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WILLIAMS’ CONJECTURE HOLDS FOR GRAPHS OF
GELFAND-KIRILLOV DIMENSION THREE

TRAN QUANG DO, ROOZBEH HAZRAT, AND TRAN GIANG NAM

Abstract. A graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three is a connected finite essential graph
such that its Leavitt path algebra has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three. We provide number-
theoretic criteria for graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three to be strong shift equivalent.
We then prove that two graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three are shift equivalent if
and only if they are strongly shift equivalent, if and only if their corresponding Leavitt
path algebras are graded Morita equivalent, if and only if their graded K-theories, Kgr

0 , are
order-preserving Z[x, x−1]-module isomorphic. As a consequence, we obtain that the Leavitt
path algebras of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three are graded Morita equivalent
if and only if their graph C∗-algebras are equivariant Morita equivalent, and two graphs E
and F of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three are shift equivalent if and only if the singularity
categories Dsg(KE/J2

E
) and Dsg(KF/J2

F
) are triangulated equivalent.

Mathematics Subject Classifications 2020: 16S88, 37B10, 16D25, 46L35

Key words: Strong shift equivalent; Shift equivalent; Graded Grothendieck group; Tal-
ented monoid; Leavitt path algebra; graph C∗-algebra, Graded classification Conjecture.

1. Introduction

One of the fundamental objects of study in symbolic dynamics is called a shift of finite
type, which consists of sequences indexed by Z of symbols chosen from a finite set, that do
not include certain “forbidden” finite sequences, equipped with a shift map which creates
the dynamical behaviour. The applications abound, from topological quantum field theory,
ergodic theory, and statistical mechanics to coding and information theory [37]. An isomor-
phism between two shifts of finite type is called a conjugacy. Up to conjugacy, every shift of
finite type arises from an essential graph - that is, a finite connected directed graph E with
neither sources nor sinks [37]. The shift space XE associated to the graph E is given by the
set of bi-infinite paths in E, and the natural shift of the paths to the left. This is called an
edge shift.

Determining whether two shifts of finite type XE and XF are conjugate is in general a
difficult problem, because it requires knowledge of all possible bi-infinite paths in E and
F . In his seminal paper [45], Williams introduced the notions of strong shift equivalence
(SSE) and shift equivalence (SE), which are more tractable. Williams [45] showed that two
subshifts of finite type XE and XF are conjugate if and only if the adjacency matrices of E
and F are strong shift equivalent, if and only if E can be obtained from F by a sequence
of in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and out-amalgamations (see Theorem 2.10
below).

Shift equivalence is a weaker equivalence relation than SSE, and is also more computable.
Williams originally asserted in [45] that SE is equivalent to SSE. Although he identified a
flaw in the proof of the direction “SE implies SSE” a year later [46], and the above assertion
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is known as the Williams’ conjecture (see Conjecture 2.12 below). It took 25 years before
the Williams’ conjecture was disproved, through counterexamples found by Kim and Roush
in [34]. However, identifying classes of edge shifts for which SE and SSE are equivalent is
an open problem. Even in the case of graphs with two vertices, examples are abound [37,
Example 7.3.13] (see Example 2.11 below). Considering how difficult this is, anything new
we can say about strong shift equivalence while merely assuming shift equivalence is bound
to be very interesting.

Very recently, Cordeiro, Gillaspy, Gonçalves and the second author [20] proved that
Williams’ conjecture holds for the class of meteor graphs – That is, an essential graph
consisting of two disjoint cycles and the paths connecting these cycles. The second author
and Pacheco [32] showed that Williams’ conjecture holds for the class of essential graphs
with three vertices, no parallel edges with no trivial hereditary and saturated subsets.

The aim of this article is to investigate Williams’ conjecture for the class of graphs of
finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. It is well-known that the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is a
power tool to investigate infinite dimensional algebras. In [6] Alahmadi, Alsulami, Jain and
Zelmanov provided that the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of the Leavitt path algebra L(E) of
a finite graph E is finite if and only if E is a graph with disjoint cycles. In this case, the
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of the Leavitt path algebra LK(E), with coefficient in a field K, is
a natural number. In particular, the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of the Leavitt path algebra
of an essential graph is odd number. Motivated by this nice result, we say that a graph of
finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is an essential graph for which its Leavitt path algebra has
finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. In this article, we prove that Williams’ conjecture holds
for the class of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three–It contains the class of meteor
graphs as a special case. We refer to Remark-Definition 3.4 for an explicit description of
graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three.

Several tools we use are well known, namely, Williams’ graph moves and Krieger’s dimen-
sion theory (see Section 2.4 below). Our main idea is to make a connection from symbolic
dynamics, via the theory of Leavitt path algebras, to the notion of talented monoids intro-
duced by the second author and H. Li [30] as follows: If essential graphs E and F are shift
equivalent, i.e., their adjacency matrices AE and AF are shift equivalent, then their Krieger’s
dimension groups are isomorphic, ∆At

E

∼= ∆At
F
by [35, Theorem 4.2] (see Theorem 2.13 be-

low). It is well-known that ∆At
E

∼= Kgr
0 (LK(E)), the latter being the graded Grothendieck

group of the Leavitt path algebra L(E) [29, Lemma 11] (see, also [9]). Therefore, we im-
mediately get a Z[x, x−1]-order isomorphism Kgr

0 (LK(E)) ∼= Kgr
0 (LK(F )). The positive cone

of the graded Grothendieck group Kgr
0 (LK(E)) may be described explicitly based on E, via

the so-called talented monoid TE of E. Thereby, from a shift equivalence of graphs we ob-
tain a Z-monoid isomorphism TE

∼= TF . This isomorphism provides us control over special
elements of the talented monoids and consequently on the geometry of the graphs. Thus,
a careful analysis of the monoid isomorphism and Williams’ graph moves allows us to give
number-theoretic criteria for graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three to be strong shift
equivalent and use then these criteria to prove that Williams’ conjecture holds for these
graphs.

It has already noticed by Cuntz and Krieger in 1980’s [23] that the notion of shifts of
finite type and their equivalences can be related to invariances of certain graph C∗-algebras.
This line of research was pursued and substantially developed by Matsumoto and others (see
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[38, 26] and the references there). The Leavitt path algebras which are the discrete version of
graph C∗-algebras, were introduced in 2005 and the classification of these algebras and their
relations to shift of finite type became an active line of research [2, 22]. Being purely algebraic
objects, they facilitate connections with other areas of algebra, such as representation theory
and even chip-firing games [5, 31]. One of the main conjectures that would relate these topics
is the Graded Morita Classification Conjecture: For any finite graphs without sinks E and
F , their adjacency matrices are shift equivalent if and only if if their Leavitt path algebras
are graded Morita equivalent if and only if their graph C∗-algebras are equivariant Morita
equivalent. Reformulating this in terms of K-theory enables us to eliminate the no-sink
assumption from the Conjecture (Conjecture 2.7 below): for two finite graphs E and F , the
Leavitt path algebra LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent to LK(F ) if and only if there is
an order-preserving Z[x, x−1]-module isomorphism Kgr

0 (LK(E)) ∼= Kgr
0 (LK(F )). A similar

Conjecture can be written in the analytic setting [22]: The graph C∗-algebras C∗(E) and
C∗(F ) are equivariant Morita equivalent if and only if KT

0 (C
∗(E)) ∼= KT

0 (C
∗(F )) as order-

preserving Z[x, x−1]-modules. In this paper we show that these conjectures hold for the class
of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three.

For a field K and a finite graph E, the path algebra KE of E is the K-vector space with
a basis consisting all (finite) paths in E and the multiplication of paths is just juxtaposition.
There are close relations between Leavitt path algebras and the representation theory of
KE/J2

E, where JE is the two-sided ideal of KE generated by all edges in E. For a finite
dimensional K-algebra A, the singularity category Dsg(A) of A, due to Buchweitz [15] and
Orlov [39], defined as the Verdier quotient category of the bounded derived category of finitely
generated left A-modules modulo the full subcategory consisting of perfect complexes. It
was proved by Chen and Yang [18], using the results of Paul Smith [44] and Hazrat [29], that
for essential graphs E and F , Dsg(KE/J2

E) is triangulated equivalent to Dsg(KF/J2
F ) if and

only if LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent to LK(F ). Combining this with [29, Proposition
15 (3)], we obtain that the triangulated equivalence of Dsg(KE/J2

E) and Dsg(KF/J2
F ) implies

the shift equivalence of AE and AF . Conjecture 8.8.2 of [22] says that the converse of this
assertion also holds. In this paper we prove that the conjecture holds for the class of graphs
of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we recall the fundamental concepts of Γ-
monoids, the monoidsME , TE associated with a directed graph E, in-splitting, out-splittings,
and Krieger’s dimension group to enable our careful analysis of the talented monoid TE ,
which is a Z-monoid. In Section 3, using talented monoids, we show that the class of graphs
with disjoint cycles is closed under shift equivalence and shift equivalence preserves the cycle
structure of these graphs (Theorem 3.2). Then, by a careful analysis of graphs moves (I) and
(O), we provide number-theoretic criteria for graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three to
be strong shift equivalent (Theorems 3.10 and 3.12). In Section 4, based on the previous
sections, we show that both Williams’ Conjecture and The Graded Classification Conjecture
hold for the class of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three (Theorem 4.3). Consequently,
we obtain that the Leavitt path algebras of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three
are graded Morita equivalent if and only if their graph C∗-algebras are equivariant Morita
equivalent (Corollary 4.4), as well as show that for two graphs E and F of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three, their adjacency matrices are shift equivalent if and only if the singularity
categories Dsg(KE/J2

E) and Dsg(KF/J2
F ) are triangulated equivalent (Corollary 4.5).
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Throughout we write N for the set of non-negative integers, and under the usual sum, it
is the free monoid generated by a single element.

2. Preliminaries: Monoids, Graphs and Algebras

2.1. Monoids, Z-monoids and order ideals. A semigroup is a set with an associative
binary operation. Subsemigroups of a semigroup are defined in the usual sense: these are
the nonempty subsets closed under the operation.

A monoid is a semigroup whose operation has an identity element. A submonoid of a
monoid is a subsemigroup that also contains the identity. Throughout this paper, we are
most interested in commutative monoids, which are those with a commutative operation. In
this case, the operation is written additively (with the symbol +) and the unit is denoted as
zero (0). A commutative monoid M is called conical if x + y = 0 in M implies x = y = 0.
The monoid M is called cancellative if x+ a = y + a in M implies x = y.

Given a commutative monoid M , we define the algebraic preorder on M by setting x ≤ y
if y = x + z for some z ∈ M . If M is conical and cancellative, then ≤ is a partial order.
Conversely, if ≤ is a partial order then M is conical.

A Γ-monoid, where Γ is an abelian group, consists of a monoid M equipped with a group
action of Γ by monoid homomorphisms. The image of an element m ∈ M under the action
of a group element γ ∈ Γ is denoted by γm. A monoid homomorphism φ : M −→ M ′ is
called a Γ-monoid homomorphism if φ(γm) =γφ(m) for all m ∈ M and γ ∈ Γ.

The set of natural numbers is denoted by N = {0, 1, 2, . . .}. Under the usual sum, it is
the free monoid generated by a single element. One of the Z-monoids we encounter in this
paper is the following.

Definition 2.1. Let k be a positive integer. The monoid T =
⊕k

i=1N, with the action of Z
defined by 1(a1, . . . , ak−1, ak) = (ak, a1 . . . , ak−1), is called the Z-cyclic monoid of rank k.

Let M be a Γ-monoid and γ ∈ Γ. The Γ-monoid M is called γ-periodic if γm = m for all
m ∈ M . A Γ-ordered ideal of M is a submonoid I of M which is closed under the action of
Γ and it is hereditary in the sense that x ≤ y and y ∈ I imply x ∈ y. A nonzero Γ-monoid
M is called simple if the only order-ideals of M are 0 and M .

Let I be an order-ideal of M . Definite an equivalence relation ∼I on M as follows: For
a, b ∈ M , there exist x, y ∈ I such that a+x = b+ y. This is a congruence relation and thus
one can form the quotient Γ-monoid M/ ∼ which we will denote by M/I.

For {a1, . . . ak} ⊆ M , we denote the Γ-order ideal of M generated by the elements ai by
〈a1, . . . , ak〉. It is easy to see that

〈a1, . . . , ak〉 =
{
x ∈ M | x ≤

∑

(i1,...,ik)∈Γk

γ1a1 + · · ·+ γkak

}
.

2.2. Graphs and associated monoids. A (directed) graph E = (E0, E1, r, s) consists of
two disjoint sets E0 and E1, called vertices and edges respectively, together with two maps
r, s : E1 −→ E0. The vertices s(e) and r(e) are referred to as the source and the range of
the edge e, respectively. A graph E is called row-finite if |s−1(v)| < ∞ for all v ∈ E0. A
graph E is called finite if both sets E0 and E1 are finite.
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A sink in a graph E is a vertex v ∈ E0 with |s−1(v)| = 0; a source is a vertex v ∈ E0 with
|r−1(v)| = 0. A finite graph is essential if it is a graph with neither sources nor sinks.

Let E be a graph. A (finite) path in E is a string p = e1 · · · en of edges ei ∈ E1 such that
r(ei) = s(ei+1) for all i. The length of the path p = e1 · · · en is n, and is denoted by |p|. The
source and range maps on edges are extended to paths as

s(e1 · · · en) = s(e1) and r(e1 · · · en) = r(en).

Vertices are regarded as paths of length 0, with each vertex coinciding with its source and
its range. We denote by Path(E) the set of all paths in E.

A vertex v ∈ E0 is said to lie on a path p if v is the source or the range of one of the
edges which comprise p. The set of vertices that lie on p is denoted by p0.

A path p = e1 · · · en of positive length is a cycle based at the vertex v if s(p) = r(p) = v
and the vertices s(e1), s(e2), . . . , s(en) are distinct. An edge f ∈ E1 is called an exit of a
cycle e1 · · · en if there is an 1 ≤ i ≤ n such that s(f) = s(ei) and f 6= ei.

A subset H of E0 is called hereditary if r(e) ∈ H implies s(e) ∈ H for all e ∈ E1. And H is
called saturated if whenever v is a regular vertex in E0 with the property that s(r−1(v)) ⊆ H ,
then v ∈ H . For a subset X ⊆ E0, the hereditary saturated closure of X , denoted by X, is
the smallest hereditary and saturated subset of E0 containing X .

Definition 2.2. Let E be a row-finite graph. We define FE to be the free commutative
monoid generated by E0. The graph monoid of E, denoted ME , is the quotient of FE by the
relation

v =
∑

e∈s−1(v)

r(e)

for every v ∈ E0 that is not a sink.

The relations defining ME can be described more concretely as follows: First, define a
relation →1 on FE as follows: for

∑n
i=1 vi ∈ FE , and any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, set

n∑

i=1

vi →1

n∑

i 6=j

vi +
∑

e∈s−1(vj)

r(e).

Then ME is the quotient of FE by the congruence → generated by →1. To be precise, →
is the smallest reflexive, transitive and additive relation on FE which contains →1. This
relation may be regarded as follows: If x =

∑
i xi is an element of FE , we may “let a vertex

xi flow” to construct the element y1 =
(∑

j 6=i xj

)
+
∑

e∈s−1(xi)
r(e) with x → y1. Repeating

this procedure and “letting a vertex of y1 flow”, we construct another element y2 ∈ FE

such that y1 → y2. In other words, we simply apply the definition of →1 to vertices in the
representation of elements of FE . By the definition of →, every element y ∈ FE such that
x → y may be constructed from x by “letting its vertices flow successively” in this manner.

The following lemma is essential to the remainder of this paper, as it allows us to translate
the relations in the definition of ME in terms of the simpler relation → in FE .

Lemma 2.3 ([8, Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3]). For every row-finite graph E, the following state-
ments hold:
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(1) If a, b ∈ FE \ {0}, then a = b in ME if and only if there exists c ∈ FE such that a → c
and b → c. (Note that, in this case, a = b = c in ME.)

(2) If a = a1 + a2 and a → b in FE, then there exist b1, b2 ∈ FE such that b = b1 + b2,
a1 → b1 and a2 → b2.

Next we define the talented monoid TE of E, which is believed to encode the graded
structure of the Leavitt path algebra LK(E) (see Conjecture 2.7) and, later in the paper,
plays the role of a bridge between symbolic dynamics and the theory of Leavitt path algebras.

Definition 2.4 ([30, Page 436]). For a row-finite graph E, the talented monoid of E, denoted
by TE , is the commutative monoid generated by {v(i) | v ∈ E0, i ∈ Z}, subject to

v(i) =
∑

e∈s−1(v)

r(e)(i+ 1)

for every i ∈ Z and every v ∈ E0 that is not a sink. The additive group Z of integers acts
on TE via monoid automorphisms by shifting indices: For each n, i ∈ Z and v ∈ E0, define
nv(i) = v(i + n), which extends to an action of Z on TE . Throughout the paper we denote
the elements v(0) in TE by v.

The talented monoid of a graph can also be seen as the graph monoid of the so-called

covering graph of E, denoted by E: we have E
0
= E0 × Z, E

1
= E1 × Z and the range and

source maps are given by

s(e, i) = (s(e), i), r(e, i) = (r(e), i+ 1).

Note that the graph monoid ME has a natural Z-action by n(v, i) = (v, i+n). The following
theorem allows us to use Lemma 2.3 for the talented monoid TE by identifying it with ME .

Theorem 2.5 ([30, Lemma 3.2]). For every row-finite graph E, the correspondence

TE −→ ME

v(i) 7−→ (v, i)

induces a Z-monoid isomorphism.

We should note that in [7, Lemma 5.5] the authors showed that ME is cancellative if and
only if E is acyclic for all E. Also, it is not hard to see that E is acyclic for all E. Therefore,
TE is a cancellative monoid for all E.

2.3. Leavitt path algebras. The Leavitt path algebra LK(E) of a graph E with coefficients
in a field K was introduced by Abrams and Aranda Pino in [3], and independently by Ara,
Moreno and Pardo in [8]. Leavitt path algebras generalize the Leavitt algebras LK(1, n) of
[36], and are intimately related to graph C∗-algebras (see [41]). We refer the reader to [1]
and [2] for a detailed history and overview of Leavitt path algebras.

Definition 2.6. For a row-finite graph E = (E0, E1, s, r) and any field K, the Leavitt path
algebra LK(E) of the graph E with coefficients in K is the K-algebra generated by the union
of the set E0 and two disjoint copies E1, say E1 and {e∗ | e ∈ E1}, satisfying the following
relations for all v, w ∈ E0 and e, f ∈ E1:

(1) vw = δv,ww;
(2) s(e)e = e = er(e) and e∗s(e) = e∗ = r(e)e∗;
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(3) e∗f = δe,fr(e);
(4) v =

∑
e∈s−1(v) ee

∗ for any vertex v that is not a sink;

where δ is the Kronecker delta.

It can be shown ([3, Lemma 1.6]) that LK(E) is unital if and only if E0 is finite; in this
case the identity of LK(E) is

∑
v∈E0 v. For any path p = e1e2 · · · en, the element e∗n · · · e

∗
2e

∗
1

of LK(E) is denoted by p∗. It can be shown ([3, Lemma 1.7]) that LK(E) is spanned as
a K-vector space by {pq∗ | p, q ∈ Path(E), r(p) = r(q)}. Indeed, LK(E) is a Z-graded
K-algebra: LK(E) =

⊕
n∈ZLK(E)n, where for each n ∈ Z, the degree n component LK(E)n

is the set spanK{pq
∗ | p, q ∈ Path(E), r(p) = r(q), |p| − |q| = n}.

Finding a complete invariant for the classification of Leavitt path algebras is an ongoing
endeavor. The Graded Classification Conjecture ([28, 29], [2, §7.3.4]) roughly predicts that
the graded Grothendieck group Kgr

0 classifies Leavitt path algebras of finite graphs, up to
graded isomorphism. The conjecture is closely related to Williams’ conjecture (see §2.4).

In order to state the Graded Classification Conjecture, we first recall the definition of the
graded Grothendieck group of a Γ-graded ring. Given a Γ-graded ring A with identity and
a graded finitely generated projective (right) A-module P , let [P ] denote the class of graded
A-modules graded isomorphic to P . Then the monoid

V
gr(A) = {[P ] | P is a graded finitely generated projective A-module}

has a Γ-module structure defined as follows: for γ ∈ Γ and [P ] ∈ Vgr(A), γ.[P ] = [P (γ)],
where [P (γ)] is the γ-twist of P .

The group completion of Vgr(A) is called the graded Grothendieck group and is denoted by
Kgr

0 (A). The Γ-module structure on Vgr(A) induces a Z[Γ]-module structure on the group
Kgr

0 (A). In particular, the graded Grothendieck group of a Z-graded ring has a natural
Z[x, x−1]-module structure.

By [7, Proposition 5.7], TE is Z-monoid isomorphic to the monoid Vgr(LK(E)), where E
is a row-finite graph and K is an arbitrary field.

Conjecture 2.7 (The Graded Classification Conjecture). Let E and F be finite
graphs, and K a field. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The Leavitt path algebras LK(E) and LK(F ) are graded Morita equivalent;

(2) There is an order-preserving Z[x, x−1]-module isomorphism Kgr
0 (L(E)) → Kgr

0 (L(F ));

(3) The talented monoids TE and TF are Z-isomorphic.

We refer the reader to [4, 9, 10, 12, 11, 16, 25, 49] for works on the graded classification
conjecture.

2.4. Symbolic Dynamics. The notion of shift equivalence for matrices was introduced by
Williams in [45] (see also [37, §7]) in an attempt to provide computable machinery for deter-
mining the conjugacy between two shifts of finite type. Recall that two square nonnegative
integer matrices A and B are called elementary shift equivalent, and denoted by A ∼ES B, if
there are nonnegative matrices R and S such that A = RS and B = SR. Two square non-
negative integer matrices A and B are called strong shift equivalent, denoted by A ∼SSE B,
if there is a sequence of finite elementary shift equivalences from A to B. The weaker notion
of shift equivalence is defined as follows. The nonnegative integer matrices A and B are
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called shift equivalent, denoted by A ∼SE B, if there exist l ≥ 1 and nonnegative matrices
R and S such that Al = RS and Bl = SR, and AR = RB and SA = BS. It is not hard
to see that strong shift equivalence implies shift equivalence (see, e.g., [37, Theorem 7.3.3]).
The problem of deciding whether the converse is true remained open for a long time and was
known as Williams’ conjecture.

The adjacency matrix AE ∈ ME0(N) of a graph E provides the link between symbolic
dynamics and graphs. By definition, AE is a square matrix with

AE(v, w) =
∣∣(s−1(v) ∩ r−1(w)

)∣∣ .
Conversely, any A ∈ Mn(N) can be interpreted as the adjacency matrix on a graph E with
|E0| = n; E1 consists of precisely A(i, j) edges from vertex i to vertex j, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Identifying a square nonnegative integer matrix with its associated graph (and the graph
with its adjacency matrix), Williams [45] showed that two matrices A and B are strongly
shift equivalent if and only if one can reach from A to be B with certain graph moves. We
recall these in and out-splitting graph moves here, as we will employ them throughout the
text.

Move (I): In-splitting.

Definition 2.8 ([2, Definition 6.3.20]). Let E be a graph. For each v ∈ E0 with r−1(v) 6= ∅,

take a partition
{
E

v
1 , . . . , E

v
m(v)

}
of r−1(v). We form a new graph F as follows. Set

F 0 =
{
vi | v ∈ E0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m(v)

}
∪
{
v | r−1(v) = ∅

}

F 1 =
{
ej | e ∈ E1, 1 ≤ j ≤ m(s(e))

}
∪
{
e | r−1(s(e)) = ∅

}
,

and define the source and range maps as follows: If r−1(s(e)) 6= ∅, and e ∈ E
r(e)
i , then

s(ej) = s(e)j , r(ej) = r(e)i, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ m(s(e)).

If r−1(s(e)) = ∅, set s(e) as the original source of e, and r(e) = r(e)i, where e ∈ E
r(e)
i .

The graph F is called an in-splitting of E, and conversely E is called an in-amalgamation
of F . We say that F is formed by performing Move (I) on E.

Move (O): Out-splitting. The notions dual to those of in-splitting and in-amalgamation
are called out-splitting and out-amalgamation, respectively. Given a graph E = (E0, E1, r, s),
the transpose graph is defined as E∗ = (E0, E1, s, r).

Definition 2.9 ([2, Definition 6.3.23]). A graph F is an out-splitting (out-amalgamation)
of a graph E if F ∗ is an in-splitting (in-amalgamation) of E∗, and we say that F is formed
by performing Move (O) on E.

We emphasize that in this paper, we require the sets E
i
v used in in- or out-splitting to be

non-empty.

Let E be an essential graph with the discrete topology on E1. Define the topological edge
shift (XE, σE) by setting:

XE := {x = (xn)n∈Z | xn ∈ E1 such that s(xn) = r(xn+1)} ⊆ (E1)Z

where σE : XE −→ XE is the shift map with σ(x)n = xn+1 for all n ∈ Z.
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Two edge shifts XE and XF is conjugate, denoted XE
∼= XF , if there is a homeomorphism

f : XE −→ XF such that the following diagram

XE

σE

��

f // XF

σF

��
XE

f // XF

is commutative.

We are now able to present the precise form of Williams’ celebrated criteria for the
conjugacy of edge shifts established in [45].

Theorem 2.10 (Williams [45]). Let E and F be essential graphs, and let AE and AF be the
adjacency matrices of E and F , respectively. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) XE is conjugate to XF ;

(2) AE ∼SSE AF ;

(3) E can be obtained from F by a sequence of in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations,
and out-amalgamations.

It is worth mentioning the following example.

Example 2.11 ([37, Example 7.3.13]). Let E and E be the following graphs:

E = •v
)) k edges

**
•w hh

(k−1) edges

jj and F = •v
)) k(k−1) edges

**
•w hhjj

We have that the adjacency matrices of E and F are respectively the following matrices:

AE =

(
1 k

k − 1 1

)
and AF =

(
1 k(k − 1)
1 1

)
.

Then AE ∼SE AF for all k ≥ 1 and AE ∼SSE AF for all 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, but it is not known
whether AE ∼SSE AF when k ≥ 4.

Considering how difficult this is, anything new we can say about strong shift equivalence
while merely assuming shift equivalence is bound to be interesting. The following conjecture
was proposed by Williams [46] in 1974.

Conjecture 2.12 (Williams’ conjecture [46]). AE ∼SE AF ⇐⇒ AE ∼SSE AF for
essential graphs E and F .

It took 25 years before a counterexample was found by Kim and Roush [34]. More
precisely, Kim and Roush showed that there are essential graphs E and F of order 7 with
AE ∼SE AF while AE ≁SSE AF . However, identifying classes of edge shifts for which shift
equivalence and strong shift equivalence are equivalent is an open question.

Although strong shift equivalence characterizes conjugacy of shifts of finite type, there is
no general algorithm for deciding whether XA and XB are strongly shift equivalent, even for
2 × 2 matrices A,B. The weaker notion of shift equivalence is easier to analyze, as Krieger
established. In [35], he proposed an invariant for classifying the irreducible shifts of finite
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type up to shift equivalence. Surprisingly, Krieger’s dimension group in symbolic dynamics
turns out to be expressible as the graded Grothendieck group of a Leavitt path algebra.

Let A be a nonnegative integral n × n-matrix. Consider the sequence of free ordered
abelian groups Zn → Zn → · · · , where the ordering in Zn is defined point-wise (i.e., the
positive cone is Nn). Then A acts as an order-preserving group homomorphism on this
sequence, as follows:

Z
n A
−→ Z

n A
−→ Z

n A
−→ · · · .

The direct limit of this system, ∆A := lim−→A
Zn, along with its positive cone, ∆+

A, and the
automorphism which is induced by A on the direct limit, δA : ∆A → ∆A, is the invariant
considered by Krieger, now known as Krieger’s dimension group. Following [37], we denote
this triple by (∆A,∆

+
A, δA).

The following theorem was proved by Krieger ([35, Theorem 4.2], see also [37, §7.5] for a
detailed algebraic treatment).

Theorem 2.13 ([35, Theorem 4.2]). Let A and B be two square nonnegative integer matrices.
Then, A and B are shift equivalent if and only if

(∆A,∆
+
A, δA)

∼= (∆B,∆
+
B, δB).

Wagoner noted that the induced structure on ∆A by the automorphism δA makes ∆A a
Z[x, x−1]-module, where the action of δA is multiplication by x−1 (see [30, Lemma 11]). This
fact was systematically used in [47, 48] (see also [14, §3]).

Let E be a row-finite graph and K a field. Recall that the graded Grothendieck group
Kgr

0 (LK(E)) has a natural Z[x, x−1]-module structure. Theorem 2.14 shows that the graded
Grothendieck group of the Leavitt path algebra LK(E) coincides with the Krieger’s dimension
group associated to At

E , the transpose of the adjacency matrix AE:(
Kgr

0 (LK(E)), (Kgr
0 (LK(E))+

)
∼= (∆At

E
,∆+

At
E

).

This will provide a link between the theory of Leavitt path algebras and symbolic dynam-
ics [9, 29, 27].

Theorem 2.14 ([9, 30]). Let E be an essential graph with adjacency matrix AE and K a
field. Then, there is a Z[x, x−1]-module isomorphism φ : Kgr

0 (LK(E)) −→ ∆At
E
such that

φ(Kgr
0 (LK(E))+) = ∆+

At
E

.

It is easy to see that two matrices A and B are shift equivalent if and only if so are At

and Bt. Combining this with Theorems 2.13 and 2.14, we have the following corollary, which
will be used to prove our main result (Theorem 4.3).

Corollary 2.15 ([30, Corollary 12]). Let E and F be essential graphs, and AE and AF their
adjacency matrices, respectively. Let K be an arbitrary field. Then AE is shift equivalent
to AF if and only if Kgr

0 (LK(E)) ∼= Kgr
0 (LK(F )) via an order-preserving Z[x, x−1]-module

isomorphism.

3. The dynamics of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 3

In this section, we show that the class of graphs with disjoint cycles is closed under shift
equivalence and shift equivalence preserves the cycle structure of these graphs (Theorem
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3.2). Also, we provide number-theoretic criteria for graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
three to be strong shift equivalent (Theorems 3.10 and 3.12).

Let E be a row-finite graph. We define a preorder ≤ on E0 given by:

w ≤ v in the case there exists a path p ∈ Path(E) such that s(p) = v and r(p) = w.

(We will sometimes equivalently write v ≥ w in this situation.) For any cycle c in E and any
vertex w ∈ E0, we write w ≤ c in the case there is a path p ∈ Path(E) such that r(p) = w
and s(p) = v for some v ∈ c0.

We denote by CE the set of all distinct cycles in E. We define a preorder ≤ on CE given
by:

c ≤ c′ in the case w ≤ c′ for some v ∈ c0

for all c, c′ ∈ CE .

The graph E is called a graph with disjoint cycles if every vertex in E is the base of at
most one cycle. We note that (CE ,≤) is a partially ordered set for every graph with disjoint
cycles E.

Proposition 3.1. Let E be a finite graph with disjoint cycles. Then there is a one-to-one
order preserving correspondence between cycles in the graph E and Z-order ideals I of the
talented monoid TE with unique sub-ideal J such that I/J is simple n-periodic, where n is
the length of the corresponding cycle.

Proof. Let c be a cycle in E and z ∈ c0. We show that the Z-order ideal 〈z〉 of TE generated
by z has a unique sub-ideal with the quotient being simple |C|-periodic monoid.

We first note that 〈z〉 = {x ∈ TE | x ≤
∑

i∈Z
iz} = 〈{z}〉. Consider the sub-ideal Ic of

〈z〉, generated by the set

S =
{
v ∈ E0 | c ≥ v and v 6∈ c0

}
.

(Note that S could be an empty set as well.) Since for any v ∈ S, we have z ≥ v (i.e., there
is a path from z to v), and so v ∈ 〈z〉. It follows that Ic ⊆ 〈z〉. We show that Ic is the
unique Z-sub-ideal of 〈z〉 such that the quotient is simple and periodic. We have Ic 6= 〈z〉.
For if z ∈ Ic, then since Ic = {x ∈ TE | x ≤

∑
i∈Z,v∈S

iv}, it follows that for some t ∈ TE ,

z + t =
∑

i∈Z,v∈S

iv.

Since z ∈ c0, any transformation of z produces a vertex on the cycle c. Now Lemma 2.3
gives that both sides of the equality transform to sum l of some vertices. Combing these, it
shows that there is a path from v to the cycle c, which means that E is not a graph with
disjoint cycles, a contradiction. Therefore, Ic is a proper subset of 〈z〉. Next we consider the
monoid 〈z〉/Ic. Since E is a graph with disjoint cycles and z ∈ c0, the transformation

z →1 w(1) + l, (1)

gives a vertex w ∈ c0 and l which is a sum of vertices from S (with suitable shifts). Repeating
this n = |C| times, we get that z = z(n) + l′, where l′ ∈ Ic. This shows [z] = n[z] in the
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quotient monoid 〈z〉/Ic. Next we show that any element of 〈z〉/Ic can be represented as a
sum

∑
i∈Z z(i). Let x ∈ 〈z〉. Thus

x+ t =
∑

i∈Z

iz,

for some t ∈ TE . By Lemma 2.3 (1), x+ t → l and
∑

i∈Z
iz → l. By Lemma 2.3 (2), we can

write l = l1 + l2, where x → l1. A similar argument as in (1), gives that l1 =
∑

j∈Z
jz + l′,

where l′ ∈ Ic. Thus [x] =
∑

j∈Z,v∈S[z(j)] in the quotient monoid. Since each of z(j) is

n-periodic in 〈z〉/Ic, we see that x is n-periodic. Since [z] generates the monoid 〈z〉/Ic, the
quotient is simple as well.

Next we show that Ic is the unique ideal with this property in 〈z〉. Suppose J ⊂ 〈z〉 is
a proper sub-ideal such that 〈z〉/J is also simple and n-periodic. Since z 6∈ J , [z] generates
the Z-monoid 〈z〉/J . Let v ∈ S and consider the element [v] ∈ 〈z〉/J . If [v] = 0 then v ∈ J .
Otherwise, since [z] is a generator, in TE we have

v + j1 =
∑

i∈Z

z(i) + j2,

for some j1, j2 ∈ J . Once again a similar argument with Lemma 2.3, shows that either there
is a path from v to c (a contradiction) or z appears in some sum of elements of J , i.e, z ∈ J
again a contradiction. Thus for any v ∈ S, [v] = 0, i.e., S ⊆ J and since Ic is a proper
maximal ideal, we have J = Ic.

Conversely, suppose I ⊆ TE is an Z-order ideal with unique sub-ideal J such that I/J
is simple n-periodic. Then I determines a hereditary saturated subset H ⊆ E0 and J a
hereditary saturated subset K ⊆ H . We have I ∼= TH and J ∼= TK and I/J ∼= TH/TK

∼=
TH/K . Since I/J is simple n-periodic, then H/K is a comet graph with a unique cycle c of
length n. Since J is unique, without ambiguity we assign this cycle c to I.

Next we show these assignments give a one-to-one correspondence between the prescribed
ideals in TE and cycles in E.

Starting from a cycle c, and choosing a vertex z ∈ c0, we obtain the ideal 〈z〉 which by
has a unique ideal Ic with simple |c|-periodic quotient 〈z〉/Ic. From the construction of the
unique ideal Ic above, the quotient 〈z〉/Ic determines c. For the converse, first note that if
H is a hereditary and saturated subset of E, then

H =
{⋃

c0 | c a cycle or a sink in H
}
.

For any maximal cycle d in H , let

Kd =
{⋃

c0 | c a cycle or a sink in H, c 6= d
}
.

We then have d 6⊆ Kd and H/Kd is a comet graph with d as a unique cycle. Let I be an ideal
of TE such that there is a unique ideal J such that I/J is periodic. By previous argument,
we see that the hereditary saturated subset H correspond to I has only one maximal cycle
c. Choosing a vertex z ∈ c0, clearly I = 〈z〉. This gives the converse of the argument.

Finally it is immediate from the construction that the above correspondences are order
preserving, thus finishing the proof. �
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Let M be a Γ-monoid. We say that M has a composition series if there exists a chain of
Γ-order ideals

0 = I0 ⊂ I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ In = M,

such that Ii+1/Ii, 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, are simple Γ-monoids. We say a composition series is of
the cyclic type if all the simple quotients Ii+1/Ii are cyclic. In particular, in [33, Lemma 4.1]
the authors showed that for every finite graph E, TE has a cyclic composition series if and
only if E is a graph with disjoint cycles and no sinks.

The following theorem provides that shift equivalence preserves the cycle structure of
graphs with disjoint cycles.

Theorem 3.2. Let E and F be finite essential graphs such that AE ∼SE AF . Then, E is a
graph with disjoint cycles if and only if so is F . In this case, there exists an order-preserving
bijection φ : CE −→ CF such that |c| = |φ(c)| for all c ∈ CE.

Proof. Since AE ∼SE AF and by Corollary 2.15, there is a Z-isomorphism TE
∼= TF . By

[33, Lemma 4.1], TE has a cyclic composition series if and only if E is a graph with disjoint
cycles. Then, since TE

∼= TF as Z-monoids, E is a graph with disjoint cycles if and only if
so is F . The last statement immediately follows from Proposition 3.1 and the fact that for
any finite graph G, TG is simple and n-periodic if and only if G is a graph having only one
cycle c of length n such that all vertices are connected to some vertex in c0 (by [33, Corollary
3.12]), thus finishing the proof. �

Given a field K and a finitely generated K-algebra A. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
of A (GKdim(A) for short) is defined to be

GKdim(A) := lim sup
n→∞

logn(dim(V n)),

where V is a finite dimensional subspace of A that generates A as an algebra over K. This
definition is independent of the choice of V .

In [6] Alahmadi, Alsulami, Jain and Zelmanov determined the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
of Leavitt path algebras of finite graphs. We should mention this result here. To do so, we
need to recall useful notions of graph theory.

Let E be a finite graph. For two cycles c and c′ in E, we write c ⇒ c′ if there exists
a path that starts in c and ends in c′. A sequence of cycles c1, · · · , ck is a chain of length
k if c1 ⇒ · · · ⇒ ck. We say that such a chain has an exit if the cycle ck has an exit. Let
d1 be the maximal length of a chain of cycles in E, and let d2 be the maximal length of a
chain of cycles with an exit in E. For every field K, by [6, Theorem 5], the Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension of LK(E) is finite if and only if E is a graph with disjoint cycles. In this case,
GKdim(LK(E)) = max{2d1 − 1, 2d2}. In particular, if, in addition, E is essential, then
GKdim(LK(E)) is an odd number. Moreover, the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of LK(E) does
not depend on the base field K. Motivated by these observations, we have the following
definition.

Definition 3.3. A graph of finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is a connected finite essential
graph such that its Leavitt path algebra has finite Gelfand-Kirillov dimension.

We note that a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension one is a unique cycle. The following
remark provides us with a complete description of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
three.
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Remark-Definition 3.4. A finite graph E is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 3 if
and only if E is a connected essential graph consisting of m+ n disjoint cycles CE

1 , . . . , C
E
m,

DE
1 , . . . , D

E
n and the paths connecting from CE

i to DE
j for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

•
��

•
��

CE
1 •

55

•

uu ☎

//

""
•

55

•

uu ☎
DE

1

•

SS

// •
��

//❴❴❴ •

SS

•
>>⑦⑦

•
��

❅

•
��

99

##
•

��
CE

m •

55

•

uu ☎

// •

//
✽
▲ ❩

// •

55

•

uu ☎
DE

n

•

SS

•

SS

For every graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 3, we call CE
i ’s the source cycles, and DE

j ’s
the sink cycles.

A path p = e1 · · · et in E is called a trail if s(p) ∈ (CE
i )

0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m, r(p) ∈ (DE
j )

0

for some 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and r(ek) /∈
⋃n

j=1

⋃m
i=1(C

E
i )

0 ∪ (DE
j )

0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ t.

For every trail p, its interior is the set p0 \ (
⋃n

j=1

⋃m
i=1(C

E
i )

0 ∪ (DE
j )

0). A vertex v in E is
called an interior vertex if v is in the interior of some trail.

Definition 3.5. A graph E of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three is in normal form if all trails
of E consist of exactly one edge, and for each source cycle CE, all trails of E starting from
CE have the same source.

•
��

•
��

CE
1 •

55

•

uu ☎

//

))❚❚❚
❚❚❚❚

❚❚❚

��

•

55

•

uu ☎
DE

1

•

SS

•

SS

•
��

�� •
��

CE
m •

55

•

uu ☎

<<③③③③③③③③③③③③③

))❚❚❚
❚❚❚❚

❚❚❚ •

55

•

uu ☎
DE

n

•

SS

•

SS

The following proposition gives that every graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three can
be transformed into a graph in normal form.

Proposition 3.6. Every graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three can be transformed into
a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form by a sequence of in-splittings,
out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and out-amalgamations.

Proof. Let E be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three, and v an interior vertex in E.
We define the following two distances:

d(v) = max{|p| | p is a trail in E starting at v and ending at some sink cycle}

and

ℓ(v) = max{|p| | p is a trail in E starting at some source cycle and ending at v}.
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We first transform E into another graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three where the
interiors of distinct trails do not intersect. Indeed, assume there is some vertex u in the
interior of a trail which is the source of more than one edge. Assuming the prior case, let us
temporarily call such a vertex a multi-source vertex. Performing a sequence of out-splitting
at these multi-source vertices v via a partition {E v

1 , . . . , E
v
k } of s−1(v) = {e1, . . . , ek} where

E
v
i = {ei}, we obtain new vertices v1, v2, . . . , vk which are the sources of only one edge each.

The multi-source vertices in this new graph are the same ones as in the original graph, except
for v, plus all vertices in s(r−1(v)) are now multi-source vertices. We note that d(x) > d(v)
for all x ∈ s(r−1(v)). Thus, performing out-splittings at all multi-sources, starting arbitrarily
at the ones with the smallest d-distance and moving to the ones with higher d-distance, gets
rid of all of them. In this manner, we may transform our original graph into one in which
all the vertices in the interior of the trails are only sources of one edge each.

•u1

��

• )) •
��
•

tt

•u1

%%

��

• ,, •
��
•

tt•v

77

��

•

SS

out-split at v// •v1

66

•

SS

•u2

DD

• >> •
��

•u2 33

==

•v2
)) • >> •

��

•u3

LL

•u3

EE

==

Figure 1. out-splitting at v makes new multi-source vertices u1, u2, u3 instead
of v which d(u1), d(u2), d(u3) > d(v).

By the same argument, assume there is some vertex v in the interior of a trail which is the
range of more than one edge. Assuming the prior case, let us temporarily call such a vertex a
multi-range vertex. Performing a sequence of in-splittings at these multi-range vertices v via
a partition {E v

1 , . . . , E
v
h } of r−1(v) = {e1, . . . , eh} where E

v
i = {ei}, we obtain new vertices

v1, v2, . . . , vh which are the range of only one edge each. The multi-range vertices in this new
graph are the same ones as in the original graph, except for u, plus all vertices in r(s−1(v))
are now multi-range vertices. We also note that ℓ(x) > ℓ(v) for all x ∈ r(s−1(v)). Thus,
performing in-splittings at all multi-ranges, starting arbitrarily at the ones with the smallest
ℓ-distance and moving to the ones with higher ℓ-distance, gets rid of all of them. In this
manner, we may transform our original graph into one in which all vertices in the interior of
the trails are only ranges and sources of one edge each.

•

��

•w1 ** •
��
•

uu

• // •v1

%%

��

•
��
•

uu•v

88

$$

•

RR

in-split at v // •w1

66

•

RR

•

FF

•w2

��

• // •v2 33

::

•w2

��
•

MM

• 88 •
xx

• // •v3

EE

<<

• 88 •
xx

Now, let C be an arbitrary source cycle in E and v a vertex on C which is the source of
a trail p = e1 · · · et. Performing the out-splitting at v with a partition {E v

1 , E
v
2 } of s−1(v),



16 TRAN QUANG DO, ROOZBEH HAZRAT, AND TRAN GIANG NAM

Figure 2. out-splitting at v makes new multi-range vertices w1, w2 instead
of v which ℓ(w1), ℓ(w2) > ℓ(v).

where E
v
1 = s−1(v) \ {e1} and E

v
2 = {e1}. Doing this split v to v1, v2 , where v1 will replace

v as a vertex in C and lengthen p and move p source back one step along C. By doing this
repeatedly, we can arrange so that all the trails starting from C are sourced at the same
vertex.

•vv

55❦❦❦❦❦ •vv

55❥❥❥❥❥

•v

cc

''PP
PPP

PP

77♥♥♥♥ out-split at v // •v1

cc

55❧❧❧❧❧
•v2

""❋
❋❋❋

55 •

JJ

))❙❙❙❙❙ 55 •

II 77♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦

))❚❚❚❚❚

Figure 3. Out-splitting at a vertex on a source cycle. The dashed arrows
represent trails that may or may not exist, but nevertheless are not modified
by the graph move.

Finally, let D be an arbitrary sink cycle in E and v a vertex in D which is the range of
a trail p = e1 · · · et of length more than one. Performing the in-amalgamation at v with a
partition {E v

1 , E
v
2 } of s−1(v), where E

v
1 = r−1(v) \ {et} and E

v
2 = {et}, we can shorten the

trail p at the cost of moving their ranges back along D.

...

11

•

��

...

11

•

��
•

��
•

��
•v

))

...

jj

✰
❀

◆

in-splitting at v// •v1

**

...

jj

✰
❀

◆

•v2

77•

LL

r
☎
✓

•

LL

r
☎
✓

By doing this repeatedly, we have a graph whose trails all have length 1, thus finishing
the proof. �

As a corollary of Proposition 3.6, we obtain the following useful result.

Corollary 3.7. For every graph E of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three, there is a graph F
of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form such that TE

∼= TF as Z-monoids.

Proof. By Proposition 3.6, E can be transformed into a graph F of Gelfand-Kirillov dimen-
sion three in normal form by a sequence of in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and
out-amalgamations. Since graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three are finite and have no
sinks, [21, Theorems 4.4 and 4.7] shows that in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations,
and out-amalgamations preserve the talented monoids. From these observations, we imme-
diately get that TE

∼= TF as Z-monoids, thus finishing our proof. �
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The following proposition plays an important role in proving the main result of this
section.

Proposition 3.8. Let E be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three with all source cycles
CE

1 , . . . , C
E
m and all sink cycles DE

1 , . . . , D
E
n . For any pair (CE

i , D
E
j ), let TrailE(C

E
i , D

E
j ) be

the set of all trails of E connecting CE
i to DE

j . For any α ∈ TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ) with the

source has index ai on CE
i and the range has index bj on DE

j , let fE(α) = bj − (ai + |α|)

(mod (pEi , q
E
j )), where pEi = |CE

i | and qEj = |DE
j |. Let G be the graph obtained from E using

the out-splitting, or in-splitting, or their inverses. Then, the following statements hold:

(1) G is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three such that there exists an order-
preserving bijection φ : CE −→ CG such that |c| = |φ(c)| for all c ∈ CE;

(2) For any pair (CE
i , D

E
j ), there exists a bijection

ΘE,G : TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ) −→ TrailG(φ(C

E
i ), φ(D

E
j ))

such that fE(α) = fG(ΘE,G(α)) for all α ∈ TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ).

Proof. (1) By Theorem 2.10, AE ∼SSE AG, where AE and AG are, respectively, the adjacency
matrices of E and G, and so AE ∼SE AG. By Theorem 3.2, G is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three such that there exists an order-preserving bijection φ : CE −→ CG such that
|c| = |φ(c)| for all c ∈ CE , where CE is the partially ordered set of all disjoint cycles in E.

(2) Let α be an arbitrary element of TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ) with the source has index ai on CE

i

and the range has index bj on DE
j , v an arbitrary vertex in E, and G a graph obtained from

E by using one of Moves (I) and (O) and their inverses at v. If v /∈ α0, then α does not
change, and we define ΘE,G(α) = α ∈ TrailG(φ(C

E
i ), φ(D

E
j )). In this case, it is obvious that

fE(α) = fG(ΘE,G(α)). Consider the following cases.

Case 1: v ∈ α0 \ {s(α), r(α)} and G is obtained from E using the out-splitting at v
with a partition {E v

1 , . . . , E
v
t } of s−1(v). We then have G0 = E0 \ {v} ∪ {v1, v2, . . . , vt} and

G1 = E1 \r−1(v)∪{e1, . . . , et | e ∈ r−1(v)}. Write α = α1egα2, where α1, α2 ∈ E∗, e, g ∈ E1,
r(α1) = s(e), r(e) = s(g) = v and r(g) = s(α2). Let k (1 ≤ k ≤ t) be a unique integer such
that g ∈ E

v
k . We define

ΘE,G(α) = α1e
kgα2 ∈ TrailG(φ(C

E
i ), φ(D

E
j )).

In this case, we note that φ(CE
i ) = CE

i , φ(D
E
j ) = DE

j and |ΘE,G(α)| = |α1e
kgα2| = |α|, and

so it is obvious that fE(α) = fG(ΘE,G(α)).

Case 2: v = s(α) and G is obtained from E using the out-splitting at v with a partition
{E v

1 , . . . , E
v
t } of s−1(v). Then, there is a unique edge e ∈ E1 such that r(e) = v (we mention

that e lies on cycle CE
i ), and soG0 = E0\{v}∪{v1, v2, . . . , vt} andG1 = E1\{e}∪{e1, . . . , et}.

Write α = gβ, where g ∈ E1, β ∈ E∗, s(g) = v and r(g) = s(β). Let l (1 ≤ l ≤ t) be a
unique integer such that g ∈ E

v
l . We define

ΘE,G(α) = elgβ ∈ TrailG(φ(C
E
i ), φ(D

E
j )).

Let f be the edge on CE
i with s(f) = v, and let h (1 ≤ h ≤ t) be a unique integer such

that f ∈ E
v
h . We have that φ(DE

j ) = DE
j , and φ(CE

i ) is the cycle in G obtained from CE
i by

replacing vertex v and edge e by vh and eh, respectively. We have that |ΘE,G(α)| = |elgβ| =
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|α| + 1, rG(ΘE,G(α)) = rG(e
lgβ) = rE(α) and sG(ΘE,G(α)) = sG(e

lgβ) is the vertex with
index ai − 1 (mod pEi ), and so

fG(ΘE,G(α)) = bj − (ai − 1 + |α|+ 1) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= bj − (ai + |α|) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= fE(α).

•

��

♣
✁

✑

... •

��

♣
✁

✑

...

•

FF

•

FF

...

''

✰

✽
■

•v

f

jj

g ..

oo // ...

''

✰

✽
■

•v
h

f

jj

•v
l

g

33

•u

e

LL

•u

eh

KK

el

EE

Figure 4. Out-splitting at v or out-amalgamation.

Inversely, performing out-amalgamations on the trail’s source which will move the trail’s
source to vertex with index ai+1 (mod pEi ) and shorten the trail by 1. In this case, we have

fG(ΘE,G(α)) = bj − (ai + 1 + |α| − 1) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= bj − (ai + |α|) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= fE(α).

Case 3: v ∈ α0 \ {s(α), r(α)} and G is obtained from E using the in-splitting at v
with a partition {E v

1 , . . . , E
v
t } of r−1(v). We then have G0 = E0 \ {v} ∪ {v1, v2, . . . , vt} and

G1 = E1\s−1(v)∪{g1, . . . , gt | g ∈ s−1(v)}. Write α = α1egα2, where α1, α2 ∈ E∗, e, g ∈ E1,
r(α1) = s(e), r(e) = s(g) = v and r(g) = s(α2). Let k (1 ≤ k ≤ t) be a unique integer such
that e ∈ E

v
k . We define

ΘE,G(α) = α1eg
kα2 ∈ TrailG(φ(C

E
i ), φ(D

E
j )).

In this case, we note that φ(CE
i ) = CE

i , φ(D
E
j ) = DE

j and |ΘE,G(α)| = |α1eg
kα2| = |α|, and

so it is obvious that fE(α) = fG(ΘE,G(α)).

Case 4: v = r(α) and G is obtained from E using the in-splitting at v with a partition
{E v

1 , . . . , E
v
t } of r−1(v). Then, there is a unique edge g ∈ E1 such that s(g) = v (we mention

that g lies on cycle DE
j ), and so G0 = E0 \ {v} ∪ {v1, v2, . . . , vt} and G1 = E1 \ {g} ∪

{g1, . . . , gt}. Write α = βe, where e ∈ E1, β ∈ E∗, r(e) = v and s(e) = r(β). Let l
(1 ≤ l ≤ t) be a unique integer such that e ∈ E

v
l . We define

ΘE,G(α) = βegl ∈ TrailG(φ(C
E
i ), φ(D

E
j )).

Let f be the edge on DE
j with r(f) = v, and let h (1 ≤ h ≤ t) be a unique integer such

that f ∈ E
v
h . We have that φ(CE

i ) = CE
i , and φ(DE

j ) is the cycle in G obtained from DE
j by

replacing vertex v and edge g by vh and gh, respectively. We have that |ΘE,G(α)| = |βegl| =
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|α| + 1, sG(ΘE,G(α)) = sG(βeg
l) = sE(α) and rG(ΘE,G(α)) = rG(βeg

l) is the vertex with
index bj + 1 (mod qEj ), and so

fG(ΘE,G(α)) = bj + 1− (ai + |α|+ 1) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= bj − (ai + |α|) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= fE(α).
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Figure 5. In-splitting at v or in-amalgamation.

Inversely, performing in-amalgamations on the trail’s range which will move the trail’s
range to vertex with index bi − 1 (mod qEj ) and shorten the trail by 1. In this case, we have

fG(ΘE,G(α)) = bj − 1− (ai + |α| − 1) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= bj − (ai + |α|) (mod (pEi , q
E
j ))

= fE(α),

thus finishing the proof. �

It is worth mentioning the following fact which is useful to prove the main result of this
section.

Proposition 3.9. Let E be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three, C a source cycle of
E with p = |C|, D a sink cycle of E with q = |D|, and let d := gcd(p, q). Then, in-splittings,
out-splittings, in-amalgamations and out-amalgamations may be used to lengthen or shorten
any trail of E from C to D by d edges without changing the source and range of the trail.
Consequently, for every trail α of E from C to D such that r(α) has index b (1 ≤ b ≤ q), we
may shift r(α) to the vertex on D with index (b − d) (mod q) without changing the length
and source of α.

Proof. Let α be a trail of E from C to D. By Bézout’s Theorem, there exist positive integers
p̃ and q̃ such that p̃p− q̃q = d. The move of lengthening or shortening a trail by d edges can
thus be attained using in- and out-splittings and amalgamations in the following manner:

(i) Lengthen the trail by p̃p edges, by out-splitting at C;

(ii) Shorten the trail by q̃q edges, by out-amalgamation at D.
Performing the above procedure will not change the source and range of the trail α, but
repeatedly lengthen or shorten the trail by d edges without changing the source and range
of the trail.
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Assume that r(α) is a vertex on D with index b (1 ≤ b ≤ q). We first lengthen the trail
α by d edges without changing the source and range of the trail via the above procedure.
Then, using in-amalgamation at the cycle D d times repeatedly, we shorten the obtained
trail by d edges and shift its range to the vertex on D with index (b − d) (mod q), thus
finishing the proof. �

Let E be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form with all source
cycles CE

1 , . . . , C
E
m and all sink cycles DE

1 , . . . , D
E
n . Let pEi := |CE

i | for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and
qEj := |DE

j | for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. We denote

dE
(i,j) = gcd

(
pEi , q

E
j

)
for all i = 1, 2, . . . , m and j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Let us call the triple (E, {CE
i }

m
i=1, {D

E
j }

n
j=1) a pointed graph of Genlfand-Kirillov dimension

three. For each natural number c, we denote by NE
(i,j)(c) be the number of trails of E starting

at vEi and ending at a vertex with index l in DE
j such that l ≡ c (mod dE(i,j)).

We define a relation on the class of graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal
form. For pointed graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three (E, {CE

i }
m
i=1, {D

E
j }

n
j=1) and

(F, {CF
i }

m
i=1, {D

F
j }

n
j=1), we write E ≈ F if there exist m + n integers a1, . . . , am, b1, . . . , bn

such that: {
pEi = pFi , qEj = qFj for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n
NE

(i,j)(c) = NF
(i,j)(c+ ai + bj) for all c ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

The following theorem provides us with a number-theoretic criterion for graphs of Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension three in normal form to be strong shift equivalent.

Theorem 3.10. Let E and F be graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form,
and let AE and AF be the adjacency matrices of E and F , respectively. Then, AE ∼SSE AF

if and only if E ≈ F .

Proof. (=⇒) Assume that AE ∼SSE AF . By Theorem 2.10, there exists a graph E ′ of
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form transformed from E using a sequence of
in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and out-amalgamations such that E ′ is iso-
morphic to graph F . By Proposition 3.8(1), the pointed graphs of E and E ′ are, respec-
tively, (E, {CE

i }
m
i=1, {D

E
j }

n
j=1) and (E ′, {CE′

i }mi=1, {D
E′

j }nj=1) with pi := |CE
i | = |CE′

i | for all

1 ≤ i ≤ m and qj := |DE
j | = |DE′

j | for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Let (i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , m} × {1, . . . , n} be an arbitrary pair. By Proposition 3.8(2), there
exists a bijection

ΘE,E′ : TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ) −→ TrailE′(CE′

i , DE′

j )

such that fE(α) = fE′(ΘE,E′(α)) for all α ∈ TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ). Suppose all edges of E starting

from CE
i have the same source vEa(i) with index a(i) (1 ≤ a(i) ≤ pi) and all edges of E ′

starting from CE′

i have the same source vE
′

a′(i) with index a′(i) (1 ≤ a′(i) ≤ pi). We claim
that

NE
(i,j)(c) = NE′

(i,j)(c+ a(i)− a′(i)) for all c ∈ Z. (2)

Indeed, let d(i,j) = gcd(pi, qj) and c ∈ Z. For every trail α ∈ TrailE(C
E
i , D

E
j ), we have

fE(α) = fE′(ΘE,E′(α)). Also, rE(α) is a vertex on DE
j with index c(E) ≡ fE(α) + a(i) + 1

(mod di,j) and rE′(ΘE,E′(α)) is a vertex on DE′

j with index c(E ′) ≡ fE′(ΘE,E′(α))+ a′(i)+ 1
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(mod di,j). These observations show that c(E)−c(E ′) ≡ a(i)−a′(i) (mod di,j). This implies
that

NE
(i,j)(c) = NE′

(i,j)(c+ a(i)− a′(i)) for all c ∈ Z,

proving the claim.

Since E ′ is isomorphic to F , we may assume that vE
′

x is transformed to vFx+c(i) for all

vE
′

x ∈ (CE′

i )0 and wE′

x is transformed to wF
x+d(j) for all w

E′

x ∈ (DE′

j )0. Therefore, we have

NE′

(i,j)(c) = NF
(i,j)(c+ d(j)) for all c ∈ Z,

and so
NE

(i,j)(c) = NF
(i,j)(c+ a(i)− a′(i) + d(j)) for all c ∈ Z,

thus showing that E ≈ F .

(⇐=) Suppose (E, {CE
i }

m
i=1, {D

E
j }

n
j=1) and (F, {CF

i }
m
i=1, {D

F
j }

n
j=1) are pointed graphs of

Genlfand-Kirillov dimension three such that E ≈ F . Then, since E ≈ F , there exist m+ n
intergers a1, a2, . . . , am, b1, b2, . . . , bn such that NE

i,j(c) = NF
i,j(c + ai + bj) for all c ∈ N,

1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Let pi := pEi = pFi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and qj := qEj = qFj for all

1 ≤ j ≤ n. We define a graph G = (G0, G1, rG, sG) as follows: G
0 = E0, G1 = E1, sG = sE ,

and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, for each edge e which rE(e) is a vertex with index k in DE
j , rG(e) is

defined to be the vertex with index (k + bj)(mod qj) in DE
j , and rG(e) = rE(e) for all other

edges e. Then, G is obviously a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension in normal form and
NE

i,j(c) = NG
i,j(c + bj) for all c ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and so NG

i,j(c) = NF
i,j(c + ai)

for all c ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let vxi
be the vertex with index xi in CG

i which is the source of all
trails of G starting from CG

i . Let H be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal
form obtained from G by using Moves (I), (O) and their inverses to transform each vertex
vxi

to the vertex with index (xi − ai) (mod pi) in CD
i . Then, by formula (2) cited above, we

have NH
i,j(c + ai) = NG

i,j(c) for all c ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and so NH
i,j(c) = NF

i,j(c)
for all c ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can assume
that ai = bj = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, that means, we have

NE
i,j(c) = NF

i,j(c)

for all c ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Now, let α be an edge from CE
i to DE

j such that r(α) is the vertex on DE
j with index t

(1 ≤ t ≤ qj). By Proposition 3.9, we may shift r(α) to the vertex on DE
j with index r, where

r is the remainder of t when divide d(i,j) := dE(i,j) = dF(i,j), without changing the source and
length of α. Performing this procedure for all trails of E and F . Then, we obtain that for
every 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n and 1 ≤ c ≤ d(i,j), there are NE

(i,j)(c) edges of E starting from

CE
i and ending at the vertex on DE

j with index c, and there are NF
(i,j)(c) edges of F starting

from CF
i and ending at the vertex on DF

j with index c.

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let aE(i) be the index of the vertex on CE
i which is the source

of all trails of E starting from CE
i , and aF (i) the index of the vertex on CF

i which is the
source of all trails of F starting from CF

i . We define the map λ : E −→ F by setting:
for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n and for every vertex wE

b on DE
j with index b (1 ≤ b ≤ qj), λ(w

E
b ) is

defined as the vertex on DF
j with index b. For every 1 ≤ i ≤ m and for every vertex vEc on

CE
i with index c (1 ≤ c ≤ pi), λ(v

E
c ) is defined as the vertex on CF

i with index (c + x(i))
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(mod pi), where x(i) = (aE(i)− aF (i)) (mod pi). Then, since NE
i,j(c) = NF

i,j(c) for all c ∈ N,
1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we immediately get that λ is a graph isomorphism. This implies
that we can transform E and F into a same graph using using in-splittings, out-splittings,
in-amalgamations and out-amalgamations. By Theorem 2.10, we have AE ∼SSE AF , this
finishing the proof. �

It is worth mentioning the following example.

Example 3.11. Let E and F be the following two graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
three in normal form.
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We then have pEi = pFi = 2 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 and qEj = qFj = 2 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 2, and so

dE(i,j) = 2 = dE(i,j) for all i, j. Also, we have NE
(1,1)(c) = NF

(1,1)(c), N
E
(1,2)(c) = NF

(1,2)(c + 1),

NE
(2,1)(c) = NF

(2,1)(c+ 1) and NE
(2,2)(c) = NF

(2,2)(c+ 1) for all c ∈ N.

Assume that AE ∼SSE AF , that means, E can be transformed into F by a sequence of
in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and out-amalgamations. By Theorem 3.10,
there exist integers a1, a2, b1 and b2 such that NE

(i,j)(c) = NF
(i,i)(c+ ai + bj) for all c ∈ N and

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2. This implies that





a1 + b1 ≡ 0 (mod 2)

a1 + b2 ≡ 1 (mod 2)

a2 + b1 ≡ 1 (mod 2)

a2 + b2 ≡ 1 (mod 2),

and so we have b2 − b1 ≡ 1 (mod 2) and b2 − b1 ≡ 0 (mod 2), a contradiction. Thus, AE is
not strong shift equivalent to AF .

Using Theorems 2.10 and 3.10, we give a number-theoretic criterion for graphs of Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension three to be strong shift equivalent.

Theorem 3.12. Let E and F be two graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three, and let E ′

and F ′ be graphs in normal form obtained from E and F using in-splittings, out-splittings,
in-amalgamations and out-amalgamations, respectively. Then AE ∼SSE AF if and only if
E ′ ≈ F ′.
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Proof. By Theorem 2.10, we always have AE ∼SSE AF and AF ∼SSE AF ′, and so AE ∼SSE

AF if and only if AE′ ∼SSE AF ′. By Theorem 3.10, we obtain that AE′ ∼SSE AF ′ if and
only if E ′ ≈ F ′. From these observations, we immediately get that AE ∼SSE AF if and only
if E ′ ≈ F ′, thus finishing the proof. �

4. Williams’ Conjecture for graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension 3

In this section, based on the previous sections, we show that both Williams’ Conjecture
and The Graded Classification Conjecture hold for the class of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three (Theorem 4.3). Consequently, we obtain that the Leavitt path algebras of
graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three are graded Morita equivalent if and only if their
graph C∗-algebras are equivariant Morita equivalent (Corollary 4.4), as well as show that for
two finite graphs E and F of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three, their adjacency matrices are
shift equivalent if and only if the singularity categories Dsg(KE/J2

E) and Dsg(KF/J2
F ) are

triangulated equivalent (Corollary 4.5).

We begin this section by determining all elements of the talented monoid of a graph of
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form.

Lemma 4.1. Let E be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form with all
source cycles CE

1 , . . . , C
E
m and all sink cycles DE

1 , . . . , D
E
n . For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let vi be the

vertex on CE
i which is the source of all trails of E starting from CE

i . For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let
wj be an arbitrary vertex on DE

j . Then for any element x ∈ TE, there exist c1, c2, . . . , cm ∈ Z

such that x may be uniquely written as

m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
+

n∑

j=1



∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jwj(k)




where pi =
∣∣CE

i

∣∣, qj =
∣∣DE

j

∣∣ and ak,i, bk,j ∈ N.

Proof. Since TE is a monoid generated by {v(a), w(b) | v ∈ (CE
i )

0 (1 ≤ i ≤ m), w ∈
(DE

j )
0 (1 ≤ j ≤ n), a, b ∈ Z}, we can write x in the form:

x =

m∑

i=1



∑

v∈(CE
i )0

(
∑

a∈Z

cv,av(a)

)
+

n∑

j=1




∑

w∈(DE
j )0

(
∑

b∈Z

dw,bw(b)

)
 (3)

where cv,a, dw,b ∈ N, and cv,a = 0 and dw,b = 0 for cofinitely many indices a and b, respectively.
Let SE be the submonoid of TE generated by the set {w(k) | w ∈

⋃n
j=1(D

E
j )

0 and k ∈ Z}. For

each 1 ≤ i ≤ m and for each v ∈ (CE
i )

0, we have v(a) = vi(a+ℓvi ) for all a ∈ Z, where ℓvi is the
length of the path in E starting at v and ending at vi. We also have vi(a) = vi(a+pi)+x(a),
where x(a) ∈ SE , for all a ∈ Z. Let

ci := max{a + ℓvi + pi | v ∈ (CE
i )

0 and a ∈ Z with cv,a 6= 0}.

Let v be a vertex on (CE
i )

0 with cv,a 6= 0 and t an integer such that a + ℓvi + tpi ≤ ci and
a+ ℓvi +(t+1)pi > ci. We then have ci−pi < a+ ℓvi + tpi ≤ ci and v(a) = vi(a+ ℓvi + tpi)+x
for some x ∈ SE. From these observations and Equation (3), we obtain that
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x =

m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
+ y (4)

for some y ∈ SE .

We note that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, for each w ∈ (DE
j )

0 and for every b ∈ Z, we have
w(b) = wj(b + ℓwj ) = wj(b + ℓwj + tqj) for all t ∈ Z, where ℓwj is the length of the path in E

starting at w and ending at wj . Let t := −⌊
b+ℓwj
qj

⌋. We then have 0 ≤ b + ℓwj + tqj < qj and

w(b) = wj(b+ ℓwj + tqj). From this note and Equation (4), we immediately get that

x =
m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
+

n∑

j=1



∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jwj(k)


 ,

as desired. Now we show that this presentation is unique. Assume that we can also write

x =
m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

a′k,ivi(ci − k)

)
+

n∑

j=1



∑

0≤k<qj

b′k,jwj(k)


 .

We claim that ak,i = a′k,i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ m, 0 ≤ k ≤ pi − 1 and bk,j = b′k,j for
all 1 ≤ j ≤ n, 0 ≤ k ≤ qj − 1. Indeed, consider the Z-order ideal 〈w1, . . . , wn〉 of TE

generated by w1 . . . , wn. We note that it is not hard to see that 〈w1, . . . , wn〉 = SE. Since
vi(t) ≥ vi(t + pi) for all t ∈ Z and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, we have vi(t) /∈ 〈w1, . . . , wn〉 for all
t ∈ Z. By [33, Lemma 3.5], the natural inclusion T⊔m

i=1
CE

i
→֒ TE descends to an isomorphism

TE/〈w1, . . . , wn〉 ∼= T⊔m
i=1

CE
i
. By Lemma 2.3, we have T⊔m

i=1
CE

i

∼=
⊕m

i=1 TCE
i
as Z-monoids and

TCE
i

∼= Npi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. The images of the presentations of x in this quotient monoid
are

m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
=

m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

a′k,ivi(ci − k)

)
.

Since T⊔m
i=1

CE
i

is a Z-cyclic monoid of rank
∑m

i=1 pi, it follows that ak,i = a′k,i for all 0 ≤
i ≤ m, 0 ≤ k ≤ pi − 1. Since TE is cancellative, we can remove these portions from the
representation of x and obtain that

n∑

j=1




∑

0≤k<qj

b′k,jwj(k)



 =

n∑

j=1




∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jwj(k)



 . (5)

Since the cycle DE
j containing wj has no exits for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the set

⋃n
j=1(D

E
j )

0 form

a hereditary saturated subset of E0. Consider the monoid T⊔n
j=1

DE
j
. Using Lemma 2.3, and

the fact that
⋃n

j=1(D
E
j )

0 is hereditary and saturated, it is not hard to see that the canonical

map T⊔n
j=1

DE
j
→ TE is injective (see, also, [33, Lemma 3.5]). Therefore, the equality (5) also

holds in T⊔n
j=1

DE
j
. However, the monoid T⊔n

j=1
DE

j

∼=
⊕n

j=1N
qj is a Z-cyclic monoid of rank∑n

j=1 qj , and so it follows that bk,j = b′k,j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n and 0 ≤ k ≤ qj − 1, thus finishing
the proof. �

Following [33, Subsection 2.2, p. 325], a nonzero element x in a commutative monoid M
is called an atom if x = y + z then y = 0 or z = 0.
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The following lemma describes all atoms of the talented monoid of a graph of Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension three.

Lemma 4.2. Let E be a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three in normal form with all
source cycles CE

1 , . . . , C
E
m and all sink cycles DE

1 , . . . , D
E
n . For each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let qj = |DE

j |

and let wj be an arbitrary vertex on DE
j . Let x be a nonzero element in TE. Then, x is an

atom if and only if there exist two integers j and k such that 1 ≤ j ≤ n, 0 ≤ k ≤ qj − 1 and
x = wj(k).

Proof. (=⇒). Assume that x is an atom in TE . For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let vi be the vertex on
CE

i which is the source of all trails of E starting from CE
i . By Lemma 4.1, x can be uniquely

written in the form:

x =
m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
+

n∑

j=1



∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jwj(k)


 ,

where pi =
∣∣CE

i

∣∣ and ak,i, bk,j ∈ N. Since x is an atom, we get that

m∑

i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
= 0 or

n∑

j=1



∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jwj(k)


 = 0.

If
m∑
i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
6= 0, then ak,i 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m and for some 0 ≤ k ≤

pi − 1. We then have vi(ci − k) = vi(ci − k + pi) + y, where y is a nonzero element of
the Z-order ideal 〈w1, . . . , wn〉 of TE generated by w1 . . . , wn, and so x can be represented
as a sum of nonzero elements in TE . This implies that x is not an atom, a contradiction.

Therefore, we must have
m∑
i=1

(
∑

0≤k<pi

ak,ivi(ci − k)

)
= 0. Then, since x 6= 0, we obtain

that x =
n∑

j=1

(
∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jwj(k)

)
6= 0, that means,

n∑
j=1

(
qj−1∑
k=0

bk,j

)
is a positive integer. If

n∑
j=1

(
qj−1∑
k=0

bk,j

)
≥ 2, then x can be represented as a sum of nonzero elements in TE , and

so x is not an atom, a contradiction. Therefore, we have
n∑

j=1

(
qj−1∑
k=0

bk,j

)
= 1, equivalently,

y = wj(k) for some 1 ≤ j ≤ n, 0 ≤ k ≤ qj − 1.

(⇐=). It immediately follows from Lemma 4.1, thus finishing the proof. �

We are now in a position to give the main result of this article, showing that bothWilliams’
Conjecture and The Graded Classification Conjecture (Conjecture 2.7) hold for graphs of
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three.

Theorem 4.3. Let E and F be essential graphs, where E is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three, and let AE and AF be the adjacency matrices of E and F , respectively. Let
K be an arbitrary field. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) The Leavitt path algebras LK(E) and LK(F ) are graded Morita equivalent;
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(2) There is an order-preserving Z [x, x−1]-module isomorphismKgr
0 (LK(E)) → Kgr

0 (LK(F ));

(3) The talented monoids TE and TF are Z-isomorphic;

(4) AE ∼SE AF ;

(5) AE ∼SSE AF .

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2). By [27, Theorem 2.3.7], the graded Morita equivalence gives rise to
invertible bimodules, which in turn induce an isomorphism on the level of graded Kgr

0 .

(2) ⇐⇒ (3). By [30], the positive cone of the graded Grothendieck group Kgr
0 (LK(E)) is

Vgr(LK(E)) and Vgr(LK(E)) ∼= TE as Z-monoids. This implies the equivalence.

(3) ⇐⇒ (4). This immediately follows from Corollary 2.15 and (2) ⇐⇒ (3).

(4) =⇒ (5). Assume that AE ∼SE AF . Since E is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov di-
mension three and by Theorem 3.2, F is also a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three,
and that the pointed graphs of E and F are, respectively, (E, {CE

i }
m
i=1, {D

E
j }

n
j=1) and

(F, {CF
i }

m
i=1, {D

F
j }

n
j=1) with pEi = |CE

i |, pFi = |CF
i | for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and qEj = |DE

j |,
qFj = |DF

j | for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. By the equivalence of (3) and (4), the talented monoids TE

and TE are Z-isomorphic to each other. Assume that ϕ : TE → TF is a Z-isomorphism. By
Corollary 3.7, we may assume that E and F are graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three
in normal form. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, let vEi be the vertex on CE

i which is the source of all
trails of E starting from CE

i , and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m, let wE
j be an arbitrary vertices on DE

j .

By Lemma 4.2, wE
j is an atom in TE for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and so φ(wE

j ) is an atom in TE for all
1 ≤ j ≤ n. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, by Lemma 4.2 again, there is a unique integer 1 ≤ kj ≤ n
such that

ϕ
(
wE

j

)
= bjwF

kj

for some wF
kj

∈ (DF
kj
)0 and for some 0 ≤ bj ≤ qFkj − 1. Suppose there exist distinct integers

1 ≤ j1 6= j2 ≤ n such that wF
kj1

and wF
kj2

lie on the same cycle, say DF
kj1

for example. Then,

there exists an integer c such that wF
kj2

(k) = wF
kj1

(k + c) for all k ∈ Z, and so

ϕ(wE
j2
(−bj2)) = wF

kj2
= wF

kj1
(c) = ϕ(wE

j1
(c− bj1)),

this yields that wE
j2(−bj2) = wE

j1(c − bj1). On the other hand, by the above choice of the

vertices wE
j (1 ≤ j ≤ n) and Lemma 4.1, we have wE

j2
(−bj2) 6= wE

j1
(c− bj1), a contradiction.

Therefore, we get that all the vertices wF
kj

(1 ≤ j ≤ n) lie on disjoint cycles. By renumbering

all the cycles DF
j (1 ≤ j ≤ n), without loss of generality, we can assume that

ϕ
(
wE

j

)
= bjwF

j , (6)

where wF
j ∈ (DF

kj
)0 and 0 ≤ bj ≤ qFj − 1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

We note that qEj and qFj are, respectively, the smallest positive integers such that qEj wE
j =

wE
j and qFj wF

j = wF
j . Then, we have wF

j (bj) = ϕ(wE
j ) = ϕ(q

E
j wE

j ) = wF
j (bj + qEj ), and so

qFj ≤ qEj . Furthermore, ϕ(wE
j ) = wF

j (bj) = wF
j (bj + qFj ) = ϕ(q

F
j wE

j ) implies that wE
j = qFj wE

j ,

and so qEj ≤ qFj , that means, we obtain that qEj = qFj =: qj.

We next claim that

ϕ
(
vEi
)
= aivFi +

n∑

j=1

(
qj−1∑

k=0

bk,j
(
kwF

j

)
)

(7)
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where bk,j ∈ N and vFi is the vertex on CF
i which is the source of all trails of F starting from

CF
i . Indeed, by Lemma 4.1, there exist c1, c2, . . . , cm ∈ Z such that

ϕ
(
vEi
)
=

m∑

t=1

(
∑

0≤k<pt

ak,tv
F
t (ct − k)

)
+

n∑

j=1




∑

0≤k<qj

bk,jw
F
j (k)



 ,

where ak,t, bk,j ∈ N. Consider the Z-order ideal 〈wE
1 , . . . , w

E
n 〉 of TE generated by wE

1 . . . , wE
n .

We get that for every vertex v on the source cycles of E, v(t) /∈ 〈wE
1 , . . . , w

E
n 〉 for all t ∈

Z. By [33, Lemma 3.5], the natural inclusion T⊔m
i=1

CE
i

→֒ TE descends to an isomorphism

TE/〈w
E
1 , . . . , w

E
n 〉

∼= T⊔m
i=1

CE
i

∼=
⊕m

i=1N
pi is a Z-cyclic monoid of rank

∑m
i=1 pi.

Since ϕ induces an isomorphism ϕ̄ : TE/〈w
E
1 , . . . , w

E
n 〉 → TF/〈w

F
1 , . . . , w

F
n 〉, passing to the

quotient we have that ϕ̄
(
vEi
)
=

m∑
t=1

(
∑

0≤k<pt

ak,tv
F
t (ct − k)

)
. Since vEi is an atom in T⊔m

i=1
CE

i
,

ϕ̄
(
vEi
)
is also an atom in T⊔m

i=1
CF

i
. By Lemma 4.2, there is a unique integer 1 ≤ ki ≤ m such

that

ϕ̄
(
vEi
)
= aivFki

where ai ∈ N and vFki ∈ (CE
ki
)0 is the source of all trails of F starting from CF

i . Using

the same argument which was done with the case of the elements {wF
kj
}nj=1 cited above and

replacing ϕ by ϕ̄, we get that all the vertices vFki (1 ≤ i ≤ m) lie on disjoint cycles. By

renumbering all the cycles CF
j (1 ≤ 1 ≤ m), without loss of generality, we can assume that

ϕ̄
(
vEi
)
= aivFi

where vFi ∈ (CF
i )

0 and ai ∈ N for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, thus showing Equation (7). Since pEi and

pFi are, respectively, the smallest natural numbers such that pEi vEi = vEi and pFi vFi = vFi , it
follows that pEi = pFi := pi.

We now prove that NE
i,j(c) = NF

i,j(c − ai + bj) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n and c ∈ N,
where ai (1 ≤ i ≤ m) and bj (1 ≤ j ≤ n) are the integers defined in Equations (7) and (6),
respectively. Indeed, recall that TE = MĒ is the inductive limit of

· · · −→ N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj AE−−→ N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj AE−−→ N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
−→ · · ·

Furthermore, since E is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension in normal form and by renum-
bering the vertices of E, AE can be written in the form

AE =




Cp1 0 . . . 0 ∗E1,1 ∗E1,2 . . . ∗E1,n
0 Cp2 . . . 0 ∗E2,1 ∗E2,2 . . . ∗E2,n
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
0 0 . . . Cpm ∗Em,1 ∗Em,2 . . . ∗Em,n

0 0 . . . 0 Cq1 0 . . . 0
0 0 . . . 0 0 Cq2 . . . 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
0 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . Cqn




,
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where

Ck =




0 1 · · ·
0 1

. . .
...

1 0 · · ·




denotes the adjacency matrix of the cycle of length k, and ∗Ei,,j ∈ Mpi×qj(N) has at most a
nonzero row which is the first one for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and so the matrix AE is
invertible (as the source and sink cycles have lengths at least 1).

For each k ∈ Z, we denote by ιkE : N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
→ TE the canonical inclusion map

associated to the inductive limit. Let x and y ∈ N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
such that ιkE(x) = ιkE(y).

Let ιkE(x) = x′ and ιkE(y) = y′. By Lemma 2.3, there exists an element z ∈ TE such that
x′ → z and y′ → z. By choosing large enough interger d, we have z → z′ where z′ can
be written as sum of terms in {v(d) | v ∈ E0}. Then, x′ → z′ and y′ → z′ imply that

Ad−k
E x = Ad−k

E y, and so x = y. This implies that ιkE : N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
→ TE is injective for every

k ∈ Z.

As the copies of N in N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
represent the vertices of E, these inclusions are related

to the Z-action via the formula

α1 ◦ ι
k
E = ιk+1

E , (8)

where α1 : TE → TE denotes the action of 1 ∈ Z. Similar facts hold for the graph F .
Let 1 ≤ i ≤ m be an integer, choosing k large enough so that im(ιkF ) ⊇ im(ϕ ◦ ι0E) and
p1p2 . . . pmq1q2 . . . qn | k − ai , we obtain an injective map

C :=
(
ιkF
)−1

◦ ϕ ◦
(
ι0E
)
: N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
−→ N

m∑

i=1

pi+
n∑

j=1

qj
.

(In the equation above, we implicitly restrict the codomains of ϕ and ιkF to the image of ιkF .)
We claim that CAE = AFC. On one hand,

ιk+1
F ◦ C ◦ AE = ιk+1

F ◦
(
ιkF
)−1

◦ ϕ ◦
(
ι0E
)
◦ AE

= α1ι
k
F ◦
(
ιkF
)−1

◦ ϕ ◦
(
ι0E
)
◦ AE (Equation (8))

= α1 ◦ ϕ ◦
(
ι0E
)
◦ AE

= ϕ ◦ α1 ◦
(
ι0E
)
◦ AE (ϕ a Z-isomorphism)

= ϕ ◦
(
ι1E
)
◦ AE (Equation (8))

= ϕ ◦
(
ι0E
)

(TE is a direct limit).

On the other hand,

ιk+1
F ◦ AF ◦ C = ιk+1

F ◦ AF ◦
(
ιkF
)−1

◦ ϕ ◦ ι0E

= ιkF ◦
(
ιkF
)−1

◦ ϕ ◦ ι0E (TF as a direct limit)

= ϕ ◦ ι0E
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This shows that ιk+1
F ◦C ◦AE = ϕ◦ ι0E = ιk+1

F ◦AF ◦C. Since ιk+1
F is injective, we immediately

get that

CAE = AFC. (9)

Now, as C is induced from ϕ and ιk, the above facts about ϕ
(
vEi
)
and ϕ

(
wE

j

)
are reflected

in C. Since p1p2 . . . pmq1q2 . . . qn | k − ai, we have

C =




C̃a1−ai 0 0 . . . 0 B1,1 B1,2 . . . B1,n

0 C̃a2−a1 0 . . . 0 B2,1 B2,2 . . . B2,n

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . C̃ai−ai . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 0 0 . . . C̃am−a1 Bm,1 Bm,2 . . . Bm,n

0 0 0 . . . 0 C̃b1−a1 0 . . . 0

0 0 0 . . . 0 0 C̃b2−a1 . . . 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . C̃bn−a1




where C̃ac−ai = (Cpi)
ac−ai =

pi∑
t=1

Et,t+ac−ai mod pc and C̃bj−ai =
(
Cqj

)bj−ai =
∑qj

t=1 Et,t+bj−ai mod qj

respectively represent the fact that ϕ
(
vEi
)
= aivFi +

n∑
j=1

(∑qj−1
k=0 bk,j

(
kwF

j

))
and ϕ

(
wE

j

)
=

bjwF
j , and Br,s ∈ Mpr×qs(N) for all 1 ≤ r ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

For each 1 ≤ t ≤ qj , write k
E
t for the number of edges starting from CE

i to DE
j and range

(the vertex on the sink-cycle equivalent to) twE
j , and similarly for F . Then, the upper right

block ∗Ei,j in AE has at most one nonzero row (the first row):
(
kE
qj

kE
1 kE

2 · · · kE
qj−1

)
.

Notice that Equation (9) implies that CpiBi,j+∗Fi,jC̃bj−ai = ∗Ei,j+Bi,jCqj for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
Let r := bj − ai. We then have

B2,t + kF
t−r−1 = kE

t−1 +B1,t−1 for 1 ≤ t ≤ qj
Bx+1,t = Bx,t−1 for 2 ≤ x ≤ pi − 1, 1 ≤ t ≤ qj
B1,t = Bpi,t−1 for 1 ≤ t ≤ qj

We conclude that for any 1 ≤ t ≤ qj , we get that

Bpi,t−1 = B1,t = B2,t+1 + kF
t−r − kE

t = B3,t+2 + kF
t−r − kE

t = · · ·

· · · = Bpi,t+pi−1 + kF
t−r − kE

t

where the addition on the indices is performed modulo qj . Applying the same argument to
Bpi,t+pi−1, we obtain that

Bpi,t−1 = Bpi,t+2pi−1 + kF
t−r − kE

t + kF
t+pi−r − kE

t+pi

= Bpi,t+3pi−1 + kF
t−r − kE

t + kF
t+pi−r − kE

t+pi
+ kF

t+2pi−r − kE
t+2pi

. . .

= Bpi,t+lpi−1 +
l−1∑

x=0

kF
t+xpi−r −

l−1∑

x=0

kE
t+xpi

(*)
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for all l ≥ 1. Write d(i,j) = gcd(pi, qj), and write pi = cd(i,j) and qj = dd(i,j), where
gcd(c, d) = 1. Then

Bpi,t−1 = Bpi,t+cqj−1 = Bpi,t+dpi−1.

Now, replacing l by d in Equation (*), we immediately get that

d−1∑

x=0

kF
xpi+t−r =

d−1∑

x=0

kE
t+xpi

(10)

for all 1 ≤ t ≤ qj . Observe that for any x we have xpi = xcd(i,j) ≡ 0 mod d(i,j). For each
1 ≤ t ≤ qj , since the addition on the indices is performed modulo qj , we conclude that the
right-hand sum of Equation (10) is precisely the number of trails of E starting from CE

i and
ending at a vertex on DE

j with index t (mod d(i,j)), and the left-hand sum of Equation (10)

is precisely the number of trails of F starting from CF
i and ending at a vertex on DF

j with
index (t− r) (mod d(i,j)). Therefore, we have

NE
i,j(c) = NF

i,j(c− r) = NF
i,j(c− ai + bj)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n and c ∈ N. By Theorem 3.10, we obtain that AE ∼SSE AF .

(5) =⇒ (1). Assume that AE ∼SSE AF . By Theorem 2.10, E can be obtained from
F by a sequence of in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and out-amalgamations.
By [29, Proposition 15], it follows that LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent to LK(F ), thus
finishing the proof. �

Putting together our result with several established results in the literature, we can now
relate the notions of Morita theory in algebras and operator algebras for the class of graphs
of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three. The following result is related to the questions on the
relationship between the Morita theory of Leavitt path algebras and graph C∗-algebras (see
[2, Section 5.6] and [24]), which shows the equivalence of (2) and (3) of [22, Conjecture 8.8.2]
for graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three.

Corollary 4.4. Let E and F be essential graphs, where E is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three. Let K be an arbitrary field. Then, LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent
to LK(F ) if and only if the graph C∗-algebras C∗(E) and C∗(F ) are equivariant Morita
equivalent.

Proof. (=⇒). Assume that LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent to LK(F ). Since E is a graph
of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension three and by Theorem 4.3, we have AE ∼SSE AF , where AE

and AF are the adjacency matrices of E and F , respectively. By Theorem 2.10, E can be
obtained from F by a sequence of in-splittings, out-splittings, in-amalgamations, and out-
amalgamations. Then, by [13, Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 5.4], C∗(E) is strongly Morita
equivalent to C∗(F ). Moreover, [26, Sections 2.1 and 2.2] guarantees that this equivalence
is equivariant.

(⇐=). Assume that the graph C∗-algebras C∗(E) and C∗(F ) are equivariant Morita
equivalent. We then have KT

0 (C
∗(E)) ∼= KT

0 (C
∗(F )) as order-preserving Z[x, x−1]-modules

(see [19, p. 297] and [40, Proposition 2.9.1]). For any finite graph E, there are canonical order
isomorphisms of For a finite graph G, there are canonical order isomorphisms of Z[x, x−1]-
modules

Kgr
0 (LK(G)) ∼= K0(G) ∼= K0(C

∗(G)) ∼= KT

0 (C
∗(G)),
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where G is the covering graph of G (see, e.g., [28, p. 275] and [25, Proof of Theorem A]).
Form these notes, we obtain that Kgr

0 (LK(E)) ∼= Kgr
0 (LK(F )) as order-preserving Z[x, x−1]-

modules. By Theorem 4.3, we immediately get that LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent to
LK(F ), thus finishing the proof. �

Let K be a field and A a finite dimensional K-algebra. We denote by A-mod the category
of finitely generated left A-modules, and denote by Db(A-mod) the bounded derived category
of A-mod. Recall a complex in Db(A-mod) is perfect provided that it is isomorphic to
a bounded complex consisting of projective modules. The full subcategory consisting of
perfect complexes is denoted by perf(A), which is a triangulated subcategory of Db(A-mod)
and is closed under direct summands (see [15, Lemma 1.2.1]). Following [39], the singularity
category of A is defined to be the quotient triangulated category

Dsg(A) = Db(A-mod)/perf(A).

The category Dsg(A) is a triangulated category. One can show that the global dimension
of A is finite if and only if Dsg(A) is trivial. In [43], Serre showed that an affine variety
V ⊆ Cn is smooth if and only if the algebra O(V ) of polynomial functions on V satisfies
gl.dim(O(V )) < ∞. In this case, dim(V ) = gl.dim(O(V )). Consequently, V is singular if and
only if Dsg(O(V )) is non-trivial. Hence, from a homological perspective, Dsg(O(V )) captures
the singularity of V .

For a non-commutative algebra A, the category Dsg(A) is a homological invariant of A, a
measure on how far A is from having finite global dimension.

Let E be a finite graph. The path algebra KE of E over K is defined as follows. As a
K-vector space, it has a basis given by all the paths Path(E) in E. For two paths p and q,
their multiplication is given by the concatenation pq if s(p) = t(q), and it is zero, otherwise.

It was proved by Chen and Yang [18], using the results of P. Smith [44] and Hazrat [29],
that for the finite graphs E and F , Dsg(KE/J2

E) is triangulated equivalent to Dsg(KF/J2
E) if

and only if LK(E) is graded Morita equivalent to LK(F ), where JE and JF are the two-sided
ideals of KE and KF generated by paths in E and F of length greater or equal to 1, respec-
tively. From this note and [29, Proposition 15(3)], we immediately get that if Dsg(KE/J2

E)
is triangulated equivalent to Dsg(KF/J2

F ), then AE is shift equivalent to AF . Based on Chen
and Yang’s work [18] and Bratteli’s classification theorem on the ultramatricial algebras
LK(E)0, one expects that the converse might to be true (see [22, Conjecture 8.8.2]). The
following result shows that the conjecture holds for the class of graphs of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three.

Corollary 4.5. Let E and F be essential graphs, where E is a graph of Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension three. Let K be an arbitrary field, and let KE and KF be are the path algebras
of E and F , respectively. Then, AE ∼SE AF if and only if Dsg(KE/J2

E) is triangulated
equivalent to Dsg(KF/J2

F ).

Proof. It immediately follows from Chen and Yang’s result cited above and Theorem 4.3. �
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