arXiv:2404.17002vl [math.CT] 25 Apr 2024

Quiver connections and bimodules of basic algebras

Sean Thompson

Abstract

Motivated by the problem of classifying quantum symmetries of non-semisimple,
finite-dimensional associative algebras, we define a notion of connection between
bounded quivers and build a bicategory of bounded quivers and quiver connections.
We prove this bicategory is equivalent to a bicategory of basic algebras, bimodules,
and intertwiners with some additional structure.
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1 Introduction

Basic algebras are an important class of finite dimensional algebras. An algebra A with
a complete set of primitive orthogonal idempotents {ey, ... e,} is basic if ;A 2 e; A for
all 7 # 7. Since every finite dimensional algebra is Morita equivalent to a basic algebra
[Mor58], these algebras play a crucial role in understanding the representation theory of
arbitrary finite dimensional algebras.

Quivers are useful combinatorial tool for understanding basic algebras and their rep-
resentations. A well-known theorem of Gabriel [Gab72| characterizes basic algebras in
terms of quivers. This theorem states that any finite dimensional, basic algebra A with a
complete set of n primitive orthogonal idempotents is the quotient of the path algebra of
a quiver Q4 on n vertices by an admissible ideal 4. The data (Q4, [4), commonly called
a bound quiver, is not uniquely determined by A alone. The possible choices of bound
quivers realizing A are parameterized by what we will call quiver data.

Quiver data for a basic algebra A consists of linear lifting maps d4 : A/rad A — A
and 6% : rad A/rad® A — rad A that satisfy some coherence conditions (Definition 3.1). Tt
is useful to think of 6} as assigning each vertex in Q4 to a unique primitive idempotent
e; € A. Similarly, the choice of §% is analogous to assigning edges in Q4 to basis elements
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of the space rad A/rad® A. Since a quiver is defined by its sets of vertices and edges, these
data are sufficient to fully parameterize the map from A to Qa/l4.

Recently, there has been significant interest in understanding actions of fusion cat-
egories on algebras, characterized by a linear monoidal functor from an abstract fusion
category to Bim(A), where A is some associative algebra. In finite dimensions, this has
been completely characterized in cases when A is semisimple, but the case for A non-
semisimple is poorly understood (see section 1.1). To help us better understand the
category of bimodules of a basic algebra, a natural question to ask is: can we extend
extend the above story relating basic algebras and quivers to bimodules?

Motivated by Ocneanu’s theory of biunitary connections and recent generalizations
[EK98, DGGJ22, Sch23], we define a bicategory of bound quivers and quiver “connec-
tions”, called BdQuivCon, where a quiver connection can be understood to be edges point-
ing from one quiver into another, along with a map to move paths across the connection
(Definition 2.1).

We introduce a definition of a bimodule version of a basic algebra which, given
two basic algebras A and B, consists of a dualizable A — B bimodule M such that
rad AM = Mrad B, together with bimodule quiver data. These will be linear liftings
61, : M/rad M — M and 62, : rad M/rad®> M — rad M that satisfy similar coherence
conditions to those for the algebra quiver data (Definition 3.5). These assemble into a
bicategory BSA of basic algebras (Definition 3.6). We then prove the following theorem:

Theorem (1). BdQuivCon and BSA are equivalent as 2-categories.

The above theorem can be viewed as a 2-categorical version of Gabriel’s original result
on bound-quivers.

1.1 Application: actions of fusion categories on truncated path
algebras

One of our original motivations is to study actions of fusion categories on non-semisimple
algebras. Recall a fusion category (over C) is a finitely semisimple rigid tensor category,
with simple unit object [ENOO05]. An action of a fusion category C on an associative
algebra A is a linear monoidal functor C — Bim(A).

There is a sense in which we understand all possible actions of fusion categories on a
semisimple algebra, since a semisimple algebra is the same data as a semisimple category
with a choice of a generating object. An action of C on A is then is the same as a module
category structure on Mod(A), using semisimplicity and the Eilenberg-Watts theorem
[Eil61][Wat60]. In particular, for F': C — Bim(A) and X € C, FI(X) ®4 - equips Mod(A)
with the structure of a module category, and conversely. Semisimple module categories of
a fusion category can in turn be understood in terms of Morita classes of algebras internal
to C [Ost03]. However, to our knowledge the case of finite-dimensional, non-semisimple
algebras is largely unexplored territory. One motivation for this paper arises from the goal
of taking actions of fusion categories on k™ and studying “liftings” of the action on some
“de-semisimplifcation” A. Our construction of the category BSA is designed to make
precise the notion of lifting a k™ bimodule to an A bimodule, which we plan to expand
further in future work. However, we have the following definition:



Definition 1.1. A basic action of a fusion category C on a basic algebra A with quiver
data (8%,6%) is a linear monoidal functor C — BSA(A, 6}, 7).

As a corollary of Theorem 1 basic actions are parameterized by linear monoidal func-
tors C — BdQuivCon(Q, I'), where (Q, I) are determined by A. This translates the problem
into a more combinatorial setting.

As an example of the utility of this approach, we will consider basic actions of fusion
categories on truncated path algebras. A truncated path algebra for a quiver @) is simply
Q/1,, where I, is the ideal spanned by all paths of length at least n. For n > 2 this is ad-
missible, so the truncated path algebras are basic algebras. We consider these as objects in
BSA with the obvious quiver data. If @ is a quiver, denote by V' (Q) the set of vertices and
Vec(V(Q)) the semisimple linear category of vector bundles on V(Q). If M is a C-module
category, let Cy, denote the dual category in the sense of [EGNO10, Definition 7.12.2].
We have the following theorem:

Theorem (2). Let C be a fusion category, and Q/I, be a truncated path algebra. Then
isomorphism classes of basic actions of C on Q/I, are parameterized by isomorphism
classes of module category structures on the semisimple category Vec(V(Q)) together with
a class of object in the dual multi-fusion category F € C}*,QC(V(Q)) whose fusion graph is
isomorphic to Q).

Proof. First note that for any two quivers P and @, the natural inclusion

BdQuivCon((P, I,,), (@, I,,)) — QuivCon(P, Q)

is fully faithful, and thus basic actions on any truncated path algebra are simply
paramtered by linear monoidal functors F' : C — QuivCon((). But this is the same data
as a module category structure on Vec(V(Q))) together with the structure of a C-module
functor on the the endofunctor on Vec(V(Q)) corresponding to Q. O

We encourage the reader to compare the above result with [Sch23, DGGJ22] and also
[EKW21], which has tensor algebras in the fusion category C parameterized by the same
data.

2 Connection Categories

Recall that a quiver @) is an oriented multi-graph with finite vertex and edge sets. Here
we introduce the following definition of a connection between two quivers. This will serve
as a l-morphism in a 2-category of quivers.

Definition 2.1. For quivers G and H, a connection is constructed as follows. Fix a
field k, and define ES, = K[E(G)(g = ¢)], B!,y = K[E(H)(h — 1')]. Then let T be a
family of finite dimensional vector spaces {I'y 1} gev(a)nev(a), and U be a family of linear
isomorphisms:
Ug,h : @ EgG:g/ ® Fg’,h — @ Pg,h’ & E/f{,h'
) )

gEV(G WeV(H



The pair (U,T") is a G, H connection, and it is useful think of I as a quiver with edges
from vertices in G pointing into vertices in H. There is an isomorphism between length
one edges and basis vectors of vector spaces, so throughout the paper we use paths and
vector spaces interchangeably.

Definition 2.2. Now we define a 2-category QuivCon whose

e Objects are quivers

e l-morphisms are connections, with horizontal composition defined as follows: if
(U,T) is a G, H connection and (V,A) is a H, K connection, then

(V,A)® (U, T):=(I'® A), (idr®@V) o (U ®ida,)

where

@A)y, = P Tir® A,

keV (H)

e A 2-morphism between two G, H connections (U,T') and (V,A) f is a family of
linear maps {fon : [gn = Agntgeva)nev ) satisfying

Vo.g hi © (ldEqu, ®fg',h) = (fg,h/ ® ldth/) © Ugg' hp-

This definition is equivalent to the one provided by [Sch23].

Given a quiver (), The path algebra k(@) consists of formal linear combinations of paths
(including length 0) in @, with product given by the linear extension of concatenation
(with 0 resulting when paths are not compatible). We recall that an ideal I C k@ is
called admissible if it does not contain any path of length 1 or less, but contains all paths
of length > n for some n. The pair (Q, I) is called a bound quiver. There is a well known
theorem of Gabriel [Gab72], that relates basic algebras and bound quivers. Given this
theorem, we will define a related bicatory of bounded quivers. The following definitions
are necessary for this construction.

Definition 2.3. Given quivers ()4 and ) with a quiver connection (I', U), we introduce
a new notation for paths. A path of type ,(m,n)y, m,n > 0 consists of a path of length
m in ()4 starting at vertex a followed by an edge in I', followed by a path of length n in
@p ending at vertex b. A path of type ,(m, —), is a path of length m in Q4 from a to b,
and likewise a path of type ,(—,n), is a path of length n in Q5 from a to b. Path types
are written adjacent for composition as follows: a path of type ,(m, —), composed with a
path of type ,(n, —). would be expressed as ,(m, —)p(1, —)c ~ o(m + n, —)..

Note that given a connection (U,I') between quivers, we can “iterate” U to define
isomorphisms:

ur, @ ES ®ES .. @ES  ®@Tyn— @ Ty @ B .. @ B,



where on the left, the direct sum is over paths of type 4(n,0),, while on the right it is
over paths of type 4(0,n),. This is defined as follows:

oh = (Ughp s ®1d® ... ®id) o (ld®@Uy 4, , ®@...®@id)o...0([d®...ild&QU,, 1)

In order to “move” edges across a connection between bound quivers, we need a notion
of compatibility between the quiver ideals, which this definition provides.

Definition 2.4. Given bound quivers (Q4, [4) and (Qp, I), we say a quiver connection
(I, U) between them is ideally connected if for each linear combination of paths of type
o(mi, —)p in 14 and each edge of type ,(0,0). we have

ZCiUmi (a(mza bb 0 O sz]a O 0 b’b’ )
and likewise for U~", with Y7, 3" d;y(—,mi). € Ip.

As mentioned above, every connected basic algebra is isomorphic to a quotient of its
path algebra by an admissible ideal. With this is mind, we will describe a modification
of the above 2-category:

Definition 2.5. We define the 2-category BdQuivCon whose

1. Objects are pairs (@, I) where @ is a quiver and [ is an admissible ideal (these pairs
are called bound quivers).

2. 1-morphisms are quiver connections that are ideally connected
3. 2-morphisms are the same as in QuivCon

Note that in the subcategory of bound quivers where I = rad™ (the path algebras
obtained from these quivers are called truncated path algebras), it is easy to see that
every quiver connection is ideally connected.

3 A 2-category of basic algebras

Following the definition of BdQuivCon, we then construct a 2-category of basic algebras
with the goal of extending the quiver theorem to an equivalence of 2-categories. Recall
that a k-algebra A with a complete set {e,...,e,} of primitive orthogonal idempotents
is basic if ;A 2 e;A for all i # j. We refer the reader to [ASS06] for a comprehensive
introduction to basic algebras, but recall some standard facts and introduce notation.
Recall that the Jacobson radical rad(A) is nilpotent, i.e. the chain of ideals

0 =rad™(A) Crad™ '(A) Crad(4) C A
stabilizes. We denote the quotient map

7 :rad" H(A) — rad" ! (A) /rad™(A).



Furthermore, since rad(A) is an ideal, for any subalgebras B C A, rad"(A) is a B-B
sub-bimodule of A as a B-B bimodule.

Starting from the basic algebra A, in order to pin down the pair (Q,I) up to iso-
morphism we need more data. First, we need to make a choice of a complete system of
primitive orthogonal idempotents. This is equivalent to a splitting of the canonical short
exact sequence

o1

0 —— radA > A Q/rad(A) — 0

Here and throughout this paper, we will denote the canonical quotient map

rad" ' (A) — rad" '(A)/rad"(A) by 7"

51
A Ajrad A

Since A is basic, A/rad(A) = k", so we have a complete system of primitive or-
thogonal idempotents given by {f; := d(e;)}, where e; are the minimal idempotents in
k™. Conversely, a choice of idempotents gives a splitting using the same formula. This
data is sufficient to pin down the quiver Q4 of the algebra A (up to a natural notion of
equivalence), but not the required admissible ideal. For this, note that the inclusion

5t Afrad(A) — A

naturally makes the ideals rad(A) and rad®(A) into A/rad(A) bimodules. The extra data
we need to specify a particular admissible ideal is a splitting of the short exact sequence
of A/rad(A) bimodules

52
O~

0 — rad’(4) —— rad(A) — rad(A)/rad*(A) — 0

which we will abbreviate

/62\
rad(A) — rad(A) /rad®(A)

Note that in both of the above situations, the m maps are canonical quotients, the ¢§
maps are additional data, and the condition on 6% depends on the choice of §*.

Definition 3.1. If A is a basic algebra, we define quiver data to be a choice of linear
maps 0' : A/rad(A) — A and 62 : rad(A)/rad*(A) — rad(A) satisfying



1. 7T1 @) 51 = idA/radA and 7T2 e} (52 = idrad(A)/radQ(A)
2. For z,y € A/rad(A), 6'(zy) = 6 (x)d' (y)
3. For 2,y € A/rad(A) and z € rad(A)/rad*(A), §2(6* ()26 (y)) = 6*(x)82(2)5* (y)

In the above, we are implicitly using the quotient §*(A/rad(A)) bimodule on rad(A)/rad®(A).
Given quiver datum on a basic algebra, we have the following construction of a quiver:

Definition 3.2. Let A be a basic finite dimensional k-algebra with choices 6} and 6% as
above. The bound quiver of A, denoted (Q 4, 14), is constructed as follows:

1. The vertex set V(@ 4) is the set of minimal idempotents of the commutative semisim-
ple alegbra A/rad(A).

2. Given vertices eg, e, € V(Q4), choose a basis {t;} for the k-vector space
04 (eq) (53 (rad(A) /rad?(A)) 54 (es)
and define the edge set E(e, — e) = {t;}.

3. The assignment of the edge t; to the corresponding element of A defines a surjective
homomorphism p : kQa — A. Define 14 := ker(p). The pair (Q4,14) is a bound
quiver.

Then, even given ¢! and 62, the pair (Q4, [4) ostensiby depends on the choice of basis
{t;} for 0% (e,)(6%(rad(A)/rad*(A))6Y(e;). But given any other basis {s;}, the change of
basis matrix gives a linear map S, ;, between edge sets, which induce a graded isomorphism
of the path algebras taking admissible ideal to admissible ideal.

Remark 3.3. Usually in the statement and presentation of the above correspondence, a
specific choice of 0%, is not given, and thus the ideal I4 is not canonically defined. We
are usually just satisfied with the existence portion of the theorem (choose some 6?%).
However, our goal is to extend the assignment A +— (Q4,14) into a 2-functor for certain
2-categories, which requires us to take the data ¢} and 6% into account.

Just as the semisimple quotient A/rad A is used to define the vertices of Q) 4, we want a
similar quotient to build the edges of the quiver connection corresponding to some A — B
bimodule M. The following definition enables us to “semisimplify” a bimodule:

Definition 3.4. Let A, B be associative algebras and M an A-B bimodule. We say M
is radically symmetric if rad AM = M rad B, in which case we just refer to rad M.

If M is radically symmetric, then M/(rad AM) = M/(Mrad B) is an A/rad A —
B/rad B bimodule. We also note that rad*(A)M = M rad*(B), so rad*(M) is an unam-
biguously defined sub-bimodule. In particular we see

rad”(A) rad™ (M) = rad"™(M) = rad™ (M) rad™(B).

Clearly if f : M — N is morphism of radically symmetric A-B bimodules, f(rad"(M)) C
rad"(N).



We have a natural extension of the module multiplication map

rad” ! (A)/rad™(A) @ rad™ (M) /rad™(M) — rad™ ™ (M) /rad™ " (M)
given by
(r +rad™(A)) @ (s + rad™(M)) +— rs + rad™ ™™ (M)
This is easily seen to be well-defined. A similar statement is true for the right B action.

Definition 3.5. If (4,4Y,0%) and (B, %, %) are basic algebras with quiver data, quiver
data for a radically symmetric A-B bimodule M consists of 83, : M/rad(M) — M and
62, : rad(M) /rad*(M) — rad(M) such that

L. w005 = idprjraanr and w3y 0 037 = idyq(ar) jrad® ()

2. For x € A/rad(A), y € B/rad(B), u € M/rad(M) and w € rad(M)/rad*(M),

Op (04(2)udp(y)) = 64 (x)dy (u)dp(y)

and

03 (04 (2)wp (1)) = 04 ()03, (w)Ip(y)
3. (compatibility) For = € rad(A)/rad*(A), = € rad(B)/rad*(B), and m € M /rad(M)

64 (2)8  (m) = 6% (2m)

and

' (m)d5(y) = 6%(my)

Note that we interpret zm,my € rad M/rad?(M) as per the discussion before the
definition.

Definition 3.6. We define a 2-category BSA® whose
1. Objects are finite dimensional basic algebras with quiver data (A, dY,6%).
2. 1-morphisms are bimodules with quiver data (M, d},,%,)
3. 2-morphisms f : (M, 63,,03,) — (N,d%,0%) are (M, N) bimodule intertwiners sat-
isfying
fody =6dyof

where f: M/rad M — N/rad N is the induced intertwiner.



We are interested in the 2-category BSA, which is a restriction of BSA® to only
dualizable 1-morphisms. The following lemma shows that given such a dualizable 1-
morphism, we can recover a projective basis for the corresponding bimodule, which we
later use to build the quiver connection.

Lemma 3.7. Let (M, 6},,03,) be an A— B 1-morphism in BSA. Then any standard basis
for the lifted subspace 5}, (M /rad M) is both a left projective basis and a right projective
basis for M.

Proof. 1f (M, 5},,0%,) is (right) dualizable then there exists a unit 2-morphism
n:M" ®g M
satisfying the zigzag identities. Then n is completely defined by the element
n(1) =Y n@n €M @4 M.

Since the identity is contained in the subspace lifted by &%, it follows that the ; are in
the subspace lifted by d1,. The n; form a (right) projective basis for M, so it follows that
we can choose a (right) projective basis for M that lives in the desired subspace.

Now let {b,} be a standard basis for d;,(M/rad M), and {l;} be a left projective basis
with dual projective basis g; : Mp — B such that ) r;,g;(m) = m for all m € M. Set
I, = Zj bjLji, L;; € F, and define

£i() =" Ljigi() : Mp — B".
Then i
D bidym) =37, 7 Lyugi(m)
| - Z )
= iligz(m) =m

for all m € M, so it follows that {b;} is a left projective basis for M.
Similarly, let {r;} be a right projective basis in the lifted subspace with h; : ,M — A

such that  hi(m)r; = m for all m € M. Then set r; = 3 R;i(b;), Rij € I, and define
k‘]() = EZ Rﬂhz : AM — A™. Then

D ki(m)b; = > (Rjihi(m))b;
j i
=Y Rjhi(m)b,
i.j
= Z hi(m)r; =m
for all m € M, so it follows that {b,;} is a right projective basis for M. Thus {b;} is a

2-sided projective basis for M in the lifted subspace.
O



This result shows that given a basis {b;} for d},(M/rad M), any element m € M can
be uniquely split into products

m= bifs(m) =3 ki(n)bs,

where f;(m) € B and k;(m) € A.
The following lemmas are necessary for defining composition of 1-morphisms in BSA
and are almost certainly well known to experts.

Lemma 3.8. Let M and N be radically symmetric A-B and B-C' bimodules respectively.
Then there exists a canonical isomorphism of A-C bimodules fyn : M ®p N/rad M ®p
N = M/rad M ®p N/rad N.

Proof. Define fyyn : (M®@pgN)/(rad M@pN) — (M /rad M)®p(N/rad N) by considering
the map

faun M x N — (M/rad M) ®p (N/rad N),

f]\;JV(m, n):= (m+rad N) ®p (n + rad M).

This is clearly B-balanced, hence uniquely extends to a bimodule map:
fun:M®&p N — M/rad M ®p N/rad N.
We claim that rad(M ®p N) C ker(fy,n). Note that
rad(M @ N) = (M ®p N)radC = M ®grad N,

and thus is spanned by simple tensors of the form m ®g n with n € rad N. Then
fun(m®n)=(m+rad M) ® (n+rad N)

(m+rad M) ® 0+ rad N
0.

Thus fu,n descends to a well-defined bimodule map:
fun: (M ®pN)/rad(M ®p N) = M/rad M ®p N/rad N.

Now define

faiy : M/rad M ®p N/rad N — (M @p N)/rad(M @p N)

by considering the universal extension of the B-balanced map

fz\}}N :M/rad M x N/rad N — (M ®p N)/rad(M ®@p N)

fain(m+rad M,n +rad N) := m ®p n +rad(M @5 N)

10



Note fz\}?zv is well-defined since if m —m’ =r € rad M and n —n’ = s € rad N, then

m®gn=(m'+r)Rp (n +s)
=m' @pn +r@pn +m ®ps+rQps

But by radical compatibility, rad M ® g N = M ®pgrad N = ra~d(M ®p N), sor®p
n+m' ®ps+repse Mgrad N =rad(M ®p N). Therefore f];[}N extends uniquely
to a linear (bimodule) map f]\_/[}N as desired, which is clearly the inverse to fu .

]

Lemma 3.9. Let M and N be radically symmetric A-B and B-C bimodules respec-

tively. Then there exists a canonical isomorphism of A-C' bimodules fyrn : rad(M ®p
N)/rad*(M @5 N) = M/rad M @5 rad N/rad® N.

Proof. Define gy n : tad(M ®p N)/(rad* M ®@p N) — (M /rad M) ®p (rad N/rad®* N) by
considering the map

griin i M xrad N — (M/rad M) ®p (rad N/rad® N),

grin(m,n) == (m +rad M) ®p (n + rad® N).

This is clearly B-balanced, hence uniquely extends to a bimodule map gy n : rad(M ®p
N) — M/rad M ®grad N/rad® N. We claim that rad®*(M ®p N) C ker(fn). Note that
rad* (M ®p N) = (M ®p N)rad* C = M ®grad® N, and thus is spanned by simple tensors
of the form m ®g n with n € rad®> N. Then

gun(m®n) = (m+rad M) ® (n+rad’> N) = (m +rad M) ® 0 +rad®> N = 0
Thus gar,n descends to a well-defined bimodule map
gun :rad(M ®@p N)/rad*(M ®5 N) — M/rad M ®p rad N/rad® N.
Now define

91\_/11,N : M/rad M ®p rad N/rad* N — rad(M ®p N)/rad*(M ®@p N)

by considering the universal extension of the B-balanced map

EJJT/I%N : M/rad M x rad N/rad®* N — rad(M ®g N)/rad*(M ®p N)

Garn(m +rad M,n +1ad® N) := m ®p n +rad*(M ®p N)

Note gy, is well-defined since if m —m/ =r e rad M and n —n' = s € rad® N, then

m®gn=(m'+r)®p (n +s)
=m' @pn +r@sn +m ®ps+rQps

11



But by radical compatibility,
rad* M @5 N = M @prad® N = rad*(M ®5 N),

SO
r@pn +m' ®ps+r®ps€ M@pgrad’ N =rad’(M ®p N).

Therefore g;;,N extends uniquely to a linear (bimodule) map 91\741,1\/ as desired, which is
clearly the inverse to gas n. O

Note there is a natural surjective A-C' bimodule map
©: M ®praap N — M Qp N.

Here, we are viewing M and N as right (left) B/rad B modules via the lifting
B/rad B — B given by the choice of primitive orthogonal idempotents.
Now we can define the compositions of 1 and 2 morphisms in BSA.

e Composition of 1-morphisms (M, d3,,2,) € BSA(A, B), and (N, 6}, %) € BSA(B,C):

(M, 83, 03) ® (N, 0y, 0%) = (M @5 N, 8y, Moy, ), K y),
where 61, X} : (M ®p N)/rad(M ®@p N) — M ®@p N is defined as
¢ 0 (03 ®B/rad B ON) © farN,

where fys v is the isomorphism from Lemma 3.8, and 63,K6% : (M ®pN)/rad(M ®p
N) — M ®p N is defined as

po (0 ®B/rad B 6%) o IM.N,
where gps n is the isomorphism from Lemma 3.9.

e Vertical composition of 2-morphisms g : (M, d},,0%,) — (N, d%, %) € BSA(A, B)
and h: (N,d0%,0%) — (P,d5,0%) is vertical composition of bimodule intertwiners.

e Horizontal composition of 2-morphisms ¢ : (M, d},,0%,) — (N, 0%, 0%) and h :
(X,0%,0%) — (Y, 8y, 0%) similarly is the horizontal composition of bimodule inter-
twiners.

4 An equivalence of 2-categories

In this section we establish an equivalence between 2-categories BdQuivCon and BSA.

First construct maps for a functor P’ : QuivCon — PathAlg. Given a quiver ) with
vertices v; and edges e;, define P'(Q) = (kQ, 04, 07), Where d;, is defined on the basis
{vi + rad kQ} by (v; + radkQ) = v; and 03, is defined on the basis {e; + rad® kQ} by
(e; + rad® kQ) = e;. It is clear that these maps satisfy the conditions for quiver data.

12



Given a Q4 — @ p quiver connection (U, T), define P'(U,T) to be the right £Qp module
= k(I'Qp) with paths of type ,(0,n), forming a basis and the right action being
concatenation of paths. Then the set of edges {7;} € I' form a right projective basis, and

functionals r;, defined by
(> vbs) = bi,
J

form a right dual projective basis. Define the left action of k()4 on M by first using the
isomorphisms U" to send paths to kQ)g, then act on the right by concatenation. We can
see {7;} is also a left projective basis, with functionals /; as a left dual projective basis,
defined as follows: let
Vb= b
j

and

> (U™ Zaﬂ]

J

Then [;(yb) = a;. Thus P'(U,T") is a left and right pI‘OJeCtIVG module with the edges in T’
forming a two-sided projective basis. Define

ke (s + rad M) =,

and
03 (iej + rad” M) = ye;
for any edge e; € Q. These maps clearly satisfy the conditions for bimodule quiver data.
This gives a 1-morphism in PathAlg.
Lastly, given a 2-morphism f = {f;;} between quiver connections (U,I') and (V,A)
define P’(f) to be the bimodule map f° defined by

FPO ) =D fis()b

This is clearly a bimodule intertwiner between kI'Q)p and kEAQ g.
Now we can consider all of these maps under quotients by bound ideals and define the

functor P : BdQuivCon — BSA:
1. Given a bound quiver (@, I), define

2. Given an ideally compatible (Qa,14) — (@p, I5) connection (U,T"), define
P(U7 F) = (M/MIBv 5]1\4/M137 5%4/MIB)7
which we will abuse notation to express as (M/Ip, 0y, 031/1,)

3. Given a 2-morphism f = {f; ;} between quiver connections (U,I') and (V, A) define
P(f) to be the bimodule map f° defined by

PO ) =D fis(nb
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We next construct a natural transformation pura : P(I'® A) — P(I') ® P(A) using a
similar argument to lemmas 3.8 and 3.9.

Lemma 4.1. Let (Qa,14), (@5, I5), and (Qc,Ic) be bound quivers, and let (U,T") and
(V,A) be ideally connected (Qa,I14) — (Qp,Ig) and (Qp,Ip) — (Qc, Ic) quiver connec-
tions respectively. Then there exists a natural, canonical isomorphism of kQa/Ia-kQc/Ic
bimodules pr a = k(I' ®qg, A)/Ic Z kU /Ig ®ropry kA Ic.

Proof. Define pir a : kI’ ®¢, A/Ic = kI'/1p @i, /1, KA /Ic by considering the map

[LﬂA : k(F X A) — kJF/IB ®k5QB/IB k’A/IC,

pr.a(y,0) = (v + 1) ®rqgp/1s (0 + Io).

This is clearly ()p-balanced, hence uniquely extends to a bimodule map
Hr.A k(F ®QB A) — /{ZF/[B ®kQB/IB kA/[C

We claim that k(I' @ A)Io C ker(ur a). Note that since the quiver connections are ideally
connected, it follows that k(I'® A)I¢ is spanned by simple tensors of the form 0 ® v with
v € k(' ® A)lo. Then
pra(Y®90) =0y +1p) @0 +1c)=(m+radM) @0+ I =0

Thus g a descends to a well-defined bimodule map pp A : kKI'®g, A/ e = k' 1@k, /15
kA/Ic.

Now define

prn KU/ I @uqpiiy kAo — kT @, A/lc

by considering the universal extension of the k@) p/Ip-balanced map

firly KT/ Ip X kA/Io — k(T ©q, A)/Ic

fra(y+1p,6+1c) =v®p 0+ k(I ® A)lc
Note ﬁ;}A is well-defined since if y — 4" =1 € I and 0 — ¢’ = I, then

Y ®kQB/IB 0= (7/ + T) ®QB (5/ + S)
=7 ®qp 0 +7®q, 0+ ®qp s+ 7 Ry

But by ideal connectivity r ®q, ¢’ +7' Qq, s+ 1 Qg, s € k(I' ®¢g, A)lc. Therefore
ﬂilA extends uniquely to a linear (bimodule) map u;}A as desired, which is clearly the
inverse to i A.

Now we show naturality. Let (U’,I") and (V’,A’) be ideally connected (Qa,la) —
(@, Ip) and (@B, ) — (Qc, Ic) quiver connections respectively, let f be a 2-morphism
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between (U,T") and (U’,I”), and let g be a 2-morphism between (V, A) and (V’, A’). We
must show that

P(f) ®P(g) o prea = prear 0 P(f®g).

Note that P(I"® A) is spanned by simple tensors of the form v ® dc where ~, § are in the
image of d}p, 0; A Tespectively and ¢ € kQ¢/Ic. Taking such a simple tensor, we have

P(f) ®P(g) o prealy ® dc) = ngh ®th,k(5)c

and

P(f@g)(r®dc) =Y f&gin(y ®d)c.
ik
By definition this is equal to >, ., (fi;(7) ® g;(5))c, so it follows that

firgar 0 Py ®0) = MF’@A’(Z(fw( ) ® g;k(6))c)

=3 Far() @D frr(d)e

as desired. Thus p is natural. O

It remains to show that P is an equivalence. Essential surjectivity on objects is
provided by the quiver theorem along with a choice of quiver data.

Lemma 4.2. P s essentially surjective.

Proof. Let (A,dY,0%) be a basic algebra with quiver data, and Q4 by the quiver associated
to A. By Gabriel’s quiver theorem there exists an algebra homomorphism ¢ : kQ4 — A
that is surjective with kernel I = ker ¢ that is an admissible ideal of kQ 4. Furthermore,
the choice of quiver data parameterizes ¢. By construction, P generates quiver data
(5liQA/I’513QA/I) that is compatible with the quiver data on A. Thus P is essentially
surjective on equivalence classes of objects. O

The following lemma shows that given a left projective basis, a bimodule M can be
decomposed into a tensor product of the space spanned by the projective basis and the
algebra that acts from the right.

Lemma 4.3. Let (M,6},,63,) € BSA. Then we can construct a unique bimodule iso-
morphism M =2 6%, (M /rad M) @51 (B/rad B) B-

Proof. Recall that the quiver datum &}, corresponds to a standard basis {m;} for 8},(M /rad M).
By lemma 3.7, this is a left projective basis with dual projective basis n;, so for any m € M
we can uniquely write the sum m = 3 m;n;(m). Since M/rad M decomposes into the di-
rect sum @(M /rad M) f;, choose a basis {m;} such that for all i, m; € 63,((M/rad M) f;).
Then define gy : M — §}3,(M/rad M) ®s1 (B/raaB) B as gu(m) = >, m; @ n;(m), and
define g : 8%,(M/rad M) ®sL(B/raaB) B — M by gy (m ® b) = mb. Note that since
m € Oy (M/rad M) = 7. m;, it follows that mb = 3" (m;f;)b = 0 if and only if
Zj mj sy b = 0. Thus gy is well-defined and injective. It is clear that g, is
surjective, and thus that gy, is its inverse. O

15



Lemma 4.4. Let (A,0Y,6%),(B,05,0%) € BSA and (M, 6},,03;) € BSA(A, B). Then
using the quiver data we can uniquely construct a family of linear isomorphisms

Uik =: @ ei(rad A/rad® A)e; ® a/raa 4 €;(M/rad M) fi, —
J

@ €Z‘<M/rad M)fh ®B/radB fh(rad B/I‘&dQ B)fk
h

compatible with the left and right actions on M ; if
Uij(a +Yad2A®m+radM) = Zm' +rad M @ b+rad’B

then
6% (a +rad A)d3,(m +rad M) = Z 53, (m/ 4 rad M)6%(b + rad® B).

Furthermore, the corresponding quiver connection is ideally connected; if
Z 54 (as,)0%(as,) - 65 (as, )03, (ms) = 0

then
Z Uit (ag ®as, @ ... ® a, @m,) = 0.

Proof. Let a +rad® A € e;(rad A/rad® A)e; and m +rad M € e;(M/rad M) f;. Note that
due to the radical symmetry of M we have that rad AM = M rad B, and by extension
(rad A)M /rad* M = M rad B/rad* M. Since any basis for M /rad M lifts to a projective

basis for M, and since ¢}, determines a basis for M/rad M, there exists unique my +
rad M € e;(M/rad M) f;, and by, +rad® B € f,(rad B/rad® B) f, such that

6% (a +rad® A)6},(m + rad M) = 63,(am + rad®> M)
= Z 83 (muby, + rad® M)
h

= Z 53, (my, 4 rad M)6%(by, + rad® B),
h

so we define

Uir(a+rad® A@m +rad M) = Z(mh +rad M) ® (b, +rad® B).
h

Since any basis for M /rad M lifts to a 2-sided projective basis for M, we can similarly
define Uijkl, and it is clear that both of these maps are well-defined.
Similar to our construction in BdQuivCon, these isomorphisms can be iterated:

U= (U, ,®id®...®id)o (ld®U,, j, ,®...®id)o...0(ld®...ld®U;, , ;)

27.]
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By definition of the lifting maps, we have:

0= i(an)d%(as,) . 5% (as)d3,(ms)
= Z 04(as,)0%(as,) . - 63 (as,my)

= 63003 (as,) - 04 (ag,1) D ks ()6 (by)

s

=D 0s(m)35(bs)05(bsy) - - 55 (by),

and

YU (0 ®a, @ ... ®a, @my) = m, @by @by ... Dby =0,

so the connection is ideally connected, as desired. O

Now we use the explicit isomorphisms between I' and 6},(M/rad M) and between A
and kQ4/I to construct a 2-morphism that is an isomorphism.

Lemma 4.5. P is essentially full on 1-cells.

Proof. Let (A,dY,62%), (B, d%,0%) € BSA and (M, 6},,62,) € BSA(A, B). Construct a
(Qa,1a) — (@p, Ip) quiver connection (I',U) where I'; ; = e;(M/rad M)f; as k-vector
spaces and U is constructed as in lemma 4.4. Then

P(F, U) - (kFQB/[B75%‘QB/IB75%‘@3/]3)'

It remains to show that there is a 2-morphism
h . (M, 5]1\4,5]2\4) —) (kFQB/IB’é%QB/IB’51%QB/IB)
which is an isomorphism. By construction, there are isomorphisms
51'7]' : (ei(M/rad M)fj) — Fi,j

and
(ol B — /{ZQB/[B

Then using bimodule isomorphisms gy, and gk_I}QB /1, We can build the bimodule isomor-
phism

Tetonrs © (ED0i) @ A) o gy : M — kTQp/Is,
as desired. O

It is clear that P is fully faithful on 2-cells, and thus fully faithful. Since P is essentially
surjective, P is an equivalence of 2-categories, completing the proof of Theorem (A).
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