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DECOMPOSING ZERO-DIMENSIONAL PERSISTENT HOMOLOGY

OVER ROOTED TREE QUIVERS

RIJU BINDUA, THOMAS BRÜSTLE, AND LUIS SCOCCOLA

Abstract. Given a functor from any category into the category of topological spaces,

one obtains a linear representation of the category by post-composing the given functor
with a homology functor with field coefficients. This construction is fundamental in
persistence theory, where it is known as persistent homology, and where the category is
typically a poset. Persistence theory is particularly successful when the poset is a finite
linearly ordered set, owing to the fact that in this case its category of representations
is of finite type. We show that when the poset is a rooted tree poset (a poset with
a maximum and whose Hasse diagram is a tree) the additive closure of the category
of representations obtainable as zero-dimensional persistent homology is of finite type,
and give a quadratic-time algorithm for decomposition into indecomposables. In doing
this, we give an algebraic characterization of the additive closure in terms of Ringel’s
tree modules, and show that its indecomposable objects are the reduced representations
of Kinser.

1. Introduction

1.1. Context. Let P be a rooted tree poset. We study the category repH0
(P ) of those

linear representations of P that are in the essential image of the zero-dimensional persistent
homology functor H0 : topP −→ rep(P ), where top is the category of topological spaces
with finitely many path-connected components (equivalently, we study representations of P
that come from linearizing functors P −→ set).

We now give context and briefly discuss our results; we detail our contributions in the
next section. For some of the main notions involved in this paper, see Table 1.

Poset representations in applied topology. Geometric data can be studied using tools from
algebraic topology, notably homology [15]. Given a geometric dataset, various constructions
from topological data analysis can be used to build a nested family of topological spaces
K1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Kn, called a filtration, which encodes the topology of the dataset. By applying
homology with field coefficients to this sequence, one obtains a representation of a quiver
of type An, called the persistent homology of the filtration. This representation can be
effectively decomposed into indecomposable summands, thanks in part to the fact that An

has finite representation type. Each of the indecomposable summands can be interpreted as
a topological feature of the data, enabling the incorporation of topological information in
statistical and machine learning applications [16, 9]. More recently, this collection of ideas,
now known as persistence theory [21], has also found theoretical applications in geometry
and analysis [26, 22, 6].

If P is any partially ordered set, a P -filtration is a collection of topological spaces {Kp}p∈P

such that Kp ⊆ Kq whenever p ≤ q ∈ P . For example, the filtrations in the previous
paragraph are P -filtrations for P = {1 < · · · < n}. The persistent homology of a P -
filtration is a representation of the indexing poset P (that is a functor P −→ vec), and we
denote the category of such representations by rep(P ).

Applications of topology to time-dependent, noisy, or otherwise parametrized data, mo-
tivate developing a persistence theory for filtrations indexed by non-linear posets [4]. The
first issue encountered is that non-linear posets are typically not of finite representation
type [20], and usually of wild representation type. This means that a classification of the
indecomposable objects of rep(P ) is generally infeasible, which in turn implies that directly
using the indecomposable decomposition of a certain representation as a statistic is hard or
impossible.
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Figure 1. A rooted tree can be seen both as a poset and as a quiver.
Left. The Hasse diagram of a rooted tree poset P . Right. The corresponding
rooted tree quiver QP . The categories of representations are equivalent
rep(P ) ≃ rep(QP ) (Lemma 2.8).

Zero-dimensional persistent homology. In several applications, notably clustering [8, 7, 25],
the most relevant homological degree is zero. Since the zero-dimensional homology of a
topological space is conceptually and computationally simpler than higher dimensional ho-
mology, it seems plausible that the category repH0

(P ) of representations of P that can be
obtained as the zero-dimensional persistent homology H0(X) of a P -filtration X is simpler
than the full category of representations rep(P ). Note that, for any higher homological
degree i > 0, it is known that the analogous category repHi

(P ) is equivalent to the whole
category of representations rep(P ) (see [5, Section 4]), when P is a finite poset and homology
has prime-field coefficients.

With this motivation, the authors of [3] consider the image of zero-dimensional persistent
homology for P = {1 < · · · < m} × {1 < · · · < n}, a Cartesian product of two finite linear
orders. Since common filtrations in topological data analysis have the property that the
horizontal morphisms of their zero-dimensional persistent homology are epimorphisms, they
focus on the subcategory repe,∗(P ) ⊆ rep(P ) of representations with the property that the
horizontal structure morphisms are epimorphic. Their main conclusion [3, Corollary 1.6]
says that, except when P belongs to a finite set of small grids, the category repe,∗(P ) is
still of wild type. Nevertheless, they observe that repe,∗(P ) 6⊆ repH0

(P ) in general, and
ask whether more can be said about representations in the image of H0. In this work, we
conduct such a study in the case where P is a rooted tree poset (see Fig. 1 and Section 2.2).

We show in particular that for a rooted tree poset P , the category add(repH0
(P )) is of

finite type (Corollary C). This is interesting for two reasons: even for a rooted tree poset P ,
the category rep(P ) is usually of wild type (e.g., when P is a six-element poset with five
incomparable elements all smaller than the sixth one), and add(repH0

(P )) can be of infinite
type when P is the opposite of a rooted tree poset (e.g., when P is a five-element poset,
with four incomparable elements all larger than the fifth element [5, Example 5.13]).

Ringel’s tree modules and Kinser’s reduced representations. Representations of a rooted
tree poset can equivalently be seen as representations of a rooted tree quiver Q (see Fig. 1
and Lemma 2.8). In this paper, we take the point of view of quivers rather than that of
posets, since this has some technical advantages, and since it connects more readily with
work of Ringel [23] and of Kinser [18], which we now present.

A representation of a quiver Q is a tree module [23] if there exists a basis for the rep-
resentation such that the coefficient quiver of the representation with respect to this basis
(Definition 2.22) is a tree quiver. This implies, for example, that tree modules admit a basis
for which all of their structure morphisms have only 0 and 1 in their matrix representation.

For Q a rooted tree quiver, Theorem A(2) says that representations in repH0
(Q) are

direct sums of tree modules, and in fact of rooted tree modules (i.e., representations ad-
mitting a basis for which the coefficient quiver is a rooted tree quiver). In order to prove
that add(repH0

(Q)) is of finite type, we show in Theorem B that any rooted tree module
over a rooted tree quiver decomposes as a direct sum of reduced rooted tree modules (Defini-
tion 2.25), which are certain representations of rooted tree quivers defined inductively, and
introduced by Kinser [18] for the study of the representation ring of rooted tree quivers.

The elder rule for rooted tree modules over rooted tree quivers. The decomposition algo-
rithms we introduce in Theorem D make use of a generalization of the elder rule, a concept
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from persistence theory [13, pp. 188], key in efficiently decomposing zero-dimensional per-
sistent homology over linearly ordered sets, and revisited in different contexts such as [10,
Theorem 3.10], [7, Theorem 4.4], and [25, Lemma 117].

The version of the elder rule relevant in our setup is our Proposition 4.3, which makes
use of a partial preorder on the collection of rooted tree modules over a rooted tree quiver
(Definition 2.14), which is a slight generalization of an order introduced by Kinser [18] for
different purposes. See also [17, Lemma 1] for another, related, algebraic incarnation of the
elder rule.

1.2. Contributions. Recall that any finite quiver Q has an associated path category (Def-
inition 3.1), which we also denote by Q, and that there is a canonical equivalence of cat-
egories between rep(Q), the category of finite dimensional representations of Q over some
field k, and vecQ, the category of functors from the path category of Q to the category of
finite dimensional k-vector spaces. Post-composition with H0 : top −→ vec gives the zero-
dimensional persistent homology functor H0 : topQ −→ rep(Q). Let repH0

(Q) ⊆ rep(Q)
denote the essential image of the zero-dimensional persistent homology functor, that is the
collection of representations of Q that can be obtained, up to isomorphism, as the zero-
dimensional persistent homology of a functor Q −→ top.

A rooted tree quiver (T, fT ) over a rooted tree quiver Q consists of a rooted tree quiver
T together with a root-preserving quiver morphism fT : T −→ Q. One of the contributions
of this paper is to give an inductive description of rooted tree quivers and of rooted tree
quivers over a rooted tree quiver (Section 2.5). Any such rooted tree quiver over Q can be
linearized by pushing forward the constant representation of T along fT (Definition 2.17)
to obtain a representation kT ∈ rep(Q).

Our first main result gives an algebraic characterization of the essential image of the
zero-dimensional persistent homology functor over rooted tree quivers, and of the additive
closure of the essential image (recall that the additive closure of a collection of objects is
formed by taking all direct sums of all direct summands of the objects in the collection).

Theorem A. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. Then

repH0
(Q) =

{

finite direct sums of linearized rooted tree quivers over Q
}

(1)

add(repH0
(Q)) =

{

finite direct sums of rooted tree modules over Q
}

(2)

where the notation on the right-hand side of the equations denotes the corresponding subcat-
egory of rep(Q) spanned by objects isomorphic to those specified.

The second main result, together with Kinser’s work [18], implies that, when Q is a rooted
tree quiver, the category add(repH0

(Q)) is of finite type, and the indecomposables are the
reduced rooted tree modules. Reduced rooted tree modules were introduced in [18] under the
name of “reduced representations”, and they are linearizations of so-called reduced rooted
trees over (subtrees of) Q; the original definition of these objects is slightly involved, but
see Proposition 4.2, which characterizes them as those admitting a unique endomorphism.

Theorem B. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. Every rooted tree module over Q decomposes
as a direct sum of reduced rooted tree modules over Q.

Corollary C. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. The category add(repH0
(Q)) is of finite type,

and the indecomposables are the reduced rooted tree modules over Q.

The third main contribution consists of algorithms for the effective decomposition of
rooted tree modules over rooted tree quivers.

Theorem D. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver.

(1) Given T , a rooted tree quiver over Q, Algorithm 1 returns the summands in the
indecomposable decomposition of kT ∈ rep(Q) in O(|T |2) time.

(2) Given (G, f) a Q-filtered graph, Algorithm 2 returns the summands in the indecom-
posable decomposition of H0(f) ∈ rep(Q) in O(|G|2) time.

We conclude the paper by describing in Section 6 how our results can be used to study
morphisms between merge trees, as well as the zero-dimensional persistent homology of
two-parameter filtrations.
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Rooted tree poset (a type of poset) Sec. 2.5
Rooted tree quiver (a type of quiver) Sec. 2.1
Rooted tree quiver over a rooted tree quiver Q (a type of quiver morphism T −→ Q) Sec. 2.4

Linearized rooted tree quiver over a rooted tree quiver Q (a type of representation of Q) Def. 2.17
Rooted tree module over a quiver Q (a type of representation of Q) Def. 2.23
Reduced rooted tree quiver over a rooted tree quiver Q (a type of quiver morphism T −→ Q) Def. 2.15
Reduced rooted tree module over a rooted tree quiver Q (a type of representation of Q) Def. 2.25
Order ≤Q (an order on vertices of a tree quiver Q) Def. 2.1
Preorder �Q (a preorder on rooted tree quivers over a rooted tree quiver Q) Def. 2.14

Table 1. Table of main notions.

2. Background

Throughout this article we fix a field k, all vector spaces are taken to be k-vector spaces,
and we let vec denote the category of finite dimensional k-vector spaces. All quivers are
assumed to be finite, and all representations are assumed to be finite dimensional. We
assume familiarity with basic category theory.

2.1. Quivers, tree quivers, and rooted tree quivers. A (finite) quiver Q = (Q0, Q1, s, t)
consists of a finite vertex set Q0 and a finite edge set Q1, together with two functions
s, t : Q1 −→ Q0, called source map and target map respectively. Note that a quiver is
equivalently a directed graph possibly with loops and multi-edges.

A quiver is a tree quiver if its underlying graph, when seen as undirected graph, is a
tree (i.e., it is connected and without cycles). A rooted tree quiver is a tree quiver Q with
exactly one vertex σ ∈ Q0 with out-degree zero. The vertex σ is called the root of Q. We
sometimes denote a rooted tree Q with root σ by (Q, σ).

The one-vertex and no-edge quiver is a rooted tree quiver, which we denote by ∗.

2.2. Tree quivers and tree posets. The proofs in this subsection are straightforward
exercises, and are hence omitted.

Reachability through a directed path defines, for every tree quiver Q, a partial order ≤Q

on Q0, which we now describe1.

Definition 2.1. Let Q be a quiver and let x, y ∈ Q0. A directed path from x to y in Q

is a (possibly empty) list L of edges of Q such that, if L is empty, then x = y, and if
L = {α1, . . . , αk}, then s(α1) = x, t(αk) = y, and t(αi) = s(αi+1) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. If
Q is a tree quiver, let x ≤Q y if and only if there exists a directed path from x to y.

All principal downsets of a rooted tree quiver form themselves a rooted tree quiver, in
the following sense.

Definition 2.2. If Q is a tree quiver (or, more generally, a disjoint union of tree quivers),
and x ∈ Q0, let Q≤x denote the subquiver of Q spanned by vertices y ∈ Q0 such that
y ≤Q x. The quiver Q≤x is a rooted tree quiver, with root x.

Lemma 2.3. A tree quiver Q is a rooted tree quiver precisely when the poset (Q0,≤Q) has
a unique maximal element (which is necessarily equal to the root of Q). Moreover, if Q is
a rooted tree quiver, the poset (Q0,≤Q) is a join-semilattice (a.k.a. upper semilattice), that
is for all x, y ∈ Q0, the join x ∨ y (i.e., greatest lower bound) of {x, y} exists (and is thus
unique). �

Lemma 2.4. If (Q, σ) is a rooted tree quiver and x 6= σ ∈ Q0, then x has a unique cover
in the order ≤Q. �

Definition 2.5. If (Q, σ) is a rooted tree quiver and x 6= σ ∈ Q0, we denote the unique
cover of x in the order ≤Q by succ(x) and refer to it as the successor of x. The set of
predecessors of x is pred(x) = {y ∈ Q0 \ {σ} : succ(y) = x}.

Definition 2.6. A tree poset is a poset whose Hasse diagram is a tree. A rooted tree poset
is a tree poset with a maximum.

1For readers familiar with [18], we mention that this order is the opposite of the one used in [18].
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Given a tree poset P we construct a quiver QP as follows. As vertices we put the elements
of the underlying set of P , and for every pair x, y ∈ P such that y covers x, we put an edge
x −→ y.

Lemma 2.7. If Q is a (rooted) tree quiver, then (Q0,≤Q) is a (rooted) tree poset. If P is
a (rooted) tree poset, then QP is a (rooted) tree quiver. �

2.3. Quiver representations. Let Q = (Q0, Q1, s, t) be a quiver. A (finite dimensional)
representation V of Q consists of a vector space Vx for each vertex x ∈ Q0, and a linear
morphism Vα : Vs(α) −→ Vt(α) for each edge α ∈ Q1. If V and W are representations of Q,
a morphism f : V −→ W consists of a morphism fx : Vx −→ Wx for every x ∈ Q0, with
the property that Wα ◦ fs(α) = ft(α) ◦Vα. Representations over Q together with morphisms
between them form the category of representations of Q denoted rep(Q).

The zero representation, denoted 0, is the (unique) representation with 0x = 0 for every
x ∈ Q0. The constant representation, denoted 1Q ∈ rep(Q), is the representation such that
(1Q)x = k for every x ∈ Q0, and (1Q)α is the identity map k −→ k for every α ∈ Q1.

The category rep(Q) is an additive category [12, Section 1.2]. As in any additive category,
a representation is said to be indecomposable if it is not the zero representation, and it is also
not isomorphic to the direct sum of two non-zero representations. The category rep(Q) is
Krull–Schmidt [12, Theorem 1.7.4], in the sense that every representation V ∈ rep(Q) is a
finite direct sum of indecomposable representations, and these indecomposables are unique
up to isomorphism.

The next result allows us to switch from posets to quivers when studying representations
of rooted tree posets.

Lemma 2.8. If P is a tree poset, the category of functors P −→ vec is equivalent to the
category rep(QP ).

Proof. The proof is a routine check, so let us only outline the steps involved. Given a functor
F : P −→ vec, we define a representation of V of QP as follows. We let Vx = F (x) for
every x ∈ P . Now, by construction, each edge (x, y) in QP corresponds to a pair x, y ∈ P

such that y covers x, so we define V(x,y) = F (x ≤ y) : Vx −→ Vy . This induces a functor

vecP −→ rep(QP ).
Similarly, given a representation V ∈ rep(QP ), we define a functor F : P −→ vec as

follows. We let F (x) = Vx for every x ∈ P . If x � y ∈ P , let x1, . . . , xk ∈ P be such that
x1 = x, xk = y, and xi+1 covers xi. Then, define F (x ≤ y) = V(xk−1,xk) ◦ · · · ◦ V(x1,x2) :
F (x) −→ F (y). To check that F is indeed a functor, one uses the fact that QP is a tree
quiver, so that there exists a unique directed path from x to y in QP . This induces a functor
rep(QP ) −→ vecP .

Finally, one checks that the two functors we have defined are inverse equivalences of
categories. �

2.4. Categories of quivers. A quiver morphism f : Q −→ Q′ from a quiverQ = (Q0, Q1, s, t)
to a quiver Q′ = (Q′

0, Q
′
1, s

′, t′) consists of functions f0 : Q0 −→ Q′
0 and f1 : Q1 −→ Q′

1 that
respect source and target, in the sense that that s′ ◦ f1 = f0 ◦ s and t′ ◦ f1 = f0 ◦ t. Quivers
and quiver morphisms form a category that we denote by quiv.

A rooted tree quiver morphism is a quiver morphism f : Q −→ Q′, where (Q, σ) and
(Q′, σ′) are rooted tree quivers, such that f0(σ) = σ′. Rooted tree quivers and rooted tree
quiver morphisms form a (not full) subcategory rtree ⊆ quiv. Note that the one-vertex
rooted tree quiver ∗ is initial in rtree, in the sense that there exists a unique rooted tree
quiver morphism u∗ : ∗ −→ Q for every rooted tree quiver Q.

If Q is a rooted tree quiver, we can consider the slice category rtree/Q, which has as
objects the rooted tree quiver morphisms f : T −→ Q, and as morphisms from f : T −→ Q to
f ′ : T ′ −→ Q the set of morphisms g : T −→ T ′ such that f ◦ g = f ′. We refer to any object
of rtree/Q as a rooted tree quiver over Q. Then, rtree/Q is naturally a full subcategory of
the slice category quiv/Q.

By a standard abuse of notation, we sometimes denote an object (T, fT : T −→ Q) of a
slice category simply as T .
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Q ∼= G(G(G(∗), ∗, ∗))

T ∼= G({G({∗}, {}, {}),G({}, {}, {∗, ∗})})

ab
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e
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e
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k
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T

Q

kT ∈ rep(Q)

[1, 1]

[1]
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Figure 2. A rooted tree quiver T over a rooted tree quiver Q and its
corresponding representation kT ∈ rep(Q). Left. An illustration of T −→ Q

given by labeling the vertices of Q with distinct letters, and labeling the
vertices of T with the label of their image. Center. Another illustration of
T −→ Q, as well as its construction as an inductive rooted tree quiver over
an inductive rooted tree quiver. Right. The linearization kT ∈ rep(Q).

2.5. Inductive description of rooted tree quivers. We start by giving an inductive
definition of rooted tree quivers.

Definition 2.9. An inductive rooted tree quiver is:

(Base case) either the quiver ∗ with one vertex and no edges;
(Ind. case) or a quiver of the form G(Q1, . . . , Qk), where Q1, . . . , Qk are inductive rooted

tree quivers, and where G(Q1, . . . , Qk) is constructed by first taking the disjoint
union of Q1, . . . , Qk, then adjoining a new vertex σ, and adding a single edge
from the root of Qi to σ, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

See Fig. 2 for an illustration. We refer to the operation G as the gluing operation.

Lemma 2.10. Every object of rtree is isomorphic to an inductive rooted tree quiver.

Proof. Let Q ∈ rtree. This is proven by induction on the number of vertices in Q. If Q has
a unique vertex, then it is isomorphic to the inductive rooted tree quiver with a single vertex.
If Q has more than one vertex, by removing the root and all adjacent edges from Q, one
obtains a disjoint union of rooted tree quivers Q1, . . . , Qk, which by inductive hypothesis,
must be isomorphic to inductive rooted tree quivers Q′

1, . . . , Q
′
k, respectively. Then, Q is

isomorphic to G(Q′
1, . . . , Q

′
k). �

Thanks to Lemma 2.10, when it is convenient, we can (and do) assume that rooted tree
quivers are constructed inductively using the G operation of the result.

Rooted tree quivers over a rooted tree quiver Q can also be defined inductively, as follows.

Definition 2.11. Let (Q, σ) be an inductive rooted tree quiver. An inductive rooted tree
quiver over Q is a pair (T, fT : T −→ Q) such that:

(Base case) either T = ∗ and fT = u∗ : ∗ −→ Q;
(Ind. case) or Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), T = G (T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ), and f = G(f•

1 , . . . , f
•
k ), where,

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have that T •
i = {T 1

i , . . . , T
ℓi
i } is a (possibly empty)

list of rooted tree quivers, and f•
i = {f1

i : T 1
i −→ Qi , . . . , f ℓi

i : T ℓi
i −→ Qi}

is a (possibly empty) list of rooted tree quiver morphisms. The rooted tree
quiver T is constructed using the same operation G as in Definition 2.9, that is

G (T •
1 , . . . T

•
k ) := G(T

1
1 , . . . , T

ℓ1
1 , . . . , T 1

k , . . . , T
ℓk
k ),

resulting in a rooted tree quiver with root τ . The morphism G(f•
1 , . . . , f

•
k ) is

uniquely characterized by mapping τ to σ, and by coinciding with f
j
i when

restricted to T
j
i for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi.
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See Fig. 2 for an illustration. In this case, we also refer to the operation G as the gluing
operation.

Lemma 2.12. Let Q be an inductive rooted tree quiver. Every object of rtree/Q is isomor-
phic to an inductive rooted tree quiver over Q.

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction on Q and on the number of vertices of T , and is very
similar to that of Lemma 2.10. If T has a single vertex, then (T, f : T −→ Q) is isomorphic
to (∗, u∗ : ∗ −→ Q). Otherwise, Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk). Let T \ τ be obtained by removing the
root and all adjacent edges from T . It is straightforward to see that, for each connected
component C of T \τ , the restriction f |C : C −→ Q factors as a rooted tree quiver morphism
fC : C −→ QiC , for some 1 ≤ iC ≤ k, followed by the inclusion Qi −→ Q, and that the gluing
of the rooted tree quivers (C, fC : C −→ Qi) for all C is isomorphic to (T, fT : T −→ Q).
By inductive hypothesis, each rooted tree quiver (C, fC : C −→ Qi) is isomorphic to an
inductive rooted tree quiver, so (T, fT : T −→ Q) is isomorphic to an inductive rooted tree
quiver over Q. �

We can use induction to give a useful characterization of morphisms in rtree/Q.

Lemma 2.13. Let Q be an inductive rooted tree quiver and let (S, fS : S −→ Q) and
(T, fT : T −→ Q) be inductive rooted tree quivers over Q. Then we are in one of the
following three cases:

(1) If T = ∗ but S 6= ∗, then homrtree/Q
(S, T ) = ∅.

(2) If S = ∗, then homrtree/Q
(S, T ) = {u∗ : ∗ −→ T }.

(3) Otherwise, let Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), S = G(S•
1 , . . . , S

•
k), and T = G(T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ),

with S•
i = {S1

i , . . . , S
ℓi
i } and T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

mi

i }. Then homrtree/Q
(S, T ) is

in bijection with the set of pairs (ν, g), where ν is a function taking as input
1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, and returning 1 ≤ ν(i, j) ≤ mi; and g is a
function taking as input 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, and returning a morphism

g
j
i ∈ homrtree/Qi

(Sj
i , T

ν(i,j)
i ).

The bijection in (3) is given as follows. Given a morphism g : S −→ T in rtree/Q, restrict it
to S minus its root to get, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k and every 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, an index 1 ≤ ν(i, j) ≤ mi

and a morphism g
j
i : Sj

i −→ T
ν(i,j)
i .

In particular, in case (3) we get the following recursive formula for counting morphisms
in rtree/Q:

∣

∣homrtree/Q
(S, T )

∣

∣ =

k
∏

i=1

ℓi
∏

j=1

mi
∑

n=1

∣

∣

∣homrtreeQi
(Sj

i , T
n
i )

∣

∣

∣ .

Proof. The cases (1) and (2) are straightforward. For case (3), note that, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k

and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, the quiver S
j
i is connected, so its image under g must lie entirely in T n

i

for some 1 ≤ n ≤ mi; so that we can only have ν(i, j) = n. This shows that the bijection
described in the statement is a well-defined function. The fact that it is a bijection is a
routine check. The formula then follows directly from (3). �

2.6. The preorder on rooted tree quivers over a rooted tree quiver. Let Q be a
rooted tree quiver. We now define a preorder on the (isomorphism classes of) objects of
rtree/Q. This is a generalization of an order introduced by Kinser only on a certain subset
of the rooted tree quivers over Q (the reduced ones, defined below). Since the definition is
isomorphism invariant, we assume that all rooted tree quivers involved are inductive, thanks
to Lemmas 2.10 and 2.12.

Definition 2.14. Let S and T be rooted tree quivers over Q. Let S �Q T if and only if:

(Base case) either S = ∗;
(Ind. case) or the following holds. We have Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), S = G(S•

1 , . . . , S
•
k), T =

G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ), with S•

i = {S1
i , . . . , S

ℓi
i } and T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

mi

i }, and for every

1 ≤ i ≤ k and every 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, there exists 1 ≤ n ≤ mi such that Sj
i �Qi T

n
i .
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We now define the reduced rooted tree quivers over a rooted tree quiver, originally in-
troduced by Kinser. Since this notion is isomorphism-invariant, we again use Lemmas 2.10
and 2.12 and only consider inductive rooted tree quivers.

Definition 2.15 (cf. [18, Definition 7]). A rooted tree quiver T over a rooted tree quiver
Q is reduced if:

(Base case) either T = ∗;
(Ind. case) or the following holds. We have Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), T = G(T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ), with

T •
i = {T 1

i , . . . , T
ℓi
i } a (possibly empty) list of reduced rooted tree quivers over

Qi for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k. And, moreover, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k and every

1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ ℓi, if j 6= j′, the rooted tree quivers T
j
i and T

j′

i over Qi are
incomparable with respect to �Qi .

2.7. Linearization of rooted tree quivers over a rooted tree quiver. Any quiver
morphism f : Q′ −→ Q induces a push-forward functor f∗ : rep(Q′) −→ rep(Q), where
f∗(V ) is obtained as follows for each vertex x ∈ Q and every arrow α ∈ Q:

f∗(V )x =
⊕

y∈f−1

0
(x)

Vy f∗(V )α =
∑

β∈f−1

1
(α)

Vβ

Definition 2.16. Let Q be a quiver and let (T, fT : T −→ Q) be a quiver over Q. The
linearization of T , denoted kT ∈ rep(Q), is defined by kT := (fT )∗(1Q′), the push-forward
by fT of the constant representation 1Q′ ∈ rep(Q′).

See Fig. 2 for an example.

Definition 2.17. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. A linearized rooted tree quiver over Q is
any representation of Q isomorphic to kT for T −→ Q a rooted tree quiver over Q.

If Q is a rooted tree quiver, linearization of rooted tree quivers over Q can be extended to
a functor rtree/Q −→ rep(Q). In order to describe this, we first introduce a gluing construc-
tion for representations of rooted tree quivers; this is a particular case of the construction
in [24, Section 2]. In this case too, we refer to the operation G as the gluing operation.

Definition 2.18. Let (Q1, σ1), . . . , (Qk, σk) be rooted tree quivers.

• Let M•
1 , . . . ,M

•
k be (possibly empty) lists such that M•

i = {M1
i , . . . ,M

ℓi
i } is a list of

representations of Qi, with the property that they take the value k at the root of Qi.
Define a representation M = G(M•

1 , . . . ,M
•
k ) of (Q, σ) = G(Q1, . . . , Qk) as follows:

M(σ) = k, M |Qi =
⊕

1≤j≤ℓi
M

j
i , and the structure morphism M

j
i (σi) −→ M(σ) is

the identity k −→ k, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
• Moreover, let N•

1 , . . . , N
•
n be (possibly empty) lists such that N•

i = {N1
i , . . . , N

mi

i }
is a list of representations of Qi, with the property that they take the value k at the
root of Qi. Let us also be given a list of morphisms {g1, . . . , gk} such that

gi :
⊕

1≤a≤mi

Na
i −→

⊕

1≤b≤ℓi

M b
i .

Define G(g1, . . . , gk) : G(N
•
1 , . . . , N

•
k ) −→ G(M

•
1 , . . . ,M

•
k ) as the only morphism that

restricts to
∑

gi on Q minus the root.

The following result says that gluing rooted tree quivers and then linearizing is the same
as linearizing and then gluing. The proof is straightforward.

Lemma 2.19. Let Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk) and T = G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ), with T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

ℓi
i }.

Define M•
i = {kT 1

i
, . . . , k

T
ℓi
i

}. Then, kT
∼= G(M•

1 , . . . ,M
•
k ). �

As is usual, in the next definition we assume that all rooted tree quivers are inductive.

Definition 2.20. The linearization functor L : rtree/Q −→ rep(Q) is defined on objects
inductively, as follows

• Let L(∗) be the representation of Q that is k at the root and zero elsewhere.
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• Let Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), and T = G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ), with T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

ℓi
i }.

Define

L(T ) = G





⊕

1≤j≤ℓ1

L(T j
1 ), . . . ,

⊕

1≤j≤ℓk

L(T j
k )



 ,

where we used the inductive hypothesis and the gluing operation for represen-
tations.

The functor L is defined on a morphism g : S −→ T of rtree/Q also inductively:

• If S = ∗, the representation L(S) is k at the root and zero elsewhere, and the
morphism L(S) −→ L(T ) is defined to be the identity k at the root and zero
elsewhere.
• If S 6= ∗, then T 6= ∗, since there would otherwise not be any morphism
S −→ T . Let Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), S = G(S•

1 , . . . , S
•
k), and T = G(T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ),

with S•
i = {S1

i , . . . , S
ℓi
i } and T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

mi

i }. Restrict g : S −→ T to T

minus its root, to get, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, a 1 ≤ n ≤ mi and
a morphism g

j
i : Sj

i −→ T n
i , as in Lemma 2.13(3). By inductive hypothesis,

we get morphisms L(gji ) : L(Sj
i ) −→ L(T

n
i ) in rep(Qi), which we glue using

Definition 2.18(2) to get a morphism L(S) −→ L(T ).

The following is proven by a straightforward induction.

Lemma 2.21. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let T −→ Q be a rooted tree quiver over
Q. Then kT

∼= L(T ) ∈ rep(Q). �

2.8. Rooted tree modules. Following [23], we first define the coefficient quiver of a rep-
resentation with respect to a basis.

Definition 2.22. Let Q be a quiver, and let V ∈ rep(Q). Given a set of bases B = {Bx ⊆
Vx}x∈Q0

, define the coefficient quiver Γ(V ;B) of V with respect to B as follows. The set of
vertices of Γ(V ;B) is given by

⊔

x∈Q0
Bx, the disjoint union of all basis elements in B, and we

add an arrow from a vertex b ∈ Bx to a vertex b′ ∈ Bx′ for each arrow α : x −→ x′ in Q such
that there is a non-zero coefficient in column b and row b′ of the matrix of Vα : Qx −→ Qx′

in the basis B.

As an example, if (T, fT : T −→ Q) is a quiver over a quiver Q, then the coefficient
quiver Γ(kT ,B) is isomorphic to the quiver T itself, where kT is the linearization of T

(Definition 2.16), and B is the basis exhibiting each vector space (kT )x as freely generated
by the vertices (fT )

−1(x) ⊆ T0, for x ∈ Q0.

Definition 2.23. Let Q be a quiver. A representation V ∈ rep(Q) is a rooted tree module
if there exists a basis for V for which the coefficient quiver is a rooted tree quiver.

Rooted tree modules are a special case of tree modules [23], which are representations
admitting a basis for which the coefficient quiver is a tree.

Recall that if Q is a rooted tree quiver, and x ∈ Q0, then Q≤x is a subquiver of Q, which
is also a rooted tree quiver. Let ι : Q≤x −→ Q denote the inclusion.

Lemma 2.24. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let V ∈ rep(Q). The representation V is
a rooted tree module if and only if there exists x ∈ Q and (T, fT : T −→ Q≤x), a rooted tree
quiver over Q≤x, such that V ∼= ι∗(kT ).

Proof. Of course, if V ∼= ι∗(kT ) as in the lemma, then V is a rooted tree module. Conversely,
let x ∈ Q0 be the maximum (in the poset relation ≤Q) of the vertices at which M is non-
zero (Lemma 2.3). Let B be a basis of V such that Γ(V ;B) is a rooted tree quiver. As
observed in [23, Prop 2], there is a base change turning all the non-zero coefficients into 1,
thus V ∼= ι∗(kT ). �

We now introduce, in our language, the reduced representations of Kinser.

Definition 2.25 (cf. [18, Definition 16]). Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let V ∈ rep(Q).
The representation V is a reduced rooted tree module if there exists x ∈ Q and (T, fT : T −→
Q≤x), a reduced rooted tree quiver over Q≤x, such that V ∼= ι∗(kT ).
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3. Proof of Theorem A(1)

This section contains straightforward, yet sometimes tedious, categorical arguments. We
skip some details for conciseness. We start by recalling the definition of the path category
of a quiver.

Definition 3.1. Let Q be a quiver. The path category of Q has as objects the set of
vertices Q0 of Q, and for x, y ∈ Q0, as set of morphisms hom(x, y) the set of directed paths
(Definition 2.1) from x to y. Composition is given by composition of paths.

By a standard abuse of notation, we denote the path category of a quiver Q also by Q.

Definition 3.2. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. Let rtrees/Q denote the full subcategory
of quiv/Q of objects (T, fT : T −→ Q) such that T is a (potentially empty) disjoint union of

rooted tree quivers T = T1⊔· · ·⊔Tk (k ≥ 0), and such that, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the restriction
of fT to Ti is a rooted tree quiver morphism (i.e., it is root-preserving).

Let set denote the category of finite sets. We now define a functor Σ : setQ −→ rtrees/Q.

Definition 3.3. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let X : Q −→ set be a functor from
the path category of Q. The vertex set of ΣX is the disjoint union

⊔

s∈Q0
X(s), and there

is an arrow from a to b in ΣX whenever X(α)(a) = b for some arrow α in Q. The function
fΣX : ΣX −→ Q is the quiver morphism determined by f−1(s) = X(s) for all s ∈ Q0.
Given a natural transformation g : X ⇒ Y , we let Σg : ΣX −→ ΣY be the quiver morphism
determined by mapping a vertex x of ΣX corresponding to x ∈ X(s) to the vertex of ΣY
corresponding to gs(x) ∈ Y (s).

We now define a functor fib : rtrees/Q −→ setQ.

Definition 3.4. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let (T, fT : T −→ Q) in rtrees/Q. Define

fibT : Q −→ set by fibT (x) = f−1
T (x). If ϕ : x −→ y is a morphism of the path category of

Q, then y = succn(x) for some n. Then, if s ∈ fibT (x), define fibT (ϕ)(s) = succn(s).

The following is then a straightforward check.

Lemma 3.5. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. The functors Σ and fib are inverse equivalences
of categories. �

The linearization functor L : rtree/Q −→ rep(Q) then extends readily to a functor
L : rtrees/Q −→ rep(Q) by L(T ) = L(T1)⊕· · ·⊕L(Tk), where T = T1⊔· · ·⊔Tk ∈ rtrees/Q.

If F : D −→ E is a functor and C is a category, let F∗ : DC −→ EC denote the
functor between functor categories given by post-composition, that is F∗(G) = F ◦ G

for G : C −→ D.
Let free : set −→ vec be the free vector space functor.

Lemma 3.6. There is a natural isomorphism of functors L ∼= free∗ ◦ fib : rtrees/Q −→

rep(Q), where free∗ : setQ −→ rep(Q).

Proof. It is sufficient to do this only for rooted tree quivers over Q (as opposed to disjoint
unions of these). We prove that, for every (T, fT : T −→ Q) rooted tree quiver overQ we have
L(T ) ∼= free∗(fibT ), and omit the naturality proof. To prove this, we proceed by induction.

The case T = ∗ is immediate. Otherwise, let T = G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ), with T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

ℓi
i }.

We have

L(T ) = G





⊕

1≤j≤ℓ1

L(T j
1 ), . . . ,

⊕

1≤j≤ℓk

L(T j
k )





∼= G





⊕

1≤j≤ℓ1

free∗

(

fibT j
1

)

, . . . ,
⊕

1≤j≤ℓk

free∗

(

fibT j
k

)





∼= free∗

(

fibG(T•
1
,...,T•

k )

)

,

where in the equality we used Definition 2.20, and in the first isomorphism we used the
inductive hypothesis. The second isomorphism is straightforward to check, using Defini-
tion 2.18. �
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The following is standard.

Lemma 3.7. There is a natural isomorphism free ◦ π0
∼= H0(−; k) : top −→ vec. �

Let disc : set −→ top be the functor that endows every finite set with the discrete
topology. The proof of the following result is straightforward.

Lemma 3.8. There is a natural isomorphism π0 ◦ disc ∼= idset : set −→ set. �

Proof of Theorem A(1). Consider the following diagram of categories and functors:

topQ setQ rtrees/Q

rep(Q)

H0

free∗ L

(π0)∗ fib

Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8 imply that the essential image of H0 : topQ −→ rep(Q) is equal to the
essential image of free∗ : setQ −→ rep(Q), and Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 imply that the essential
image of free∗ is equal to the essential image of L, which, by Lemma 2.21, consists of all
direct sums of linearized rooted tree quivers over Q. �

4. Proofs of Theorem B and Theorem A(2)

Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. In this section we partly redevelop and generalize Kinser’s
theory [18] using our induction methods, which simplify exposition. We also prove the elder
rule (Proposition 4.3), which is the key ingredient in the proof of Theorem B and in the
algorithms of Theorem D.

We give the proofs of Theorem B, Corollary C, and Theorem A(2) in that order, since
the proof of Theorem A(2) relies on Corollary C, which in turn relies on Theorem A(1).

Proposition 4.1 (cf. [18, Proposition 9 and Theorem 18]). Let (Q, σ) be a rooted tree
quiver, and let S and T be rooted tree quivers over Q. The following are equivalent:

(1) We have S �Q T .
(2) There exists a morphism from S to T in quiv/Q.

(3) There exists a morphism ϕ : kS −→ kT which is non-zero at the root, that is, such
that ϕσ : (kS)σ −→ (kT )σ is non-zero.

Proof. Since all of the conditions are isomorphism invariant, we can assume that all rooted
tree quivers involved are inductive, thanks to Lemmas 2.10 and 2.12. The equivalence
(1)⇔ (2)⇔ (3) is then proven by induction.

If S = ∗ or T = ∗, this is clear. Otherwise, let Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), S = G(S•
1 , . . . , S

•
k),

and T = G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ), with S•

i = {S1
i , . . . , S

ℓi
i } and T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

mi

i }.

(1) ⇒ (2). Assume that S �Q T . Then, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k and every 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, there

exists 1 ≤ n ≤ mi such that Sj
i �Qi T

n
i . By inductive hypothesis, there exists a morphism

S
j
i −→ T n

i in quiv/Qi
. A morphism S −→ T in quiv/Q is then constructed by simply

combining all these morphisms, as in Lemma 2.13(3).

(2) ⇒ (3). This implication does not require the inductive hypothesis, and just follows by
applying the linearization functor L : quiv/Q −→ rep(Q) to the quiver morphism S −→ T

over Q, and using Lemma 2.21.

(3)⇒ (1). Assume that there exists a morphism ϕ : kS −→ kT that is non-zero at the root.
The morphism ϕ induces, by restriction to Q \ σ, a morphism ϕi,j,n : kSj

i
−→ kTn

i
, for each

1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, and 1 ≤ n ≤ mi. Since ϕ is non-zero at the root, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
there exist 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi and 1 ≤ n ≤ mi such that ϕi,j,n is non-zero at the root of Qi. By

inductive hypothesis, this implies that Sj
i �Qi T

n
i , and thus S �Q T , by definition. �
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This characterization of the order relation on rooted tree quivers over Q allows us to
identify the reduced rooted tree quivers overQ as those having no non-trivial endomorphisms
(compare [18, Proposition 9] for the “only if” part):

Proposition 4.2. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver and let (T, fT : T −→ Q) be a rooted tree
quiver over Q. Then T is reduced if and only if homrtree/Q

(T, T ) = {idT }.

Proof. We only consider the case T 6= ∗, thus T = G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ), with T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

mi

i }.

Assume that T is reduced, so by Proposition 4.1 there are no morphisms between T
j
i and

T
j′

i for j 6= j′. Therefore, in the counting formula in Lemma 2.13, we have

mi
∑

n=1

∣

∣

∣homrtreeQi
(T j

i , T
n
i )

∣

∣

∣ = 1

since only n = j qualifies for a non-zero set, and since
∣

∣

∣homrtreeQi
(T j

i , T
j
i )
∣

∣

∣ = 1 by inductive

hypothesis. Therefore there is only one morphism, the identity.
Conversely, assume that T is not reduced. If one of the T

j
i is not reduced, it admits by

inductive hypothesis a non-identity endomorphism, and so T
j
i alone contributes more than 1

to the counting formula in Lemma 2.13. If all of the T
j
i are reduced, but T is not, then by

Proposition 4.1 there is a morphism from T
j
i to T

j′

i for some j 6= j′. By Lemma 2.13, this
induces a non-trivial endomorphism of T. �

The next result gives a sufficient condition to split off a summand of the linearization of
a gluing of reduced trees: this can be done as soon as one of the trees being glued is smaller,
in Kinser’s preorder, to another of the trees being glued. For a related result (not stronger
or weaker), see [17, Lemma 1].

Proposition 4.3 (Elder rule). Let (Q, σ) = G(Q1, . . . , Qk) be an inductive rooted tree
quiver, and let T be an inductive rooted tree quiver over Q such that T = G(T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ),

with T •
i = {T 1

i , . . . , T
ℓi
i }. Suppose that there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ ℓi, with j 6= j′

and T
j
i �Qi T

j′

i . Then

kT
∼= kS ⊕ ι∗(kT j

i
),

where ι : Qi −→ Q is the inclusion, and where S = G(S•
1 , . . . , S

•
k), S

•
n = T •

n if n 6= i, and

S•
i = T •

i \ {T
j
i } otherwise.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that i = 1, j = 1, and j′ = 2. By
Proposition 4.1, there exists a morphism T 1

1 −→ T 2
1 in quiv/Q1

, which, after linearization,

results in a morphism ϕ : k
1
T1
−→ k

2
T1

that is the identity k −→ k at the root of Qi. We now
give an explicit isomorphism from ι∗(kT 1

1

)⊕ kS to kT .

Note that such a morphism ι∗(kT 1

1

)⊕kS −→ kT is completely determined by its restriction

to the root σ, as well as by its restriction to Q \ σ =
⊔

1≤n≤k Qn, where both modules

decompose as
⊕

1≤m≤k

⊕

1≤n≤ℓm
kTn

m
. Thus, we can use block matrix notation to define

the morphism as follows:











































kT 1

1

kT 2

1

kT 3

1

· · · k
T

ℓ1
1

· · · kT 1

k
· · · k

T
ℓk
k

kσ

kT 1

1

id 0 0 0 0 0 0
kT 2

1

−ϕ id 0 0 0 0 0
kT 3

1

0 0 id 0 0 0 0
...

. . .

k
T

ℓ1
1

0 0 0 id 0 0 0

...
. . .

kT 1

k
0 0 0 0 id 0 0

...
. . .

k
T

ℓk
k

0 0 0 0 0 id 0

kσ 0 0 0 0 0 0 id










































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This morphism is well-defined since this only needs to be checked at the root, where it is
well-defined thanks to the fact that as structure morphisms out of kT 1

1

we are using id− ϕ,
which can be extended to the root as 0. The morphism is an isomorphism since the inverse
can be defined using a matrix with the same form, but with ϕ instead of −ϕ. �

The following technical result is useful when applying the elder rule (Proposition 4.3)
inductively.

Lemma 4.4. Let Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk) be a rooted tree quiver, and let T = G(T •
1 , . . . , T

•
k ),

with T •
i = {T 1

i , . . . , T
ℓi
i }. Assume that there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi such that

kT j
i

∼= kT ′′ ⊕N ∈ rep(Qi), for T ′′ −→ Qi a rooted tree quiver over Qi. Then kT = kT ′ ⊕N ,

where T ′ = G(S•
1 , . . . , S

•
k) with S•

m = {T 1
m, . . . , T ℓm

m }, except for m = i, where we define

S•
i = (T •

i \ T
j
i ) ∪ {T

′′}.

Proof. Note that N in the statement must have the property that N(τ ji ) = 0, where τ
j
i is

the root of T j
i . Let M

•
i = {kT 1

i
, . . . , k

T
ℓi
i

} (as in Lemma 2.19), and let L•
i = {kS1

i
, . . . , k

S
ℓi
i

}.

Then, we have

kT
∼= G(M•

1 , . . . ,M
•
k )
∼= G(L•

1, . . . , L
•
k)⊕N ∼= kT ′ ⊕N,

where in the first and third isomorphism we used Lemma 2.19, and in the second isomor-
phism we used the fact that N(τ ji ) = 0, so it does not interact in the gluing operation of
modules (Definition 2.18). �

Lemma 4.5. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let (T, fT : T −→ Q) be a rooted tree quiver
over Q. If T is not reduced, then there exists a reduced rooted tree module N over Q and a
rooted tree quiver T ′ −→ Q over Q such that kT

∼= kT ′ ⊕N .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Q is an inductive rooted tree quiver
and that T is an inductive rooted tree quiver over Q, and proceed by induction. Since T is
not reduced we have Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), T = G(T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ), with T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

ℓi
i }, and

there are two cases to consider.
If there exist 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ ℓi with j 6= j′, such that T

j
i �Qi T

j′

i , then kT

decomposes as required, by Proposition 4.3, Lemma 4.4, and inductive hypothesis.
If there exists 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi such that T j

i is not reduced, then, by inductive
hypothesis, kT j

i

∼= kT ′′ ⊕N , with N a reduced rooted tree module and T ′′ −→ Qi a rooted

tree quiver over Qi. Lemma 4.4 then finishes the proof. �

We now reprove a theorem of Kinser’s, which, in our language, gives a combinatorial
characterization of the indecomposable linearized rooted tree quivers over a rooted tree
quiver Q. Thanks to Lemma 2.24, it is enough to give this characterization for linearizations
of rooted tree quivers over Q.

Theorem 4.6 (cf. [18, Corollary 19]). Let Q be a rooted tree quiver, and let (T, fT : T −→ Q)
be a rooted tree quiver over Q. The representation kT ∈ rep(Q) is indecomposable if and
only if T is reduced.

Proof. If T is not reduced, then it is not indecomposable, by Lemma 4.5. Assume now
that T is reduced. We will prove that End(kT ) is a local ring, which implies that kT is
indecomposable [2, Corollary I.4.8 (a)]. First, let I ⊆ End(kT ) be the ideal of morphism
kT −→ kT which are zero at the root. To prove that this ideal is the only maximal ideal of
End(kT ) (and thus that End(kT ) is local), we prove that every element ϕ ∈ End(kT ) \ I is
invertible. We proceed by induction. If T has a single vertex, then kT is clearly indecompos-
able. Otherwise, Q = G(Q1, . . . , Qk), and T = G(T •

1 , . . . , T
•
k ), with T •

i = {T 1
i , . . . , T

ℓi
i }. The

morphism ϕ induces, by restriction to Q minus its root σ, a morphism ϕi,j,n : kT j
i
−→ kTn

i
,

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi, and 1 ≤ n ≤ mi. By Proposition 4.1(3⇒ 1), the morphism
ϕi,j,n must be zero unless j = n, so it suffices to prove that ϕi,j,j : kT j

i
−→ kT j

i
is invertible

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓi. The morphism ϕi,j,j is non-zero at the root of Qi, since ϕ is non-zero at
the root of Q, so, by inductive hypothesis, it is invertible, concluding the proof. �

Proof of Theorem B. This follows directly from Lemma 4.5 and induction. �
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Proof of Corollary C. We first show that there are finitely many isomorphism classes of
reduced rooted tree modules over Q. By Definition 2.25, this is equivalent to showing that
there are finitely many isomorphism classes of reduced rooted tree quivers over any given
rooted tree quiver. This follows directly from the definition of reduced rooted tree quiver
over a rooted tree quiver (Definition 2.15) and induction over rooted tree quivers over rooted
tree quivers (Section 2.5).

To conclude, we must show that every representation in repH0
(Q) decomposes as a

direct sum of reduced rooted tree modules over Q, since the reduced rooted tree modules are
indecomposable (Theorem 4.6), and every representation in rep(Q) decomposes uniquely as
a direct sum of indecomposables. By Theorem A(1) and Lemma 2.24, every representation
in repH0

(Q) is a direct sum of rooted tree modules over Q, so the result follows from
Theorem B. �

Proof of Theorem A(2). The inclusion (⊆) follows directly from Corollary C. To prove the
inclusion (⊇) it is sufficient to show that, for every rooted tree module M ∈ rep(Q), there
exists representations V ∈ repH0

(Q) and A ∈ rep(Q) such that V ∼= M ⊕A.
By Lemma 2.24, there exists x ∈ Q0 and a rooted tree quiver T −→ Q≤x over Q≤x

such that ι∗(kT ) ∼= M , where ι : Q≤x −→ Q is the inclusion. If x is the root of Q, then
kT ∈ repH0

(Q) by Theorem A(1), and kT
∼= M , which proves the claim in this case.

Otherwise, there exist elements y1, . . . , yk ∈ Q such that

Q≤succ(x) = G(Q≤x, Q≤y1
, . . . , Q≤yk

).

Define S1 = G({T }, ∅, . . . , ∅) and T1 = G({T, T }, ∅, . . . , ∅), which are rooted tree quivers
over Q≤succ(x). By Proposition 4.3, we have kT1

∼= kT ⊕ kS1
∈ rep(Q≤succ(x)). If succ(x) is

the root of Q, then we are done. Otherwise, define Sn+1 = G({Sn}, ∅, . . . , ∅) and Tn+1 =
G({Tn}, ∅, . . . , ∅) for all 1 ≤ n ≤ d− 1, where d ∈ N is such that, and note that, if succd(x)
is the root of Q. Then kTd

∼= ι∗(kT )⊕ kSd
by Lemma 4.4 and induction, which finishes the

proof. �

5. Algorithms

In this section we describe an algorithm to decompose the linearization of a rooted tree
quiver over a rooted tree quiver (Algorithm 1), and an algorithm to decompose the zero-
dimensional persistent homology of a graph filtered by a rooted tree poset (Algorithm 2).
We prove in Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 that these algorithms are correct, and run in quadratic
time.

Proof of Theorem D. This is a direct consequence of Propositions 5.1 and 5.2. �

5.1. Decomposing linearized rooted tree quiver over a rooted tree quiver. The
following basic definitions are required for Algorithm 1.

Let (T, τ) be a rooted tree quiver. The level ℓ(x) of a vertex x ∈ T0 is the length of the
(unique) directed path from x to the root τ . The levels of T are then ℓ(T0) ⊆ N, and the
height height(T ) of T is the maximum among its levels.

Proposition 5.1. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. Given T , a rooted tree quiver over Q,
Algorithm 1 runs in O(|T |2) time, and returns a subquiver S ⊆ T such that kS

∼= kT ∈
rep(Q), and such that kS′ is indecomposable for each connected component S′ ⊆ S.

Proof. Correctness. We consider the following invariant

Invariant. At the end of the ℓth iteration of the for-loop of line 3 the following is satisfied.

(1) The subquiver S ⊆ T is such that kS
∼= kT ∈ rep(Q).

(2) The restriction Sℓ −→ Qℓ of fT |S to levels ℓ and higher has the property that every
connected component of Sℓ is a rooted tree quiver (C, c), and C −→ Q≤fT (c) is a
reduced rooted tree quiver over Q≤fT (c).

(3) For x, y vertices of S of level ℓ we have that xRy if and only if fT (x) = fT (y) =: z
and (S≤x) �(Q≤z) (S≤y).
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Algorithm 1: Decompose linearized rooted tree quiver over Q

Input: (T, fT : T −→ Q) rooted tree quiver over a rooted tree quiver Q.
Output: S ⊆ T , such that kS

∼= kT ∈ rep(Q) and such that kC is indecomposable
for every connected component C ⊆ S.

1 S ← T

2 R ← empty relation on vertices of S

3 for ℓ ∈ {height(T ), height(T )− 1, . . . , 1, 0} do
4 for x vertex of S of level ℓ do
5 A ← maximal set of pairwise R-incomparable predecessors of x in T

6 for p ∈ pred(x) \A do

7 delete edge p −→ x from S

8 for x, y vertices of S of level ℓ do
9 if for every p ∈ pred(x), there exists q ∈ pred(y), such that pRq then

10 R ← R ∪ (x, y) ⊲ Add xRy to the relation

11 return S

Algorithm 2: Decompose zero-dimensional homology over Q

Input: A graph G = (V,E) and a Q-filtration h = (hV : V −→ Q0, hE : E −→ Q0)
with Q a rooted tree quiver.

Output: (S, fS : S −→ Q) quiver over Q, such that kS
∼= H0(h) ∈ rep(Q), and such

that kC is indecomposable for every connected component C ⊆ S.
1 S ← empty quiver

2 (T, fT : T −→ Q) ← Algorithm 3 on (G, h)

3 for T ′ connected component of T do

4 (S′, fS′ : S′ −→ Q) ← Algorithm 1 on (T ′, fT |T ′)

5 (S, fS : S −→ Q)← (S ⊔ S′, fS ⊔ fS′ : S ⊔ S′ −→ Q)

6 return S

Algorithm 3: Filtration to disjoint union of rooted tree quivers over Q

Input: A graph G = (V,E) and a Q-filtration h = (hV : V −→ Q0, hE : E −→ Q0)
with Q a rooted tree quiver.

Output: An object T −→ Q of rtrees/Q such that kT
∼= H0(h) ∈ rep(Q).

1 T ← empty quiver

2 fT ← empty function to Q0

3 uf ← empty union find

4 maxℓ ← largest level ℓ of Q such that G has vertices of level ℓ

5 for ℓ ∈ {maxℓ,maxℓ − 1, . . . , 1, 0} do
6 for v vertex of G of level ℓ do
7 uf.add(v)

8 for {v, w} edge of G of level ℓ do

9 uf.union(v, w)

10 T ℓ
0 ← uf.representatives()

11 add T ℓ
0 × {ℓ} to the vertices of T ⊲ Product with {ℓ} to make it disjoint

12 for v ∈ T ℓ
0 do

13 fT (v) := fV (v)

14 for v ∈ T ℓ+1
0 do

15 w ← uf.find(v)

16 add
(

(v, ℓ+ 1), (w, ℓ)
)

to the edges of T

17 return (T, fT : T −→ Q)



16 RIJU BINDUA, THOMAS BRÜSTLE, AND LUIS SCOCCOLA

If the invariant is preserved, then the algorithm is correct by condition (2) of the invariant
and the fact that linearized reduced rooted tree quivers are indecomposable (Theorem 4.6).

Let us prove that the invariant is preserved. For this, we can actually take as base case
ℓ = height(T ) + 1, where S = T , Sℓ = ∅, and all conditions are immediate to check. So we
need to prove that, if conditions (1, 2, 3) are satisfied at the end of the ℓ + 1st iteration,
then they are satisfied at the end of the ℓth iteration.

We start by checking (2). Let S be the value of the variable S at the end of the ℓ + 1st
iteration, and let S′ be the value of the variable S at the end of the ℓth iteration. The
vertex x of S at level ℓ (line 4) induces a subtree quiver S≤x. If x has no predecessors,
then this tree quiver is the trivial rooted tree quiver, and condition (1) is met at the end of

the iteration. Otherwise, S≤x
∼= G(S•

1 , . . . , S
•
k), with S•

i = {S1
i , . . . , S

ℓi
i } rooted tree quivers

over Qi, where Q≤f(x)
∼= G(Q1, . . . , Qk). What line 5 does (by condition (3) in the inductive

hypothesis) is, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, choose a maximal set A•
i of pairwise �Qi -incomparable

elements of S•
i . This guarantees that A = G(A•

1, . . . , A
•
k) is a reduced rooted tree quiver

over Q≤f(x) (by condition (2) in the inductive hypothesis), which implies that condition (2)
is met at the end of the ℓth iteration.

We now check condition (1). From the elder rule (Proposition 4.3), it follows that kS is
isomorphic to kA direct sum the linearization of all trees that did not make it into A, which,
by construction, is isomorphic to kS′ :

kS
∼= kA ⊕





⊕

1≤i≤k

⊕

V ∈S•
i \A

•
i

kV




∼= kS′ .

This implies that condition (1) is met at the end of the ℓth iteration.
To conclude this part of the proof, we check condition (3). Line 9 is checking precisely

the condition defining the preorder � (Definition 2.1), so condition (3) is met at the end of
the ℓth iteration thanks to condition (3) in the inductive hypothesis.

Complexity. Here, whenever x ∈ T0 = S0 and we write pred(x), we mean predecessors in T .
Since S ⊆ T , the predecessors in T contain the predecessors in S.

Line 5 can be implemented by simply performing all pairwise comparisons, which takes
O
(

|pred(x)|2
)

time. Lines 6 and 7 take O (|pred(x)|) time. Thus, the contribution of lines

5, 6, and 7 across all iterations is O
(
∑

x∈T0
|pred(x)|2

)

time. The contribution of lines 8, 9,
and 10 across all iterations is

O





height(T )
∑

ℓ=0

∑

x,y of level ℓ

|pred(x)| · |pred(y)|



 .

It follows that the time complexity is in O
(

(
∑

x∈T0
|pred(x)|

)2
)

= O(|T |2), since each

non-root vertex of T is the predecessor of exactly one vertex. �

5.2. Decomposing zero-dimensional homology over rooted tree quiver. For clarity,
we abstract a subroutine from Algorithm 2, given as Algorithm 3. The following basic
definitions are required Algorithms 2 and 3.

Let G = (V,E) be a finite, simple, undirected graph, so that V is a finite set of vertices,
and E is a set of subsets of V , each one of cardinality 2, called edges. Let Q be a rooted tree
quiver. A Q-filtration h of G consists of a pair of functions (hV : V −→ Q0, hE : E −→ Q0),
such that hV (x), hV (y) ≤Q hE((x, y)) for every {x, y} ∈ E. We get a functor (G, h) : Q −→
top by mapping x ∈ Q0 to the (geometric realization of the) subgraph of G spanned by
vertices and edges whose h-value y ∈ Q0 satisfies y ≤Q x.

If Q is a rooted tree quiver and (G, h) is a Q-filtration, the level of a vertex v (respectively
edge e) of G is the level of hV (v) ∈ Q0 (respectively hE(v) ∈ Q0).

In Algorithm 3, we make use of the union-find data structure (also known as a disjoint
set data structure), see, e.g., [27, Chapter 2] for details.

Proposition 5.2. Let Q be a rooted tree quiver. Given (G, f) a Q-filtered graph, Algorithm 2
runs in O(|G|2) time, and returns (S, fS : S −→ Q) a quiver over Q, such that kS

∼= H0(h) ∈
rep(Q), and such that kC is indecomposable for every connected component C ⊆ S.
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Figure 3. Left. Two filtrations f, g : K −→ P of a simplicial complex
K (with vertices depicted as squares) by a linear ordered set P such that
f ≤ g. Center. The connected components of the filtrations f and g as
quivers over QP . Right. The decomposition of the homology H0(g) as
a representation of the rooted tree quiver Σπ0(f) given by the connected
components of f . See Section 6.1 for details.

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 5.1, it is clear that Algorithm 2 is correct as long as Algo-
rithm 3 is, and that its time complexity is in O(|G|2) as long as the time complexity of
Algorithm 3 is in O(|G|2). So let us only worry about Algorithm 3.

The fact that the time complexity of Algorithm 3 is in O(|G|2) is clear, since it iterates
a constant number of times over each vertex and edge of G, and each time it performs O(1)
operations, or operations with the union find, all of which are in O(|G|).

We conclude this proof with the correctness proof for Algorithm 3. By Lemma 3.6, it
is enough to prove that fibT ∼= π0(G, h) : Q −→ set. This is clear, since all the algorithm
does is to keep track of the connected components in the filtration (G, h), and of where this
connected components map under the arrows of Q. �

6. Building representations and filtrations over rooted tree posets

We now describe two ways in which to build rooted tree modules over rooted tree quivers
that are relevant to topological data analysis.

6.1. An invariant of morphisms between merge trees. To every morphisms between
merge trees, we associate a representation of the codomain, which can be effectively de-
composed into indecomposables using the results in this paper. This construction could be
useful in studying morphisms between merge trees.

Merge trees from filtrations. Let P = {1 < · · · < n} be a finite linearly ordered set.
Given a filtration K1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Kn (or a functor K : P −→ top), its connected components
π0(K) : P −→ set can be visualized as a tree, known as a merge tree, which is a fundamental
object in persistence theory and in hierarchical clustering; see, e.g., [10, 11, 25] and references
therein. There are several ways of defining merge trees; the following is a natural definition
using the language of this paper.

Definition 6.1. A merge tree is a rooted tree quiver (T, fT : T −→ An), where An = 1 →
· · · → n is a linear rooted tree quiver.

We say that a functor X : An −→ top is connected if X(n) ∈ top is path-connected. If
X : An −→ top is connected, the merge tree of X is

(

Σπ0(X), fΣπ0(X) : Σπ0(X) −→ An

)

,

obtained by applying the equivalence of categories Σ : setAn −→ rtrees/An
(Lemma 3.5) to

the connected components π0(X) : An −→ set of X . See Fig. 3 for examples.

Morphisms of merge trees. A natural transformation X ⇒ Y of (connected) functors
X,Y : An −→ top induces a natural transformation π0(X)⇒ π0(Y ), and thus a morphism
of Σπ0(X) −→ Σπ0(Y ) of merge trees (note that connectedness of X and Y is not strong
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Figure 4. Left. The Hasse diagram of a two-dimensional grid poset R

(i.e., a product of two linear orders). Center and right. Restrictions of R
that are rooted tree posets.

assumption since one can work component-by-component, in the sense that X and Y de-
compose as a disjoint union of connected functors, and each component of X maps to a
single component of Y ). This situation occurs naturally, as shown next.

Example 6.2. (1) Let Z : An × {1, 2} −→ top be a filtration over a commutative
ladder, in the sense of [14]. Then, by letting X := Z|An×{1} and Y := Z|An×{2} we
get a natural transformation X ⇒ Y .

(2) Let f, g : K −→ An be two filtrations of the same simplicial complex K (i.e., func-
tions mapping simplices of K to vertices of An, and respecting the face relation),
and assume that f ≤ g. Then, by letting X := Sg and Y := Sf , we have a nat-
ural transformation X ⇒ Y , since we have an inclusion of sublevel-set filtrations
(Sg)(r) ⊆ (Sf)(r) for every r ∈ An (recall that (Sf)(r) = {η ∈ K : f(η) ≤ r}).

The representation associated to a morphism of merge trees. The data of a mor-
phism of merge trees S −→ T in rtree/An

is simply that of a rooted tree morphism S −→ T .
Thus, we can consider the representation kS ∈ rep(T ).

In the setup where we start with a natural transformation X ⇒ Y between connected
functors X,Y : An −→ top, we get a representation kΣπ0(X) ∈ rep(Σπ0(Y )), which can
be effectively decomposed into indecomposables thanks to Theorem D. See Fig. 3 for an
example using the construction of Example 6.2(2).

6.2. Restriction. Let (R,≤R) be a poset. A restriction of (R,≤R) is a poset (P,≤P ) such
that P ⊆ R, and such that p ≤P q implies p ≤R q for every p, q ∈ P . If P is a restriction
of R, there is a natural restriction functor topR −→ topP (see, e.g., [4, Section 4.3] and [1]).
So in order to study the zero-dimensional persistent homology of a filtration by R, one could
consider its restriction to various P ⊆ R, with P a rooted tree poset.

In Fig. 4 we give simple examples of restriction of a two-dimensional grid poset, a common
type of poset in multiparameter persistence [14, 19].
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