Then write

B; = diag <Q[i,1](271)—7n[¢,1] + R[i,l}zil, e ,Q[i,mi](zfl)fn[i’mi] + R[z‘,mi}271>
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for i =0,...,p where q[iﬂ(z_l) € 2 2C[z7!] satisfying Qig) 7 Qi i 5 # 5
and R[Z,]} € M(n[l,]b (C)

Eor each i': 0,...,p, decompose C" = @j:igs) Vg)j) as simultaneo'us
(Bﬁl, . ,B,gi))—invariant subspaces. In particular we write Vj; ;) := V<(1@)j>

fori =0,...,pand j =1,...,m;. Here we note m;(1) = m;,.
For each pair j,5' € {1,...,m;}, attach the integer d;(j, ;') defined by

di(j§,5") := deg cpo-11 (g ) (271) — @iy (z71)) — 2

if j # 5 ordi(4,5'):=—1if j =j'. Set Liy, :={i € {0,...,p} | m; > 1}U{0}
and Ireg := {0,...,p}\ irr-

Remark 4.18. Suppose that m; = 1 for some i € {0,...,p}. Then the
truncated orbit of the normal form B; is trivial, namely Op, = C Riiy- Thus
I,y can be seen as the set of singular points at which truncated orbits are
nontrivial and we add the point 0 as a “base point” to [i,.

Now consider the following quiver Q. The set of vertices is

QY = {[i,4] | i € Lir, j=1,...,m;}.

Also define
j = 1, ..., Mo,
QY= ph i [0,5] = 4| i€ Lu\O}, b
j = 1, cee, My
RS Iirra
legl = p%ﬁ]j]’[ivj’}: (i, 5] = [i,5']] 1< <j <my,

1<k <di(5,5)
Then the set of vertices is

i 0_>Airr B’L
Q=@ | | Q.

Z‘Elirr
Let us define the dimension vector a'™* = (aa)angr by ag 1 = ny -

Proposition 4.19. There exists a bijection

P
k; D (2)
. , A =0,
D Z Ay)z_j € H Op, ; ! /GL(n,C) —
j=1 0<i<p =0 irreducible

LY -irreducible,

(7, (Li)ier,.,) € d ( > '
\ 7o A reg et | T (0,4 ) #0,i¢€ Iirr\{o}’
Rep(QW'r’ azT’T’) X HiEIreg OBz [4,57] %gj/gsrsfl

/,Lairr(x)[id‘} S CR[Z,]]’Z S I”vr

/ T] GL(ea,C).

acQyT
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Here
mo m;
L= Bz |N" oy =" By for alli € I\ {0}
j=1 j=1
Proof. Setting Ho := {diag(h1,...,hm,) | hi € GL(njo4,C)}, we can iden-

tify Op,/GL(n,C) with Adg,(O% 0)/H0, see Proposition .8 Let us set

(S5 A=) . fiAﬁ):O}.

0<i<p
=0

V.=
{ AdHO(O%Q) x Hie[i"\{o} Op, Hie[reg Op,

Then we can identify

k; p
S Al c[II Y AP =0} /GL(n,C)
j=1

OSZSP i=0 lelm

with V/Hy.
Comparing with Proposition 3] we see that Propositions 415 and E.16]
give a bijection from V to

- . det <£C [0,']> ) # 0,1 € Liy\{0}
= Rep(err7a1rr) Pl ;/] EJJE”;LO ’ irr s

/,[/airr( )[’l j} S CR[z] 1€ IiI'I'

/ H GL(ay, C)
a€QG™\{[0,4]]7=1,...,mo}
and the bijection preserves Hp-actions. Thus we have the required bijection.

The correspondence between the irreducibility and £-irreducibility follows
from Proposition d17 and the arguments in the proof of Proposition[Z3l [

Finally as we saw in Section Bl we shall associate conjugacy classes of
residue matrices of HTL normal forms to representations of qulvers For
each Rj; s, 4= 0,...,pand j =1,...,m;, let us choose {%”j}, N ;]J]]
so that

€[4,4]

H R[Z ’J] =0.

1

k=
Let £ = ({{?’ﬂ,...,ge ;]J]]}) 0<i<p, be the collection of the ordered sets
1<j<m;

{gglv.]]’ . ,ge ;.]J]]}
Now consider the following quiver Q. Set

1=0,...,p,
Qe =1 [ij, k]| j=1,...,m0,
k:zl,...,e[m»}—l

Then the set of vertices is

Qo = Q5" U Q™.
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Also set
gl .. j:1,...,mi,
Q= 3 ppiga [i23: K] = [,k = 1] k=2 e;—1J
1 B; .. .
S = gy [, = i) G =1, mi}

Qe =0 = { s [6,1,1) = [0,] 1§ € Ly =10 omo }
The set of arrows is

Iy, B; leg,—B; leg;
Ql . Q(l]ﬁ L |_| <Q1 L] Qleg — L Qleg >

Z-elimr

L I_l <Qllegi*>0 L Qllegz’) )

1€1eg

For example, let us consider the following B = (By, By, B2).

a as
0 0
BO) — ag‘ ) ©) P ag : ) 273
a, bs
0 0
O &
ag]) (0) 5;0’1} [0,2]
b _ S _
i T T b odl 7
0 0,4
@ &
agl) (1) dl ) (1,1]
a _ & _
Bl = 2 agl) z 2 + 2 5[1 1] z 1,
pH 6%1,2]
(2,1]
e
& _
&

() ) g0
J ’b] ’ ] ’dJ

bers and 5[1’] # 5,[;,’] if k#£K.

Here any distinct two of {a } stand for distinct complex num-
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Then we can associate the following quiver to this B.

Define the dimension vector o = (ag)aeq, by

k
Qi j] 7= Nfij); oiin = rank [J (R — &),
=1
Also define A = (A\g)aeq, by
Alig] i= —fgi’j], fori € I;;;\{0}, 7 =1,...,m;,
Aoy =~ = 37 g for j =1,...,mo,
ie[reg
i, i, 1=0,...,p,5=1,...,my,
Niga = &7 = 6 for b

k= 1,...,6[1'7]'} — 1.
Then Propositions B.1] and [£.19] show the following.

Proposition 4.20. Let By, ..., B, be HTL normal forms chosen as above.
Then there exists a bijection

ki p
P Z Ag.i)x_j € H Op,
j=1

o<i<p =0

p .
S AP =0} /GL(n,C)
=0

— {x € t(\) C Rep(Q, ) ‘

det (xp[(,)’j] > 1<j<me 75 0, ) € Iirr\{o}a

[4,57]

T 1Ly <my
mo
<:C [i,1,1]> : ColL — EB(CO‘[OJ], injective, i € Ipeg,
01/ 1<j<mo j=1
mo
<3U [i,l,l])*) : EB(CO‘[OJ] — Cv1 | surjective, i € Iy,
(l65") /1< mo s

Tppisup INJECHIVE, T(p, e, surjectz’ve}/ H GL(ag, C).
a€Qo
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Finally we shall close this section giving the isomorphism from the moduli
space of meromorphic connections 2(B) as follows.
Define a sublattice of ZR0,

m(©® @

L:={Bez Z Bloj] = Z Bji z for all i € I \{0}
i=1 j=1

Set LT :=LnN (Zzo)QO.

Definition 4.21 (L-irreducible). If z € Rep(Q, ) has no nontrivial proper
subrepresentation {0} # y & 2 with dimy € £, then z is said to be £L-
irreducible.

Then we define a subset of the quiver variety 9 (Q, ) as follows,
MA(Q, )M = ' (V) G(e)

where
it { . x is L-irreducible, }
o N =2 € g (A) | det (z o) )1<jeme # 0, i € L\ {0} (-
Pl 1<57<m;
Also define

po () = {w € 1t ()

det (xp[o,j] Ji<j<mo # 0,4 € Iirr\{o}}

(.31 1</ <m;

for the latter use.

Theorem 4.22. The restriction of the map in Proposition [{.20,
Dg: M(B) — M\(Q, o)

is well-defined and bijective.

Proof. The map @, in Proposition L20] sends irreducible A € [[?_,Op,
to the L-irreducible representation ®¢(A) and vice versa by Propositions

B0 and 19 Thus we only need to check that the L-irreducibility of a

representation z, p € p~H(A\)¥ implies that <$p[i,1,1]> and zp, ., are
07/ 1<j<mo o

injective, and [ &/ ;11\* and x = are surjective. This can be
’ [¢,1,1] o
( 0,3 ) 1<j<mg (P[z,],k])

shown as in the proof of Theorem (]

5. MIDDLE CONVOLUTIONS AND REFLECTIONS
In the previous section we gave an isomorphism 9(B) = My (Q, a)%f.
However 90T, (Q, a)4 does not coincide with 901,%(Q, ) in general. Namely,
we can not refer to Theorem 1.2 in [8] by Crawley-Boevey (see Corollary 2.§]
) for the non-emptiness of M(B) in our general setting. Therefore in the
remaining sections, we shall determine the condition for the non-emptiness
of M\ (Q, a)Uif tracing the case of M\ ®(Q, a) done by Crawley-Boevey in [8].
In the case of M#(Q, o), reflection functors (see [10] and [30]) plays very
impotent role as we can see in Kac’s theorem for the existence of indecom-
posable representations of quivers in [I8]. Unfortunately it, however, is easy
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to see that all reflection functors on M(Q, ) do not preserve M (Q, a)df
because of the open condition det(z (0.1 )i<j<mo, 7 0. Thus in this section

[i.d'] 1<5'<my;
we shall introduce some operations for 9 (Q, a)%f which are induced from
operations originally defined for 9t(B), so-called middle convolutions, ad-
ditions, etc. The map in Proposition enable us to define analogous
operations on 9 (Q, a)%f.
In this section we retain the notation in the previous section.

5.1. A review of middle convolutions. Let us give a review of middle
convolutions on differential equations with irregular singular points. The
middle convolution is originally defined by N. Katz in [24] and reformulated
as an operation on Fuchsian systems by Dettweiler-Reiter [13], see also [12]
and Volklein’s paper [34]. There are several studies to generalize the mid-
dle convolution to non-Fuchsian differential equations, see [1],[25],[32],[37]
for example. Among them we shall give a review of middle convolutions
following [37].

From A = (Zf;l Ay)z*j)ogigp € [I7_, OB,, let us construct a 5-tuple
(V,W,T,Q, P) consisting of C-vector spaces V', W and T' € End¢c(W), Q €
Homg(W,V), P € Homg(V,W). Set V := C" and W; := Vi for i =
0,...,p. Then define

Q (A(Z) A( )717 s 7A52)) € HomC(Wi’ V)’

0 0 Idy 0
P=| ¢ | € Home(v, W), N := o € Ende(W)).
0 . IdV
Idv 0 0
Setting
—~ p —_
= D,
=0
T := (Ni)o<i<p € @End@ W;) C Ende(W),

=0

p
Q = (Qi)OgiSp S @HomC(Wi, V) = HomC(W, V),
=0

w>

p
= (Pi)o<i<p € @Homc(V, W;) = Home(V, W),

we have a 5-tuple (V, W f @ P Further setting
A(Z Agi)



38 KAZUKI HIROE
we define W, := /Wi/KerA\i and W := @_, W;. Then T, Q, P are the maps
induced from T, ), P respectively.

Definition 5.1 (Yamakawa [37]). The 5-tuple (V,W,T,Q, P) given above
is called the canonical datum for A € [[?_,Op

Lemma 5.2. Let (V,W,T,Q, P) is the canonical datum of A € [[¥_, Op

Then
p ki—1 J ‘
dimcW = Z Z (n — dim¢ ﬂ KerBlizi)l) .
i=0 =0 1=0

Proof. For A = (Z?Z 1 A(i)z_j)0<i<p € [Ii—y OB;, there exists gt = 9(()i) +

gz 4 gl Ml € Gy, such that (¢0) (kL AW i) = B,
Thus

i i i -1 i) i) i) i i i
a o) g A Al A a o) gl
D . (4) .. : i :
a0 A 9" :
) gy) A(’,) ) (Z')
0 90" 0 A(” 0 9%
B B, - B
(4) :
B : ~
= ki o | =5
Tt
0 B,
This implies that dim(cKerA\i = dimCKerEi as required. O

Fix t € {0,...,p}, take a polynomial p;(z~!) = th 1pgt)z*j € 27 1C[z7Y
and define an operation, called addition, as follows. For an element A =
(Ai(z™")o<i<p € [T O, we define Add(t)( ~1y(A) = (A (z7))o<i<p by

o1y JAzTh if § £ t,
Ai(z ) = {At(z—l) —pt(l“_l) ifi—=t

Then Add" )( ,1)( ) eI, Op; where
B - B; if i £ t,
v Bt —pt(z_l) if i =t.
Set

fori=0,...,p and

Then let us define

Add; : H Add®?

Gpigy) (=) +€0 T
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for i = ([i,i])o<i<p € J. Here we use the notation Hz‘e{ab...}fi = fq0

fyo--- and note that the operators Ad( g

. fori€0,...,p are
i, (2~ 1)+§[w1]271 ’ ’

commutative.
Take A = (A;(271))o<i<p € [Ty Op; satisfying >-F_ ResA;(271) = 0.
Suppose that we can choose i € J so that

p > .
=S¢ 0.
=0

Let (V,W,T,Q, P) be the canonical datum of Add;(A). Following Example
3 in [37], we construct a new 5-tuple (V/, W, T, Q’, P') as follows. Note that
QP = —&ldy. Thus @ and P are surjective and injective respectively. Let
us set V/ := Coker P and Q": W — V', the natural projection. Then we
have the split exact sequence

0—vV WSV o
with the left splitting (— §_1Q) = Idy. Then from the splitting, we can
define P': V' — W be the injection such that Q'(¢ *P’) = Idys. Then we
have a 5-tuple (V/, W, T,Q’, P).
Next we set Q) (resp. P/) to be the Homc(W;, V') (resp. Homg(V, W;))

component of @’ (resp. P’). Also set N; to be the Endc(W;)-component of
T'. Define

(Al)(l Q N_] 1Pl
and A’ := (A}(z71))o<i<p where AL(z71) = Zjizl(A’)y)z’j. We note that
PN = @ P = &ldy.
Fmally let us set
= Add; ! o Add())__, (A),

Then A" = (AY(z71))o<i<p satisfies that Y P  ResA/(z71) = 0. Let us
denote A” by mc;(A) and call the operator mc; the middle convolution at i.
Let us recall basic properties of middle convolutions.

Lemma 5.3. Let (V,W,T,Q, P) be the canonical datum of the above mc;(A).
Then dimcW = Y% w; where

m;

w; = Z ((d (] jl) + 1)d1mCWz ]])
j=1
+ (n - dlm(c‘/[zv.]z}) + rank( Z.]z 5[17.77,7 )

Proof. From Lemma [5.2] we have
ki—1 t ]
w; = Z (n — dimg¢ ﬂ KerB,(gi)_l>
t=0 =0

where B; := B; — >I for i =0,...,p. Suppose that 0 <

s
t < k;—2. Then we have V}; ;; C Ni— -0 KerB( 9 _; ifand only if degcp, -1 (g5 —
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Qi) < ki —t. Equivalently, we have

t
n — dimg ﬂ KerB ,(;i)_ 1= Z dimc V[Z 5]
=0 JE{I'|di (5" ,5i) > ki—t—2}

for 0 <t <k; —2. Thus

ki—2 t , m;
Z <n — dim¢ ﬂ KerB](ji)_l> = Z(d (J,Ji) + 1dimcVy; ;).

t=0 1=0 §=0
Combining this computation and the fact

k;—1 )
dimcKer ﬂ Bl(c?—l = dimcKer(Ry; ;,) — &; ’M),
=0

we obtain the required result. O

Proposition 5.4 (Yamakawa [37]). Let us take A = (Ai(z71))o<i<p €
0 OB, satisfying > %, ResA;(z 1) = 0. Suppose we can choose i € J so
that {1 £ 0.

(1) If A is irreducible, then mc;(A) is irreducible.
(2) If A is irreducible,

mc; omci(A) ~ A,
i.e., there exists g € GL(n,C) such that
mc; ome;(A) = gAg~ " = (gAi(z7 g Ho<icyp-

(3) Let us define elements in M(n’[z i C) by
r N gt (di(4, 3i) + 2)&ilng, ,  if i # 0,
W31\ Rpo ) + do(G, o)l ifi=0

foralli € {0,...,p} and j € {1,...,m;}\{Ji}. Here we put n[
i)+

Further define R[ g € M (n}
tions hold,

ig) T

i 4] C) fori=1,...,p so that equa-

rank(R”] §1 bl ) = rank (R[”] — §1 bl )
1

rank( f[z’jl]) H(R[ g~ ,[?ji] - &)

= rank H [i,ji] é‘[lvﬁ] | = 2, . ,e[mﬂ.
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Similarly define R/[O jol € ]\/.I'(n’[0 M,C) so that the following equations
hold,

rank (R/[O,j |~ [O’JO] +2&;) = rank (Ryg j] — §1 ’jo]),
l

rank ( EO,jo] - ££O’j0] +2§) H( [0,j0] f[O’JO + &)
k=2

l
07
H 7]0 [ ]0})7 l= 27 e 76[07j0}.

Here we put
i) = Ny + dmeW — 2n.
Finally define
BZ{ =
diag <q[i’1](z_1)1"{¢,1] +Rii,1]z_17---7Q[i,mi]( )[ "o + R/[i,mi]z_l)

fori=0,...,p.
Then mei(A) € T[4, Op;.

Proof. Corollary 4 in [37] shows (1). Lemma 11, Remark 14 and Proposition
16 in [37] show (2). O

By this proposition, we obtain the bijection
me;: M(B) — M(B)

where B’ := (B/)o<i<p defined in the proposition.
Proposition [5.4] shows the following.

Proposition 5.5. Let & and My (Q, ) be same as in Theorem [J.28. Sup-
pose that we can choose i = ([i, ji])o<i<p € J so that

Aj = Z A[Z,]Z =& 7£ 0.

1€ L
Define mci(a) := (&) acq, € Z2° and mc;(N) := (N,)eeq, € CR by
ol = Qi 4] if § # Jis
[ig] - g+ i3 =Ji
O/[z‘,j,k} = Qi k]
Ali,ji) if li,7] = li, ;] and i+ 0,
Vo ) Aol 2)\ if [i, 51 = [0, jol,
BTN N + (GG + DN A0 and G £ m,
Ao,] +dojjo))\ ifi=0 and j # my,
N = )\ [4,d,k] Zf [Z’ja k] 75 [Z,]Zal]a
[%]7]{:} )\ [4,5:,1] + >\
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Here

Z Z ] jl +1 z]]+ Z n a[l,jl +a[l,j1,1] Z az,l,l

i€l j=1 1€ Lipr 1€ reg
Then there exists a bijection
mc; : SJTA(Q,a)dif — mmci(A)(Q,mci(a))dif.
Proof. We already have the bijection
me;: M(B) — M(B)
for B’ defined as in Proposition (.41
If we choose & = ({(5’)?“, NS )L[’fl}}) 0<i<p SO that

1< <m®
Bl (di(G,gi) +2)& if i # 0 and j # ji,
57]]+d( )& if i =0 and j # jo,
=140 05—k
&+ & if i #0, j = ji and k # 1,
S[O,J’O] 26 ifi=0,5=7jpand k=1,
5[0,101 & ifi=0,j=joand k # 1,

then we have the bijection
‘1)61 : W(B/) — mmci()\) (Q, mCi(Oé))dif

by Theorem 221 Thus we have the bijection <I>§/omcio<1>g1 CM(Q, o) —
fJﬁmc (Q mcl( ))dif

The last equation is obtained by Lemma[5.3] as follows. Since n; = n[

7.]2]
N j]s We have
ni = n/[l,jl] — 77,[@]] = dlm(cw —2n
= > > dilhgdapg+ Y 20— ag) + o)
i€y 1<j<m; 1€y
J#Ji

+ Y apiy—2n

l'e[reg
=2 Z i(Gdi) + gy + Y (0 = ag) + i)
Ze[ll‘l‘j 1 ZeIl”
+ Z Oé[i7171} — 2n.

1€ veg

O

5.2. More operations on 9, (Q, a)¥f. Proposition enable us to de-
fine mc; as an operation for My (Q, ). We shall introduce some other
operations.
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Let us note that the map ®¢ in Proposition .20 depends on the order of
{5%2’]], . LZ[’Z]J }fori=0,...,pand j =1,...,m;. Thus we shall see what
happens When we change the order. Let us define

o) = (G D osisy

<js<my
by
el {s& it (i3] # lio, ol
Souiy I [E, ] = lio, o]
where o is the permutation (s,s+ 1). Then we can extend these permuta-
tions to operations on representations of Q,

O_L@'g,jg} . EIR/\(Q, a)dif N gﬁA///(Q, O/I/)dif

defined by @U[io,jo](é_) o <I>§_1. Here o and X’ can be computed as below.

Proposition 5.6. The above o/ and N are defined as follows,
WL if €0l = gliogol,
Slig,j0,s] (o) otherwise,

oo o
Tlio.jo,s](A)  otherwise.
Proof. If gmdo] _ S[zwo then & | Lo ° (I)‘l _ o cpg—l e

s+1 >

we obtain the result. Next we suppose &5 [ZO’]O + {:i’fo]. To see that o/ =

S[ig,jo,s] (@), it suffices to show that

s—1 s
rank H(R[z‘o jo) 5[107]0 — rank H(R[io,jo] _ gl[zo,Jo])
=1 1=
L o . s+1
= rank (R[z'mjo} - 5?11]0]) H(R[iovjo} _ gl[zo,Jo]) — rank H( ool — 5[@0,]0 ),
=1 L
and
° . s+1 o
rank H(R[ZOJO] _ é—l[ZOJO]) — rank H(R[ZOJO] o é.l[zo,_]o])
=1 =1
s—1 N o B
= rank H Riig jo) = [zogo]) rank (R, jo] — giﬁ,ljo]) H(R[io,jo] _ 5/”’“’}).
=1 =

These equations follow from the following fact. Let us suppose that A, A’ €
M (n,C) satisfy AA" = A’A and Ker ANKer A’ = {0}. Let V be an A’-
invariant subspace of C"™. Then we have

(5) dimcV — dimcA'V = dimc AV — dimcAA'V.
Indeed, setting V = V N Ker A and W = A'V NKer A, we have that A’ gives

an injection from V — W since Ker A N Ker A’ = {0}. Since W C V, this
implies that W= V, which shows the equation ({).
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Since gE”O} # 5&2’{0}, (Riig.jo] — Lio’m) and (R[io,jo] - fﬂ’fo]) satisfy the
above assumption. Then equation (Bl gives the required equations.
The remaining assertion follows from a direct computation. O

Furthermore let us introduce an operation which is trivial on 9(B). Let
t(;,0) be the permutation (4,0) for i € I;;;\{0}. Define

t(’l,O) (B) = (Bt(z’o)(]))_]:()vvp

Then we can define the bijection

Ti0): WEB) — M(t;,0) (1B)) .

(A;(z7Nosj<p = (At o) (27 ))o<i<p

Then ¢(;0)(€), t(1,0)(Q); t(,0)(a) and #(; 5)(A) can be defined by replacing i
with 0 and vice versa. Thus we can define the bijection

Tii0p: MA(Q, )™ — My, ) 3,0y (Q)s 3,0y (@)
by q)t(i,()) (g) o T(i,o) (¢] @gl

5.3. Middle convolution and reflection. As we saw in the above propo-
sition which shows that permutations on £ can be obtained by reflection,
middle convolutions mc; can also be obtained by reflections as follows.

For i = ([i, ji])o<i<p € J, let us define ¢ € ZR by

(6') — 1 ifa= [Z,]l]a 1€ Iirr,
var 0 otherwise.
We note that ¢; for i € J are positive real roots of Q. Let us define
si(B) == B — (B, €)ei

forie J and B € 7.0,
Let us see this reflection s; can be obtained by a product of simple reflec-
tions.

Lemma 5.7. Let us take i = ([4, ji])o<i<p € J. Then we have

H S[i,ji] | © 5[0.50] © H s, | (B) = si(B)

ieliw\{o} iEIi.,«r\{O}

for any B € 7R,

Proof. Set r:=[],c L\ {0} STingi] for short. Note that r is an involution and
€& = 1r(€[,jo))- Then

70 8[0,jo] 0 T(B) = r(r(B) — (1(B): €0,50] J€[0,0])

=72(B) = (B,r " (€10,40))7 (€[0,50])
= B = (8,7(€[0,50))7(€[0,50])

=B —(B,e)e

= si(8).
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This lemma tells us that mc; can be regarded as a reflection and a product
of simple reflections as below.

Proposition 5.8. Retain the notation in Proposition [5.1. Then we have

me;(a) = si(a)

= IT siga|esose | TI sis | (@

i€l \{0} i€l \{0}

Proof. From the definition of mc;j(«) given in Proposition [B.5] it suffices to
show

ny = —(Oé, Ei).
Indeed
(v e) = Y (0 €pi5)
Z‘Elirr
mo
= > |25 D dlddopg — o~ Dy
i€ L\ {0} 1<j<m, =
J#Ji
m;
+2ap5 = Y doGdo)og) — Qo) = D D)
1<j<mo 1€l {0} J=1
J#jo
- Z i ]+
ie[rega[i,Ll]
Recalling that d;(j,7) = —1 and 2721 @j; ;] = 1, we can continue the above
computation,
m;
(aya) == | D_(dil i) + (n = agz) + g,
ie[irr .7:1
- Z i) — (#lie — 2)0
iefreg
m;
== > | Do g+ Dagig) + (n = agij) + g
Z'elirr ]:1
— > iy t+2n
ie[reg
= —Nj.

O

These observations lead us to define transformations on Z x CR0 as an
analogy of middle convolutions and other operations. For (3,v) € ZR0 x CR0
with vy = > . )5, 7 0 define

si((8,v)) = (mei(B'), me; ().
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Also for (3,v) € ZR0 x CR with Viijk 7 0, define
S[i,j,k]((ﬂy v)) = (S[i,j,k](ﬂ)aT[i,j,k}(”))-

Let us define

S:=14 (B,v) e L xCY

pBv= Zﬁayazo

a€Qo

Then we can see that s; and sj; ;) preserve S, see Propositions and

5.4. Irreducibility and L-irreducibility. The L-irreducibility is a weaker
condition than the usual irreducibility. We shall show that if we shift the
parameter A by using the operation Add, then these two irreducibility can
be identical.

Fix iy € I;yy\{0} and define an operation on S as an analogue of Add

Add(oi,1 as follows. Let us define 2(0) = (z((jo))aeQO € C% by

(i0)

[¢]
21

1 if i = o,

(io) o e
= -1 ifi=0,
0 otherwise,
(fo) _
i) = O

Then let us define
add®: s — S
B,v) — (Biv 472
for ig € I;;;\{0} and v € C.

For v € CQ0, let R be the set of positive roots 3 of Q satisfying 3-v = 0.
Denote £ N R} by Rj. The subset ¥, of R} consists of 3 satisfying that
p(B) > >, p(B:) for any decomposition § = f1 + --- + f, with r > 2 and
B, € RF. Similarly define 3, consisting of 3 € R; satisfying that 8- v = 0
and p(B8) > >, p(B) for any decomposition § = 1 + --- + B, with r > 2
and §; € R

If 3,8 € (Z>0)R0 satisfy that 8, < 3, for all @ € Qp, then we write
g <B.

Lemma 5.9. Fiz (8,v) € S. There exist v; € C for i € I;\{0} such that
vV =v+ Ziejm\{o} 72 satisfies the following. If B € (Z>0)R0 satisfies
that 8 < B and B -V =0, then 8/ € L.

Proof. Let Fg be the set of all elements 4 in (Z>0)®0 satisfying # < 3 and
B' ¢ L. Note that Fp is a finite set. Define a closed subset of CQ by

Vi= | fnec®|p-n=0}
BleFs
Namely, if v ¢ Vg, then 8- v = 0 and ' < § imply 8’ € £. Thus let us
suppose v € V. Consider the affine space Wy, == {v + > ;cp () t;200) |

t; € C}. Then W, N {n € CR | g'-n = 0} is a proper closed subset of
W, for any ' € Fp. Indeed, since ' ¢ L there exists i9 € Ijn\{0} such
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that Zm( ) 6[0 17 Zm(m) B[Z - Then the line {v+tzt0) |t eC} cW,
is not contained in the hyperplane {n € C® | g’-n = 0}. Thus dim W, >
dim (W, N{n € C | g5 =0}) for any B’ € Fy since W, is an irreducible
algebraic set. This shows the inequality,

dim W, N Vs = maxgep, {dim <WV N{neC|g . 5= o})} < dim W,
Hence there exists v/ € W, which is not contained in V3 as required. U
Lemma 5.10. We have 3, = iu—l—'yz(i) for any i € I;;,\{0} and v € C.

Proof. Recall that (8,v) € S if and only if (3,v + v2()) € S. O

Obviously LN X, C 3.,. The above lemmas show that for any [ € iy,
there exists v/ € CR such that g €

Proposition 5.11. For any 8 € i],,, there exist v; € C fori € I;;\{0} such

that ,8 € EVJFZieIiTT\{O} viz(®)

Proof. For 8 € i,, let us choose ~; as in Lemma (.9 and set v/ = v +
Zielm\{O} 7:z® . Then Lemma [5.9] shows that 3 € . O

Lemma 5.12. Suppose that = (\)% £ 0. Fizig € Iy and v € C. Then
there exists a G(a)-equivariant analytic bijection

add(): g ()% — i (A4 y200) %,

Proof. The required map is obtained by ®¢ oAdd@{)z_1 oAdd,(YOZ)_1 ocbgl with
suitable £ and &’. Thus it follows that the map preserves the L-irreducibility
since Add preserves the irreducibility of differential equations.

We can directly check that for = € p7 (A% its image 2’ := addgi 0)(.%') €
o YO+ y200)) is written as follows. Set

Ty = | T [0, . Tpox = | T, [o, « . .
Pio < p%@”]) 1<jsmo Pio ( (blagryr) ) 1sj<mo
1<5"<my, 1<5'<myg

Then
T (rr, ’;D[OJL[Z‘OJ’}
for 1 <j <mgand 1<j <m, and
T, =z,
for the remaining p € Q;, which tells us that the map is analytic. U
Theorem 5.13. If u ' (\)% £ 0, then o € Ty,

Proof. Let us suppose that there exists an L-irreducible representation x €
pat(A)9et. Choose v; € C for i € I;;\{0} as in Lemma and put
N o= A+ en(o 7i2®. Then the operation [Licr\ (o) addg? sends x
to the L-irreducible element 2’ € p;'(MN)4. However Lemma [5.9] shows

that if an element in p'(\') is L-irreducible, then it is irreducible. Thus
x’ is irreducible, which shows o € LN Xy by Crawley-Boevey’s result (see

Theorem 2.6]). Hence a« € LN Xy C Yy =) by Lemma (.10 O
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We close this section by seeing that 9t (Q, )% is a connected manifold
if it is non-empty. Thus the moduli space of connections 2t(B) is also to be
connected complex manifold.

Theorem 5.14. If9,(Q, a)dif 18 non-empty, then it is a connected complex
manifold. Thus IM(B) is a connected complex manifold if it is non-empty,
under the identification by the isomorphism ®¢ given in Theorem [{.22.

Proof. Let us take 7; € C for i € I;;;\{0} as in Lemma 5.9 and set \' :=
At Do) 7iz® . Then it suffices to consider My (Q, @)% by Lemma
Note that Lemma [5.9] shows that the L-irreducibility coincides with
the irreducibility in p;(\). Thus My (Q, a)8f becomes an open subset of
the complex manifold ME(Q, cv).

To show the connectedness, let us recall that u_!'()') is irreducible topo-
logical space from Theorem 1.2 in [8] and g *(\)™ is open in pgt(N). Thus

gt W) = ¢ € i —1(N)' | det <:c M> #0,i€ L \{0}
P 1<j<mo

W,
is connected since it is open in the irreducible space ugt(\). O
Theorem 5.15. If M(B) # 0, there exist N € CR and the injection
$: MB) — M (Q, )
whose image is (pg'(N)% N pgL(V)™) /G(a).

Proof. Let us choose A as in the proof of Theorem (.14 Then MY(B)
m’t)\(Q,a)dlf o~ th(Q, oz)dlf — (M;l()\,)det N M;l(}\/)lrr) /G(a) C Sﬁg\e,g(Q,a

12

D\_/

6. L-FUNDAMENTAL SET

This section and the next one are dedicated to show the converse of The-
orem 5.I3l Namely we shall show that if o € ¥y, then pg (A4 £ (). For
this purpose, first let us introduce an analogue of the fundamental set F'.

Definition 6.1 (£-fundamental set). Let us define the subset of £ by
F .= {5 c £+\{0}‘ (B,y€q) <0 for all a € jUQleg }

support of 5 is connected

and call L-fundamental set.

The aim of this section is to show that F consists of positive imaginary
roots of Q and p; !N £ Pif a € XN F.

6.1. A symmetric Kac-Moody root lattice associated with L. As
we saw in the previous section, the sublattice £ C Z®Q0 has the action of
(S | @ € JU Qleg> which is a subgroup of the Weyl group of Q. We
would like to define an analogy of root system on £ and regard F as the
fundamental set of positive imaginary roots of £. For this purpose, we shall
define a Kac-Moody root lattice M and regard £ as a quotient lattice of M.
And then F will be the image of the fundamental set of positive imaginary
roots of M.
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6.1.1. Lift of L to a Kac-Moody root lattice. Let us note that £ is generated
by

{Ea|a€jUQ%)eg},
see Theorem 3.6 in [14]. It is easy to verify that

(6) (ere) =2— Y (di(ji, 5}) +2),

0<i<p
Ji#J}
—1 ifj=jjand k=1,
7 E', € =
(7) (€55 €i,jk1) {0 otherwise,

2 if i, gk =[5, K],
(8) (qi,j,k]a 6[2‘/7]'/7]?/]) = -1 if (Z,j) = (il,jl) and ’k — k/’ = 1,
0 otherwise,

cf. section 3.2 in [14]. Here i = ({2, ji])o<i<p, ' = ([¢,5:])o<i<p € J. Thus
we consider a new lattice M generated by the set of indeterminate

C:= {ca\aerQloeg},

namely all ¢, € C have no relations, and define a symmetric bilinear form
(, ) on M in accordance with equations (@), () and ().

We can attach M to a diagram, called Dynkin diagram, regarding ele-
ments in C as vertices and connecting ¢, ¢’ € C by |(¢, )| edges if ¢ # . We
say c,c € C are connected if there exists a sequence ¢y = ¢,c1,...,c. = ¢ in
C such that (¢;—1,¢;) # 0 foralli =1,...,r. Then we may define Dynkin di-
agram of v € M which is a subdiagram obtained by connecting the vertices
in supp(f) in the same manner.

Also we can define reflections s, on M by

sa(7) == — (7, ¢a)ca
forae JU QIOeg and v € M. Let us denote the set of all positive elements
in M by MT.
Then the inclusion £ — Z®0 induces
=M — 7%
where for v =3 .- 7v.c € M, the image Z(7) = (B4)aeq, is given by
Brig) = > Yeis
{i=(li,5a])e T lji=3}
Blivik) = Vepi -
Proposition 6.2 (Theorem 3.6 in [14]). We have the following.
(1) We have (v,7') = (E(7),E(Y)) for any v,7" € M.
(2) The image of E is L.
(3) The map E is injective if and only if
#{ie{0,...,p} |m; >1,i=0,...,p} <1.
(4) Fory e M and a € J UQY, we have

E(SQ(V)) - Sa(E(V))'
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From this proposition M can be seen as a “lift” of £ to a Kac-Moody
root lattice in which s; for i € J are simple reflections.

6.1.2. Some special exzamples. The Dynkin diagram of ZQ0 can be defined as
well as that of M and the Dynkin diagram of 8 € Z0 is also defined. Here
we note that these diagrams coincide with diagrams obtained by forgetting
the orientation of the quiver Q and the subquiver associated with supp(f)
respectively. Let us compare Dynkin diagrams of § € £ and the inverse
image Z71(8) € M in the following special cases for the latter use.

The kernel of = is a big space in general. Thus if we consider the in-
verse image of an element 8 € L, it is convenient to restrict = to some
smaller space as follows. Fix g € L. Define J3 = {([¢, ji])i=0,.p € J |
Bijg # O0foralli € I}, Qloeg(ﬁ) := supp(B) N Qgeg, and a sublattice

Mg = Z{aejﬁu%eg(ﬁ)} Zc,. Denote the set of all positive elements in Mg

by ./\/l;r We write the restriction of Z on Mg by =Zg.
First consider 8 € L satisfying that

{lé, 4] | Bpajy # 0F ={[5,1]}  for all i € Lin\{O},
{[Oaj] | IB[O,j} a 0} = {[0’ 1]’ S [O’mlo]}

for some my, < myg, and supp(3) is connected. Then Proposition implies
that Zg: Mg — L is injective and we can show that this bijection preserves
Dynkin diagrams of elements in M and £ in the following way.

Proposition 6.3. For the above 8 € L, let us define

ﬁmd = H Sli,Lep,—1] © 7 9 8[3,1,2] © S[3,1,1] © 5[3,1) (B).
1€l \{0}

Then Dynkin diagram of 7% coincides with that of Egl(ﬁ) € Mg.

Proof. From Proposition [6.2], the map =g is injective. And note the identi-
fication

Ty = AL} x (TT 1) — {1}
(Jo,11,.- - 1p) — Jo )

Thus for 5 € £ of the form

mg €fo,4]—1
B=> | Boseon+ Y Boikeosik
) k=1
6[i71]—1
+ Z Byi,1€lia] + Z Bli, 1,k €li1,k]
i€l \{0} k=1
er,1—1

+ Z Z Bi,1,k]€li,1,k]

i€leg k=1
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the inverse image 7 := :gl(ﬁ) is written by
€[04 ~1
Z 2. Blogici + Y Bojkcion
J€Tp={1,...,mp} k=1

€3, 1]~

+ D Z Bli 1K1,

i€l \{0} k=1

€li, 1]~ 1
+ E E /Bz,l,k [¢,1,k]*
i1€lreg k=1

Noting that fj; 1) = Z;n:ol B,y for i = 1,...,p since B € L, we can obtain
that

mg efo,51—1

5red :Z ﬁ[o,j}e[O,j] + Z ﬁ[o,j,k]€[07j7k]

j=1 k=1

6[1 1] —2

+ Z B, 1,1€,1) + Z Bl k11601,
1€, \{0}
€[i,1]— 1

+ Z Z /BZ,Lk‘ €[i,1,k]»

Zelreg k=1
from direct computation. Let us recall that (e}; ;;,€[;,5,1) = 1 and
(€fi g1 €fiik]) = (Cfigik—1]> i) = 1
fori=0,...,p,j=1,...,mjand k=2,...,e;1 — 1. Also

(€10,5, €[0,57) = (cj,¢j0) for 5,5/ =1,...,mg,
(€105 €1i,1) = ( [ 1 for j=1,...,mo, i € Ii;;\{0},
(€fo,57> €16,1,17) = (€55 i) = 1 for j =1,...,m0, j € Ireg,
)= (e 1

(6[07_]}7 [07]71 fOI‘ j = 17 A 7m0'

All the other pairs in supp(3) (resp. supp(j3)) are zero. Thus we are done.
U

Next let us consider the following special 3 € £,
{[0,5] 1 B,z # 0} ={[0,1],[0,2]},  {[L,4] | B,y # 0} = {[L, 1], [1, 2]},
{[2,] | Bz # O} = {[i, 1]} for all i € L\ {0, 1},
do(1,2) = dy(1,2) =1,

and

Qy* Nsupp(B) = 0.
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Ciy Ci,
Then the Dynkin diagram of Mg is o % ~ whereiy,...,iy € J =

i1 Cis
{10,20} x {11,21} x {12} x --- x {1, } are defied by
i1 = (10,11, 12, . -71p)7 i2 = (20, 11, 12,. . -71p)7
i3 = (10,21, 12, . -71p)7 i4 = (20,21, 12,. . -71p)-

In this case corresponding subquiver Qg generated by supp(f) is

[0,1] [0,2]

1] o, LA

[1,2]

Then the image of § = Bici, + -+ Baci, € Mg by Eg: Mg — L is

B:=E(B) =(B1 + Bs)ep,1) + (B2 + Ba)eo,g + (Br + Ba)epa) + (Bs + Ba)ep g
+(B1+ -+ Ba)epay + o+ (B4 Ba)epa-

Let us define
pred = <H S[i,l]) (B)-

=2
Then the Dynkin diagram of 54 is of type Agl),

[0,1] [0,2]
1,1 [1,2]

if Bs + B¢ # 0 for all (s,t) = (1,2),(1,3),(2,4),(3,4).

Remark 6.4. Recalling the orientation of Q, we can check that reflections
defining (5°8, Hz‘elirr\{o} Sli,Leyq—1] © " © 8[i,1,2) © S[i,1,1] © S[;,1) In Proposi-
tion and [[i_, s[;,1] in the latter example, are products of admissible
reflections, i.e., reflection functors of Bernstein-Gel’ fand-Ponomarev on rep-
resentations of Q associated to these reflections are well-defined. The detail
of the reflection functor can be found in [I8] for example.

6.1.3. Inverse image of a positive imaginary root is a positive imaginary

root. The following lemma shows that if 3 € £, then Egl(ﬂ) N ./\/1;3r + ().
Namely there exist at least one positive element in the inverse image of a
positive element in L.

Lemma 6.5 (Lemma 3 in [I5]). Take 8 € LT\{0} and set
m; = max{j S {1, A ,mi} | 5[z7j} 75 0},
m; :=min{j € {1,...,m;} | 5[ivﬂ # 0},

for i € L. Further set i:= ([i,Mi])o<i<p and i := ([i,m;])o<i<p where we
put m; = m; =1 for i € I,,.
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Then there exists 3 € .ME such that 2(3) = B and BCT . &i #0.
From this lemma and the above proposition, we can see the following.
Corollary 6.6. For 3 € F we have q(8) < 0.

Proof. Let us take B € Mt as Lemma Then Proposition says that
(Byeq) <0 foralla € JU Qgeg. Thus ¢(8) = ¢(8) < 0, see the proof of
Proposition 5.2 in [23] for example. O

For 8 € L, let us define

Irr(B) = {z € Lipy

there exist at least two distinct j, 7/ such that }
Bjig) # 0 and By; 5 # 0 '

Then we can identify

Jg = H {[4,4] | Bjaz) # 0}
i€lrr(B)

Proposition shows that if #Irr(8) <1 for 8 € LT, then Ep is injective,
which implies that Egl(ﬁ) = {5}. Here we take /3 as in Lemma

Next we shall see that for 8 € F, the support of 8 € ME in Lemma
is connected with one exception.

Lemma 6.7. Fori = ([i7ji])0§i§p; i’ = ([i,j;])ogigp € J and i 7& il, we
have (ci, cy) = 0 if and only if the following are satisfied;

(1) #0|ji #30} = 1,
(2) setting {io} := {i | ji # ji}, we have dig (g, 7L,) = 0.

Proof. Since d;(j,j') > 0 for j # j', (ci, cir) = 2= 0<i<p(di(ji, 4i) +2) < 0if
Ji#d;

#{Z ‘ ji # ]Z/} > 2. Also if {Zo} = {Z ‘ Ji # j;}, then (Ci,ci/) =2- (dl(]“];)-i-

2). Thus we obtain the result. O

Lemma 6.8. For 3 € F, take 3 € M* as in Lemma[G.5.

(1) If ek € supp(B), then cj; j i) € supp(B) for k' < k and there exists

i= ([,jir])ir=0....p satisfying j; = j such that ¢; € supp(B).
(2) If one of the following is satisfied,

(a) #lrr(8) > 3,

(b) there exist [i, j],[i,j'] € supp(B) such that d;(j,7") > 1,

then any distinct ¢z, ¢y € supp(B) for i, i’ € Jp are connected.

P’I"OOf. Let us note that z{1€j|]1:]} /Bci Z Bc[i,j,l] > /BC[,"J-’Q] > Bc[i,j,e[i -1

since 8 € F. This shows (1).

Let us suppose that #Irr(8) > 3. If (¢, c) # 0 for a pair of distinct
¢, ey € supp(ﬁN), then they are obviously connected. Thus we consider the
case (cj,cy) = 0. Then #{i | j; # ji} = 1 by Lemma [67l The hypothesis
#Irr(B) > 3 assures that the existence of ¢;r € supp(3) such that #{i | j; #
g’y # 1 and #{i | j. # j'} # 1 are satisfied. Namely (¢, ¢v) < —1 and
(cir,cr) < —1. Thus ¢ and ¢y are connected.

Next suppose that there exist [4, j], [, j'] € supp(f) such that d;(j,5") > 1.



54 KAZUKI HIROE

We note that for any ¢ € {0,...,p} and 5,7, 5" € {1,...,m;}, the triangle

inequality
di(j,j'") < max {di(j,j"),di(j", ")}

holds (see equations (26) in [15]). Thus d;(j, j) > 1 or d;(j,
jeA{1,...,mi}\{Jj,j'} since the condition d;(j,j) = d;(4, 7’
triangle inequality and d;( J.g') > 1 - -

Let us fix i = ([i, ji])o<i<p € J such that ¢ € supp(f3) and define J; ; :=
{([¢,5)o<i<p € T | ji = jiforalli # i}. Then for all i,i" € Ji,, o

and ¢js are connected. Indeed define i; = ([i,jl-(l)])ogigp € Ji; and iy =

([i, 3P o<i<p € Fii by

J') > 1 holds for
) = 0 breaks the

)y ifi=g,
Ji jJi  otherwise

@ JJ ifi=i,
Ji jJi  otherwise

respectively. Then ¢y and c¢j» are connected with Ci; O ¢ since d;(7,7) > 1

or d;(j,5') > 1 holds for j € {1,...,m;}\{j,j'} as we saw above.
Moreover ci; and ¢, are connected. Thus ¢y and c;» are connected.

and

/1!

Finally consider cy» € supp(B) with i” = ([4, 7" ])o<i<p ¢ Ji,i» namely there
exists 0 < ig(# i) < p such that ]/// # 4;. Then we can choose i"" =

(4, 57" Jo<i<p € Jiz so that ji" # ji" since #{1,...,m;} > 2. Thus

(Ci”’ Cim/) < 2 — (dZO (],:g,]m) + 2) + (d(];/,,]l) —|— 2) < 0
Summing up these results, we can conclude that any dlbtlDCt G, C2) €
supp(ﬁ) is connected with some c;a), ¢;a) € supp(ﬂ) i® i e 7 i respec-

tively. Since ¢;) and cy4) are connected, ¢;a) and ¢ are connected as
well. 0

Proposition 6.9. For 8 € F take B € M™ as in Lemma 65 Then the
support of B is connected or the following holds. There exist i1, iy € Ijp and
Jeur € {1,...,my.} for s,t = 1,2 such that Trr(8) = {iy, iz} and supp (6) =
{ciy., | u,v =1,2} where

2
iu,v = ([ilajl,u]7 [Z.ZajZ,v]) S jB = H{[i&js,t] ’ t= 172}
s=1
and
0 ifu=u orv="1/
(Ciu,vyci ’ /) = .
v —2  otherwise,
Ciy 4 Ciy o
namely the Dynkin diagram of supp(B) is % . In the latter
Ciy 1 Ciy o

case we have q(fB) = 0.
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Proof. From (1) and (2)-(a) in Lemma [6.8] it suffices to consider the case
#Irr(B) < 2. First suppose that #Irr(8) < 1. Then there exists iy €
{0,...,p} and we may identify J3 = {[io, 1], ..., [i0,m ]} with some m] <

m;,. Suppose that supp(f) is not connected. Then cy; ; ;) ¢ supp(f) for any

i#id0, j=1,...,m;and k = 1,...,e; ;) — 1. Indeed, all cj; ;1) € supp(5)
(¢ # ip) are connected with all ¢ (i € Jp) from (1) in Lemma And

any c[;, k] € supp(f) is connected with one of ¢; for i € J5. Thus supp(3)
is connected. Moreover (c¢j,cy) = 0 for all i # i’ € Jp from (2)-(b) in

Lemma[6.8 Thus connected components of the Dynkin diagram of supp(3)

are of type A,, O O O ;1= [ig,j] € Jg =
G Clog1] Cio.g,2] Clio.s,3)

{lio, 1], - .., [i0, mj,]}. However~ the root system of type A4,, has no imaginary

root which contradict to g € F. .

The remaining case is #Irr(3) = 2. We may suppose that Irr(5) = {0,1}
without loss of generality.

Recall that for i = ([0,79), [1,m1]) and i = ([0,m0], [1,m1]), c.ci €

supp(f) and (¢, ¢i) < 2 — (do(Mo, mo) + 2) — (da (1, ma) 4 2) < 0. Let us

suppose that supp(f3) is not connected. Then ¢j; ;1 ¢ supp(3) for i # 0,1 as

above. And there exists ¢; € supp () such that neither ¢; nor ¢; is connected
with ¢;. Here i must be i; = ([0, mo], [1,m;]) or iz = (][0, my], [1,71]) because
of the condition 1 in Lemma And d;(m;,m;) = 0 for i = 0,1. We may
suppose i = i;. Then supp (6) N{c; | j € T} C {a, ¢, ¢y, ¢} Indeed, if
there exists i’ € J such that ¢y € supp (6)\{c, ¢, Ciy » Ci, 1> then the condition
1 in Lemma [6.7 shows that ¢y must be connected with all ¢;, ¢;, ¢;,, ¢;,. For

Ci/
Ciy =1

example, . Then ¢; is connected with ¢; and ¢;, which is a
Ci Ci,

contradiction.

Let us note that ¢;; can be connected only with ¢;, in supp (/) because if
there exists ¢}; j 1) which is connected with ¢;,, then ¢|; ; ;) must be connected
with ¢; or ¢; which implies that c¢;; is connected with them. The same

argument shows that ¢;, can be connected only with ¢;; in supp (3). Thus

if ¢;, ¢ supp (), then ¢, is isolated in supp (/3), which contradicts to that
B eF. .
Hence the remaining possibility is supp (8) = {ci, 5, ¢4, , i, } and

(Ci7 C‘) = _2’ (Ci7 Ciz’) = 07 Z = 1727

i
(ciycip) = =2, (c5,6,) =0, i=1,2.
O
6.2. Wild case. Let us separate our argument into the two cases, namely

the wild case, ¢(8) < 0, and the tame case, ¢(8) = 0, for 3 € F. We consider
the wild case first.
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Proposition 6.10. Let 3 = v, +--- + v € F with ¢(8) < 0, r > 2 and
M,y € LIN{0} then q(B) < q(m1) + -+ +q(m).

Proof. For the above 71,...,7, take ¥1,...,9. € M™T\{0} as in Lemma
and define 8 = Y1 + -+ + . Then 3 satisfies conditions in Lemma
Thus the support of 3 is connected from Proposition Recall that
(B,ca) <Oforallaec JU Qloeg and the assumption ¢(8) < 0. Then the
standard argument (see Lemma 2 in [28] for example) shows that ¢(8) =
(57:)/) < Z:=1(’~Yz7’?z) - Z;:l Q(Vi)' g

Let us fix 8 € F with q(8) < 0. Define a non-empty open subset of
Rep(Q, B) by

Rep(Q, B)%" :=

v € Rep(Q, 8) | det <:c [w]) L0 ie L\ {0}
Plign ) 1sismo
1<5'<m;

Lemma 6.11. If z € Rep(Q, 3)% is decomposed as © = 21 @ --- @ x, in
Rep(Q, B), then dimz; € Lt for alli=1,...,r.

Proof. Since x € Rep(Q, )%, subrepresentations x; with v, = dimz; for
t = 1,...,r satisfy D7 (w)py < 2jui () for all i € L \{0}. If
there exists “<” among these inequalities, then 3 = ~ + -+ + 1, ¢ LT
which contradicts to the assumption 3 € F  £T. Thus v, € £T for all
t=1,...,r. O

Let us recall the notion of generic decomposition. A decomposition 8 =
Y14+ Y Y € (Z0)\{0}, is called the generic decomposition if

Ind(Q; 1, 9) =

{$1 @D, € Rep(Q, H) dimz; = ~; and x; are }

indecomposable for t =1,...,r
contains a non-empty open dense subset of Rep(Q, ). It is known that

the generic decomposition uniquely exists for any 3 € (Zs()R0\{0}, see
Proposition 2.7 in [28] for example.

Proposition 6.12. Let us take 8 € F with qB) <0. If B=m+-+7
is the generic decomposition of 5 € F, then r = 1.

Proof. If =71 4 -+ + 7, is the generic decomposition, then

Ind(Q;v1,-..,7%) N Rep(Q’ﬁ)det 20,

Thus v; € L' for i = 1,...,r by Lemma Then Proposition
shows that ¢(8) < q(v1) + -+ + q(y) if > 2. This contradicts to that
B8 =71+ -+ 7 is the generic decomposition by the standard argument,
see Theorem 3.3 in [28] for example. Thus r = 1. O

Corollary 6.13. If 8 € F and q(8) <0, then B is a positive root of Q.

Proof. Proposition [6.12] shows that Rep(Q, 3) contains a indecomposable
representation. Then Kac’s theorem (Theorem 1.10 in [I8]) tells us that S
is a positive root of Q. O
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Corollary 6.14. Let us take g € Y, and suppose that 8 € F and q(B) < 0.
Then ,ugl(u)dif # 0.

Proof. Let us take ' as in Lemma [£.9] and show that ,ugl(l/)dif # (. Let
us note that Z;”:ZI Biij) = 1 for all i € I, since supp(f) is connected.
Then Proposition shows that the subset Z of Rep(Q, 3) consisting of all
indecomposable representations is a dense subset. Thus Z N Rep(Q, B)4* #
(). Then Theorem 3.3 in [§] shows that ,ugl(u' )det = (). Moreover Theorem
1.2 in [8] says that the set of all irreducible representations in the irreducible
topological set MEI(I/) is a dense subset. Here we note that 8 € ¥,/. Thus
the non-empty open subset Vﬁ_l(y’ )4t contains a irreducible representation

x. Thus ,ugl(u')dif # () which shows that ,ugl(u)dif # () by Lemma 5121 O

6.3. Tame case. Let us consider the remaining case ¢(8) = 0 for g € F.
The proof depends on a classification of Dynkin diagrams of supp(3). To
recall the classification, first let us introduce the shape of 8 € L.

Definition 6.15 (shape). Fix a Kac-Moody root lattice L = @, ; Za; and
a =3, cymio; € L. For the Dynkin diagram of the support of a, we attach
each coefficient m; of a to the vertex corresponding to «;, then we obtain
the diagram with the coefficients, which we call the shape of «.

For example, if o = myay, + maay, + maay, € L with the diagram of the

my1 Mo mMms
support O—O—O , the diagram with coefficients is O—O—O

Qi Oy 042‘3 Oy Oy 042‘3

By using this we define shapes of elements in £ as follows.

Definition 6.16. For 5 € L, the shape of § is the set of shapes of elements
in 251(8) € Mp.

Example 6.17. For example, suppose p =1, mo =m1 =2, ¢j; ;) = 1 (1 =

0,1 and j = 1,2), do(1,2) = d1(1,2) = 0. Consider 3 = € 1] +€[0,2) + €[1,1] +
a 1—a

€n,2)- Then the shape of B is 1—aq a (a € Z), where we simply

denote {z, | a € Z} by x4 (a € Z).
Suppose p = 0, mg =4, do(i,j) =1for 1 <i < j <4 and ey, =1 for

1 1
1 < v < 4. Then the shape of 8 = Zizl €[0,1] 18 ﬁ .
1 1

Then a classification of shapes of « € F is know as follows.
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Theorem 6.18 ( Theorem 9 in [I5]). For 8 € F with q(3) = 0, there eists
a positive integer m and the shape of B is one of the following.

m
2m 2m
m 2m |3m 2m m m 2m 3m |4m 3m 2m m
m m
3Im m
m 2m 3m 4m dm |6m 4m 2m m 2m m m m
m

m a Mm—a

m/ \m m m m—a X a
=0

(a€Z)
Here the last shape corresponds to the latter case in Proposition [6.9. For
the other shapes, the condition #Irr(B) < 1 holds, namely Z~(8) = {B}.

By using this classification, we can show that ,ugl(u) £ for BET,NF
and ¢(8) = 0.

Theorem 6.19. For 3 € f],, NE and q(B) =0, we have Iugl(,/)dif# 0.

Proof. Applying T(; 0): M, (Q, B)H = My, o (Ei.0)(Q), 3,0y (8)) defined
in Section if necessary, we can assume 0 € Irr(3) if Irr(3) # (). Since
B e, NF and q(B) = 0, the coefficients of 3 is indivisible, i.e., have no
common divisor other than 1, namely the integer m = 1 in Theorem for
Z71(B). Then we obtain that 3¢ defined in Section is the indivisible
null root of a Euclidean root system. Indeed, if the shape of £ is one of the
first 7 cases in Theorem which are indivisible null roots of Euclidean
root systems. Proposition shows that "¢ is an indivisible null root.
The last case in Theorem corresponds to the second example in Section
Thus (58 is the indivisible null root of the root system of type Agl).

Since it is known that indivisible null roots of Euclidean root systems are
Schur roots of quivers, thus we obtain that 88 is a Schur root. As we noted
in Remark [6.4] 3" is obtained by the product of admissible reflections from
8. This implies that 8 is a Schur root as well. Therefore general elements
of Rep(Q,3) are indecomposable. Then we have the result by the same
argument in Corollary O

Combining Corollary and the proof in Theorem [6.19, we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 6.20. The L-fundamental set is a subset of the set of positive
imaginary roots of Q.

Also Corollary and Theorem show the following theorem.
Theorem 6.21. For € £, N F, we have ugl(u)dif # 0.
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7. EXISTENCE OF L-IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATIONS

In this section we shall give a proof of our main theorem. First we recall
some basic properties of real roots of Q in L7T. The following lemma shows
that €; behaves as a simple root in Rt := AT N LY for each i € J.

Lemma 7.1. If we have si() ¢ R for some i € J and o € R*, then
a = €.

Proof. Let us take o € RY and i = ([, ji]) € J as above. By Proposition
B si(a) = (Hielm\{O} S[m]) © 5[0,jo] © <H¢e1m\{0} S[iyji]> (a).

Suppose that a; = <Hielm\{0} s[i,ji]> (a) ¢ AT. Then there exists iy €
I;;;\{0} such that o; = —€lio i, since s; j,) for i € I;;;\{0} are commutative.

This implies that o = ¢ £ which contradicts to o € R™.

€li0,Jig]
Next suppose that g = s(g j] © (Hielm\{O} S[L]’i]) (a) ¢ AT. Then ay =
—€[0,jo) Which shows that a = ¢; and sj(a) = —¢;.
Finally suppose that as € AT. Then a3 = sj(a) = —€io,ji, ] for some

io € Ii\{0}, which shows that a ¢ R* as above. This is a contradiction. [

Lemma 7.2. Take 8 € R' satisfying Z] Y Biij) > 0 for all i € Iy Let
us suppose that there exists a € J U Qleg such that ' = s4(8) satisfies that
B e R* and B[M =0 foralli € Iiyr and j = 1,...,m;. Then there exist
i= ([4,7i])o<i<p € T, 10 € {0,...,p} and | € {1""’e[io,ji0] — 1} such that
a=1and B =¢+ €liongsgo1] T T Eligysg ) In this case B is a real root.

Proof. From the assumption, supp(p’) C Qz)eg. Since 8/ € RT, there exist
iop € {0,...,p}, j*o € {1,...,m;;} and 1 < k < I < m,, such that g =

€liogio k] T+ F Eig.ji04)- From the assumption, there exists a € J U Qleg

such that s,(8") = 8 and ijl Bjij) > 0. Thus there exists i = ([4,;]) € J
such that j;, = j%° and a = i. Also it follows that k = 1. O

Lemma 7.3. Let us take 8 = ¢ or 8 = ¢; + 620,]1071 o €ig g for some
1= ([i7ji])0§i§p eJ,ig € {0,. .. ,p} and | € {1 5 €lig Jdio) 1}. Then we
have ,ugl(y)dif £ 0 for any v € CRO satisfying € E,,.

Proof. Applying the operator T{;, o) defined in Section if necessary, we
may assume ig = 0. Let us choose ; € C for all i € I;;\{0} such that
B € X, where vV := v + Zz‘elm\{o} 729 as in Proposition .11l Note that
that V[’”] # 0 for all ¢ € I;;;\{0}. Indeed if there exists i; € Ij;;\{0} such
that v/, ol = €lir.iy])
such that v/-€j;, 5, 1= 0, V' (B—€p, 5.1) =0, €y 5, 1, (B— €y i) € AT and
p(e[imil}) =p(B— [“,jil]) = 0. This contradicts to the assumption 8 € X,/

= 0, then we have the decomposition 5 = €lirgiy) T (B —

Thus we obtain that any z € ,ugl(u) satisfies that det(x (051 )1<j<mo, =
'] 1</ <m;
0ol # 0 for all ¢ € I;;;\{0} because x o m o m]) = Vjjj,) # 0. Therefore

[JZJ Pl Plig)
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10, n\dif —1(,nirr : : @\
pg (V)N = g (V)T # () since 8 € X,.. Applying <Hz‘elm\{0} add%.z) ,
we obtain ,ugl(l/)dif # 0. O

Now let us study the structure of iﬂ. Let ~ be the smallest equivalence
relation on S with (o, A) ~ s4(a, A) for a € JU Qz)eg whenever s, is defined.
We write NE;\F for the set of sums of elements of }NE;\F including 0. Then the
following statements are obtained by the same arguments in [§].

Lemma 7.4 (cf. Lemma 5.1 in [§]). Given any pair (o, X) with a € N]TZS\F,
ifae JU Qéeg with A\ = 0 and («, €,) > 0, then o — ¢, € Néj\'

Proof. The proof is just an analogy of the proof of Lemma 5.1 in [8]. We
can write & = ), 'y(t) as a sum of positive roots. If any 'y(t) is equal to €,
then we are done. Otherwise all s,(y(*)) are positive roots by Lemma [7.1]
so in E;\r Thus s.(a) = a — (o, €,)€q € N}NR;\L Then adding on a suitable
number of copies of ¢, € ﬁ}f, it follows that o — ¢, € Nﬁ}f O

Lemma 7.5 (cf. Lemma 5.2 in [§]). If (o, \) ~ (¢/, X') then
(1) a € E;\L if and only if o/ € E;\r,,
(2) a € Nﬁj if and only if o/ € Nfi;\r,,
(3) a €3y if and only if o’ € Sy

Proof. Lemma [Z.1] enable us to apply the same argument as in Lemma 5.2
in [§] to this lemma. O

Lemma 7.6 (cf. Lemma 5.3 in [§]). Given any pair (o, \) with o € NITZ;\L,
there is an equivalent pair (o/, \') with the property that (o, €,) < 0 whenever

)\g#OforaerQéeg.

Proof. This follows form Lemma as well as the proof of Lemma 5.3 in
[8]. O

The following Lemmas [.7, [.8 and Theorem [.9] can be shown by the
arguments in the proofs of the corresponding statements in [§] without any
change.

Lemma 7.7 (cf. Lemma 5.4 in [§]). Suppose that 0 # a € N}NEI and
(o, €0) <0 foralla e JU Qéeg with \q # 0. If (B,a — B) < —2 whenever

B,a — B are nonzero and in NR;\F, then « is either €, where a € J U Qéeg or

in the L-fundamental set.

Lemma 7.8 (cf. Lemma 5.5 in [§]). If 0 # a € N}NE;\F and (B,a — f) < =2
whenever B, — B are nonzero and in R}\L, then o € Rj.

Theorem 7.9 (cf. Theorem 5.6 in [8]). If a € LT then « € Sy, if and only
if0£a€e NR}\L and (B, — B) < —2 whenever B,a — (B are nonzero and in
NRj.

Combining these results, we can obtain the following theorem as in [§].
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Theorem 7.10 (cf. Theorem 5.8 in [§]). If a € Sy then there is an equiv-
alent pair (o/,N') with o which is either €, where a € J U Qloeg or in the
L-fundamental set.

Theorem 7.11. For 8 € %, we have ugl(u)dif # 0.

Proof. By Theorems [6.21] [[.T0] and Lemma [7.2] we may assume (§,v) ~
(€q,V'), a € JU Q%)eg. If a € J, then Lemma [7.3 shows that ,ugl(u) £ ().
Suppose a € Qgeg. If 7% Biig) > 0 for all i € Iy, then Lemma and

Theorem [Z.I0 imply that there exists a sequence aq,...,a, € J U QIOeg such
that (B(k),u(k)) = SapSap_, " Sa; (B,v) are well defined and Z;”:ZI B[(k) >

i,J]
0 (i € Iiyy) for all k =1,...,r and moreover B = ¢ + €lio,jo,1] T+ as in
Lemma Then we have Hgl(u)dif 75 () by Lemma [Z3l If Z;”;l Blij) =0
for all ¢ € I}, then ,ugl(y)dlf = ,ugl(y)“r # (. O

Then Theorems [B.13] and [7.11] show our main theorem.

Theorem 7.12. We use the same notation as in Section[d. Let us consider
the additive Deligne-Simpson problem for ko,...,k, and the HTL normal
forms B; € gy fori=0,...,p. Then the problem has a solution if and only

if o € EA.
Corollary 7.13. Let B = (B;)o<i<p € [0k be the collection of HTL
normal forms as above theorem. Then M(B) # 0 if and only if o € 3.
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