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Abstract

We prove that any invariant of a 4-quiver, that is piecewise polynomial, more-
over, polynomial for fixed signs of entries, is a function of determinant of a quiver.
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The main purpose of this paper is to prove Theorem [Il but to formulate it smoothly
we need some definitions.

Definition 1. Call a quiver of size n (or n-quiver) an n x n skew-symmetric matriz
with real entries. By U, denote the set of all n-quivers. Call a carriage S; a subset of U,

of all quivers with prescribed signs of entries, so U, is covered by 2(3) carriages. Call a
quiver X an inner point of its carriage if all entries of X are nonzero.

Definition 2. Given an integer k € [1..n] by ux denote the mapping U, — U,, such
that under the mapping X — pup(X) x;; — —x;j if k =i or j. If k # i,j then
Tij — Tij+ X T of both x;, and xy; are positive, x; ; — x; ; — T; y Tk ; if both x; and
xy,; are negative, else x; ; — x; ;. Call juy, a cluster mutation with respect to vertex k.

Definition 3. Let P be an 2(3) -plet of polynomials P; in matriz entries (we will write
P,(X) instead of Py(x12,...,%n—1,), keep in mind that it is not a polynomial in matric
sense), moreover, let polynomials P; bijectively correspond to carriages S;. By Fp :
U, — R denote the function Fp : X € S; — Pi(X). We call such function carriages-wise
polynomial.

Certainly we say that Fp is invariant under cluster mutations if Fp(X) = Fp(ur(X))
for all £ and all X € U,,. Now we have all the notions necessary to formulate the main
result of this paper.

Theorem 1. Let Fp be an carriages-wise polynomial function, invariant under cluster
mutations, on 4-quivers. Then there exists a polynomial in one variable f such that

Fp(X) = f(Det(X)).
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Proof. Essentially in this prove we will repeatedly use an obvious fact that if two (mul-
tivariable) polynomials coincide as functions on an open set then they coincide as poly-
nomials. First we need one more auxiliary notion.

Definition 4. Let S; be a carriage in U,. By put denote a mapping i : U, — U,,
which is polynomial in all entries and coincide with ug(X) for X € S;. For example if
pi(X) maps x19 — 212 + T1 4252 for X € S; then puj, maps x15 — 12 + 1 xTk2 for
all X.

Remark 1. If two carriages Si, and S;, differ only in the orientation of some arrows
not adjusted to vertex k, then the mappings pup,! and pu’ coincide.

Lemma 1. Let Fp be an carriages-wise polynomial function, invariant under cluster
mutations, on n-quivers. Assume two carriages S;, and S;, differ in a sign of just one
entry x; j, and there exist a vertex k, such that x;; and xy; have same sings. Then P;
and P;, coincide.

Proof. Consider inner quivers X; € S;; and Xy € S;,, such that all their entries other
then z; ; coincide, entry x;; differ only in sign and |z; ;| < z; 52k ;. Then py maps Xy
and X, into inner quivers of the same carriage, denote this carriage .S;.

Polynomial mappings ,uufj and i}’ coincide due to Remark [l Also u,ui o ,uufj =1d
because g (pp (X)) = X holds for all X € S;, N ux(S;) (indeed, here we use the fact
that s, is an involution, otherwise we would have to write X € S;, N u;'(9;)), and
,u,uf; o ,u,u? is a polynomial mapping.

Since Fp is invariant, P, (X) = P;(u(X)) for all X € S;; N p(S;). Then P, (X) =
P;(pupi (X)) holds as polynomial equality, that is for arbitrary X. Similarly we obtain
Pi(Xq) = Py, (i (X1)). ,

Substituting into the latter one X; = gy (X)), combining with the first one and
applying g o pull = id we get Py, (X) = P,(X) as desired. O

Lemma 2. The statement of the Lemma[dl implies that in case n =4 all P; coincide.

Proof. Let us reformulate our statement. Consider four vertices, each pair is connected
by an arrow in one of two directions. We are allowed for an oriented path AB, BC' to
switch the direction of an arrow between A and C'. We need to prove that by means of
such operations we can transit from any configuration to any one. Here a configuration
of arrows represent a carriage, and our right to pass from configuration S; to S; represent
that Lemma [Il claims P, = P;.

The proof of the above statement consists of a cases consideration. Call a vertex
reqular in some configuration if this vertex have positive indegree and outdegree. First,
if A is regular then we can switch arrows between B, C, D as we want. Indeed, without
loss of generality assume arrows are Ezl, /@ and E; then we can switch (B, C') and
(B, D) as we want; then we can switch (B,C) and (B, D) to BC and @, then switch
(B, D) as we want, then switch (B,C) and (B, D) as we want. Second, we can pass
between any to configurations such that A is regular. Third, each configuration have a
regular vertex. Assume initial configuration have a regular vertex A and final one have a



regular vertex B. Then using first statement we can make vertex B regular, then using
second statement bring adjusted to B arrows into the correct position, then again use
the first statement. O

Remark 2. Lemmal2 is an essential step that do not works in case of 3 X 3 matrices.
Denote the entries by

0 = -y
—x 0 z
y —z 0
Then Lemma [0 claims Pr>0y>0:20 = Prcoyz0:50 = Przoy<o:20 = Pizoy>0:.<0 and

Prc0y<0.2<0 = Pr>04<0,:<0 = Pr<0,y>0,2<0 = Pr<oy<o,2>0, but nothing else. Thanks to this
becomes possible the invariant

x>+ y2 + 22— xyz if 8 or 2 non-negative among x,y,z

2? +y* 4+ 22 +ayz  if 8 or 2 non-positive among x,y,z

Fp(X) :{

To formulate the next lemma smoothly we introduce some new notations. We address
entries of a skew-symmetric matrix as

0 zz vy =z
x| ® 0 U —v
-y —u 0 w
-z v —w 0

First, by introducing different letters we avoid index pandemonium, second, this is a
more symmetric orientation (if z,y, z,u, v, w > 0 arrows are oriented 33, 2_4)1, Zﬂ and H)
In this notation Det(X) = (zw + yv + zu)?.

Next, we address vector (z,y,z) as Y and vector (u,v,w) as V. So, short for
Fp(z,y,z,u,v,w) is Fp(Y,V). By (-) we denote bilinear form Y -V = zw + yv + zu.

Lemma 3. Let Fp be an carriages-wise polynomial function, invariant under cluster
mutations, on 4-quivers. Then Fp(Y,V) = Fp(Y + Y1,V) holds for any Y, such that
Y1-V =0, and Fp(Y,V) = Fp(Y,V + V1) holds for any Vi such that Y -V} = 0.

Proof. By virtue of Lemmas [[2l we consider Fp to be polynomial.

Consider a carriage given by v,z > 0 and w < 0, other three signs unimportant.
Denote this carriage S;. Then the explicit formula for ppu} is pui(z,y, 2, u,v,w) = (z +
vz, y+(—w)z, —z,u, —v, —w). So (,u,u}l)2(:c,y, z,u,v,w) = (x+42vz,y—2wz, 2, u, v, W) Or
in vector notation (,u,u}l)Z(:c,y, z,u,v,w) = (x,y, z,u,v,w) + 2z(v, —w, 0,0,0,0). Conse-
quently (,u,u}l) zk(x, Y, z,u,v,w) = (x,y, z,u,v,w) + 2kz(v, —w, 0,0, 0, 0) for all integer k.
So the restriction of polynomial Fp to the line {(x,y, 2, u, v, w) + A(v, —w,0,0,0,0)| A €
R} takes same value infinitely many times, thus this restriction is a constant. Simi-
larly, by considering carriage w,y > 0, u < 0 and vertex 3 get that Fp is constant on
the line {(z,y, z,u,v,w) + A(—u,0,w,0,0,0)| A € R}. Since any vector Y; such that



Y1 -V = 0 belongs to the linear hull ((v, —w,0,0,0,0), (—u,0,w,0,0,0)) we are done
with the statement Fp(Y,V) = Fp(Y +Y1,V).
The second statement of the Lemma can be achieved similarly. O

Lemma 4. Let F' be an function F : R? x R? — R satisfying conditions
o F(Y1,V)=F (Y5, V) holds for any Y1,Ys, V such that Y1 -V =Y5-V,
o F(Y,V1) = F(Y,Vs) holds for any V1, V2, Y such thatY - Vi =Y -V,
Then there ezist a function f: R — R, such that F(Y,V) = f(Y -V).

Note that the premise of Lemma [l is exactly the conclusion of Lemma Bl formulated
in more symmetric terms.

Proof. Define f(x) = F((z,0,0),(1,0,0)). Our goal is to transit from F'((yy, y2, y3), (v1, v, v3))
via a sequence of equalities, provided by Lemma [ First, we may assume one of y;, v;

be nonzero, otherwise F((0,y2,ys), (0,v2,v3)) = F((0,y2,y3), (1,v9,v3)). Without loss

of generality v; # 0. Then

Y101 + YoU2 + Y3V3
(%) ’

,0, O), (’Ul, 1, 0) = F((O, Y101 + Ya2U2 + Y3Us, O), (’Ul, 1, O)) =

F((y1,v2,v3), (v1,v2,v3)) = F( 0,0), (v1,v2,v3) =

(yl'Ul + YUz + Y33
U1
F((0,y1v1 + y2v2 + y303,0), (1,1,0)) = F((y101 + Y202 + y3v3,0,0), (1,1,0)) =
F((y1v1 + y2v2 + y3v3,0,0), (1,0,0)).

O Lemma [ finishes the proof of Theorem [l O

F

Some final remarks

Indeed, analogues of Theorem [I can be proved for wider classes of functions by the
arguments of this paper. We use just two properties of the class of polynomials. First,
that equality of two functions on an open set implies global equality. This holds for
analytic functions. Second, that a function, taking on a 1-dimensional affine subspace a
fixed value infinitely many times is a constant on this line. This holds (for example) for
rational functions and real exponents, but not complex exponents. So, the result follows
for rational functions, real quasi-polynomials, real quasi-rational similarly.

Also, the question of invariants of integer quivers is more widely known then it’s
reals counterpart. In this case the difference is insignificant. Indeed, the intersections
of (real)carriages with integer lattice Z° are sufficiently “large” to any carriage-wise
polynomial (rational, real quasi-rational...) invariant on integer quivers be an invariant
on real quivers.

References

1] 72



