
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

03
37

0v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

R
T

] 
 2

0 
Ju

n 
20

24

A representation embedding for algebras of

infinite type

R. Bautista, E. Pérez, L. Salmerón

Abstract

We show that for any finite-dimensional algebra Λ of infinite represen-

tation type, over a perfect field, there is a bounded principal ideal do-

main Γ and a representation embedding from Γ-mod into Λ-mod. As

an application, we prove a variation of the Brauer-Trall Conjecture II:

finite-dimensional algebras of infinite-representation type admit infinite

families of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecomposables with fixed

endolength, for infinitely many endolengths.

1 Introduction

In this note, k denotes a perfect field, which will act centrally on every algebra
or bimodule we consider. Given any k-algebra Λ, we denote by Λ-Mod (resp.
Λ-mod) the category of left Λ-modules (resp. finite-dimensional left Λ-modules).
We denote by Λ-modI the full subcategory of Λ-mod formed by the modules
without injective direct summands.

Recall that the endolength of a Λ-module M , denoted by endol (M), is by
definition the length of the right EndΛ(M)op-module M . We say that Λ is
discrete (resp. e-discrete) iff for each dimension d (resp. each endolength d)
there is only a finite number of distinct isoclasses of indecomposable finite-
dimensional Λ-modules M with dimk M = d (resp. with endol (M) = d).

In this article, we focus our attention on finite-dimensional algebras Λ with
infinite representation type. Since the ground field is perfect, this is equivalent
to not being e-discrete, see [2]. So, for such an algebra Λ there is at least
one number d ∈ N and an infinite family of non-isomorphic indecomposable
finite-dimensional Λ-modules with endolength d.

Definition 1.1. Given two k-algebras Γ and Λ, a representation embedding
from Γ-mod to Λ-mod is a k-linear functor H : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod which is
exact, preserves indecomposability, and reflects isomorphism classes.
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Definition 1.2. Given full subcategories C of Γ-mod and C′ of Λ-mod we will
say that a functor H : C−−→C′ controls endolength of indecomposables iff there
are some constants c, c′ ∈ N such that

endol (N) ≤ c× endol (H(N)) and endol (H(N)) ≤ c′ × endol (N),

for any indecomposable N ∈ C.

Definition 1.3. A k-algebra Q is called minimal iff it is of one of the following
two types:

1. Q = TD1×D2
(V ), where D1 and D2 are finite-dimensional division k-

algebras and V is a simple D1-D2-bimodule.

2. Q = TD(V ), where D is a finite-dimensional division k-algebra and V is a
simple D-D-bimodule.

The coefficient algebras of such a minimal algebra Q are D1 and D2 in the first
case, and D in the second one.

The coefficient algebras of a finite-dimensional algebra Λ are, by definition,
the opposites of the endomorphism algebras of the simple Λ-modules. In this
note we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Let Λ be a finite-dimensional k-algebra of infinite representa-
tion type. Then, there is a functor which preserves indecomposables, reflects
isomorphism classes, and controls endolength of indecomposables of one of the
following two types:

1. H : Q-modI−−→Λ-mod, where Q is a minimal algebra of the first type.

2. H : Q-mod−−→Λ-mod, where Q is a minimal algebra of the second type.

In both cases, the algebra Q is of infinite representation type and with coefficient
algebras some of the coefficient algebras of Λ. Moreover, the functor H is of the
form Z ⊗Q −, for some Λ-Q-bimodule Z which is finitely generated by the right.

From this, we derive:

Theorem 1.5. Let Λ be a finite-dimensional k-algebra of infinite representation
type. Then, there is a bounded principal ideal domain Γ which is not e-discrete
and a functor

G : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod,

which preserves indecomposables, reflects isomorphism classes, and controls en-
dolength of indecomposables. The functor G is of the form Z ⊗Γ −, for some
Λ-Γ-bimodule Z which is finitely generated by the right.

Then, we will show:
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Theorem 1.6. Let Λ be a finite-dimensional k-algebra of infinite representation
type. Then, there is a bounded principal ideal domain Γ which is not e-discrete
and a representation embedding which controls endolength of indecomposables

G : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod.

Moreover, the functor G is of the form Z⊗Γ−, for some Λ-Γ-bimodule Z which
is free of finite rank by the right.

As an application of the preceding theorem, we will prove the following
variation of “the second Brauer-Thrall conjecture” involving endolength.

Definition 1.7. We say that a k-algebra Σ satisfies EBTII if there is an infinite
sequence of natural numbers d1 < d2 < · · · such that for each one of these num-
bers di there is an infinite family {Mj}j of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional
indecomposable Σ-modules with endol (Mj) = di.

Theorem 1.8. Any finite-dimensional algebra Λ of infinite representation type
satisfies EBTII.

This result is a consequence of the following. From (1.6), we have functorsG :
Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod which preserve indecomposables, reflect isomorphism classes,
and control endolength of indecomposables, they preserve the property EBTII,
by (7.6). These algebras Γ satisfy EBTII, as we shall verify in §7.

In view of the previous theorem, it is very natural to ask whether EBTII
holds for a wider class of representation-infinite artin algebras. The problem is
open even in the case of finite-dimensional algebras over a non-perfect fields.

The proof of (1.4) relies on the theory of differential tensor algebras (ditalge-
bras) and reduction functors first developed by the Kiev School of representation
theory, see [18] and [16] (see also [11]). For the general background on ditalge-
bras and their module categories, we refer the reader to [5]. The proofs of the
results presented here are largely based on our previous work [3].

As in [13], we study the phenomenon of existence of an infinite family of inde-
composables in Λ-mod with fixed endolength by reducing with matrix problems
methods to the case of hereditary algebras. In [13], Crawley-Boevey uses the
more general techniques of lift pairs which apply to general artin algebras. Here,
as in [3], we restrict ourselves to the case of finite-dimensional algebras over per-
fect fields and use bocses techniques which permit us to exploit the properties
of reduction functors.

Representation embeddings have been of great interest in representation the-
ory of algebras, see for instance [7], [6], [12], or [20]. Suffice it to mention that
the definition of wildness requires the existence of such an embedding from
k〈x, y〉-mod. This work was inspired by Bongartz article [6], which, under the
assumption that the ground field is algebraically closed, shows that for any
finite-dimensional algebra Λ of infinite representation type, there is a represen-
tation embedding k[x]-mod−−→Λ-mod. Here we show that some version of this
holds in the more general situation of perfect fields.
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2 Strategy for the proof of theorem (1.4)

We recall from [5] and [3], some basic definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a layered ditalgebra, with layer (R,W ), see [5, §4].
Given M ∈ A-Mod, denote by EM := EndA(M)op its endomorphism algebra.
Then, M admits a structure of R-EM -bimodule, where m · (f0, f1) = f0(m),
for m ∈ M and (f0, f1) ∈ EM . By definition, the endolength of M , denoted by
endol (M), is the length of M as a right EM -module.

As in the case of algebras, the ditalgebra A is called e-discrete iff, for each
endolength d, there are only a finite number of distinct isoclasses of finite-
dimensional indecomposable A-modules with endolength d.

Definition 2.2. Let A = (T, δ) be a triangular ditalgebra, with layer (R,W ),
over the field k. Then, A is called admissible iff R ∼= D1 × · · · ×Dn, for some
finite-dimensional division k-algebras D1, . . . , Dn, and W is finitely generated
as an R-R-bimodule. The coefficient algebras of A are the algebras D1, . . . , Dn.

Since our ground field k is perfect, any finite-dimensional k-algebra Λ splits
over its radical, thus Λ = S ⊕ J , where J is the radical of Λ. Then, we can
consider the Drozd’s ditalgebra D of Λ, see [5, (19.1)], which is an admissible
ditalgebra if and only if Λ is basic. In this case, the coefficient algebras of D
coincide with those of Λ.

For the proof of our theorem (1.4), we can assume that Λ is basic, because
Morita equivalences are representation embeddings which preserve coefficient
algebras and control endolength of indecomposables. The composition of repre-
sentations embeddings is a representation embedding, see [6].

Remark 2.3. If Λ has infinite representation type, as we mentioned before,
it is not e-discrete, so there is an fixed endolength d and an infinite family
{Mi}i∈I of finite-dimensional non-isomorphic indecomposable Λ-modules with
endol (Mi) = d.

Recall that we have the cokernel functor Cok : P(Λ)−−→Λ-mod and the
equivalence ΞΛ : D-mod−−→P1(Λ), studied for instance in [5, §18], whose com-
position functor permits to transfer many properties from the categoryD-mod to
Λ-mod. Then, for instance by [5, (18.10)(4)], there is a family of non-isomorphic
indecomposable objects {Xi}i∈I in P2(Λ) such that Cok(Xi) ∼= Mi, for all i ∈ I.
So, for each i ∈ I, we can choose Ni ∈ D-mod with ΞΛ(Ni) ∼= Xi. Thus,
CokΞΛ(Ni) ∼= Mi and, from [3, (4.4)], there is a natural number d0 and an infi-
nite subset I0 ⊆ I such that {Ni}i∈I0 is an infinite family of finite-dimensional
non-isomorphic indecomposable D-modules with endol (Ni) = d0. So we have
that D is not e-discrete.

The strategy of the proof of our theorem (1.4) includes first the proof of the
following statement for admissible ditalgebras.

Theorem 2.4. Let A be an admissible k-ditalgebra which is not e-discrete.
Then, there is a minimal algebra Q of infinite representation type and a func-
tor F : Q-mod−−→A-mod which preserves indecomposables and reflects isomor-
phism classes. Moreover, the coefficient algebras of Q are some of those of A.
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This theorem will be proved by a reduction procedure. Then, we apply it
to the Drozd’s ditalgebra D of Λ and consider the composition of the functor F
provided by (2.4) with CokΞΛ : D-mod−−→Λ-mod to obtain the functor we are
looking for.

The proof of the last theorem will be done by induction using the notion of
e-norm of indecomposable finite-dimensional modules discussed in the following.

3 Norms and reduction functors

Suppose that (R,W ) is the triangular layer of an admissible ditalgebra A. As-
sume that 1 =

∑n
i=1 ei is the decomposition of the unit of R as a sum of central

primitive orthogonal idempotents. Thus, with the notation of (2.2), we have
the finite-dimensional division k-algebra Di = eiDiei, for i ∈ [1, n].

In the discussion of [3] the following notion of norm is relevant.

Definition 3.1. Assume thatA is an admissible k-ditalgebra with layer (R,W ).
Then, for M ∈ A-mod, its norm is the number

||M || = dimk HomR(W0 ⊗R M,M).

Then, the length of M is ℓR(M) =
∑n

i=1 ℓDi
(eiM). The support of M is

the set of idempotents ei with eiM 6= 0. The A-module M is called sincere if
eiM 6= 0, for all i ∈ [1, n].

For M ∈ A-mod, we have

||M || =
∑

i,j

dimk(eiW0ej)ℓDi
(eiM)ℓDj

(ejM).

In this note, when dealing with finite-dimensional indecomposableA-modules
with finite endolength, we will use the following modified norm.

Definition 3.2. Let M be a k-finite-dimensional indecomposable A-module
and denote by EM = EndA(M)op. Then, the right EM -module M has the
direct sum decomposition M =

⊕n
i=1 eiM , of right EM -modules. We get

endol (M) =

n∑

i=1

ℓEM
(eiM).

From [5, (5.6)], A is a Roiter ditalgebra and, from [5, (5.12)], we know that
EM is a local finite-dimensional k-algebra. Since the field k is perfect, there
is a division k-subalgebra DM of EM and a DM -DM -bimodule decomposition
EM = DM

⊕
radEM .

So every finite-length right EM -module N is a finite-dimensional right DM -
vector space and we have ℓEM

(N) = ℓDM
(N). So, endol (M) = ℓDM

(M) and
ℓEM

(eiM) = ℓDM
(eiM), for i ∈ [1, n]. Hence,

endol (M) =
n∑

i=1

ℓDM
(eiM).
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Let c = cA be the least common multiple of d1, d2, . . . , dn, where di =
dimk Di. So, for each i, there is a natural number ci with c = cidi. Then, define
the e-norm of M by

||M ||e :=
∑

i,j

cicj dimk(eiW0ej)ℓDM
(eiM)ℓDM

(ejM).

Remark 3.3. From this definition, we get that ||M ||e ≤ c2 dimk(W0)endol (M)2.
So if there is an infinite family of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecompos-
able A-modules with endolength bounded by q, then their e-norms are bounded
by c2 dimk(W0)q

2.
If A is any admissible ditalgebra and q ∈ N, we say that A is of infinite

q-type iff A admits an infinite family of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional inde-
composable A-modules M with e-norm ||M ||e = q.

So, if A is not e-discrete, it is of infinite q-type for some q ∈ N.

Lemma 3.4. Keep the notations of (3.1) and (3.2), for a given finite-dimensional
indecomposable A-module M . Moreover, make dM = dimk DM , then we have:

||M ||e =
c2A
d2M

||M ||.

Proof. Recall that ||M || =
∑

i,j dimk(eiW0ej)ℓDi
(eiM)ℓDj

(ejM) and notice
that, for each i ∈ [1, n], we have

cℓDi
(eiM) = cidiℓDi

(eiM) = ci dimk eiM = cidM ℓDM
(eiM).

In the next statement we describe the behavior of the reduction functors
towards the e-norm of finite-dimensional indecomposables. We say that an
algebra B is an initial subalgebra of an admissible ditalgebra A, with layer
(R,W ), if B = TR(W

1
0 ), whereW

1
0 is the smaller term in the triangular filtration

of W0, see the reminder [3, (2.3)].

Lemma 3.5. Assume that A is an admissible k-ditalgebra with layer (R,W ).
Suppose that z ∈ {d, r,X} and Az is the admissible ditalgebra obtained from
A by one of the basic reductions: deletion of an idempotent (case z = d, as
in [5, (8.17)]), regularization (case z = r, as in [5, (8.19)]), or reduction by
a B-module X, where B is an initial subalgebra of A and X is a finite direct
sum of pairwise non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecomposable B-modules
X1, . . . , Xt with EndB(Xi)

op/radEndB(Xi)
op isomorphic to some of the coef-

ficient algebras of A (case z = X, a particular case of [3, (7.3)]). Consider
also the associated full and faithful functor F z : Az-mod−−→A-mod. Then, the
following holds for any finite-dimensional indecomposable N ∈ Az-mod.

1. ||N ||e ≤ ||F d(N)||e.

2. ||N ||e < ||F r(N)||e, whenever F r(N) is sincere.
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3. ||N ||e < ||FX(N)||e, whenever FX(N) is sincere and W ′
0 6= 0.

Proof. Recall that the layer (R,W ) of the admissible ditalgebra A is such that
R = D1 × · · · ×Dn as in (2.2).

In order to show 1, for simplicity, assume that the idempotent to be deleted
is e1, then the layer (Rd,W d) of Ad is such that Rd = D2 × · · · ×Dn, so clearly
cAd ≤ cA and, since F d is full and faithful, we get dN = dFd(N). Moreover,

since ||N || = ||F d(N)||, we have

||N ||e =
c2Ad

d2N
||N || ≤

c2A
d2
Fd(N)

||F d(N)|| = ||F d(N)||e.

For 2, we notice that the layer (Rr,W r) of Ar is such that Rr = R, so
cAr = cA. Again, since F r is full and faithful, we get dN = dF r(N). Moreover,
since ||N || < ||F r(N)||, whenever F r(N) is sincere, as before, we have

||N ||e =
c2Ar

d2N
||N || <

c2A
d2F r(N)

||F r(N)|| = ||F r(N)||e.

In the last case, the assumption implies that cAX ≤ cA, and we can proceed
as before, using that for FX(N) sincere we have ||N || < ||FX(N)||, see [3,
(7.3)(1)].

4 Reduction to minimal algebras

In this section, we prove the following theorem (4.8), which is a stronger version
of (2.4). Its statement and proof use the following notions and preliminary argu-
ments. As in the case of algebras, we say that a functor F : A′-mod−−→A-mod,
where A′ and A are layered ditalgebras, controls endolength of indecompos-
ables if there are some c, c′ ∈ N such that endol (N) ≤ c × endol (F (N)) and
endol (F (N)) ≤ c′ × endol (N), for all indecomposables N ∈ A′-mod.

Recall that given any ditalgebra, A = (T, δ), there is a canonical embedding
functor LA : A-mod−−→A-mod, where A is the subalgebra of T formed by the
homogeneous elements of degree zero. It maps every A-module to itself and
each morphism f ∈ HomA(M,N) is mapped onto (f, 0) ∈ HomA(M,N), see [5,
§2]. Clearly, the functor LA reflects indecomposability.

Definition 4.1. We say that an admissible ditalgebra Q = (T, δ) is quasi-
minimal iff T has layer (R,W ) such that R = D1 or R = D1 ×D2, there is an
R-R-bimodule decomposition W0 = W ′

0 ⊕W ′′
0 is such that W ′

0 = e1W
′
0e1 in the

first case and W ′
0 = e2W

′
0e1 in the second one, and moreover, in any case, W ′

0

is a simple R-R-bimodule with δ(W ′
0) = 0.

Any such quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q determines a minimal algebra Q :=
TR(W

′
0), which we call the minimal algebra of Q.

Remark 4.2. Quasi-minimal ditalgebras Q = (T, δ) have the following impor-
tant feature. If Q denotes the subalgebra of T formed by the homogeneous
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elements of degree 0, we have the corresponding canonical embedding functor
LQ : Q-mod−−→Q-mod. Consider the minimal algebra Q of Q, the projection
morphism of algebras π : Q = TR(W )−−→TR(W

′
0) = Q , and the corresponding

extension functor E : Q-Mod−−→Q-Mod, which is given by scalar restriction
through π, thus E ∼= E(Q)⊗Q −. Then, since δ(W ′

0) = 0 and W ′′
0 E(N) = 0, for

any finite-dimensional indecomposable Q-module N , we have

E := EndQ(LQE(N))op = E
0
N ⊕ E

1
N ,

where E0
N and E1

N are the subspaces of E formed, respectively, by the endomor-
phisms of E(N) of the form (f0, 0), and by the endomorphisms of E(N) of the
form (0, f1). Moreover, E0

N = LQE(EndQ(N)op).
Indeed, given any g0 ∈ EndQ(N)op, from the equality W ′′

0 E(N) = 0, we have
g0(wm) = 0 = wg0(m), for all w ∈ W ′′

0 and m ∈ E(N). Since Q is generated
by R, W ′

0, and W ′′
0 , we have that g0 ∈ EndQ(E(N))op, so LQE(g0) = (g0, 0) ∈

E0
N . Moreover, given f = (f0, f1) ∈ E, the equality δ(W ′

0) = 0 implies that
f0 ∈ EndQ(N)op. Thus, (f0, 0) ∈ E0

N , (0, f1) = (f0, f1) − (f0, 0) ∈ E, and
E0
N = LQE(EndQ(N)op).
Our ditalgebra Q is triangular, so, from [5, (5.4)], E1

N is a nilpotent ideal of
E, so we know that E1

N ⊆ RadE. Since k is perfect, we also have EndQ(N)op =
KN ⊕ Rad(EndQ(N)op), where KN is a division algebra. From the preceding
facts, we obtain the equality

EndQ(LQE(N))op = LQE(KN )⊕ Rad(EndQ(LQE(N))op).

Thus, the functor LQ := LQE : Q-mod−−→Q-mod preserves indecomposables.
It reflects isomorphism classes because, Q is a Roiter ditalgebra, see [5, (5.8)
and (5.6)]. We will keep the preceding notation whenever we deal with quasi-
minimal ditalgebras.

We have the following elementary statement relating dimension and en-
dolength.

Lemma 4.3. Let Σ be any k-algebra (not necessarily finite-dimensional) and
M an indecomposable finite-dimensional Σ-module. Consider the local algebra
E := EndΣ(M)op and the division algebra KM := E/RadE. Then, we have

endol (M) = dimk M/ dimk KM .

Proof. Since M is finite-dimensional, its length as an E-module is finite. Con-
sider a composition series 0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ml = M for the right
E-module M . Then, each simple E-module Mi/Mi−1 is a simple KM -module:
a one-dimensional KM -vector space. So, we have dimk(Mi/Mi−1) = dimk KM ,
for each i. Thus, dimk M = l dimk KM . Our statement follows from this.

Remark 4.4. Similarly, given any admissible ditalgebra A and an indecom-
posable M ∈ A-mod, if we consider the local algebra E := EndA(M)op and the
division algebra KM := E/RadE, we have endol (M) = dimk M/ dimk KM .
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Given a quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q, with the notation of (4.2), given an
indecomposable finite-dimensional Q-module M , since the functor LQ preserves
dimension and KM

∼= LQ(KM ) ∼= KLQ(M), we obtain from (4.2) and (4.3) that
endol (LQ(M)) = dimk LQ(M)/ dimk KLQ(M) = dimk M/ dimk KM = endol (M).
Thus, LQ : Q-mod−−→Q-mod preserves endolength of indecomposable modules.

Definition 4.5. Let C and C′ be full subcategories of finite-dimensional modules
over some algebras or some ditalgebras. Then, we say that a functor F : C−−→C′

controls dimension iff there are constants c, c′ ∈ N such that

dimk M ≤ c× dimk FM and dimk FM ≤ c′ × dimk M,

for all M ∈ C.

Remark 4.6. From (4.3), we know that any functor F : C−−→C′ which controls
dimension and induces isomorphisms KM

∼= KFM , for all indecomposable M ,
controls endolength of indecomposables.

Lemma 4.7. Let A be an admissible ditalgebra. Assume that AX is the lay-
ered ditalgebra obtained from A by reduction, using the B-module X, where B
is an initial subalgebra of A and X is a finite direct sum of non-isomorphic
finite-dimensional indecomposable B-modules. Assume that X is a complete
admissible triangular B-module and let FX : AX-Mod−−→A-Mod be the as-
sociated functor, as in [5, 12.10]. Then, FX controls dimension and controls
endolength of indecomposables.

Proof. The finite-dimensional algebra Γ = EndB(X)op admits the splitting Γ =
S ⊕ P , where P is the radical of Γ, because the ground field is perfect. The
semisimple algebra S is basic because the indecomposable direct summands
of X are pairwise non-isomorphic. Let us denote by f1, . . . , ft the orthogonal
primitive central idempotents given by the decomposition of the unit of S.

From [3, (2.7)], we already know that or all N ∈ AX -Mod, we have that
endol (FX(N)) ≤ dimk X × endol (N).

It is clear that dimk F
X(N) ≤ dimk X × dimk N . Moreover, we have

dimk F
X(N) = dimk X⊗SN =

∑

i

dimk Xfi⊗SfifiN ≥
∑

i

dimk fiN = dimk N,

because dimk Xfi⊗SfifiM = dimk(dimSfi Xfi)fiM ≥ dimk fiN, withXfi 6= 0.
So, the functor FX controls dimension, and we can apply (4.6).

Theorem 4.8. For any admissible k-ditalgebra A not e-discrete, there is a
quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q with minimal algebra Q of infinite representation
type, and a faithful functor F : Q-mod−−→A-mod which preserves indecom-
posability, reflects isomorphism classes, and controls endolength of indecompos-
ables. The functor F is the composition

Q-mod
LQ

−−→Q-mod
G

−−→A-mod,
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where G is a composition of full and faithful reduction functors associated to a
finite sequence of reductions which transform A into Q. Moreover, the coefficient
algebras of Q are some of those of A.

Proof. Assume that R = D1 × · · · ×Dn and 1 =
∑n

i=1 ei is a decomposition of
the unit of R as a sum of central ortogonal idempotents, so each eiRei = Di is
a finite-dimensional k-algebra, say of dimension di = dimk Di. We will use the
e-norm ||M ||e defined for indecomposable modules in A-mod.

By definition, given q ∈ N, a q-infinite family of A-mod is an infinite fam-
ily F of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecomposable A-modules M with
common e-norm ||M ||e = q. Since A is not e-discrete, A-mod admits a q-infinite
family F .

If there are infinitely many A-modules M in the family F , with eiM =
0, for a fixed i ∈ [1, n], we consider the ditalgebra Ad1 obtained from A by
deletion of the idempotent ei and the associated full and faithful functor F d1 :
Ad1-mod−−→A-mod. Then, Ad1 is an admissible ditalgebra and we know that
1 ≤ ||N ||e ≤ ||F d1(N)||e = q, whenever M ∈ F and F d1(N) ∼= M . So there
is a q1-infinite family Fd1 in Ad1 -mod with q1 ≤ q. In a finite number of such
deletion of idempotents, we obtain an admissible ditalgebra A′ = Ad1···dm and
a q′-infinite family F ′ of sincere modules in A′-mod with q′ ≤ q.

If there is a quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q and a functor F : Q-mod−−→A′-mod
as in the statement of the theorem for the ditalgebra A′, then the composition
F d1 · · ·F dmF : Q-mod−−→A-mod is the required functor for A, because each
functor F di preserves endolength, see [3, (2.5)].

So we can assume that we already started with a q-infinite family of sincere
A-modules F and proceed to the proof of the theorem by induction on q.

In case q = 1, for each M ∈ F , with the notation of (3.2), we have

1 = ||M ||e =
∑

i,j

cicj dimk(eiW0ej)ℓDM
(eiM)ℓDM

(ejM).

This implies that n = 1 or n = 2. If n = 1, R = D1 and dimk(e1W0e1) = 1.
Moreover, D1 = k and A = Tk(W0) with dimk W0 = 1. Here δ(W0) ⊆ W1,
because the triangular filtration of W0 is just 0 ⊆ W0. If δ(W0) 6= 0, since W 1

0

is a simple R-R-bimodule and W 1
0 ∩ Ker δ = 0, we can consider the admissible

ditalgebra Ar obtained from A by regularization and the associated equivalence
functor F r : Ar-mod−−→A-mod, see [5, (8.19)]. But, here, Ar has only one
indecomposable module, so A would not be of infinite representation type. So,
δ(W0) = 0, A is quasi-minimal, and we can take Q = A, Q = A ∼= k[x], and G =
Id. The functor F = LQ preserves indecomposables and reflects isomorphisms
by (4.2). It preserves endolength of indecomposables by (4.4).

In case n = 2, we have R = D1 ×D2 and, since, dimk W0 = 1, we get D1 =
D2 = k. In this case, since LA : A-mod−−→A-mod reflects indecomposability
and isomorphism classes, and A = Tk×k(W0) is of finite representation type,
then A is also of finite representation type, which is not the case. Hence, this
case does not occur. So the base of the induction is established.
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Now, assume q ≥ 2 and that the statement of the theorem holds for every
admissible ditalgebra A′ with a q′-infinite family F ′ in A′-mod with q′ < q. We
will proceed as in the proof of [3, (7.5)].

Since k is perfect, the algebra R⊗kR
op is semisimple and we can look at the

additive triangular filtration 0 = W 0
0 ⊆ W 1

0 ⊆ · · · ⊆ W s
0 = W0, see [5, (5.1)].

We can assume that W 1
0 is a simple direct summand of the R-R-bimodule W0.

The triangularity conditions imply that δ(W 1
0 ) ⊆ W1. Consider R-R-bimodule

decompositions W0 = W 1
0 ⊕W ′′

0 and W1 = δ(W 1
0 )⊕W ′′

1 . We have the following
two possibilities.

Case 1: δ(W 1
0 ) 6= 0.

Since W 1
0 is a simple R-R-bimodule and W 1

0 ∩Ker δ = 0, we can consider the
admissible ditalgebra Ar obtained from A by regularization and the associated
equivalence functor F r : Ar-mod−−→A-mod, see [5, (8.19)]. For any indecom-
posable N ∈ Ar-mod with F r(N) ∼= M ∈ F , we have ||N ||e < ||M ||e = q, by
(3.5)(2). Then, there is a family Fr of such Ar-modules N which is a q′-infinite
family in Ar-mod with q′ < q. So, we can apply the induction hypothesis to Ar

to derive the existence of a quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q with minimal algebra Q

and a functor F : Q-mod−−→Ar-mod as in the statement of the theorem, so the
composition F rF : Q-mod−−→A-mod is the wanted functor for A. Here, the
functor F r preserves endolength, see [3, (2.6)].

Case 2: δ(W 1
0 ) = 0.

Since W 1
0 is a simple R-R-bimodule, we get W 1

0 = ejW
1
0 ei, for some i, j ∈

[1, n], and we have two subcases.

Case 2.a: If i = j, for simplicity, we can assume that i = 1. Then, we
get TR(W

1
0 ) = TD1

(W 1
0 ) × D2 × · · · ×Dn. Consider the admissible ditalgebra

Ad obtained from A by deletion of the idempotent e = 1 − e1 and the corre-
sponding full and faithful functor F d : Ad-Mod−−→A-Mod. Then, Q := Ad

is a quasi-minimal ditalgebra, with minimal algebra Q = TD1
(W 1

0 ) of infinite
representation type, and the composition of functors

Q-mod
LQ

−−→Q-mod
Fd

−−→A-mod

is the required functor F for A, in this case.

Case 2.b: If i 6= j, for simplicity, we assume that i = 1 and j = 2, and we
get B := TR(W

1
0 ) = TD1×D2

(W 1
0 )×D3 × · · · ×Dn.

If B is of infinite representation type, so is the algebra TD1×D2
(W 1

0 ). Then,
we can consider the ditalgebraAd obtained fromA by deletion of the idempotent
e = 1−e1−e2 and the associated full and faithful functor F d : Ad-Mod−−→A-Mod.
Then, Q := Ad is a quasi-minimal ditalgebra, with minimal algebra Q =
TD1×D2

(W 1
0 ) of infinite representation type, and the composition of functors

Q-mod
LQ

−−→Q-mod
Fd

−−→A-mod

is the required functor F for A.
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On the other hand, if B is of finite representation type, so is the alge-
bra B0 := TD1×D2

(W 1
0 ). Let X1, . . . , Xl be a complete set of representa-

tives of the isomorphism classes of the indecomposables in B0-mod. Since B0

is hereditary of finite representation type, then the division algebras DXi
=

EndB0
(Xi)

op/radEndB0
(Xi)

op coincide with some D1 or D2 (this follows for
instance from [1, VIII.1: (1.5) and (1.13)], see also [13]).

Consider the B-module X = X1⊕· · ·⊕Xl⊕eR and the admissible ditalgebra
AX obtained from A by reduction by the module X and the associated full and
faithful functor FX : AX -mod−−→A-mod, as in (3.5). The layer of AX has
the form (RX ,WX) with RX = DX1

× · · · × DXl
× D3 × · · · × Dn. From

(3.5), whenever FX(N) ∼= M ∈ F , we have ||N ||e < ||M ||e = q. But from [3,
(7.3)(2)], we know that FX is dense. So, there in an infinite family in FX = {N |
FX(N) ∈ F}, which shows that the admissible ditalgebra AX is of q′-infinite
type for some q′ < q. Then, we can apply the induction hypothesis to AX and
obtain a quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q and a functor F : Q-mod−−→AX -mod as
in the statement of the theorem, so the composition FXF : Q-mod−−→A-mod
gives the wanted functor for A. Here, the functor FX controls endolength of
indecomposables by (4.8).

We have constructed, in each case, a functor F : Q-mod−−→A-mod which
preserves indecomposability, reflects isomorphism classes, and controls endolength
of indecomposables.

The following lemma is very useful. It can be applied, to Morita equivalences.

Lemma 4.9. Given two algebras Γ and Q, assume that Ψ : Γ-mod−−→Q-mod
is a full and faithful functor of the form P ⊗Γ −, for some Q-Γ-bimodule P
that is finitely generated projective by the right. Then, the functor Ψ controls
endolength.

Proof. Take N ∈ Γ-mod and set E := EndΓ(N)op. We know that for some
natural number n, there is a surjective morphism Γn−−→P of right Γ-modules.
Therefore, we have a surjective morphism of right E-modules

Nn ∼= Γn ⊗Γ N−−→P ⊗Γ N.

Therefore, ℓE(P ⊗Γ N) ≤ n× ℓE(N) = n× endol (N).
Now, the action of E on the right E-module P ⊗Γ N determined by the

right E-module N is such that (p ⊗ n)f = p ⊗ f(n), for p ∈ P and n ∈ N .
The algebra EndQ(P ⊗ N)op acts on the right of P ⊗Γ N by the usual rule
and determines a right action of E by restriction using the isomorphism of
algebras E−−→EndQ(P ⊗ N)op provided by the full and faithful functor Ψ.
This action of E on P ⊗Γ N coincides with the previous one and, hence, we
obtain endol (P ⊗Γ N) ≤ ℓE(P ⊗Γ N).

If 0 = Nt ⊆ · · · ⊆ N1 ⊆ N0 = N is a composition series for the EndΓ(N)op-
module N , since P is a projective right Γ-module, we have a filtration 0 =
P ⊗Γ Nt ⊆ · · · ⊆ P ⊗Γ N1 ⊆ P ⊗Γ N0 = P ⊗Γ N of the Q-module P ⊗Γ N ,
which is in fact a filtration of the EndQ(P ⊗Γ N)op-module P ⊗Γ N . Hence
endol (N) ≤ endol (P ⊗Γ N).
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Proof of Theorem (1.4): As remarqued just before (2.3), we can assume that
Λ is basic because Morita equivalences are representation embeddings which
control endolength of indecomposables, see (4.9).

From (2.3), we can apply (4.8) to the Drozd’s ditalgebra D of Λ to obtain
a quasi-minimal ditalgebra Q, with minimal algebra Q of infinite representation
type, and a composition of functors F of the form

Q-mod
LQ

−−→Q-mod
G

−−→D-mod,

as in (4.8), which preserves indecomposability, reflects isomorphism classes, and
controls endolength of indecomposables.

From [5, (22.7)], we obtain that GE(Q) is a D-Q-bimodule which is finitely
generated by the right and that F ∼= LD(GE(Q) ⊗Q −), where the argument is
the functor GE(Q)⊗Q − : Q-mod−−→D-mod. Here D denotes the subalgebra of
the underlying tensor algebra of D formed by the elements of degree 0.

Consider the usual equivalence functor ΞΛ : D-mod−−→P1(Λ) and the cok-
ernel funtor Cok : P1(Λ)−−→Λ-mod, see [5, §18 and §19]. Denote by Z0 =
CokΞΛ(D) the transition bimodule associated to Λ, as in [5, (22.18)]. Then, the
Λ-Q-bimodule Z := Z0 ⊗D GE(Q) is finitely generated by the right. Denote by
H the composition of functors

Q-mod
F

−−→D-mod
ΞΛ−−→P1(Λ)

Cok
−−→Λ-mod.

Then, by [5, (22.18)], we know that it is naturally isomorphic to

CokΞΛLD(GE(Q) ⊗Q −) ∼= Z0 ⊗D GE(Q)⊗Q − = Z ⊗Q −.

Now, if Q is a minimal algebra of the second type, we have, as in [3, Claim 1 in the
proof of (8.2)], that every M ∈ Q-mod satisfies that ΞΛF (M) ∈ P2(Λ). Thus,
in this case, the functor H preserves indecomposables and reflects isomorphism
classes.

If Q is a minimal algebra of the first type, we have as in [3, Claim 2 in the
proof of (8.2)], that for any non-injective indecomposable M ∈ Q-mod we have
ΞΛF (M) ∈ P2(Λ). So, in this case H preserves indecomposables which are not
injective (since it is a composition of functors which preserve non-injectivity).
Moreover, the restriction Q-modI−−→Λ-mod of H , to the full subcategory of
Q-modules without injective direct summands, reflects isomorphism classes. In-
deed, if M,N ∈ Q-modI , then ΞΛF (M) and ΞΛF (N) have no injective direct
summand. Thus, from [5, (18.10)], we get that H(M) ∼= H(N) implies that
M ∼= N .

We know that F controls endolength and, from [3, (4.4)], we get that CokΞΛ

controls endolength, then so does their composition H . �

Remark 4.10. Under the assumptions of theorem (1.4), assume moreover that
Λ is such that Λ/radΛ is a finite product of copies of k. In this case, the minimal
algebras appearing there have their coefficient algebras isomorphic to k. So,
there is no such minimal algebra of the first type of infinite representation type,
and the only such minimal algebra of the second type of infinite representation
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type is k[x]. Then, we get a functor H : k[x]-mod−−→Λ-mod, which preserves
indecomposables and reflects isomorphism classes, given by tensoring with a
bimodule ΛZk[x] which is finitely generated over k[x]. From here we obtain a
representation embedding H ′ : k[x]h-mod−−→Λ-mod, given by tensoring with a
bimodule ΛZ

′
k[x]h

which is finitely generated projective over k[x]h. This is the

case if the field k is algebraically closed and Λ is basic, see Thm. 6 of [6].

5 Reduction to principal ideal domains

In this work, we use the term uniserial subcategory in the following sense.

Definition 5.1. Let U be a full abelian subcategory of the category Σ-mod
of finite-dimensional modules for some k-algebra Σ. Then U is called a unise-
rial subcategory of Σ-mod iff every indecomposable module in U has a unique
composition series in U , and all the simple factors in this composition series are
isomorphic to one simple object of the category U .

Lemma 5.2. Let Γ be a bounded principal ideal domain and let P be a complete
set of representatives of the non-similar atoms of Γ. Then, the category of finite-
length Γ-modules is a direct sum of uniserial subcategories {Up}p∈P , where each
Up contains a unique simple object Ep

1 .
Moreover, we have almost split sequences of the form:

ξ1 : Ep
1−−→Ep

2−−→Ep
1 ,

ζn : Ep
n−−→Ep

n+1 ⊕ Ep
n−1−−→Ep

n, for n ≥ 2.

Proof. The category of finite-length Γ-modules is well known. For instance,
from [3, (6.5)], we have the following. For each atom p ∈ Γ, consider the
corresponding simple Γ-module Sp := Γ/Γp. Then, for each i ∈ N, up to
isomorphism, there is a unique indecomposable Γ-module Ep

i with length i and
all composition factors isomorphic to Sp. The family {Ep

i | i ∈ N, p ∈ P} is a
complete set of representatives of the isoclasses of the indecomposable Γ-modules
of finite length. They are all finite-dimensional.

For p ∈ P , consider the full subcategory Up of Γ-mod formed by the modules
M ∈ Γ-mod which admit a filtration

0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Mn−1 ⊂ Mn = M,

where Mj/Mj−1
∼= Sp, for all j ∈ [1, n]. Thus, {Ep

i | i ∈ N} are the represen-
tatives of the indecomposables in Up. Moreover, in the proof of [3, (6.5)], it is
shown that HomΓ(E

p
i , E

q
j ) = 0, whenever p and q are not similar atoms, that is

whenever p 6= q in P .
It remains to show that Up is uniserial. Let M be an indecomposable Γ-

module in Up. Then, it has a composition series

0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Mn−1 ⊂ Mn = M,
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where Mi/Mi−1
∼= Sp. Here ℓΓ(Mi) = i, for all i ∈ [1, n].

We will show that Mj is the unique submodule of M with length j.

We proceed by induction on the length n = ℓΓ(M).
If n = 1, we have that M = M1 is simple and our claim is obvious. Assume

that our claim holds for indecomposable modules in Up with length s such that
s < n. We have an exact sequence

0−−→Mn−1
f

−−→Mn
g

−−→Sp−−→0.

Let S be a simple submodule ofM and h : S−−→Mn the corresponding inclusion.
Since M is indecomposable, we know that gh : S−−→Sp is not an isomorphism,
so gh = 0 and S ⊆ Mn−1. Similarly, working with the given filtration of Mn−1,
we show that S ⊆ Mn−2. In a finite number of steps, we get S ⊆ M1. Hence
S = M1. We have verified that the socle of M is the simple M1.

Consider now a submodule N of Mn with length j > 1. Since soc(M) = M1,
we know that M1 = soc(N) ⊂ N . In particular, the submodules M1, . . . ,Mn−1

are all indecomposable. We have the quotient η : Mn−−→Mn/M1, and the
submodules η(Mj) = Mj/M1 and η(N) = N/M1 with length j − 1 of the
module M/M1 ∈ Up, which has length n− 1.

From [3, (6.5)], we know there is an irreducible morphism g : Mn−−→Mn−1

in Γ-mod, which must be surjective. Its kernel has length 1, so it is a simple
submodule of Mn, and it coincides with M1. It follows that M/M1

∼= Mn−1

is indecomposable. Then, by induction hypothesis N/M1 = Mj/M1 and, so,
Mj = N , as we wanted to verify.

Proposition 5.3. Let Q be a finite-dimensional hereditary algebra of infinite
representation type. Then, its preprojective components, as well as its preinjec-
tive components, are e-discrete.

Proof. We only consider the case of a preprojective component P , the other
case is tackled dually. If M ∈ P , there is a projective module PM ∈ P and
a non-negative number ν(M), such that (DTr)ν(M)M = PM . We also know,
that EndQ(M) ∼= EndQ(PM ) is a division algebra, see [1, VIII.1.(1.5)]. There-
fore, from (4.3), we obtain endol (M) = dimk M/ dimk EndQ(PM ). This implies
that there is only a finite number of indecomposables in P with the same en-
dolength iff there is only a finite number of indecomposables in P with the same
dimension. That is P is e-discrete iff it is discrete.

So, we have to show that there are only finitely many indecomposables in P
with the same dimension. For this, we can assume that Q is basic and consider
a decomposition of the unit 1 =

∑n
i=1 ei of Q, as a sum of primitive orthogonal

idempotents, denote by dim(M) = (dimk e1M, . . . , dimk enM), the dimension
vector of M . Recall that given M,N ∈ P , we have that M ∼= N iff their their
dimension vectors coincide, see [1, VIII.2.(2.3)]. Then, consider the homological
quadratic form q of the hereditary algebra Q, which satisfies

q(dim(M)) = dimk EndQ(M)− dimk Ext
1
Q(M,M).
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Since M is preprojective, we have Ext1Q(M,M) = 0, see [1, VIII.1.(1.7)]. There-
fore, we get that for any M ∈ P , q(dim(M)) ∈ {d1, . . . , dn}, where di :=
dimk EndQ(Qei), for i ∈ [1, n]. There are only finitely many possible dimension
vectors dim(M) satisfying this, so P is discrete.

The following statement is similar to [3, (6.8)].

Proposition 5.4. If Q is a generically tame minimal algebra of infinite repre-
sentation type, then there is a bounded principal ideal domain Γ which is not
e-discrete and an exact full and faithful functor Ψ : Γ-Mod−−→Q-Mod. The
functor Ψ restricts to a representation embedding Ψ′ : Γ-mod−−→Q-modI.

Proof. This proof is an adaptation of the proof of [3, (6.8)]. If Q is of the second
type in (1.3). From [3, (6.2)], we can assume that Q = D[x, s], that is the skew
polynomial algebra with coefficients in D, for some automorphism s : D−−→D.
It is well known that Γ := D[x, s] is a bounded principal ideal domain (see
[17, (3.15)]) and taking as Ψ the identity functor, we see, from (6.6), that our
proposition holds in this case.

The generically tame minimal algebras Q of infinite representation type of
the first type in (1.3) can be described as follows, see [3, (6.6)]:

(i) Q is the matrix algebra

(
F 0
M G

)
, where F and G are finite-dimensional

division k-algebras and M is a simple G-F -bimodule where the field k acts
centrally. Moreover, dimG M = 2 = dimMF ; or

(ii) Q is the matrix algebra

(
F 0
M G

)
, where F and G are finite-dimensional

division k-algebras and M is a simple G-F -bimodule where the field k acts
centrally. Moreover, dimG M = 4 and dimMF = 1, or dimG M = 1 and
dimMF = 4.

In each one of these cases, it is shown in the proof of [3, (6.8)], using previous
work by V. Dlab and M. Ringel [15]&[14], and Crawley-Boevey [10], that there
is a bounded principal ideal domain Γ and an exact full and faithful functor
Ψ : Γ-Mod−−→Q-Mod mapping indecomposable Γ-modules of finite length onto
regular Q-modules. Moreover, Q-reg ∼= Ψ(Γ-mod)

∐
U , where U is a uniserial

subcategory of Q-mod generated by a simple regular module. Furthermore,
from (7.3), we see that, for each d ∈ N, there is, up to isomorphism, at most
one indecomposable in U , having endolength d.

As we already know (by [2] or [12, (8.6)]), since Q has infinite representation
type, it is not e-discrete. In fact, we know that Q-reg is not e-discrete, as a
consequence of (5.3). Thus, there is some d ∈ N and an infinite family of
non-isomorphic indecomposable modules {Ψ(M(i))}i in Q-reg with endolength
endol (Ψ(M(i))) = d. Since Ψ controls endolength, see (4.9), there is a subfamily
{M(j)}j of {M(i)}i of non-isomorphic indecomposables in Γ-mod with common
endolength, and Γ is not e-discrete.
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The statement on the restriction of Ψ is due to the following. If N ∈ Γ-mod
is such that Ψ(N) admits an indecomposable injective direct summand I, say
Ψ(N) = I ⊕C, from [5, (29.5)], we know that there is an indecomposable direct
summand I ′ of N such that Ψ(I ′) ∼= I. Now, by the description of almost
split sequences in Γ-mod, see [3, (6.5)], we know that I ′ appears at the left of
an almost split sequence ξ. Then, Ψ(ξ) is an exact sequence in Q-mod which
must split. Then, ξ also splits, a contradiction. So, the functor Ψ restricts to a
functor Ψ′ : Γ-mod−−→Q-modI , as wanted.

Notice that in the preceding proposition, if Q is a minimal algebra of type 2
or of type 1.(ii), the principal ideal domain Γ is centrally bounded.

If Q is a minimal algebra of the first type with infinite representation type,
then there are only two possibilities: either its quadratic form is positive semidef-
inite (so Q is tame hereditary) or its quadratic form is indefinite (so Q is wild
hereditary).

Lemma 5.5. If Q is a wild hereditary minimal algebra of the first type, then
there is a centrally bounded principal ideal domain Γ which is not e-discrete and
an exact full and faithful functor Ψ : Γ-mod−−→Q-modI.

Proof. From [12, (8.2) and (8.4)], there is a finite field extension K of k and
a Q-K〈x, y〉-bimodule T which is finitely generated projective over K〈x, y〉 and
such that the tensor product functor

F := T ⊗K〈x,y〉 − : K〈x, y〉-Mod−−→Q-Mod

is full and faithful. Let φ : K〈x, y〉−−→K[x] be the canonical projection and
consider the corresponding restriction functor H : K[x]-Mod−−→K〈x, y〉-Mod.
We have that H ∼= K[x] ⊗K[x] −, where the K〈x, y〉-K[x]-bimodule K[x] is
a left K〈x, y〉-module by restriction through φ. Then, the composition FH :
K[x]-Mod−−→Q-Mod is exact, full and faithful, and can be realized as a tensor
product by a bimodule which is finitely generated projective by the right.

Since T is finitely generated by the right, the functor F restricts to the
subcategories of finite-dimensional modules, and so does the functor H , and
their composition FH : K[x]-mod−−→Q-mod. Take the principal ideal domain
Γ := K[x] and notice, as in the proof of the last lemma, that ImFH is contained
in Q-modI , so Ψ := FH restricts to the desired exact full and faithful functor.
Here Γ is not e-discrete, for instance because it is particular case of (6.6).

Lemma 5.6. Assume that Q = TD(V ) is a minimal algebra of the second type.
Then, there is a centrally bounded principal ideal domain Γ which is not e-
discrete and a full and faithful exact functor Ψ : Γ-mod−−→Q-mod.

Proof. We just follow the proof of [3, (6.2)]. There are two cases.

Case 1: dimD V ≥ 2. Here, by [12, (8.2) and (8.5)], there is a finite field
extension K of k and a Q-K〈x, y〉-bimodule Z, which is free of finite rank over
K〈x, y〉 such that the tensor product Z ⊗K〈x,y〉 − : K〈x, y〉-Mod−−→Q-Mod is
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full and faithful, and we proceed as in the proof of (5.5) with Γ = K[x], which
is not e-discrete.

Case 2: dimD V = 1. Here, we know as mentioned in the proof of [3,
(6.2)], that Q is a skew polynomial algebra D[x, s], for some automorphism
s : D−−→D. This case was already considered in (5.4). We can take Γ = Q,
which is a centrally bounded principal ideal domain by [3, (6.4)].

Proof of Theorem (1.5): By (1.4), there is a minimal algebra Q of infinite
representation type and a functor H of one of the following types:

1. H : Q-modI−−→Λ-mod, when Q is a minimal algebra of the first type, or

2. H : Q-mod−−→Λ-mod, when Q is of the second type.

Here the functor H is of the form Z ⊗Q −, for some Λ-Q-bimodule Z, which is
finitely generated by the right.

There are a few possibilities for Q, considered in the preceding lemmas (5.4),
(5.6), and (5.5). In each case, there is a bounded principal ideal domain Γ,
which is not e-discrete, and a functor Ψ which is exact full and faithful, and we
consider its composition G := HΨ : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod. The functor G controls
endolength of indecomposables because Ψ and H do so, by (4.9) and (1.4). �

6 The representation embedding

In this section we derive our main result (1.6), from the preceding work. For
this, we consider Ore localizations S−1Γ, for some special denominator subset
S of a principal ideal domain Γ, see [19, §3.1].

Remark 6.1. Recall that any principal ideal domain Γ is a unique factorization
domain in the following sense. Any non-zero non-unit element a ∈ Γ is a product
a = p1 · · · ps where p1, . . . , ps are atoms of Γ and for any other such factorization
a = q1 · · · qt as product of atoms, we have s = t and there is a permutation σ ∈ St

such that qi is similar to pσ(i), for each i.

Lemma 6.2. Let Γ be a bounded principal ideal domain and let b ∈ Γ be such
that Γb = bΓ 6= Γ. Consider the denominator set S = {1, b, b2, . . .}. We have the
epimorphism of rings ν : Γ−−→S−1Γ and the corresponding restriction functor
F : S−1Γ-mod−−→Γ-mod. Let p be an atom of Γ which is not similar to any of
the atomic factors of b, then every indecomposable Γ-module M with composition
factors isomorphic to Γ/Γp is of the form M ∼= F (N), for some N ∈ S−1Γ-mod.

Proof. Let M ∈ Γ-mod be indecomposable with all composition factors isomor-
phic to Γ/Γp. We will show by induction on the length of M that the linear
map µb : M−−→M given by multiplication by b is a linear isomorphism. This is
enough, because we know that the structure of M as a Γ-module is given by the
morphism of k-algebras µ : Γ−−→Endk(M), mapping each a ∈ Γ onto the linear
map µa, given by multiplication by a. If µb is invertible, then µs is invertible for
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each s ∈ S. Thus by the universal property of localizations, we obtain a map
µ̂ : S−1Γ−−→Endk(M), such that µ̂ν = µ, that is a structure of S−1Γ-module
N with underlying vector space M . Thus, F (N) = M .

If we assume that M is simple, then M = Γm with m ∈ M and, if bm = 0,
we would have b ∈ Γp, which is not the case by (6.1). Hence, M = Γm =
Γbm = bΓm. Then, the linear map µb : M−−→M given by multiplication by
b is surjective. Since M is finite-dimensional, we obtain that µb is a linear
isomorphism. Then, our claim holds for indecomposable Γ-modules of length 1.

Now, assume that the indecomposable module M has length l > 1 and
consider its composition series 0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ml = M in Γ-mod.
By induction hypothesis, multiplication by b determines linear automorphisms
on each Mi, with i < l. From the proof of (5.2), we get an exact sequence
of Γ-modules 0−−→M1−−→M−−→Ml−1−−→0, where Ml−1 is indecomposable.
Then, we have the following commutative diagram of linear maps

0 −−→ M1 −−→ M −−→ Ml−1 −−→ 0y y y
0 −−→ M1 −−→ M −−→ Ml−1 −−→ 0,

where the vertical arrows are given by multiplication by b. By induction hy-
pothesis, the left and right vertical arrows are linear isomorphisms, then so is
the central one.

Proof of theorem (1.6): By (1.5), there is a bounded principal ideal domain
Γ which is not e-discrete and a functor

G : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod,

which preserves indecomposables, reflects isomorphism classes, and controls en-
dolength. The functor G is of the form Z⊗Γ−, for some Λ-Γ-bimodule Z which
is finitely generated by the right.

The right Γ-module Z decomposes as a direct sum Z = T ⊕P , where T is a
torsion finitely generated Γ-module and P is a free Γ-module of finite rank, see
[9, (1.4.4)]. If T = 0, we are done.

Assume that T 6= 0, then T decomposes by [8, (1.5.5)] as a finite direct sum
of indecomposables of the form Ep

i . Then, the annihilator of T is a proper ideal
of Γ which is of the form bΓ = Γb, for some non-unit element b ∈ Γ.

We know that each Ep
i has annihilator qipΓ, where qpΓ is the annihilator of

Ep
1 . Then, T is annihilated by the product of the elements qip, corresponding to

the indecomposables Ep
i appearing in the decomposition of T . Thus, b 6= 0.

Now, we consider the multiplicative subset S = {1, b, b2, . . .} of Γ, which
is a right denominator set and a left denominator set of Γ. The Ore lo-
calization S−1Γ ∼= ΓS−1 is a bounded principal ideal domain. The epimor-
phism ν : Γ−−→S−1Γ induces the full and faithful restriction functor F :
S−1Γ-mod−−→Γ-mod which is isomorphic to S−1Γ⊗−. Thus, the composition
GF : S−1Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod preserves indecomposables, reflects isomorphism
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classes, and is isomorphic to Z⊗ΓS
−1Γ⊗−. We claim that Z⊗ΓS

−1Γ is a free
right S−1Γ-module. For this, it will be enough to show that T ⊗Γ S−1Γ = 0.
Since Tb = 0, and b is invertible in S−1Γ, we have 0 = Tb ⊗Γ S−1Γ =
T ⊗Γ bS−1Γ = T ⊗Γ S−1Γ.

The principal ideal domains S−1Γ appearing before are not e-discrete. In-
deed, the atoms of S−1Γ correspond to those non-similar to the atomic fac-
tors of b. Notice that, from (6.2), we obtain that the restriction functor F :
S−1Γ-mod−−→Γ-mod identifies the category S−1Γ-mod with the full subcate-
gory Γ-modZ of Γ-mod formed by all the Γ-modules without direct summands
isomorphic to Ep

i , with i ∈ N and p an atomic factor of b. Thus, since Γ is not
e-discrete, neither is S−1Γ. �

Remark 6.3. In the case where the ground field is the field R of real numbers it
is possible to make more explicit statements. In order to state them, we fix some
notation: we consider the field C of complex numbers and the real quaternions
H; the skew polynomial algebras R[x], C[x], H[x], and C[x, σ], where σ is the
complex conjugation; and the principal ideal domain D = R[x, y]/〈y2 + x2 +1〉.

Let us describe the R-algebras which have a leading role in our arguments.
This description relies heavily on the important work by Dlab and Ringel on
hereditary algebras, we cite [4], but refer the reader to its bibliography. In
this case, up to isomorphism, the generically tame finite-dimensional minimal

algebras of infinite-representation type are

(
R 0
H H

)
and

(
H 0
H R

)
, see [4, (9.5)].

The skew polynomial R-algebras, are, up to isomorphism, the following R[x],
C[x], H[x], and C[x, σ]. These are the minimal algebras Q which may appear
in (4.8) or (1.4). The bounded principal ideal domains that appear in theorem
(1.5) are R[x], C[x], H[x], C[x, σ], and D. Here, we can see [4, (9.6)] as an
illustration of (5.4). The bounded principal ideal domains in (1.6), are Ore
localizations of the preceding ones.

The wild hereditary case, addressed in (5.5) and (5.6), yields only the prin-
cipal ideal domains R[x] and C[x]. The algebra H[x] may only appear in (1.4)
if H is one of the coefficient algebras of Λ, see the proof of (4.8)Case 2.a.

The following proposition is probably known, but we could not find any
reference.

Proposition 6.4. Let Γ be a principal ideal domain which is not a field and
such that its center Z is again a principal ideal domain. Then if the set of
maximal ideals of Z has cardinality C, any complete set P of representatives of
the non-similar atoms of Γ has at least the same cardinality C.

Proof. First notice that any non-trivial bilateral element b ∈ Γ has the property
that any factor in a factorization of b in Γ is a left divisor and a right divisor
of b. Indeed, if b = ac in Γ, we have bc = c′b, for some c′ ∈ Γ, thus ac2 = bc =
c′b = c′ac, and therefore, b = ac = c′a. Thus, any left divisor a of b is a right
divisor of b. Similarly, one shows that any right divisor of b is also a left divisor
of b. Now, assume that b = apc, a factorization in Γ. As before, we obtain
b = (pc)a′ and b = c′(ap), for some a′, c′ ∈ Γ, as claimed.
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Now, consider the collection M(Γ) of maximal (two sided) ideals of Γ and
let us exhibit an injective map α : M(Γ)−−→P . Given Γb ∈ M(Γ), by [17,
(1.2.19)], the atomic factors of b belong to the same similarity class. We can
assume that some atomic factor p of b belongs to P and set α(Γb) = p. As
remarked before, p is a right factor of b, so Γb ⊆ AnnΓ(Γ/Γp). Since Γ/Γp 6= 0,
we get Γb = AnnΓ(Γ/Γp).

Assume that Γb′ is a maximal ideal of Γ different from Γb and p′ is an atomic
factor of b′ with p similar to p′. Thus Γ/Γp ∼= Γ/Γp′, and their annihilators
coincide, which is not possible. So, α is an injective map.

It remains to show that there is an injection β : M(Z)−−→M(Γ), where
M(Z) denotes the collection of maximal ideals of Z. We may assume that the
principal ideal domain Z is not a field. Assume that Zz is a maximal ideal of
Z. Then, z has a factorization z = a1a2 · · · as, where a1, . . . , as ∈ Γ are bilateral
elements and Γas is a maximal ideal of Γ. We choose such factor as of z and
define β(Zz) = Γas. Now, assume that Zz′ is another maximal ideal of Z with
Zz′ 6= Zz, factorize z′ = a′1a

′
2 · · ·a

′
t as before and let us see that Γas 6= Γa′t.

If Γas = Γa′t, then as = ua′t, for some unit u ∈ Γ. By the first paragraph of
this proof, as divides by the right z and z′. But since Zz + Zz′ = Z, we have
1 = cz + c′z′ which implies that as divides 1, a contradiction.

Lemma 6.5. Let Γ be a principal ideal domain with center Z. Assume that Γ
is finitely generated as a Z-module, say by m elements. Let Γb be a maximal
ideal of Γ and set I = Z ∩ Γb. Then, for any atom p ∈ Γ dividing b, we have

endol (Γ/Γp) ≤ m× ℓZ(Z/I),

where ℓZ denotes the length as a Z-module.

Proof. There is a surjective morphism of Z-modules Zm−−→Γ, which induces a
surjective morphism (Z/I)m−−→Γ/Γb, so ℓZ(Γ/Γb) ≤ m× ℓZ(Z/I).

The morphism of algebras ρ : Z−−→EndΓ(Γ/Γb)
op which maps any z onto

the right multiplication by z on Γ/Γb induces on Γ/Γb the natural action of
Z on Γ/Γb. This implies that any composition series for the EndΓ(Γ/Γb)

op-
module Γ/Γb is a Z-module filtration of the Z-module Γ/Γb. Therefore, we
have endol (Γ/Γb) ≤ ℓZ(Γ/Γb).

Since Γb is a maximal ideal of Γ, we get that Γ/Γb is a simple ring. As
recalled before, all atomic factors of b are similar. Thus Γ/Γb has a simple
left ideal. Hence, Γ/Γb ∼= Mn(D), for some n ∈ N and a finite-dimensional
division k-algebra D. Moreover, we can take D = EndΓ(S)

op, where S is, up
to isomorphism, the unique simple left Γ/Γb-module. Here, S = M1×n(D) is a
simple left Mn(D)-module with the usual matrix multiplication. So there is an
isomorphism Dn−−→S of right D-modules.

As before, we have endol ( Γ/ΓbS) ≤ ℓD(SD) = n. Since p is an atom, the
left Γ/Γb-module Γ/Γp is simple and we have Γ/Γp ∼= S. We have Γ/Γb is
isomorphic to Sn and we know that for a finite direct sum, the endolength of
the summands is always bounded by the endolength of the sum. Then,

endol (Γ/Γp) = endol (S) ≤ endol (Γ/Γb) ≤ ℓZ(Γ/Γb) ≤ m× ℓZ(Z/I).
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Remark 6.6. It is known that the principal ideal domain Γ = D[x, s] of twisted
polynomials over a finite-dimensional division algebra is not e-discrete, see [12,
(8.6)]. This can also be derived from the preceding two statements as follows.

From [17, (1.1.22)], the center of Γ has the form Z = F [t], a polynomial
algebra over a finite field extension F of k, and Γ is finitely generated over Z.
So Z is a principal ideal domain with infinitely many prime ideals.

Recall from, the proof of (6.4), that Γ admits an infinite set of non-similar
atoms P . Each p ∈ P appears as an atomic factor of some two-sided element
b ∈ Γ such that Γb is a maximal ideal of Γ. Since Γb is maximal, it is a prime ideal
of Γ, so I = Z ∩Γb is a prime (thus maximal) ideal of Z, and Z/I is a simple Z-
module. Therefore, from (6.5), we obtain that endol (Γ/Γp) ≤ m×ℓZ(Z/I) = m,
where m is the number of generators of the Z-module Γ.

Thus, there are infinitely many simple Γ-modules of the form Γ/Γp, which
are in fact all finite-dimensional, with the same endolength, and Γ is not e-
discrete.

7 The property EBTII

In this section, we study some useful relations between the endolengths of inde-
composable modules filtered by the same simple object and the property EBTII
for bounded principal ideal domains.

Proposition 7.1. Assume that U is a uniserial subcategory of Σ-mod for some
k-algebra Σ and that we have a family {Mn | n ∈ N} of representatives of the
isoclasses of the indecomposable Σ-modules in U . Moreover, assume that we
have almost split sequences in the category U of the form:

ξ1 : M1−−→M2−−→M1,

ζn : Mn−−→Mn+1 ⊕Mn−1−−→Mn, for n ≥ 2.

Set EMn
= EndΣ(Mn)

op and KMn
= EndΣ(Mn)

op/RadEndΣ(Mn)
op. Then,

there is an isomorphism of k-algebras KMn
∼= KM1

= EM1
, for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Assume that n ≥ 2. From our assumptions, we get that there is a chain
of injective irreducible morphisms

M1
α1−−→M2−−→· · ·−−→Mn−1

αn−1

−−→Mn

and a chain of surjective irreducible morphisms

Mn
βn−1

−−→Mn−1−−→· · ·−−→M2
β1

−−→M1,

such that β1α1 = 0;α1β1 = β2α2; · · · ;βiαi = αi−1βi−1; · · · . Since Mn is unise-
rial, we have that each f ∈ EndΣ(Mn) induces a commutative diagram

0 −−→ Mn−1
αn−1

−−→ Mn
β̂n

−−→ M1 −−→ 0yfn−1

yf
yf1

0 −−→ Mn−1
αn−1

−−→ Mn
β̂n

−−→ M1 −−→ 0
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where β̂n = β1β2 · · ·βn−1. The recipe f 7−→ f1 defines a morphism of algebras
ϕn : EMn

−−→EM1
. Since EM1

is a division algebra and RadEMn
consists of

nilpotent morphisms, the map ϕn induces an injective morphism of division
algebras ϕn : KMn

−−→KM1
. It only remains to show that ϕn is surjective or,

equivalently, that ϕn is surjective. We proceed to a proof by induction on n.
If n = 2, we have an almost split sequence

0 −−→ M1
α1−−→ M2

β1

−−→ M1 −−→ 0.

Given any morphism f1 : M1−−→M1, the composition f1β1 : M2−−→M1 is
not an isomorphism. Hence, there is a morphism f : M2−−→M2 such that
β1f = f1β1. So ϕ2 is surjective.

Assume that n ≥ 3 and that ϕn−1 is surjective, and let us show that ϕn is
surjective. Consider the almost split sequence

0 −−→ Mn−1
(αn−1,βn−2)

t

−−−−−−−−−→ Mn ⊕Mn−2
(βn−1,αn−2)
−−−−−−−−→ Mn−1 −−→ 0.

Given f1 ∈ EM1
, by induction hypothesis, there is some fn−1 ∈ EMn−1

with

f1β̂n−1 = β̂n−1fn−1. Consider the composition fn−1βn−1 : Mn−−→Mn−1,
which is not an isomorphism, thus there is a morphism h : Mn−−→Mn ⊕Mn−2

such that (βn−1, αn−2)h = fn−1βn−1. Denote the matrix components of h as
h = (fn, g)

t. So, we get βn−1fn + αn−2g = fn−1βn−1. Therefore, we have

β̂n−1βn−1fn + β̂n−1αn−2g = β̂n−1fn−1βn−1 = f1β̂n−1βn−1 = f1β̂n.

Moreover, we have

β̂n−1αn−2g = β1 · · ·βn−2αn−2g = β1 · · ·βn−3αn−3βn−3g = β1α1β1 · · ·βn−3g = 0.

Finally, we obtain β̂nfn = β̂n−1βn−1fn = f1β̂n, so ϕn is surjective.

Given a bounded principal ideal domain Γ, we can apply this proposition to
the uniserial subcategories Up which form Γ-mod in (5.2), see [3, (6.5)]. So we
have the following.

Corollary 7.2. Let Γ be a bounded principal ideal domain. For any inde-
composable finite-dimensional Γ-module M , set EM = EndΓ(M)op and KM =
EndΓ(M)op/RadEndΓ(M)op. Let S denote the simple socle of M , see (5.2).
Then, there is an isomorphism of k-algebras KM

∼= KS = ES.

Proposition 7.3. Assume that U is a uniserial subcategory of Σ-mod satisfying
the assumptions of (7.1). Then, if Mn is an indecomposable Σ-module in U with
length n and socle M1, we have endol (Mn) = n× endol (M1).

Thus, given d ∈ N, the category U has at most one indecomposable with
endolength d.

Proof. From the last proposition, we know that dimk KMn
= dimk KM1

, Then,
from (4.3), we have

endol (Mn) = dimk Mn/ dimk KMn

= (n× dimk M1)/ dimk KM1

= n× dimk M1/ dimk KM1
= n× endol (M1).
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Corollary 7.4. Assume that Ũ is a full subcategory of Σ-mod, for some k-
algebra Σ, such that Ũ =

∐
p∈P Up, where each Up is a uniserial subcategory

satisfying the assumptions of (7.1). Then, if Ũ is not e-discrete, the index set

P is infinite and Ũ satisfies EBTII.

Proof. If the subcategory Ũ is not e-discrete, there is some number d and an
infinite family {M(i)}i of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecomposable Σ-

modules in Ũ with common endolength endol (M(i)) = d. Denote by S(i) the
simple socle of each Σ-module M(i) and by ni its length. For all i, we have

d = endol (M(i)) = ni × endol (S(i)),

and the endolength of all these simple modules is bounded by d. If S(i) ∼= S(j),
for some i, we would have

ni × endol (S(i)) = endol (M(i)) = d = endol (M(j)) = nj × endol (S(j)).

Thus, M(i) and M(j) have the same length and the same socle, which implies
that they are isomorphic, thus i = j. So, there is some d1 < d and an infinite
family of non-isomorphic simple Σ-modules S(i) with the same endolength d1.

Hence, for each one of these simples S(i), the indecomposable module Nn(i)
with length n and socle S(i) has endolength endol (Nn(i)) = n × d1. The
infinite family of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecomposable Σ-modules
{Nn(i)}i in Ũ with endolength n× d1 can be constructed for any n.

Corollary 7.5. Let Γ be a bounded principal ideal domain. If Mn is the inde-
composable Γ-module with length n and socle M1, we have

endol (Mn) = n× endol (M1).

Moreover, if Γ is not e-discrete it satisfies satisfies EBTII.

Proof. It follows from [3, (6.5)], (7.4), and (7.2).

Lemma 7.6. Assume that a functor G : Σ-mod−−→Λ-mod preserves indecom-
posables, reflects isomorphism classes, and controls endolength of indecompos-
ables. Then, if EBTII holds for Σ-mod, it also holds for Λ-mod.

Proof. By assumption, there are c, c′ ∈ N such that, for any indecomposable
M ∈ Σ-mod, we have

endol (M) ≤ c× endol (GM) and endol (GM) ≤ c′ × endol (M),

and there are infinitely many endolengths d’s such that for each one of these
d’s there are infinitely many non-isomorphic finite-dimensional indecomposable
Σ-modules with the same endolength d.

If we start with such an infinite family {Mi}i in Σ-mod with endol (M) = d1,
we obtain an infinite subfamily {GMj}j of the family of images of {GMi}i
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with the same endolength endol (GMj) = d′1 ≤ c′d1, because endol (GMi) ≤
c′ × endol (Mi).

Now, by assumption, we can choose a sufficiently large endolength d2 (say
with d2 > cd′1) for which there is an infinite family of non-isomorphic finite-
dimensional indecomposables {Ni}i in Σ-mod with endol (Ni) = d2. As before,
we obtain an infinite subfamily {GNj}j of the family of images {GNi}i with
common endolength endol (GNj) = d′2 ≤ c′d2, again because endol (GNi) ≤
c′ × endol (Ni). Since G controls endolength of indecomposables, we obtain

cd′1 < d2 = endol (Ni) ≤ c× endol (GNi) = cd′2.

Thus, d′1 < d′2. We can iterate the preceding procedure to construct inductively
endolengths d′1 < d′2 < · · · and families of non-isomorphic finite-dimensional
indecomposables in Λ-mod with the same endolength d′i, for each d′i.

Proof of Theorem (1.8): From (1.6), we have a representation embedding
G : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod, where Γ is a bounded principal ideal domain, which is
not e-discrete. The algebra Γ satisfies EBTII as a consequence of (7.5). Our
theorem follows from (7.6), because G controls endolength of indecomposables.
�

In the following proposition we show that the formula relating the endolength
of indecomposables in Γ-mod described in (7.5), is preserved by the exact em-
bedding G : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod of (1.6).

Proposition 7.7. Let G : Γ-mod−−→Λ-mod be the representation embedding
of (1.6). Consider a family of indecomposable Γ-modules {Mn}n∈N such that
each Mn has socle M1 and length n. Then, we have

endol (G(Mn)) = n× endol (G(M1)).

Proof. By construction, the functor G is the following composition

Γ-mod
Ψ

−−→Q-mod
LQ

−−→Q-mod
F

−−→D-mod
Ξ

−−→P1(Λ)
Cok
−−→Λ-mod,

where Q is a quasi-minimal ditalgebra, Q is its minimal algebra, Ψ is a full
and faithful functor, F is a composition of reduction functors, so it is full and
faithful, and Cok is a full functor.

Claim 1: There is an isomorphism of k-algebras KG(Mn)
∼= KG(M1).

We know that EndΓ(Mn)
op = KMn

⊕ RadEndΓ(Mn)
op. Since Ψ is full

and faithful, we have EndQ(Ψ(Mn))
op = Ψ(KMn

)⊕RadEndQ(Ψ(Mn))
op, for all

n. Moreover, from (4.2), we know that EndQ(LQ(Ψ(Mn)))
op = LQ(KΨ(Mn)) ⊕

RadEndQ(LQ(Ψ(Mn)))
op. Since the functors F and Ξ are full and faithful, we

get

EndP1(Λ)(ΞFLQ(Ψ(Mn)))
op = ΞFLQΨ(KMn

)⊕ RadEndP1(Λ)(ΞFLQΨ(Mn))
op.
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Using that the functor Cok is full, we obtain

EndΛ(G(Mn))
op = CokΞFLQΨ(KMn

)⊕ RadEndΛ(CokΞFLQΨ(Mn))
op.

Hence, CokΞFLQΨ(KM ) is a division algebra isomorphic to KG(Mn). Thus,
for each n, we have KMn

∼= KG(Mn), for all n. From (7.2), we know that
KMn

∼= KM1
. Thus the formula of our Claim 1 holds.

Claim 2: We have dimk G(Mn) = n× dimk G(M1).

Indeed, for n ≥ 2, we have exact sequences in Γ-mod of the form

0−−→Mn−1−−→Mn−−→M1−−→0,

which are mapped by the exact functor G on the exact sequences

0−−→G(Mn−1)−−→G(Mn)−−→G(M1)−−→0

in Λ-mod. The the announced formula follows by an easy induction from the
additivity of dimension for exact sequences.

Finally, using the preceding Claim 1, Claim 2, and (4.3), we have

endol (G(Mn)) = dimk G(Mn)/ dimk KG(Mn)

= n× dimk G(M1)/ dimk KG(M1)

= n× endol (G(M1)).
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raymundo@matmor.unam.mx

E. Pérez
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