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FROBENIUS-PERRON DIMENSION VIA 7-TILTING THEORY
TAKAHIDE ADACHI AND RYOICHI KASE

ABSTRACT. From the viewpoint of 7-tilting theory, we study Frobenius—Perron
dimensions of finite-dimensional algebras. First, we evaluate the Frobenius—Perron
dimensions of 7-tilting finite algebras by a combinatorial method in 7-tilting the-
ory. Secondly, we give the upper bound of the Frobenius—Perron dimension for
a 7-tilting finite algebra of tame representation type. Thirdly, we determine the
Frobenius—Perron dimensions of Nakayama algebras and generalized preprojective
algebras of Dynkin type in the sense of Geifi-Leclerc—Schroer.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Frobenius—Perron dimension of an endofunctor of a linear category over a
field was introduced in [CGWZ1]. This is a generalization of the Frobenius—Perron
dimension of an object in a fusion category ([FK, [ENQO]). Recently, as a special
case, the Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra A is defined as

FPdim(A) := sup{p(Qs) | 8: finite semibrick in mod A},

where mod A denotes the category of finitely generated right A-modules, Qs is the
Ext-quiver of 8§ and p(Qs) is the spectral radius of the adjacent matrix of Qs. It
is shown in [CGWZI, [CGWZ2] that Frobenius—Perron dimension has a connection
with representation type. In particular, trichotomy theorem for representation type
of path algebras holds.

Theorem 1.1 ([CGWZIl Theorem 0.3]). Let @ be a finite connected quiver and let
A be its path algebra over an algebraically closed field. Then the following statements
hold.

(1) A is of finite representation type if and only if FPdim(A) = 0.

(2) A is of tame representation type if and only if FPdim(A) = 1.

(3) A is of wild representation type if and only if FPdim(A) = oo.

The Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra has been calculated in some classes,
such as modified ADE bound quiver algebras ([W]), representation-directed algebras
([CC1]), loop-reduced algebras ([CC2]).

In this paper, we study the Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra from the
viewpoint of 7-tilting theory. One of the remarkable results in 7-tilting theory is the
connection of various objects, containing semibricks, in the representation theory of
algebras through 7-tilting pairs. In particular, for a 7-tilting finite algebra, that is,
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an algebra with finitely many 7-tilting pairs, semibricks bijectively correspond to
7-tilting pairs ([As]).

For an algebra A, it is known that the set 7-tiltp(A) of isomorphism classes of
basic 7-tilting pairs for A admits a partial order in a natural way. Furthermore, if
A is 7-tilting finite, the poset 7-tiltp(A) forms a lattice (JIRTT]). In [K2|, it was
shown that the Ext-quiver of a semibrick is determined by the lattice structure in
7-tiltp(A), except for loops and multiple arrows. Based on the idea in [K2], we
introduce the notion of the Frobenius—Perron dimension of a finite lattice, which
can be calculated in a combinatorial method.

Our first aim is to compare the Frobenius-Perron dimension FPdim(A) of a 7-
tilting finite algebra A and the Frobenius—Perron dimension FPdim (7-tiltp(A)) of
the finite lattice 7-tiltp(A).

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem [3.0). Let A be a T-tilting finite algebra over an algebraically
closed field k. Then we have

max{FPdim (7-tiltp(A)), dy} < FPdim(A) < FPdim (7-tiltp(A)) + d,
where dy, := max{dimy Ext (X, X) | X : brick in mod A}.

Our second aim is to give an upper bound of the Frobenius—Perron dimension of
a 7-tilting finite algebra of tame representation type.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem [A1l). Let A be a T-tilting finite algebra. If A is of tame
representation type, then the Frobenius—Perron dimension is at most two. Further-
more, if A is of finite representation type, then the Frobenius—Perron dimension is
less than two.

Our third aim is to determine the Frobenius-Perron dimensions of Nakayama
algebras and generalized preprojective algebras, which are fundamental classes in
the representation theory of algebras.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorems b1l and [6.4). The following statements hold.

(1) Let A be a connected Nakayama algebra. Then we have

FPdim (A) 0 (if A is linear),
| 1 (if Ais eyclic).

(2) Let C be a Cartan matriz of a Dynkin diagram X,, and D its symmetrizer.
Let A := TI(C, D) be the generalized preprojective algebra associated with
(C, D). Then we have FPdim(A) = p(Q), where Q is the Gabriel quiver of
A. Furthermore, the spectral radius p(Q) is given by the following tables.

TABLE 1. D: minimal

X, A, B, C, D,,
p(Q) | 2cos(;57) | 1+ 2005(2211) 2cos(5755) 2C08(ﬁ)

Xn = E; Es Fu G,
p(Q) | 2cos(%) 2 cos(&) 2 cos(Z) 1+;/ﬁ 1+2\/5
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TABLE 2. D: non-minimal

n An;Bn7Cn;F47G2 Dn E6 E7 ES
p(Q) | 1+2cos(;i7) |1+ 2C08(ﬁ) 1+2cos(q5) | 1+ 2cos(7g) | 1 + 2cos(z5)

Notation and convention. Throughout this paper, k is an algebraically closed
field and D := Homg(—, k). By an algebra and a module, we mean a basic finite-
dimensional k-algebra (i.e., it is isomorphic to a bound quiver k-algebra) and a
finitely generated right module, respectively, unless otherwise stated. Let A be an
algebra and fix a complete set {¢; | i € A} of primitive orthogonal idempotents of
A. Let P(i) := e;A be an indecomposable projective A-module and S() := top P(7)
a simple A-module.

By a quiver, we mean a finite quiver. In this paper, we formally consider quivers
whose vertex set is the empty set. For a quiver @, let )y be the set of vertices
and @ the set of arrows. Let ()° denote the subquiver of () obtained by removing
all loops. For z € @y, an element y € Qg is called a direct successor (respectively,
direct predecessor) of x if there exists an arrow x — y (respectively, y — x) in Q.
For a partially ordered set (poset for short), an element is called a direct succes-
sor (respectively, direct predecessor) if it is a direct successor (respectively, direct
predecessor) in the Hasse quiver.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we quickly review the Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra
and 7-tilting theory.

2.1. Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra. In this subsection, we recall
the definition and basic properties of the Frobenius—Perron dimensions of algebras.
To define Frobenius—Perron dimension, we need the notion of semibricks, which
plays an important role in both Frobenius-Perron dimension and 7-tilting theory.

Definition 2.1. Let A be an algebra.

(1) An A-module S is called a brick if End4(S) is a division ring. Let brick (A)
denote the set of isomorphism classes of bricks in mod A.

(2) A subset 8§ C brick(A) is called a semibrick if Hom4(S,S’) = 0 whenever
S 28" € 8. Let sbrick(A) denote the set of semibricks in mod A.

The emptyset @) is viewed as a semibrick. By Schur’s lemma, a set of non-
isomorphic simple A-modules is clearly a semibrick. Note that a semibrick is not
necessarily a finite set (for example, the path algebra of the Kronecker quiver). A
semibrick is said to be finite if it contains only finitely many bricks.

It is shown in [R] that semibricks can be realized as simple objects in wide sub-
categories of mod A. A full subcategory W of mod A is called a wide subcategory of
mod A if it is closed under kernels, cokernels, and extensions in modA. We write
wide(A) for the set of wide subcategories of mod A. Note that wide subcategories are
exact abelian subcategory of mod A. For a wide subcategory W of mod A, let sim('W)
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be the set of simple objects of W. In particular, sim(A) := sim(modA) coincides
with the set of simple A-modules (up to isomorphisms).

Proposition 2.2 ([R]). There exists a bijection
wide(A) — sbrick (A)
given by W — sim('W).

For a finite semibrick 8, we define a quiver s, called an Ezt-quiver, as follows:
the set of vertices is 8, and for S, S’ € 8, we draw dimy Ext!,(S,S") arrows from S
to S’. Clearly, the Gabriel quiver of A is isomorphic to the Ext-quiver Qgma) of
sim(A).

The Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra A is defined to be the supremum
of the set of the spectral radii of the adjacent matrices of the Ext-quivers of all finite
semibricks in mod A. We recall the definition of the spectral radius of the adjacent
matrix of a quiver. Let @ be a quiver with non-empty vertex set and let M (Q)) be
its adjacent matrix, that is M(Q) = (M )i<ij<|q,, Where m;; is the number of
arrows from i to j. The spectral radius p(Q) of @ is defined to be

p(Q) = max{[r], |ra|, ..., |ral} € R,

where {ry,ry,...,r,} is the complete list of the eigenvalues of M(Q). For a quiver
whose vertex set is the empty set, the spectral radius is defined to be zero.
The following lemma is an elementary result of the spectral radius of a quiver.

Lemma 2.3 ([CGWZ1l, Lemma 1.7 and Theorem 1.8]). Let Q be a quiver. Then
the following statements hold.

(1) If Q" is a subquiver (not necessarily full) of Q, then we have p(Q’) < p(Q).
(2) Q is acyclic if and only if p(Q) = 0.
(3) If Q admits connected components Q',Q?, ..., Q°, then we have

p(Q) = max{p(Ql), p(Q2)7 s 7p(Q£)}'

Now, we define the Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra.

Definition 2.4. The Frobenius—Perron dimension of A is defined to be
FPdim(A) := sup{p(Qs) | 8 & sbrick(A) : finite}.

It is known that Frobenius—Perron dimension can be a non-integer (e.g., see The-
orem [[4[2)). We give a toy example of the Frobenius-Perron dimension of an
algebra.

Example 2.5. Let A = k(1 — 2) be the path algebra. Then all indecompos-
able A-modules (up to isomorphisms) are given by P(1), P(2) = S(2), and S(1).
Furthermore, we have

sbrick (A) = {{5(1), S@)}, {P(1)},.{S(D}, {5(2)}, 0},

{Qs | 8 € sbrick(A) \ {0}} = {e — o, o}
Since it is easily checked p(e — o) = p(e) = 0, we obtain FPdim(A) = 0.
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As will be seen in Example 2.14] the Frobenius—Perron dimension of an algebra
is not necessarily equal to the spectral radius of its Gabriel quiver.

The Frobenius—Perron dimension of factor algebras of an algebra is bounded above
by that of the original algebra.

Lemma 2.6 ([CCIl Proposition 3.2]). Assume that B is a factor algebra of A. Then
we have FPdim(B) < FPdim(A).

For the convenience of the readers, we give a proof.

Proof. Since B is a factor algebra of A, we can regard mod B as a full subcategory
of modA and have a natural inclusion Exty(X,Y) — Ext)(X,Y) for all X,Y €
mod B. Then sbrick(B) is a subset of sbrick(A). For each § € sbrick(B), there exists
8’ € sbrick(A) such that the Ext-quiver Qs is a subquiver of Qs;. By Lemma 23]
we have p(Qs) < p(Qs/). This implies that FPdim(B) < FPdim(A) holds. O

2.2. 7-tilting theory. In this subsection, we recall basic properties for 7-tilting
theory. Let A be an algebra. For an A-module M, we take a minimal projective
presentation

PSP — M—o.
We define the Auslander—Reiten translation 7M by the exact sequence
0— 1M —vP 2 vp,,

where v := D Homyu(—, A) is a Nakayama functor. We call M a 7-rigid module if it
satisfies Hom4 (M, 7M) = 0. The following notions are basic in this paper.

Definition 2.7. Let M be an A-module and P a projective A-module. The pair
(M, P) is called a 7-rigid pair if M is 7-rigid and Hom4 (P, M) = 0. A 7-rigid pair
(M, P) is called a 7-tilting pair if |A| = |M| + |P| holds, where |X| denotes the
number of non-isomorphic indecomposable direct summands of an A-module X.

Let 7-rigidp(A) denote the set of isomorphism classes of basic 7-rigid pairs for
A, and let 7-tiltp(A) denote the set of isomorphism classes of basic 7-tilting pairs
for A, where a pair (M, P) is said to be basic if both M and P are basic and two
pairs (M, P), (M', P’) are called isomorphic if both M = M’ and P = P’ hold. For
(M, P),(M', P") € r-rigidp(A), we write (M, P) > (M', P") if Homa(M',7M) =0
and add P C add P’ hold. By [AIR] Lemma 2.25], the relation > is a partial order
on 7-tiltp(A). Define a subset 7-tiltpy(A) of 7-tiltp(A) as

T-tiltp (A) := {(M, P) € 7-tiltp(A) | X € add(M & P)}.

For a basic 7-rigid pair (M, P), there exist a maximum element (M, P)" =
(M, P), called a Bongartz completion of (M, P), and a minimum element (M, P)~ =
(M=, P7), called a co-Bongartz completion of (M, P), in -tiltp(y; p(A). Consider
an interval in 7-tiltp(A)

Int(M, P) := {X € rtiltp(A) | (M, P)~ < X < (M, P)*}.

By [DIRRT], Theorem 4.4], we have Int(M, P) = 7-tiltpy; py(A). Furthermore, it is
realized as the set of isomorphism classes of 7-tilting pairs for a certain algebra.
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Proposition 2.8 ([J, Theorem 3.16]). Let (M, P) be a T-rigid pair for A and
(M, P) its Bongartz completion. Then we have a poset isomorphism

Ttiltp . py (A) = T-tiltp((End 4 (M) /[M]))

where [M] is the idempotent of Enda(M™) corresponding to Hom(M™*, M). The
algebra A(M, P) := End4((M™)/[M]) is called a 7-tilting reduction with respect to
(M, P).

An algebra A is said to be 7-tilting finite if T-tiltp(A) is a finite set. It is known
that 7-tilting finite algebras have various nice properties.

Remark 2.9. Let A be a 7-tilting finite algebra.

(1) Tt is shown in [As] that there exists a bijection 7-tiltp(A) — sbrick (A) given
by (M, P) — M/ radgna, ) M. In particular, all semibricks are finite. Note
that all 7-tilting pairs for A can be obtained by mutations from the 7-tilting
pair (A,0).

(2) The Gabriel quiver of A has no multiple arrows. Indeed, if it has a multiple
arrows, then there exists a factor algebra such that it is isomorphic to a
Kronecker algebra, which is not 7-tilting finite. By [DIRRT) Corollary 1.9],
the class of 7-tilting finite algebras is closed under taking factor algebras.
This implies that A is not 7-tilting finite, a contradiction.

By [IRTT, Theorem 1.2], the poset 7-tiltp(A) of a 7-tilting finite algebra A forms
a lattice. Recall the definition of lattices. Let (P, <) be a poset. Let x,y be elements
in P. If {z €P|zy <z} admits a minimum element x V y, then it is called a
join of x and y. Dually, we define a meet x Ay of z and y. We call (P, <) a lattice
if for every z,y € P, the join x V y and the meet x A y both exist. Note that, for
a non-empty finite subset {x1,z9,...,2,} of P, the set {z € P | x1,29,..., 2, < 2}
admits a minimum element V{z,zs,...,x,}. Dually, we define A{z1,xs,...,2,}.
For an element x € P, let dp(x) denote the set of all direct predecessors of x and let
ds(z) denote the set of all direct successors of x in P.

The following proposition plays an important role in this paper.

Proposition 2.10 ([K2, Corollary 3.5(3)]). Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Fiz a
T-tilting pair Xo. Then the following statements hold.

(1) Consider a subset {X1, Xo,...,X;} of dp(Xy). Let X be a mazimal common
direct summand of Xo, X1,...,X;. Then the following statements hold.
(a) X is a T-rigid pair for A.
(b) Xg s the co-Bongartz completion of X .
(¢) V{Xo, X1,...,X;} is the Bongartz completion of X.
In particular, Xy, ..., X; are all direct predecessors of Xq in T-tiltpy (A).
(2) Consider a subset {X1, Xs,..., X;} of ds(Xy). Let X be a mazimal common
direct summand of Xo, X1,...,X;. Then the following statements hold.
(a) X is a T-rigid pair for A.
(b) Xo is the Bongartz completion of X .
(¢) M Xo, X1,...,X;} is the co-Bongartz completion of X.
In particular, Xy, ..., X, are all direct successors of Xy in 7-tiltpx(A).
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Let (M, P) be a 7-rigid pair, (M*, P) its Bongartz completion and (M~, P™) its
co-Bongartz completion. Define a full subcategory W(M, P) of mod A as

W(M, P) :=*(rM) N PN M+ =Fac(M*)n(M™)*,

where Fac(M™) is a full subcategory of mod A consisting of factor modules of finite
direct sums of copies of M™. This is a wide subcategory of modA and is called a
T-perpendicular category. It is known that 7-perpendicular categories are realized
as module categories of algebras.

Proposition 2.11 ([DIRRT, Theorem 4.12]). Let (M, P) be a T-rigid pair and
(M, P) its Bongartz completion. Then there exists an equivalence of categories

W(M, P) — mod(A(M, P)),

where A(M, P) is a T-tilting reduction with respect to (M, P). In particular, the
Ext-quiver of sim(W(M, P)) is isomorphic to the Gabriel quiver of A(M, P).

For a 7-tilting finite algebra, all wide subcategories are 7-perpendicular categories.

Proposition 2.12 ([DIRRT, Theorem 4.18]). Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Let
W be a wide subcategory of modA. Then there exists a T-rigid pair (M, P) such that
W = W(M, P). In particular, all wide subcategories of modA are T-perpendicular
categories.

Combining Propositions and 2121 we have the following result.
Corollary 2.13. Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Then we have
{Qs | 8 € sbrick(A)} = {Qsima,py) | (M, P) € 7-rigidp(A)}.

Proof. Let 8 be a semibrick in modA. By Proposition 2.2 there exists a wide
subcategory W of mod A such that 8§ = sim('W). Since A is 7-tilting finite, it follows
from Proposition that W is equivalent to mod(A(M, P)) for some 7-rigid pair
(M, P) Thus we have Qg = Qsim(A(MJ:’))-

Conversely, let (M, P) be a 7-rigid pair in mod A. By sim(W(M, P)) € sbrick(A)
and W(M, P) = mod (A(M, P)), we have Qsim(a,p)) = Qsim(W(M,P))- O

We provide an example that 7-tilting theory is useful to study Frobenius—Perron
dimension.

Example 2.14. Let A =kQ/I, where
Q:a(C1— e

and I = (a? ab, be, bed, b, cded, cde — ea). By [KIl, Theorem 3.3], the set of isomor-
phism classes of basic 7-tilting pairs for A is isomorphic to that for some preprojec-
tive algebra of Dynkin type A. Thus A is 7-tilting finite (see Proposition [(6.3]). We
can easily check p(Q) < 1.9. Let M be the cokernel of P(3) = P(2). Then (M,0) is
a 7-rigid pair and the Bongartz completion (M, 0) is given by (P(1)® P(2)® M, 0).
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By Corollary 2.13] there exists a semibrick 8§ such that Qg is the Gabriel quiver of
A(M,0), which is given by
C 1—2 Q .

Since the adjacent matrix is [{ 1], we have p(Qgs) = 2. This implies that FPdim(A) >
p(Qs) > p(Q). Hence the Frobenius-Perron dimension is not necessarily equal to
the spectral radius of the Gabriel quiver.

3. FROBENIUS—PERRON DIMENSION OF THE 7-TILTING FINITE LATTICE

In this section, we introduce the Frobenius—Perron dimension of a finite lattice,
and compare the Frobenius-Perron dimension of a 7-tilting finite algebra A and that
of the finite lattice 7-tiltp(A).

Let L := (L, <) be a finite lattice and

Ut :=UT(L) :={(z,Y) |z € L,0 #Y Cdp(a)}.

For v = (z,Y) € U", we define a quiver Q(u) as follows: the vertex set is equal to
Y, and we draw a unique arrow y — ' if y € ds(y V') and y # '. Define the
Frobenius—Perron dimension of L as

FPAim(L) : = sup{p(Q(w)) | u € W (L)}
= sup{p(Q(z,dp(x))) | x € L\ {maximum element}}.

As seen in the following example, the Frobenius—Perron dimension of a finite lattice
can be calculated in a combinatorial method.

Example 3.1. Let L be a finite lattice given by the following Hasse quiver:

S N \E_\w
y\/\(
K/\K
\ \/ /

/
R

.

o — 3

/

Consider the elements u = (z, {y1,y2, y3}), v = (2, {y}, v5}), and v’ = (2", {v}, y5})
in Ut (L). Then we have the following quivers respectively:

Q) = (eE=e==4), Qu)=(sTe), Qu)=(s )

We can check that, for each v € U, the quiver Q(v) is isomorphic to a subquiver
of one of the quivers above. By Lemma 2.3](1), we have

FPdim (L) = p(Q(u) = 2,

where the spectral radius of Q(u) can be easily calculated by hand or computer.
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For a 7-tilting finite algebra A, we study a relationship between FPdim(A) and
FPdim (7-tiltp(A)). Let us begin by comparing the Ext-quivers Qs for 8 € sbrick(A)
and the quivers Q(u) for u € U (7-tiltp(A)). By [K2, Theorem 1.3], the Gabriel
quiver @) of A can be reconstructed from the lattice 7-tiltp(A) up to loops. For each
i € Qo, an A-module X; := (A/A(1 —¢€;)A, (1 — e;)A) is a 7-tilting pair for A and
the set {X; | i € Qo} coincides with the set of all direct predecessors of the 7-tilting
pair (0, A). Thus we have

uy = ((0,A), {X; | i € Qo}) € U (7-tiltp(A)).
The following proposition plays an important role in this section.
Proposition 3.2 ([K2, Theorem 3.8(1)—(3)]). Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Let

Q be the Gabriel quiver of A and Q° the subquiver of @) obtained by removing all
loops. Then we have Q° = Q(up').

Applying the proposition above to 7-tilting reduction technique by Jasso [J], we
have the following result. Let X be a 7-rigid pair for A and X~ its co-Bongartz
completion. Consider the element

u(X) == (X, dpy(X7)) € U (-tiltp(A)),
where dp (X ™) is the set of all direct predecessors of X~ in 7-tiltpy (A).

Proposition 3.3. Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Let X be a T-rigid pair for A
and let Q be the Gabriel quiver of the T-tilting reduction A(X) with respect to X.
Then we have Q° = Q(u(X)).

Proof. Let X be a 7-rigid pair for A. By Proposition 2.8 we have a poset isomor-
phism 7-tiltpy (A) = 7-tiltp(A(X)), and hence Q(u(X)) = Q(ug‘(X)). On the other
hand, by Proposition 8.2, the quiver Q(ug‘(X)) is isomorphic to @°. Thus we have
the assertion. OJ

Combining Corollary 2.13] and Proposition [3.3] we have the desired result.

Proposition 3.4. Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Then the following statements
hold.

(1) Ut (7-tiltp(A)) = {u(X) | X € 7-rigidp(A)}.

(2) {Q2 | 8 € sbrick(A)} = {Q(u) | u € UT(7-tiltp(A))}.
Proof. (1) By definition, we have u(X) € U (7-tiltp(A)) for each 7-rigid pair X.
Consider an element u := (Xo,{X1,...,X;}) € UT(r-tiltp(A)). By Proposition
2.10(1), there exists a 7-rigid pair X such that u = u(X). Therefore we have the

assertion.
(2) The assertion follows from

{Qs | 8 € sbrick(A)} = {Qgm(ax)) | X € T-rigidp(A)} by Corollary 2.13]
={Q(u(X)) | X € -rigidp(A)} by Proposition
= {Q(u) | u € U™ (r-tiltp(A))} by (1)
The proof is complete. O
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The following theorem is one of main results in this paper.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that A is a T-tilting finite k-algebra. Then we have
max{FPdim (7-tiltp(A)), dp} < FPdim(A) < FPdim(7-tiltp(A)) + dy,

where dy, := max{dimy Ext}(S,S) | S € brick(A)}. In particular, if each brick has
no non-trivial self-extension, then we have

FPdim (A) = FPdim (7-tiltp(A)).

Proof. By the definition of dj, there exists a brick S such that dimy Ext’ (S, S) = dj.
Thus we obtain p(Qsy) = dp, and hence d, < FPdim(A). Let 8 be an arbitrary
semibrick in mod A and Qs its Ext-quiver. By Proposition [3.4)(2), there exists u €
Ut (-tiltp(A)) such that Qg = Q(u). Let Q(u)® be the quiver constructed from
Q(u) adding d, loops for each vertex. By maximality of d,, the quiver Qs is a
subquiver of Q(u)®. Thus it follows from Lemma E3|(1) that

p(Qw)) < p(Qs) < p(Q(u)™) = p(Q(u)) + dy.
This implies that FPdim (7-tiltp(A)) < FPdim(A) < FPdim (7-tiltp(A)) + ds. O

The finite lattice L in Example B is realized as the lattice 7-tiltp(A) for some
T-tilting finite algebra A. Thus we have the following result.

Example 3.6. Let A be a radical square zero algebra whose Gabriel quiver is
e——eoe——=eo .

Note that A is 7-tilting finite (for a criterion of 7-tilting finiteness, see [Ad] or
[Ao]). Then 7-tiltp(A) is isomorphic to the finite lattice L in Example Bl Thus
FPdim(7-tiltp A) = 2. By Theorem 3.5 we have

max{2,d,} < FPdim(A) <2+ d,.

We can check that each brick has no non-trivial self extension, that is, d, = 0. Hence
we have FPdim(A) = 2.

In the following, we give two applications of Theorem One is multiplicity-free
Brauer tree algebras and another is a generalization of [CC2, Theorem 4.1].

A multiplicity-free Brauer tree algebra is defined by a finite graph that is a tree.
For the definition and basic results, see [Al].

Proposition 3.7. Let A be a multiplicity-free Brauer tree algebra. Then we have
FPdim (A) = FPdim (7-tiltp(A)).

Proof. Note that (multiplicity-free) Brauer tree algebras are of finite representation
type, and hence 7-tilting finite. By Theorem [3.5] it is enough to show that d, = 0.
Let S be an arbitrary brick in mod A. If S is 7-rigid, then we obtain Ext!,(S,S) = 0
by the Auslander—Reiten formula. Assume that S is not 7-rigid. By [AZ, Theorem
1], there exists an indecomposable projective module P such that S = P/soc P.
Applying Homy4(—, S) to the short exact sequence 0 — soc P — P — S — 0 yields
an exact sequence

Hom 4 (soc P, S) — Ext!(S,S) — Ext! (P, S) = 0.
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By Hom(soc P, S) = 0, we have Ext!,(S,S) = 0. This implies that dj = 0. O

We propose a naive question. We define two special classes of Brauer tree algebras.
A graph G is called a star (respectively, a line) if it is isomorphic to the following
left-hand (respectively, right-hand) side graph:

[ J [ J
We call an algebra A a Brauer star algebra (respectively, a Brauer line algebra) if
it is a Brauer tree algebra defined by a star (respectively, a line). It is known that

Brauer star algebras are symmetric Nakayama algebras, and the Gabriel quivers of
Brauer line algebras are the following forms:

1 2 n—1_—"—"n. (3.1)

As will be shown in Theorem [BIJ(2) and Proposition [6.0], the Frobenius—Perron
dimension of a Brauer star algebra is exactly one, and that of a Brauer line algebra

is at least 2 cos(;75), where n is the number of non-isomorphic simple modules.

Question 3.8. Let G be a tree with n edges. Let Ag be the (multiplicity-free)
Brauer tree algebra associated with GG. Does the following inequalities hold?
FPdim (Agtar) < FPdim(Ag) < FPdim (Ajine),

where A, is the (multiplicity-free) Brauer star algebra and Ay, is the (multiplicity-
free) Brauer line algebra with n non-isomorphic simple modules.

Next, using the following result in [EJR], we give a generalization of [CC2, The-
orem 4.1]. Let Z(A) be the center of A and J(A) the Jacobson radical of A.

Proposition 3.9 ([EJR|, Theorem 11]). Let A be an arbitrary algebra and let r €
Z(A)N J(A). Then there exists a poset isomorphism

T-tiltp(A) — -tiltp(A/(r)),

where (r) is the two-sided ideal of A generated by r. In particular, if A is T-tilting
finite, then FPdim(7-tiltp(A)) = FPdim (7-tiltp(A/(r))).

Under a certain condition for r € Z(A) N J(A), we study a relationship between
FPdim(A) and FPdim(A/(r)). In the following, we fix a complete set {e; | i € A} of
primitive orthogonal idempotents of A.

Proposition 3.10. Let r € Z(A) N J(A) and B := A/(r). Then the following
statements hold.
(1) brick(A) = brick(B)
(2) Assume that re; = 0 holds for some 1 € A. If S is a brick in A with Se; # 0,
then Ext} (S, S) = Exty(S,S) holds.
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Proof. Since B is a factor algebra of A, we regard modB as the full subcate-
gory of modA. Thus we have Homp(M, N) = Homy (M, N) and Exth(M,N) C
Ext! (M, N) for M, N € modB.

(1) It is enough to show that brick(A) C brick(B). Let S be a brick in modA.
By r € Z(A) N J(A), the linear map — -7 : S — S is an A-module homomorphism,
which is not an epimorphism. Since S is a brick, we have Sr = 0. This implies that
S is a B-module. By Endg(S,S) = Enda(S,S) = k, the B-module S is a brick.
Thus we have brick(A) = brick (B).

(2) Let S be a brick in modA. By (1), it is a B-module, that is Sr = 0. We show
that Ext! (S, S) C Exty(S,S). Consider a short exact sequence

0=SL ML s o0

in modA. It is enough to show that M is a B-module or equivalently, Mr = 0.
By g(Mr) = g(M)r C Sr =0, we have Mr C Kerg = Imf. Thus we can identify
Mr with a submodule of S. By f(S)r = f(Sr) = 0, the universality of cokernels
yields an epimorphism h : S — Mr. Then h is not an isomorphism. Indeed, if h is
an isomorphism, then it induces an isomorphism Se; ~ (Mr)e; . By Se; # 0 and
Mre; = 0, this is a contradiction. Since S is a brick, the morphism S I Mrc Sis
zero. Thus we obtain A = 0, and hence Mr = 0. 0

As an immediate result, self-extensions of almost all bricks in mod A can be con-
trolled by bricks in mod(A/(r)) for r € Z(A) N J(e;Ae;).
Corollary 3.11. Let r € Z(A) N J(ejAe;) for some j € A and B := A/(r). Then
Ext! (S, S) = ExtL(S, S) holds for all S € brick(A) \ {S(5)}.

Proof. Let S € brick A\{S(j)}. Then there exists i € A such that i # j and Se; # 0.
By ¢ # j, we have re; = 0. Thus the assertion follows from Proposition B.10 O

The following results give a generalization of [CC2, Theorem 4.1].

Proposition 3.12. Assume that A is T-tilting finite. Let r € Z(A) N J(ejAe;) for
some j € A and B := A/{r). If Exty(S,S) = 0 holds for all S € brick(B), then we

have
max{FPdim(B),d} < FPdim(A) < FPdim(B) + d,
where d := dimy, Ext'(S(5), S(5)). In particular, if FPdim(B) = 0, then FPdim(A) =
d.
Proof. By Theorem 3.5 we have
max{FPdim (7-tiltp(A)), d,} < FPdim(A) < FPdim (7-tiltp(A)) + d.

Since r is in Z(A) N J(A), it follows from Proposition B9 that FPdim (7-tiltp(A)) =
FPdim (7-tiltp(B)). Since each brick in mod B has no non-trivial self-extension, we
have FPdim (7-tiltp(B)) = FPdim(B) by Theorem 3.5l On the other hand, by Corol-
lary B.IT], we have Ext!,(S,S) = Extp(S,S) = 0 for all S € brick(A) \ {S(5)}. This
implies that d, = d. The proof is complete. O

We immediately obtain the following result.



FP DIMENSION VIA 7-TILTING THEORY 13
Corollary 3.13. Let (A, B) be a pair of T-tilting finite algebras so that there exists
a finite sequence of (T-tilting finite) algebras

A =: Ao, Al = A0/<7’0>, ceey Ag = Ag,1/<7’g,1> = B,
where 1; € Z(A;) N J(ej,Ase;,) for some j; € A. If Exty(S,S) = 0 holds for all
S € brick(B), then we have
max{FPdim(B), d} < FPdim(A) < FPdim(B) + d,

where d := max{dimy Ext%(S(5;),S;)) | i € {0,1,...,£ —1}}. In particular, if
FPdim(B) = 0, then FPdim(A) = d.

Proof. By an argument similar to the proof in Proposition B12] we have

FPdim (7-tiltp(Ao)) = FPdim(7-tiltp(A;)) = - - - = FPdim(7-tiltp(A,))
and
Extly, (S, 5) = Ext}, (S,8) = -+ = Ext} (5,5) =0
for all S € brick(A)\ {S(j;) | i € {0,1,...,¢ —1}}. Thus the assertion follows from
Theorem B.5 O

We give an example of 7-tilting finite algebras with Frobenius-Perron dimension
zero. Let A be an algebra. A path in mod A is a sequence

VALY VAELNG VARG VAN VA

of non-zero non-isomorphisms f, ..., f; between indecomposable modules My, ..., M,
with ¢t > 1. Furthermore, if Mj is isomorphic to M;, then the path in mod A is called

a cycle. We call A a representation-directed algebra if there exists no cycle in mod A.

Note that all representation-directed algebras are of finite representation type (for

example, see [ASS| IX.3.4 Corollary]), and hence 7-tilting finite. It is known that

representation-directed algebras have the Frobenius-Perron dimension zero (JCCI]

Corollary 4.3]).

Proposition 3.14. Let A be a representation-directed algebra. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) The Gabriel quiver Q of A is acyclic. In particular, p(Q) = 0.

(2) If there exists a fully faithful functor mod B — mod A, then the algebra B is
also representation-directed.

(3) The Frobenius—Perron dimension of a factor algebra of A is zero.

For the convenience of the readers, we give a proof by 7-tilting theory.

Proof. (1) Suppose to the contrary that the Gabriel quiver @) of A is not acyclic.
Then there exists a path vy — vy = --- — v; in Q4 such that v; = v;. This yields
a cycle in mod A that is given by the corresponding indecomposable projective A-
modules, a contradiction. By Lemma [23](2), we have p(Q) = 0.

(2) If B is not representation-directed, then mod B admits a cycle. By the assump-
tion, the cycle in modB induces a cycle in modA. Thus A is not representation-
directed.
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(3) By Lemma 26, it is enough to check that FPdim(A) = 0. Let 8 be a (fi-
nite) semibrick in mod A and W the corresponding wide subcategory by Proposition
2.2l Since A is 7-tilting finite, it follows from Proposition that W can be re-
alized as a module category of some algebra B, that is, W = modB. By (2), B is

also representation-directed. By (1), we have p(Qs) = p(Qsim(3)) = 0, and hence
FPdim(A) = 0. O

We explain the relationship between Corollary 313 and [CC2, Theorem 4.1] below.

Remark 3.15. The pair (A, B) appeared in [CC2, Theorem 4.1] satisfies the as-
sumption in Corollary B.13l Indeed, if A is a bound quiver algebra satisfying the
commutativity condition of loops and B is the loop-reduced algebra of A (for def-
initions, see [CC2l, Definition 3.1]), then we can check that there exists a finite
sequence of algebras from A to B satisfying the condition in Corollary B.13l Since
representation-directed algebras are of finite representation type, B is 7-tilting fi-
nite, and hence so is A by Proposition 3.9 Furthermore, by Proposition B.14] the

Frobenius—Perron dimensions of representation-directed algebras are always zero.
Thus |[CC2, Theorem 4.1] is derived from Corollary B.I3l

The following example cannot be covered by [CC2, Theorem 4.1].
Example 3.16. Consider the quiver

Let L be the two-sided ideal of k() generated by all loops on ) and let I be the
two-sided ideal of k(@) generated by

a® + be — ¢b, ab, ac, ax, az, ba,b?, bz, bz, ca, 2, cx, cz, xy — 2w.

Then (kQ/I,kQ/L) satisfies the assumption in Corollary B.I3l Indeed, we have a
sequence of algebras

Ao =kQ/I, A1 = Ay/{a), Ay = A1/(b), A3 = Ay /{c) =2 kQ/L.
Furthermore, we can check that k@)/L is representation-directed. Thus we have
FPdim(kQ@/I) = 3.
Note that the two-sided ideal I does not satisfy the commutativity condition of

loops.

4. FROBENIUS—PERRON DIMENSIONS OF 7-TILTING FINITE ALGEBRAS OF TAME
REPRESENTATION TYPE

In this section, we determine the upper bounds of the Frobenius—Perron dimen-
sions of algebras of finite representation type and 7-tilting finite algebras of tame
representation type.



FP DIMENSION VIA 7-TILTING THEORY 15

Theorem 4.1. The following statements hold.

(1) If A is an algebra of finite representation type, then we have FPdim(A) < 2.

(2) If A is a T-tilting finite algebra of tame representation type, then we have
FPdim(A) < 2.

As shown in the following example, the upper bounds in Theorem [4L.1] are best
possible.

Example 4.2. It is known that Brauer graph algebras are of finite representation
type or of tame representation type. Furthermore, a Brauer graph algebra is of finite

representation type if and only if it is a Brauer tree algebra. For example, see [S|
Corollary 2.9].

(1) Let BL,, be a Brauer line algebra with n non-isomorphic simple modules.
Then BL, is of finite representation type and the Gabriel quiver ) of BL,
is given by (B1]). As will be shown in Proposition [6.6] we have

meuBngp@mZQam<nil).

This implies that lim FPdim(BL,) = 2.

n—oo

(2) Consider the bound quiver algebra A :=kQ/I, where
Q:aC1Qb;m1[:mm&w—my

Since A is a Brauer graph algebra but not a Brauer tree algebra, it is of tame

representation type. Furthermore, we have 7-tiltp(A) = {A, 0}, and hence A
is 7-tilting finite. Then we can easily check that FPdim(A) = p(Q) = 2.

In the following, we prove Theorem [4.1l A quiver A is said to be bipartite if each
vertex in A is a sink or a source. Let AJ be the set of sources in A and A; the set
of sinks in A. For a vertex i € Ay, let ds(i) be the set of all direct successors of i in
A and dp(i) the set of all direct predecessors of 7 in A. If A is bipartite, for each
i € Ad (respectively, j € Ay), we have ds(i) C A, and dp(i) = () (respectively,
ds(j) = 0 and dp(j) € Af). For a bipartite quiver A, we define a quadratic form

ga :R? — R as
QA(.’B) =4 Z .T? — Z ( Z aijxj)z,

JEAy iEAT jEAY
where a;; is the number of arrows from ¢ to j. Then ga satisfies the following
property, which plays an important role in the proof of Theorem [4.1l

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a bipartite quiver and ga the quadratic form. Then the
following statements hold.
(1) If the underlying graph of A is a simply-laced Dynkin diagram, then qa is
positive definite, that is, ga(x) > 0 holds for all x # 0.
(2) If the underlying graph of A is a simply-laced extended Dynkin diagram,
then qa is positive semidefinite, that is, ga(x) > 0 for all x, but not positive
definite.
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We will give the proof of Lemma [4.3] at the end of this section.

In the rest of this section, we assume that A is 7-tilting finite. By Remark 2.9] the
Gabriel quiver of A has no multiple arrows. As a result of Lemma [£.3, we have the
upper bound for the spectral radius of a bipartite quiver, called a separated quiver.
For a quiver @ = (Qo, @1), let Q5 :={i* |i € Qo} and Q5 := {i~ | i € Qo}. Define
a separated quiver Q°* = (Q§,Q3) of Q as Q) :== QX U QS and Q5 := {a* | a € Q1}
where o® is an arrow from it to j~ for each arrow « : ¢ — j in Q;. Note that
separated quivers are bipartite but not necessarily connected.

Proposition 4.4. Let () be a quiver without multiple arrows and let (Q° be its sepa-
rated quiver. Assume that each connected component of Q° is a simply-laced Dynkin
quiver or a simply-laced extended Dynkin quiver. Then we have p(Q) < 2. Further-
more, if all connected components of Q° are only simply-laced Dynkin quivers, then
we have p(Q) < 2.

Proof. Let M = (a;j)i jeg, be the adjacent matrix of (). Denote by € the set of all
connected components of Q°. Let & = (7;)icq, € C% with ||z| = 1, where | - ||
is the Euclidean norm. For each j~ € @, let x;,- := x;. Note that a;; equals the
number of arrows from i* to 7~ in *. Then we have

IMz)* < YO agla)? = > (D ayla- )
i€Qo jE€Qo AeCiteAp j7€A0

Assume that each connected component of (Q° is a simply-laced Dynkin quiver or a
simply-laced extended Dynkin quiver. By Lemma 3(2) and ||z| = 1, we obtain

IM|? <D 3 (D agly-D?<) Y 4y P=4

A€eCiteAg jTE€A AE@j—eAa

This implies ||[Mx| < 2. Since the spectrum radius p(M) is the absolute value of a
maximal eigenvalue of M, we have

Sup [Mz|| = p(M).

z|=1
Therefore, p(Q) = p(M) < 2 holds. Furthermore, we assume that all connected
components of Q° are only simply-laced Dynkin quivers. By a similar argument
above, it follows from Lemma 3|(1) that ||[Mz||*> < 4 holds, and hence p(Q) =
p(M) < 2. The proof is complete. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [4.1]

Proof of Theorem[4.1] Let A be a 7-tilting finite algebra. Let 8§ &€ sbrick A and Ws
the corresponding wide subcategory by Proposition Since A is 7-tilting finite, it
follows from Propositions 2.11] and 2.12] that there exists a finite-dimensional algebra
B such that Ws is equivalent to mod B and Q) := Qs = Qsim(p). By [ARS, Theorem
X.2.4], there exists a stable equivalence mod(B/rad* B) — modkQ®.

Assume that A is of tame representation type. Since there exist two fully faithful
functors mod (B/ rad® B) — mod B — mod A, it follows from [SS, XIX.1.11 Theorem]
that B and B/rad® B are of finite representation type or of tame representation type.
By [ARS, Theorem X.2.4] and [Ki, Corollary 3.4], the stable equivalence yields
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that the path algebra k@® is of finite representation type or of tame representation
type. For the former case, the quiver )° is a disjoint union of simply-laced Dynkin
quivers. By Proposition 4] we have p(Q) < 2. On the other hand, for the latter
case, the quiver Q¢ is a disjoint union of simply-laced Dynkin quivers and simply-
laced extended Dynkin quivers. Thus we have p(Q)) < 2. Hence FPdim(A) < 2.
By a similar argument above, if A is of finite representation finite, then we have

FPdim(A) < 2. O
In the following, we give a proof of Lemma 3]

Proof of Lemmal[{.3 Let A be abipartite quiver whose underlying graph is a simply-
laced Dynkin diagram or a simply-laced extended Dynkin diagram. We set A, =
{1,2,--+,1} and the elements in AJ is represented as e. If A is of type A;, then
we have ga(x) = 0 for all . In the following, we assume that A is not of type A;.
Then A has no multiple arrows and we have

gal@) = Y (d—ldp(Dz] = Y D wa,

JEAY i€AT I, kE;IS(z
J

where |dp(j)| is the cardinality of dp(j). Indeed, we obtain

DO aga)? =Y (> @)’

€AY JEAy i€AT jEds(i)

XY

i€AT jkeds(i)

—Z Z:c—i-z Z TjTy

ZEA+ jEds(7) ZEA+ J,k€ds()
£k
g |dp(j \:c + E g T;Ty.
JjeEAy ie A J:keds(i)
J#k

(1) Assume that the underlying graph of A is a Dynkin diagram of type A, that
is, A is one of the following quivers:

AV 6>l >]l<0 AP o1 .- AP 1< 0—>...>]

Then we have the following quadratic forms.

gam (x) = (1 — 22)° + - + (w21 — 2)* + 2] + 27,

+
gae () = (21 — 22)* 4+ -+ - + (w1 — 20)? + 27 + 227,
qae () = (21 — )% 4+ -+ (11 — m)® + 22% + 227,
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Assume that the underlying graph of A is a Dynkin diagram of type D, that is,
A is one of the following quivers:

AW . ¢ =1 < — <o AO) . ¢ =1 < —
{ !
° °
AO: 1< 6e>3<~..->]<e AN: 1< 0>3<~...—>]
| |
2 2

Then we have the following quadratic forms.

QA(4)(33) = (:L’l — x2)2 4+t (1’l71 . xl)Q + xlz’
gae () = (71 — 22)2 + -+ + (11 — )% + 222,

qae () = (21 — 372)2 + (\/5371 — %373)2 + (\/§£U2 —

+ <$3 — 1’4)2 + -+ (l’lfl — 1’1)2 + le,

qam () = (21 — 22)% + (V22 — %)2 + (V2zy — %J;;;)Q

+ (w3 — 24)? + -+ (11 — 1)) + 227

1

Vol

Assume that the underlying graph of A is a Dynkin diagram of type E, that is,
A is one of the following quivers:

A®) . ¢ 1< e—>3<oe A®: 1< 0e>2< 03

{ }

2 °
A(lo);.—>1<—.—>3<—.—>4 A(11)31<—.—>2<—.—>3<—.

| !

2 °
A2 . ¢ s 1<« 0>3<e0e—>4<0 Al): 1<« 62« 06>3< 04

| !

2 °
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Then we have the following quadratic forms.
qA(s)(:c) = (SL’l — .TQ)Q + (.Tl — 1’3)2 + (SL’Q — .T}3)2 + .T%,
1 1
qao () = (\/5551 - ﬁl’z)Q + (ﬁfb’z
gaon () = (21 — 29)* + (21 — 23)?

1 2

gaon (@) = (\/_$1—7$2)2+(7x2 \/_x?,) +x%,

gaoa () = (w1 — 22)° + (21 — 23) + (V212 —

— \/541:3)2 + 22+ :c%,

—V2x4)? + 22,

2 1 2
\/ﬁ )+(\/§{L‘3—\/§l‘4),

qaas (x) = (\fxl——xQ \/7332 \/7:703 x5 — V214)? + 22,

Thus we can easily check that all quadratic forms are posmve definite.
(2) Assume that the underlying graph of A is an extended Dynkin diagram of
type A or D, that is, A is one of the following quivers:

A . 1 ¢g>...—0—=>] Al . ¢ 51— ... >]< o
! !
° ° °
AB . 1 g 5... s]<—0 AUl . 1 ¢6>...« o—>]
| | | |
2 ° 2 -1

Then we have the following quadratic forms.

qaan (@) = (x1 — 22)? + -+ + (o1 + 1)° + (2 — 1)

0 (t=1)
QA(15)( ) { (l’l ) et (xl L — xl)Q (E > 2)
( (01— 22)” + (V211 — J53)° + (V225 — 5 )2 (1=3)
daee (®) = (27 — 29)% + (fxl — J513)? + (V22 — J53)?
L +(:1:3—:c4)2+-~ —1—(371 1 —1’1)2
( (.Tl — 1’2)2 + (SL’l — .T}3)2 + (.Tl — 1’4)2
+(372 — 1’3)2 + (SL’Q — .T}4)2 + (.T3 — 1’4)2
qaon () = (1 — x2)? + (\/51’1 - L4173.) (\/_372 z3)?
+($3—$4)+' +(3713—56’z 2)? (I1>5)

+( 5T1-2 — V2T, )2+ ( 5012 — \/_$l) + (2121 — xy)?

Note that

qA(14)<1, 1, . ..,1) =0 qA(w)(l 1 1) =0
Gate (1,1,2,2,...,2,2) =0 qA(m(l,l,Q,Q,...,2,2,1,1) 0
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_ Assume that the underlying graph of A is an extended Dynkin diagram of type
E, that is, A is one of the following quivers:

A(18)10—>1<—.—>3<—. A(19)21<—0—>2<—.—>4
! }
2< o o — 3
AP0 . ¢ 1< 06->2< 0-—>3<o AP 1<« ¢>2< 0e>4<0—>5
! |
d 3
A2 . ¢~ 1< e>3<0e>4<e0e—=>5 AP |« 02« 0e—>3<e—>4<o0
! }
2 °

Then we have the following quadratic forms.

qacs) () = (21 — 22)° + (21 — 23)° + (22 — 23)%,

daoo (@) = (V3 — %@)2 + (V35 — %@)2 + (V3as — %@)2,

30 (@) = (VEny = o)+ (s = Vo)

a3 (@) = (Va1 = 2=+ <:§ ? )+ (22 — 1)?
<§ ? D+ (e — V)

dsen@ = (P = T+ (Do = Tt (L - Ly
<§ ? D+ (g — V)

30 (@) = (VB = )+ <§ § 2+ (g — Vo)

Note that
qA(18)<1,171) =0 qA<19>(1,3,1,1) =0 qA(QO)(l,Q,l) =0

gaen(1,3,2,3,1) =0 qae(4,3,5,3,1) =0 qaes(1,3,2,1)=0

Thus we can easily check that all quadratic forms are positive semidefinite but
not positive definite. The proof is complete. O

5. FROBENIUS—PERRON DIMENSION OF NAKAYAMA ALGEBRAS

In this section, we determine the Frobenius-Perron dimension of a Nakayama
algebra. Namely, the aim is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let A be a Nakayama algebra. Then the following statements hold.

(1) If A is linear, then we have FPdim(A) = 0.
(2) If A is cyclic, then we have FPdim(A) = 1.
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To prove the theorem above, we first recall the definition and basic properties
of Nakayama algebras. For details, see [ASS, Chapter V]. We call an algebra A a
Nakayama algebra if A is isomorphic to the bound quiver algebra k@ /I, where each
connected component of () is isomorphic to one of the following two quivers

o a2 Qn—2 Qn—1
AT 1 2 n—1<—n,
~ o a2 Qn—2 Qn—1
A ittt
(0773

and [ is an admissible ideal of k(). Note that Af is a quiver with one vertex and
one loop. We call A a linear quiver and A,‘: a cyclic quiver. The (connected)
Nakayama algebra A is said to be linear (respectively, cyclic) if @) is isomorphic to
A (respectively, A5 for some n > 1. It is well known that all Nakayama algebras
are representation-finite (see [ASS| V.3.5 Theorem]), and hence 7-tilting finite.

Next, we give the description of indecomposable modules over a Nakayama alge-
bra. Let A be a connected Nakayama algebra with n non-isomorphic simple modules.
Since each indecomposable A-module M is uniserial (see J[ASS, V.3.2. Theorem)),
it has a unique composition series:

O:M()CMlCMQC"'CMl:M.

Thus M is uniquely determined by its (simple) socle M; = S(7) for some ¢ € Qg and
its length [ = ¢(M). We write such a module as M(i;1). By the definition of the
Auslander—Reiten translations 7, we have 7M(i;1) = M (i — 1;1) if M(i;1) is non-
projective. If M(i;1) is projective, then we put 7M(i;1) := 0. For a cyclic Nakayama
algebra, we identify i € Qo with i £ n, e.g., M(n + 1;1) = M(1;1). All bricks and
indecomposable 7-rigid modules are characterized by the following conditions.

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a connected Nakayama algebra with n non-isomorphic simple
modules and let M be an indecomposable A-module. Then the following statements

hold.
(1) M is a brick if and only if (M) < n.
(2) M is T-rigid if and only if M is projective or {(M) < n.

Proof. By the definition, the statement (1) is clear. The statement (2) follows from
[Ad, Proposition 2.5]. O

In the following, we give a proof of Theorem 5.1l First, we show Theorem B.T[(1).

Proof of Theorem[51(1). Let A be a linear Nakayama algebra, that is, a factor
algebra of the path algebra kA{™ for some n > 1. Since kA{™ is clearly representation-
directed, it follows from Proposition B.14(3) that FPdim(A) = 0 holds. O

We show Theorem [5.J(2). Assume that A is a cyclic Nakayama algebra. To cal-
culate the Frobenius—Perron dimension of A, it is necessary to determine the shapes
of the Ext-quivers of semibricks in mod A. We observe the Bongartz completion for
a 7-rigid pair (M,0) := (M(i;1),0). If M is projective, then (A,0) is the Bongartz
completion of (M,0). Assume that M is not projective. Since A is cyclic, we may
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assume that ¢ = 1. By Lemma [(2(2), we have | < min{¢(P(l)),n}. Define an
A-module M as M = M@ X @ P, where
X = EB M(1;j) and P := @ P(k).
1<l I<k<n
Note that End4(X) is an isomorphic to the path algebra kA;”; and Ends(P) is a
Nakayama algebra. The module M has the following properties.

Lemma 5.3. The following statements hold.
(1) (M,0) is the Bongartz completion of (M,0).
(2) Enda(M)/[M] is a Nakayama algebra.

Proof. (1) First, we show that (M, 0) is a 7-tilting pair. Since \M\ = n holds,
it is enough to claim that M is 7-rigid. By a property of the Auslander—Reiten
translation 7, we obtain

M = M(n;l) & EB M(n; 7).
1<5<«l
Since M(1;1) and M(1;5) (1 < j <) do not contain S(n) as a composition factor,
we have Homy (M, 7M) = 0.

To prove that (M, 0) is the Bongartz completion of (M, 0), it is enough to show
that, for each M (1;7) (1 < j <), there exists no exact sequence

L— M2 M1;5)—=0

such that M’ € add (M /M(1;7)). If such an exact sequence exists, then g is surjec-
tive. However, there exist no surjective maps from each module in add (M JM(1; 7))
to M(1; 7). This is a contradiction. Thus there exists no 7-tilting pairs (M’,0) such
that M € add M’ and (M, 0) < (M',0). Thus (M, 0) is the Bongartz completion of
(M,0).

(2) By M = M & X @ P, we have an algebra isomorphism

- Hom (M, M) Homa(X, M) Homyu(P, M)
Ends(M) = |Homyu (M, X) Homyu(X,X) Homa(P,X) (5.1)
Homa(M,P) Homa(X,P) Homu(P,P)

Since X does not have top(P) as a composition factor, Hom4 (P, X)) = 0 holds. Fur-
thermore, a non-zero morphism in Hom4(M(1; j), P) factors through M (1;¢). Thus
Hom (X, P)/[M](X, P) = 0 holds, where [M](X, P) is a subspace of Hom, (X, P)
consisting of morphisms factoring through some module in add M. By (5.1]), we have
an algebra isomorphism

End(M)/[M] = (End4(X)/[M](X, X)) x (End4(P)/[M](P, P)).

Since the class of Nakayama algebras is closed under taking factor algebras, we have
the assertion. O

The following proposition tells us the shape of the Ext-quiver of a semibrick.
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Proposition 5.4. Let 8(# 0) be a semibrick in modA. Then each connected com-
ponent of Qs is isomorphic to a linear quiver or a cyclic quiver. In particular, we
have p(Qs) < 1. Furthermore, p(Qs) = 1 if and only if Qs contains a cyclic quiver.

Proof. Let 8§ be a semibrick in mod A and let W be the corresponding wide subcate-
gory of mod A by Proposition 2.2l Note that § = sim(W) and Qs = Qsim(w). Since A
is 7-tilting finite, it follows from Proposition that W is a 7-perpendicular cate-
gory, that is, there exists a 7-rigid pair (N, P) for mod A such that W = W(N, P).

We show the assertion by induction on n := |A|. If n = 1 holds, then we have
wide A = {modA,0}. Thus the assertion clearly holds. Assume that n # 1. If N =0
holds, then W is equivalent to mod(A/AeA), where addeA = add P. Since A/AeA
is a Nakayama algebra, we have the assertion. If NV # 0 holds, then we can take an
indecomposable direct summand M of N. Let (M™,0) be the Bongartz completion
of (M,0). Then B := Ends(M™)/[M] is a Nakayama algebra and |B| = |A| — 1.
Indeed, if M is projective, then we have M ™ = A and End,(M™)/[M] = A/AeA for
some idempotent € € A. On the other hand, if M is non-projective, then it follows
from Lemma [5.3] that B is a Nakayama algebra. Furthermore, by Proposition 2.1T],
we have an equivalence of (abelian) categories

F:W(M,0) — modB.

This implies that W := F(W) is a wide subcategory of mod B and W = W'. In
particular, we have a quiver isomorphism Qsmw) = Qsimw). By the induction
hypothesis, each connected component of Qgm(wr) is isomorphic to A}~ or A,‘: for
some n > 1. The proof is complete. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [5.11(2).

Proof of Theorem[5.1)(2). Assume that the Gabriel quiver of A is isomorphic to A:
for some n > 1. By Proposition 5.4, we have

1 =p(A) < FPdim(A) :=sup{p(Qs) | 8 € sbrick(A)} < 1.

The proof is complete. ([l

6. FROBENIUS—PERRON DIMENSION OF GENERALIZED PREPROJECTIVE
ALGEBRAS OF DYNKIN TYPE

In this section, we study the Frobenius—Perron dimension of a generalized prepro-
jective algebra of Dynkin type in the sense of Geiss—Leclerc—Schroer [GLS].

6.1. Cartan matrices and Coxeter groups. In this subsection, we recall the
definitions of Cartan matrices and Coxeter groups associated to Dynkin diagrams:
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A,b:1—2—+-—n—-1—n E:1—2—3—5—6
|
4
B,:1—2—+.—n—-1=n E:1—2—3—5—6—7
|
4
¢:1—2—---—n—-1=n E:1—2—3—5—6—7—28
|
4
D,:1—2—---—n—-2—n F;:1—2=3—4 Gy: 1=2
|
n—1

Dynkin diagrams A,,, D,,, Eg, E7, and Eg are called simply-laced Dynkin diagrams.
We start with recalling the definition of Cartan matrices of Dynkin type. Let X,
be a Dynkin diagram with n vertices. We define an n x n-matrix C(X,,) = (¢;),
called the Cartan matriz of X, as follows:
e if 1 = 7, then ¢; = 2,
—1,-1) if 4 J,
—-1,-2) if i=—=7,

(
o if i # j, then (cy, ¢ji) = (=1,=-3) if i==
(

0,0) otherwise.
It is known that a Cartan matrix C' := C(X,,) has a symmetrizer, that is, there
exists a diagonal matrix D = diag(cy, ¢a, ..., ¢,) such that ¢y, co,..., ¢, € Z>; and

DC' is symmetric. Although a symmetrizer D is not unique, it is written as

(cdiag(1,...,1) if X,, = A,,,D,,, E,.,
cdiag(2,...,2,1) if X, =B,
D =< cdiag(l,...,1,2) if X, =C,,
cdiag(2,2,1,1) if X, = F,—4,
| cdiag(3,1) if X,, = G,,—o,
where ¢ is a positive integer. We say that a symmetrizer D is minimal if ¢ = 1.
Next, we recall the definitions of a Coxter group and its right weak order. For
details, refer to [BB]. Let C' be the Cartan matrix of a Dynkin diagram X,. The

Coxeter group W = W(C') associated to C' is defined by generators si, ss,..., s,
and relations (s;s;)™% = 1, where

if i=j,
if g j,
if g j,

T

E
<
I
S =W N =

if i=j.
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Each element w € W can be written in the form w = s;,s;, - - - 5;,. If £ is minimum,
then it is called the length of w and denoted by [(w). In this case, an expression
SiySiy - - S, of w is said to be reduced of w. Note that a (reduced) expression of w
is not necessarily unique.

For elements u,w € W, we write v <p w if there exist s;,,...,s;, € W such that

w=us; -, and [(w) = l(u) + k.

1k

It is obvious that <p gives a partial order on W. We call this partial order the right
weak order on W. It is known that (W, <g) forms a finite lattice (for example, see
[BB, Section 3.2]). By definition, the minimum element of (W, <g) is the identity
1 € W. Furthermore, since (W, <g) is a finite lattice, the maximum element (i.e.,
the longest element) wy € W exists. For a non-empty subset J of {s1,2,...,5,},
we set wo(J) == V.J.

Lemma 6.1 ([BB, Proposition 3.1.6 and Lemma 3.2.4]). Let J be a non-empty
subset of {s1,S2,...,8,}. Then the following statements hold.
(1) If u <g w holds, then we have [u,w] ~ [1,u w].
(2) If w <g ws; holds for each s; € J, then we have
V{ws; | s; € J} = wwy(J).

6.2. Generalized preprojective algebras. In this subsection, we recall the def-
inition of generalized preprojective algebras of Dynkin type. For details, refer to
IGLS]. Let X,, be a Dynkin diagram and C' = (¢;;) the Cartan matrix of X,, with
symmetrizer D = diag(cy,...,c,). Note that, if ¢;; < 0, then ged(|cyl, |c;i]) = 1.
Fix an acyclic quiver A satisfying the condition that c;; # 0 if and only if there
exists an edge (in the underlying graph of A) between i and j. We set

Q:={(i,7) | there exists an arrow from 7 to j in A},
QO :={(i,7) | (j,i) € Q} and Q := QU Q*.
Define a quiver @ = (Qo, Q1) as
Qo :={1,2,...,n},
Qri={ay:i—j|(,j)eQuU{e:i—ilieQo},
and elements pq, p2, p3 € k@ as

n

o
P1 = E 6@'17

i=1
Py = Z (ELcji‘aij - aije\jczﬂ) ’
(1,5)€Q
lejil—1
P3 = Z Z Sgn(iaj)E{aijaszLcﬂ‘ilif,
(j,)eqr f=0

where sgn(i,j) = 1if (i,7) € Q and sgn(i,j) = —1if (i,5) € Q*. Then the bound
quiver algebra II(C, D) := kQ/{p1, p2, p3) does not depend on the choice of A (up
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to isomorphisms). We call II(C, D) the generalized preprojective algebra associated
with (C, D). By [GLS, Theorem 1.7], the algebra II(C, D) is finite-dimensional.

Remark 6.2. In general, generalized preprojective algebras can be defined for
symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrices. By [GLS, Theorem 1.7], the gener-
alized preprojective algebra of a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix C' is
finite-dimensional if and only if C' is of Dynkin type. In this paper, we focus on
finite-dimensional algebras and, consequently, restrict our attention to generalized
preprojective algebras of Dynkin type.

We give a relationship between 7-tilting pairs for II(C, D) and the Coxeter group
associated to C. For each i € Qy, let I; := A(1 — e;)A. For a reduced expression
W = 8i, 8, "+ 8;,, we put L, = I; I, --- I,
Proposition 6.3 ([Mi, Theorem 2.30], [FG, Theorem 5.16, Theorem 5.17]). Let
Il = II(C, D) be the generalized preprojective algebra and let W = W (C) be the

Coxeter group. Then the assignment w — I, induces a poset isomorphism
(W, <®) — (7-tiltp(II°P), <),

where <% is the opposite order of the right weak order on W. In particular, II and
[I°P are T-tilting finite.

The proposition above says that I, can be uniquely extended to a 7-tilting pair
1y = (1w, P) for some projective module P. For simplicity, we identify I, with I,,.

6.3. The Frobenius—Perron dimension. The aim of this subsection is to show
the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Let C' be a Cartan matriz of Dynkin type with a symmetrizer D
and let A := II(C, D) = kQ/{(p1, p2, p3s) be the generalized preprojective algebra
associated with (C, D). Then FPdim(A) = p(Q) holds. Furthermore, the spectral
radius p(Q) is given by the tables in Theorem[1.4)

To prove Theorem [6.4], the following proposition plays an important role.

Proposition 6.5. Let A := II(C, D)°®. Let W be a wide subcategory of modA.
Then there ezists an idempotent e € A such that W is equivalent to mod(A/(e)).

Proof. By Proposition [6.3] A is 7-tilting finite. Let W be a wide subcategory of
mod A. By Proposition 212 there exists a 7-rigid pair X such that W = W(X). Let
W be the Coxeter group associated to C. By Proposition [6.3] there exist w,w’ € W
such that X* = I, and X~ = I, where X is the Bongartz completion and X~
is the co-Bongartz completion. Let J = {s;,...,s;,} = {si | Luws, € [Luw, L]}
Then X coincides with a maximal common direct summand of I, stil, el stil.
By Proposition Z10(2), we have

Iy = /\{Iwa stil’ cee stil}'

The poset isomorphism in Proposition yields v’ = V{w,ws;,,...,ws;}. By
Lemma [6.1[(2), we have w’ = wwy(J), where wy(J) := V.J. Thus we obtain

[wO(J) = /\{[1,[&.1, .. "[siz}'
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Since a maximal common direct summand of Iy, [, , ..., I, is given by the form

(P,0), where P is a projective A-module, it follows from Proposition 2.10(2) that
II]t(P, 0) = [IwO(J)a ]1]
In particular, we obtain
W(P, O) = Fac_[l N IIJJO(J) = mOdA N IIJJO(J) = I'j;()(J)

We can check that the Bongartz completion of (P,0) coincides with (A,0). By
Proposition 2.1, we have equivalences of categories

Ik ) = W(P,0) = mod (End(A)/[P]) = mod(4/(e)),

where e € A is the idempotent corresponding to P. On the other hand, by [Mul
Proposition 2.42 and Proposition 2.44], we have an equivalence of categories

Loy = Facl, NIy = W(X) =W.
The proof is complete. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [6.4]

Proof of Theorem[6.4 Let ) be the Gabriel quiver of A. Since @) is symmetric, it
is also the Gabriel quiver of the opposite algebra A°P. Let 8(# @) be a semibrick
in modA°® and W the corresponding wide subcategory by Proposition 2.2l By
Proposition [6.5] there exists an idempotent e € AP such that W = mod(A°?/(e)).
Since the Gabriel quiver of A°P/(e) is a subquiver of @, it follows from Lemma 23|(1)
that the inequality p(Qs) < p(Q) holds. This implies that FPdim(A°?) = p(Q). By
the standard k-duality, we have FPdim(A) = FPdim(A°) = p(Q). The remaining

assertion follows from the next proposition. O

Proposition 6.6. Consider the Gabriel quiver QQ of a generalized preprojective al-
gebra of Dynkin type. Then the spectral radius p(Q) is given by Table 1 and Table 2

in Theorem [1.4)

Proof. Assume that X, is a simply-laced Dynkin diagram. Then the adjacency
matrix of Q° is that of X,. The spectral radius p(X,) of (the adjacency matrix
of) X, is given by [DFGKK]. If D is minimal, then @ = Q° holds. Thus we have
p(Q) = p(X,). If D is not minimal, then @ is obtained from @° adding one loop in
each vertex. Thus we have M(Q) = M(Q°) + E,, where E, is an identity matrix.
This implies that p(Q) = p(X,,) + 1 holds.

Assume that X,, is a non-simply-laced Dynkin diagram. If D is not minimal, then
@ is isomorphic to the Gabriel quiver of the generalized preprojective algebra of
Dynkin type A,. Thus we have M(Q) = M(A,) + E,, and hence p(Q) = p(A,) + 1
In the following, we assume that D is minimal. Then the Gabriel quivers are given
by the following list.
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vy ) 0"

1 2 n—1—=n if X, =B,,
1 2 n—1——n if X, =C,,
Yy ()

1 2 3 4 if X,, = F,—4,
)

1—2 if X,, = G,,—».

Note that the quiver of B; has no loops and that of C; has exactly one loop. For
X € {Fy=4, Gy—2}, we can easily check that p(Q,) = HT\/E if X,, = F,—4 and %
if X,, = Gp—2. Assume that X,, = B,,. Let f,(z) be the characteristic polynomial of
the adjacency matrix of (). Then we have a recurrence relation

fraa(2) = (2 = 1) fnl2) = foa(2). (6.1)
Let x, := f,(1 + 2cosf). By the equation (G.1I]), we have a recurrence relation
Tpy1 = 2@, c080 — 1, (6.2)

where 1 = 1+ 2cosf and x9 = 1 + 2cosf + 2cos260. By solving the recurrence
relation (6.2]), we obtain the following equation.

(ew _ e*l‘@)xn = 2i(zgsin(n — 1)0 — xq sin(n — 2)0)

=2 <2 sin (M> cos Q) ,
2 2

e} n

where ¢ is the imaginary unit and e* := E —- Since e’
n!
n=0

9 _ 7 = 2isin @ holds, we

have

sin® - f,(1 4+ 2cosf) = 2sin (%712;1”) Cos g

Thus the all roots of the polynomial f,(z) are given by
2k
x =1+ 2cos < T

—1.2.....n).
2n+1) (k=12....n)

This implies that p(Q4) = 14 2cos(5257). Similarly, we have the spectral radius

for X,, = C,,. The proof is complete. O]
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