
ITALIAN JOURNAL OF PURE AND APPLIED MATHEMATICS – N. 44–2020 (483–498) 483

Orbit-maximal green sequences and general-maximal green
sequences

Diana Ahmad
Department of Mathematics
Zhejiang University (Yuquan Campus)
Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310027
P. R. China
diana.ahmadsy@yahoo.com

Fang Li∗

Department of Mathematics

Zhejiang University (Yuquan Campus)

Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310027

P. R. China

fangli@zju.edu.cn

Abstract. In this paper we introduce the orbit-maximal green sequences for a skew
symmetrizable matrix and set the relation between orbit-maximal green sequences and
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1. Introduction

Cluster algebra is a very important mathematical innovation, which was intro-
duced by S. Fomin and A. Zalevensky in [5]. Its importance and effectiveness
come from its connection with different branches of mathematics and math-
ematical physics such as Teichmuller theory, canonical basis, total positivity,
Poisson-Lie groups, Calabi-Yau algebras and representation of finite dimensional
algebras. One of the most interesting things in studying cluster algebra is that
this study can be associated with combinatorial tools or geometrical description.

Maximal green sequences are a very important concept related to cluster
algebras established by Keller [8] for the skew symmetric case, then and after
the sign coherence property was proved for the skew-symmetrizable case [7], the
definition was expanded to include the skew-symmetrizable matrices.

In this paper we approach this concept from different angles presenting new
related definitions with some new results. We also give a generalization in a
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way that makes this generalized case a property owned by any given skew-
symmetrizable matrix of finite size.

Firstly, we recall the definition of a group of automorphisms for a skew-
symmetrizable matrix as mentioned in [4], [11]. Under the action of the group,
mutations in directions of indices of the same orbit commute [4] which make it
possible to introduce the so-called orbit-mutation in [4]. We firstly note that
after mutating in direction of any orbit, all the columns in the C-matrix whose
indices are of the same orbit have the same sign (Lemma 3.11). This allows
us to define the orbit-maximal green sequence. We also prove that every orbit-
maximal green sequence for a skew-symmetrizable matrix in a stable admissible
pair corresponds to a maximal green sequence for its folding matrix (Theorem
3.19). Using this result we prove that the minimum length of any orbit-maximal
green sequence for a skew-symmetrizable matrix is the number of the orbits
(Corollary 3.22). Then, we study the relation between the orbit-maximal green
sequences of a skew-symmetrizable matrix and the maximal green sequences of
this matrix and prove that every orbit-maximal green sequence corresponds to
a maximal green sequence (Theorem 3.25). The raised question here is when
and how to create a corresponding orbit-maximal green sequence built from a
given maximal green sequence? We discuss this question for maximal green
sequences obtained from an admissible numbering by source for acyclic skew-
symmetrizable matrices.

On the other hand, we introduce the general-maximal green sequence which
produces a maximum number of red indices. This generalization makes every
skew-symmetrizable matrix own a general-maximal green sequence. The inter-
esting question here is that: how many red indices can be obtained maximally?
We call this maximal number the red size. We prove that the red size of any de-
composable skew-symmetrizable matrix is greater than or equals the sum of the
red sizes of its skew-symmetrizale components (Theorem 4.8). Finally, we define
general orbit-maximal green sequences and study the connection with general-
maximal green sequences of a skew-symmetrizable matrix under the action of
an automorphism group.

2. Preliminaries

Recall that B = (bij) ∈ Mn(Z) is said to be a skew-symmetrizable matrix if
there is a diagonal matrix D with positive integer entries such that DB is a
skew-symmetric matrix. We call D the symmetrizer matrix.

Let B̃ = (bij) ∈ Mn+m,n(Z) then B̃ is said to be skew-symmetrizable if its
principal part which is the square sub-matrix B = (bi,j) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n is

skew-symmetrizable. We call B̃ the extended matrix of B.
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The mutation of a matrix B̃ in direction k where 1 ≤ k ≤ n is the matrix
µk(B) = B′ = (b′ij) where:

b′ij =

−bij , if i or j = k,

bij +
1

2
(| bik | bkj + bik | bkj |), otherwise

.

This is called the exchange relation of the mutation. Given a skew symmetrizable

matrix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈ M2n×n(Z), let B̃σ =

(
Bσ

Cσ

)
be the matrix obtained from

B̃ by a composition of mutations µσ = µksµks−1 ....µk1 , 1 ≤ kj ≤ n for every

1 ≤ j ≤ s. The lower part of B̃σ is called the C − matrix of B̃σ. By the sign
coherence property proved in [7], all the entries of a given column in Cσ are of
the same sign.

Definition 2.1. An index k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n is called green (respectively, red)
if the entries of the column indexed by k in Cσ are non-negative (respectively,
non-positive).

Definition 2.2. A sequence of indices (k1, k2, ...., ks), where 1 ≤ ki ≤ n for
all i ∈ {1, 2, ..., s}, is called a green sequence if ki is green in µki−1

....µk1(B̃) for

1 ≤ i ≤ s. Such sequence is called maximal if µks ....µk1(B̃) does not have any
green indices.

By convention, we denote µk0(B̃) = B̃.

3. Orbit-maximal green sequences

Suppose we have a skew-symmetrizable matrix equipped with a group of auto-
morphisms, we will expand the sign-coherence idea to the orbit-sign coherence
idea and introduce the orbit-maximal green sequences.

Definition 3.1. Let B ∈ Mn(Z) be a skew-symmetrizable matrix and Sn be
the group of permutations on the set {1, 2, .., n}. Let g ∈ Sn, then g is said to
be an automorphism of B if bgi,gj = bij for every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Definition 3.2. Let G be a subgroup of Sn, G is said to be an automorphism
group of B if for every g ∈ G, g is an automorphism of B.

We denote the G-orbits by ī for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Definition 3.3. An automorphism g of a skew-symmetrizable matrix B is said
to be admissible if:

bi1jbi2j ≥ 0, bi1i2 = 0 for any i1, i2 falling in the same G-orbit and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Definition 3.4. Let G be a group of automorphisms of a skew-symmetrizable
matrix B, the group G is said to be an admissible automorphism group and the
pair (B,G) is said to be admissible if g is an admissible automorphism for every
g ∈ G.
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By [4, Lemma 2.12], we note that mutations in directions falling in the
same orbit commute whenever we have an admissible pair (B,G), µi2µi1(B) =
µi1µi2(B), for every i1, i2 ∈ ī. Thus, the so-called orbit-mutation can be defined
as follows:

Definition 3.5. Let (B,G) be an admissible pair, the orbit-mutation in direc-
tion ī is the composition µī(B) =

∏
k∈ī µk(B).

Remark 3.6. It is clear that cij = cgi,gj for any g ∈ Sn and any cij ∈ In.
Thus any subgroup of Sn can be considered as an automorphism group for the
identity matrix, even though In is not skew-symmetrizable.

Remark 3.7. The sign-coherence property for the C−matrices obtained from

the extended matrix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
by orbit-mutations, can be regarded as a suitable

substitution of the admissibility condition to be used in the results of this paper.

An admissible automorphism group of an extended skew-symmetrizable ma-

trix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈ M2n×n(Z) is defined to be any admissible automorphism group

of its principle part B.
We denote by B̃k̄ the matrix obtained from B̃ by the orbit-mutation in

direction k̄, that is,

B̃k̄ = µk̄(B̃) =

(
Bk̄

C k̄

)
Assume (B̃,G) is an admissible pair. Then, by induction, it follows from [4], [11]

that the orbit-mutation of a skew-symmetrizable matrix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
in direction

k̄ for 1 ≤ k ≤ n is given by the following form:

(1) bk̄ij =


−bij , if i or j ∈ k̄

bij +
1
2

∑
t∈k̄

(| bit | btj + bit | btj |), otherwise

(2) ck̄ij =


−cij , if j ∈ k̄

cij +
1
2

∑
t∈k̄

(| cit | btj + cit | btj |), otherwise

Remark 3.8. Let (B̃,G) be an admissible pair, it is clear that i ∈ k̄ if and only
if g(i) ∈ k̄ for every g ∈ G and 1 ≤ i, k ≤ n. If i or j ∈ k̄ then bk̄ij = −bij , ck̄ij =

−cij , and bk̄g(i)g(j) = −bg(i)g(j), c
k̄
g(i)g(j) = −cg(i)g(j). Hence bk̄ij = bk̄g(i)g(j) and

ck̄ij = ck̄g(i)g(j) in this case.

Clearly if t runs over k̄, then g(t) runs over k̄ for every g ∈ G, then: 1
2

∑
t∈k̄(|

bit | btj + bit | btj |) = 1
2

∑
f=g(t)∈k̄(| bg(i)f | bfg(j) + bg(i)f | bfg(j) |)
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1
2

∑
t∈k̄(| cit | btj + cit | btj |) = 1

2

∑
f=g(t)∈k̄(| cg(i)f | bfg(j) + cg(i)f | bfg(j) |) thus

bk̄ij = bk̄g(i)g(j) and ck̄ij = ck̄g(i)g(j) for every k ∈ {1, 2, ..., n} and g ∈ G, in case we

mutate in the direction k̄ where i and j are not in k̄.
From the previous discussion, we note that if G is an automorphism group

for B̃ =

(
B
In

)
, then it is also an automorphism group of B̃k̄ = µk̄(

∼
B) =

(
Bk̄

C k̄

)
for 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

In the following discussion we need to deal with a composition of orbit-
mutations, but first a condition needs to be established to guarantee the admis-
sibility after such composition.

Definition 3.9. An admissible pair (B̃,G) is said to be stable if for any se-
quence of orbit-mutations (k̄1, k̄2......., k̄s), the pair (µk̄j

µk̄j−1
.........µk̄1

(B̃), G) is
an admissible pair for every 1 ≤ j ≤ s.

Remark 3.10. By [4], [11], the relations (1) and (2) are used to obtain an
orbit-mutation for any skew-symmterizable matrix in a stable admissible pair.

Let µσs(B̃) be the matrix obtained by a composition of orbit-mutations
where σs := (k̄1, k̄2, ..., k̄s). Because the orbit-mutation is nothing but a com-
position of mutations in directions of all indices falling in this specific orbit,
it is clear that the property of sign-coherence proved in [7, Theorem 3] is well
preserved for the C-matrix Cσs of the extended skew-symmetrizable matrix

B̃σs =

(
Bσs

Cσs

)
.

Lemma 3.11. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair and let B̃k̄ = µk̄(B̃) =(
Bk̄

C k̄

)
be the orbit-mutation in direction k̄ for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. If i1, i2 are of the

same orbit, the columns indexed by i1, i2 in the C-matrix C k̄ have the same
sign.

Proof. For any i1, i2 falling in the same orbit, there is g ∈ G such that g(i1) =
i2. Note that g is an automorphism for µk̄(B̃), thus ck̄li1 = ck̄g(l)g(i1) = ck̄g(l)i2 for
any 1 ≤ l ≤ n. By the sign coherence property the two columns i1, i2 in the
C-matrix C k̄ have the same sign since they have two equal entries.

In the light of the previous lemma we denote the sign of an orbit ī by sgn(̄i)
for any i ∈ {1, 2, ..., n}. Now we can establish the definitions of the orbit-
maximal green sequence.

Definition 3.12. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair and let Cσs be the
C − matrix of B̃σs obtained from B̃ by a sequence of orbit-mutations, B̃σs =
µσs(B̃) where σs := (k̄1, k̄2, ..., k̄s) such that 1 ≤ kj ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ s, then the
orbit ī is said to be green (respectively, red) if sgn(̄i) is nonnegative ( respectively,
nonpositive) in Cσs .
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Definition 3.13. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair, σs := (k̄1, k̄2, ..., k̄s)
be a sequence of orbit-mutations and let Cσj be the C-matrix of B̃σj obtained
from B̃ by the sequence of orbit-mutations (k̄1, k̄2, ......., k̄j) for 1 ≤ j ≤ s, then
(k̄1, k̄2......., k̄s) is said to be an orbit-green sequence if for every 1 ≤ j ≤ s, k̄j is
a green orbit in Cσj−1 . The sequence (k̄1, k̄2......., k̄s) is said to be orbit-maximal
green sequence if B̃σs doesn’t have green orbits.

Now we define the folding of a matrix as mentioned in [4] and [11].

Definition 3.14. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair, the folding matrix of

B̃ is given by π(B̃) =

(
π(B)
π(C)

)
∈ M2m×m(Z), where :

(3) π(B) = (bīj̄) such that, bī,j̄ =
∑
f∈ī

bfj

(4) π(C) = (cīj̄) such that, cī,j̄ =
∑
f∈ī

cfj

and m is the number of the G-orbits.

By [4, Lemma 2.5], the folding matrix of a skew-symmetrizable matix is
skew-symmetrizable.

Lemma 3.15. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair, such that B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈

M2n×n(Z), then π(B̃) =

(
π(B)
Im

)
, where m is the number of the G-orbits.

Proof. Let cīj̄ =∈ π(In). By the definition of the folding matrix and the nature
of the the entries of In, we have:

cīj̄ =

{
1, if ī = j̄

0, if ī ̸= j̄

Since the folding of an extended skew-symmetrizable matrix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈

M2n×n(Z) in a stable admissible pair (B̃,G) is of the form π(B̃) =

(
π(B)
Im

)
,

where π(B) is a skew-symmetrizable matrix, the natural question here is: what
is the relation between orbit-maximal green sequences for the matrix B̃ and
maximal green sequences for its folding matrix π(B̃).

The following Proposition shows the entries of the folding C-matrix after
mutation in direction k̄ as an index.
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Proposition 3.16 ([11, Proposition 5.8]). Let B be any skew-symmetrizable
integer matrix and let σ be a stable admissible automorphism of B. The matrix
π(C) which is the C-matrix of the matrix π(B̃) satisfies the recursion relation:

(5) c′īj̄ =

{
−cīj̄ , if j̄ = k̄

cīj̄ +
1
2(| cīk̄ | bk̄j̄ + cīk̄ | bk̄j̄ |), otherwise

The following Lemma is a generalization of Theorem 2.24 in [4].

Lemma 3.17. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair and B is of the size n×n,
then π(µk̄(B̃)) = µk̄(π(B̃)) for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Proof. As for the principal part of the extended matrix B̃, it was proved in [4,
Theorem 2.24].

For the C-matrix, we have the following points:

• the orbit-mutation of this matrix which is given in (2)

• the folding of this matrix which is given in (4)

• the mutation of the folding C-matrix which is given in (5).

• the sign coherence property.

By the previous points, we get the desired result following the same steps of the
proof in Theorem 2.24 [4].

Remark 3.18. According to the familiar method of indexing a matrix and to
avoid ambiguity, the matrix π(B) = (bīj̄) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n will be referred to

as F = (Fif jf ) for 1 ≤ if , jf ≤ m such that if represents the order of the row

or column indexed by ī in π(B) and m is the number of the orbits. Here, if is
called the natural corresponding index of ī.

Theorem 3.19. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair. Then (k̄1, k̄2......., k̄s) is
an orbit-maximal green sequence for B if and only if the natural corresponding
sequence (kf1 , k

f
2 ......., k

f
s ) is a maximal green sequence for its folding matrix

π(B) = F .

Proof. Let µ
kfj
µ
kfj−1

.....µ
kf1
(π(

∼
B)) =

(
(π(B))σj

(π(C))σj

)
, and π(µk̄j

µk̄j−1
.....µk̄1

(B̃)) =

π

(
Bσj

Cσj

)
=

(
π(Bσj )
π(Cσj )

)
for every 1 ≤ j ≤ s.

By Lemma 3.17 we have:(
(π(B))σj

(π(C))σj

)
=

(
π(Bσj )
π(Cσj )

)
.
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That is, (π(C))σj can be considered as the folding of the matrix Cσj , by the
definition of the folding matrix:

c
σj

īk̄j+1
=
∑
t∈ī

cσjtkj+1
such that c

σj

tkj+1
∈ Cσj .

By the sign coherence property, we have that c
σj

īk̄j+1
is non-negative (non-positive)

if and only if c
σj

tkj+1
is non-negative (non-positive) for every t ∈ ī and 1 ≤ j ≤

s− 1. That is, the column indexed by kfj+1 in (π(B̃))σj is green (respectively,
red) if and only if the column indexed by kj+1 is green (respectively, red) in

B̃σj and as a result the orbit k̄j+1 is also green (respectively, red) for every

1 ≤ j ≤ s− 1 by Lemma 3.11. Moreover, (π(B̃))σs has no green indices if and
only if B̃σs has no green orbits, and the result follows.

The result which determines the minimal length of any maximal green se-
quence for a skew-symmetric matrix [2, Corollary 2.18] is clearly true in the
skew-symmetrizable case.

Proposition 3.20 ([2, Corollary 2.18]). If B is a skew-symmetrizable matrix of
the size n×n which admits a maximal green sequence, then the minimal length
of any maximal green sequence for B is n.

Definition 3.21. The length of an orbit-maximal green sequence is the number
of the orbits in this sequence.

Corollary 3.22. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair, the minimum length
of any orbit-maximal green sequence is the number of G-orbits.

Proof. By Theorem 3.19 every orbit-maximal sequence for B̃ corresponds to
a maximal green sequence for its folding matrix π(B̃) ∈ Mm×m(Z) where m is
the number of the orbits. By Proposition 3.20 the minimum length of any such
maximal green sequence is m, and this is the required.

Example 3.23. B̃ =



0 2 2 0
−2 0 0 2
−2 0 0 2
0 −2 −2 0

−−−
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


is an acyclic skew symmetric

matrix, the pair
(
B̃,G

)
is an admissible pair where G = ⟨(2, 3)⟩, by [4, Theorem

2.23] this pair is stable admissible.
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µ1̄µ2̄µ4̄

(
B̃
)
=



0 2 2 0
−2 0 0 2
−2 0 0 2
0 −2 −2 0

−−−
−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1


, thus (4̄, 2̄, 1̄) is an orbit-maximal

green sequence. The folding matrix π(B̃) =



0 2 0
−4 0 4
0 −2 0

−−−
1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


. The natural

corresponding sequence for the sequence (4̄, 2̄, 1̄) is (3, 2, 1). It is easy to check
that (3, 2, 1) is a maximal green sequence of the folding matrix.

Clearly, the existence of orbit-maximal green sequences for a given skew-
symmetrizable matrix B is related to two factors; the matrix entries and the
group G itself for which the pair (B,G) is a stable admissible pair. We will
prove that every orbit-maximal green sequence is corresponding to a maximal
green sequence.

Lemma 3.24. Let (B̃,G) be an admissible pair, the entries of the column ij in
the C−matrix are invariant under any mutation in direction il ̸= ij , where il, ij
are of the same orbit ī.

Proof. Let c′kij be one of these entries then c′kij = ckij +
1
2(|ckil |bilij + ckil |bilij |)

for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Since the pair is admissible, we have bilij = 0 and thus
c′kij = ckij .

In the following Theorem, we denote the indices of the orbit īs by is1, il2, ..., isls
where 1 ≤ s ≤ m and m is the number of the orbits, that is ls denotes the num-
ber of the indices in the orbit īs.

Theorem 3.25. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair, then every orbit-green
sequence (respectively, orbit-maximal green sequence) of (B̃,G) corresponds to
a green sequence (respectively, maximal green sequence) of B̃.

Proof. (i) Suppose (ī1, ī2, ....., īk) is an orbit-green sequence, then īs is a green
orbit in the C-matrix of the extended matrix µīs−1

...µī2µī1(B̃) for every 1 ≤ s ≤
k. By the definition of orbit mutation, the stability of the admissible condition
and Lemma 3.24 the column indexed by ifg is green in the C−matrix of the
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extended matrix µifg−1
...µif1 ...µi1l1

...µi11(B̃) for every 1 ≤ f ≤ k and every
1 ≤ g ≤ lf . Hence the sequence (i11, ..., i1l1 ..., ik1, ..., iklk) is a green sequence.

(ii) Suppose (ī1, ī2, ....., īk) is an orbit-maximal green sequence, then by the
proof of the part (i), (i11, ..., i1l1 ..., ik1, ..., iklk) is a green sequence which changes

the matrix

(
B
In

)
into the matrix µiklk

...µik1 ....µi1l1
...µi11

(
B
In

)
≃
(

B
−In

)
and

thus this green sequence is maximal.

We do not think that it is always possible to construct an orbit-maximal
green sequence from a given maximal green sequence for a skew-symmetrizable
matrix B̃ since a stable admissible pair (B̃,G) may not exist. Let us suppose
that such pair does exist and B̃ admits a maximal green sequence, still we do
not think that when changing index mutation into orbit-mutation, the green
indices are guaranteed to remain green. This raises the following question:

Question 3.26. When can a maximal green sequence for a skew-symmetrizable
matrix B̃ in a stable admissible pair (B̃,G) be reconstructed as an orbit-maximal
green sequence?

In an attempt to answer this question, we will discuss a special case of both
skew-symmetrizable matrices and maximal green sequences.

Definition 3.27. A skew-symmetrizable matrix B is said to be acyclic if there
are no entries i1, ..., ik such that bij+1ij > 0 for every 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 and ik = i1.

Definition 3.28. A source in a skew-symmetrizable matrix B of the size n×n
is an index i where 1 ≤ i ≤ n and bki ≥ 0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n .

Definition 3.29. An admissible numbering by sources of a skew-symmetrizable
matrix B̃ is an n-tuple (i1, i2, ..., in) such that the indices of B are {i1, ..., in}
with i1 a source in B̃, and for any 2 ≤ k ≤ n, the vertex ik is a source in
µik−1

....µi1(B̃).

In [2, Lemma 2.20] the following Proposition was considered for quivers (in
the skew-symmetric case). It can be easily checked that it is true for the skew-
symmetrizable case following the same steps.

Proposition 3.30 ([2, Lemma 2.20]). Let B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈ M2n×n(Z) be a skew-

symmetrizable matrix. Then any admissible numbering by sources of B̃ is a
maximal green sequence.

We will call such maximal green sequence an admissible numbering maximal
green sequence.

Lemma 3.31. If i is a source in a skew-symmetrizable matrix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈

M2n×n(Z) and suppose j is another green (respectively, red) source in this ma-
trix, then j will remain a green (respectively, red) source in the matrix µi(B).
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Proof. The result follows by substituting bij = 0 in the exchange relations.

Theorem 3.32. Let (B̃,G) be a stable admissible pair such that B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈

M2n×n(Z) is an acyclic skew-symmetrizable matrix and let s = (s1, s2, ...., sn)
be an admissible numbering maximal green sequence of B̃.

(i) We can always re-arrange this sequence in a way such that the indices of
the orbit represented by s1 are successive and are followed by the indices of the
orbit represented by s2 (in case they are not of the same orbit) and so on, to
produce a new admissible numbering maximal green sequence of B̃.

(ii) This new admissible numbering maximal green sequence corresponds to
an orbit-maximal green sequence.

Proof. (i) If the indices of s are arranged in the way described above, there is
nothing to do. Suppose that there are tow consecutive indices sk, sk+1 which
do not meet the above description and they are the first indices to do that.
We denote the orbits of G by ī1, ī2, ...., īm and the indices of each orbit by
īg = {ig1, ...., iglg} for 1 ≤ g ≤ m. Without losing of generality we suppose
the first index of the orbit īt in s is it1, sk = itw, sk+1 = id1, with t ̸= d and
1 ≤ w < lt. Mutations before starting mutating in directions of indices of the
orbit īt can be regarded as orbit-mutations. We denote the matrix obtained by
this orbit-mutations B′. it1 is a source in the matrix B′. Since G is a group of
automorphisms, bqit1 ≥ 0 if and only if bqitf ≥ 0 for every 1 ≤ q ≤ n and every
1 ≤ f ≤ lt. Hence itf is also a source in the matrix B′ for every 1 ≤ f ≤ lt.
Since B′ is obtained by a composition of orbit-mutations and it1 is green, then
by Lemma 3.11 all the indices of the orbit īt are green. By Lemma 3.31 itf
will remain a green source in the matrix µitf−1

..µit1(B
′) for every 1 ≤ f ≤ lt.

sk+1 = id1 is a green source in µitw ..µit1(B
′) again by By Lemma 3.31 it will

remain a green source in µīt(B
′). By iterating the same previous discussion

we can put the indices of the orbit īd together such that every idr is a green
source in the matrix µidr−1

..µid1µīt(B
′) for every 1 ≤ r ≤ ld. We do the same

for all orbits whose indices are not successive. Finally we get a new admissible
numbering maximal green sequence arranged as required.
(ii) By the first part of the proof, we can transform s into a new admissible num-
bering maximal green sequence s ′ where the indices of each orbit are successive
s ′ = (i11, ...., i1l1 , ....., im1, ..., imlm) = (̄i1, ....., īm), where īg is a green orbit in

µīg−1
..µī1(B) for every for 1 ≤ g ≤ m and µīm ......µī1(B̃) has no green orbits.

By the definition of the orbit-maximal green sequence, the result follows.

4. General-maximal green sequences

It is not necessary for a skew symmetrizable matrix to have a maximal green
sequence, this fact is a motivation to set a more general concept.
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Definition 4.1. Let B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈ M2n×n(Z) be a skew-symmetrizable matrix

and let τ = (k1, .., ks−1, ks) be a green sequence, such sequence is called a general-
maximal green sequence if µksµks−1 .....µk1(B̃) has the maximum number of red
indices among the red indices obtained by any other green sequences.

Definition 4.2. Let B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈ M2n×n(Z) be a skew-symmetrizable matrix

and let τ = (k1, ..., ks−1, ks) be a general-maximal green sequence for this matrix,
the maximum number of red indices obtained by τ is called the red size of B̃. A
general-maximal green sequence becomes a maximal green sequence when the
red size of B̃ is n.

A general-maximal green sequence which is not a maximal green sequence
is called a proper general-maximal green sequence.

Proposition 4.3 ([10, Theorem 12]). Let Qa,b,c a cyclic quiver with three ver-
tices 1, 2, 3, such that there are a-many arrows from 1 to 2 and b-many arrows
from 2 to 3 and c-many arrows from 3 to 1. If a, b, c ≥ 2, then the quiver Qa,b,c

does not admit a maximal green sequence

Now we can find a general-maximal green sequence for 3 × 3 quivers which
do not admit a maximal green sequence.

Example 4.4. B =

 0 −3 4
3 0 −3
−4 3 0

. By Proposition 4.3 this matrix does not

admit a maximal green sequence thus its red size is at most 2.

0 −3 4
3 0 −3
−4 3 0

−−−
1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


µ2 



0 3 −5
−3 0 3
5 −3 0

−−−
1 0 0
3 −1 0
0 0 1


µ1 



0 −3 5
3 0 −12
−5 12 0

−−−
−1 3 0
−3 8 0
0 0 1



µ3 



0 57 −5
−57 0 12
5 −12 0

−−−
−1 3 0
−3 8 0
0 12 −1


.

Thus the green sequence (2, 1, 3) is a general-maximal green sequence since it
gives two red indices.
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Since we deal with matrices of finite size, a general-maximal green sequences
always exists, yet determining the red size of a given skew-symmetrizable matrix
is not easy, especially in the infinite-mutation case. In the following we will
discuss the red size of a reducible skew symmetrizable matrix. For more detailed
information and results about reducibility we refer to [3]. We recall that an
integer matrix is said to be a column (row) sign coherent if the nonzero elements
which are of the same column (row) have the same sign. An integer matrix B2 ∈
Mm×n(Z) is said to be uniformly column (row) sign coherent with respect to a
skew symmetrizable matrix B1 ∈ Mn×n(Z), if for any composition of mutations
µks ......µk2µk1 where 1 ≤ ki ≤ n for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, the lower part of the matrix

µks .....µk1

(
B1

B2

)
is still column (row) sign coherent.

Proposition 4.5 ([3, Corollary 3.3]). Any integer matrix with non-negative en-
tries is uniformly column sign coherent with respect to any skew symmetrizable
matrix which shares the same number of columns.

Definition 4.6. Let B be a skew symmetrizable matrix. We say that B is
reducible, if B can be written as a block matrix as follows

B =

(
B1 B3

B2 B4

)
such that B1 ∈ Mn1×n1(Z), B4 ∈ Mn2×n2(Z), and the proper submatrix B2 ∈
Mn2×n1(Z) has non-negative entries.

Proposition 4.7 ([3, Proposition 3.7]). Let B =

(
B1 B3

B2 B4

)
be a skew-

symmetrizable matrix, with B1 ∈ Mn×n(Z) and B4 ∈ Mm×m(Z). Then B2

is uniformly sign coherent with respect to B1 if and only if B4 is invariant
under any composition of mutations µksµks−1 .....µk1 := µσs , where 1 ≤ ki ≤ n,
1 ≤ i ≤ s .

In [3], it was proved that for a reducible matrix B =

(
B1 B3

B2 B4

)
, k (re-

spectively, j ) is a maximal green sequence for B1 (respectively, B4) if and only
if k̃ = (kj ) is a maximal green sequence for B. In the following theorem, we
find the relation between the red size of a reducible skew-symmetrizable ma-
trix and the red sizes of the skew symmetrizable matrices which appear in its
decomposition.

Theorem 4.8. Let B =

(
B1 B3

B2 B4

)
be a reducible skew-symmetrizable ma-

trix with B1 ∈ Mn1×n1(Z) and B4 ∈ Mn2×n2(Z), σs := (k1, ...., ks) is a general-
maximal green sequence for B1 with red size k, and τr := (l1, ...., lr) is a general-
maximal green sequence for B4 with red size l. Then m the red size of B is
greater than or equal to k + l.
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Proof. When applying the sequence of mutations σs, we will get k red indices.

Because of the non negative entries of the submatrix

B2

In1

0

 it is uniformly

sign coherent with respect to B1 by Proposition 4.5. By Proposition 4.7, the

submatrix

B4
0
In2

 is mutation invariant in directions 1 ≤ ks, ....k1 ≤ n. As a

result when applying the sequence of mutations τr we will get l new red indices

while the C-matric µks ..µk1

(
In1

0

)
=

(
Cσs

0

)
remains invariant since

(
0
In2

)
is uniformly column sign coherent with respect to the skew symmetrizable B4

because of its non-negative entries. Then the total number of the red indices that
we get after applying the composition (τrσs) is k+ l and the result follows.

And here we raise the following question:

Question 4.9. Does the red size of a reducible skew-symmetrizable matrix
equal the sum of the red sizes of the skew-symmetrizable matrices which appear
in its decomposition ?

Corollary 4.10. Let B =

(
B1 B3

B2 B4

)
be a reducible skew-symmetric matrix

of the size n× n with B1 ∈ Mn1×n1(Z) and B4 ∈ Mn2×n2(Z), σs := (k1, ...., ks)
is a general-maximal green sequence for B1 with red size k, and τr := (l1, ...., lr)
is a general-maximal green sequence for B4 with red size l. If σs or τr is proper,
then the red size m of B is determined by l + k ≤ m < n.

Proof. The left part of the inequality is obtained from Theorem 4.8. If m = n,
then B admits a maximal green sequence. By [10, Theorem 1.4.1] any induced
sub-matrix also admits a maximal green sequence. Hence, k = n1 and l = n2

which contradicts with the hypothesis that one the general-maximal sequences
σs,τr is proper.

Since every orbit-maximal green sequence in a stable admissible pair corre-
sponds to a maximal green sequence, see Theorem 3.25, some skew-symmetrizable
matrices admit orbit-maximal green sequences while others do not. By follow-
ing the same method of maximal green sequence generalization, we define the
general orbit-maximal green sequence.

Definition 4.11. For a stable admissible pair (B̃,G) and an orbit-green se-
quence σ = (k̄1, ......., k̄s−1, k̄s), this sequence is said to be a general orbit-
maximal green sequence if µσ(B̃) has the maximum number of red orbits among
the red orbits obtained by any other orbit-green sequences. Similarly the num-
ber of these red orbits (which are obtained maximally) is called the orbit-red
size of B̃.
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It is clear that every orbit-maximal green sequence for a skew-symmetrizable

matrix B̃ =

(
B
In

)
∈ M2n×n(Z) in a stable admissible pair (B̃,G) is a general

orbit-maximal green sequence whose orbit red size is the number of orbits ob-
tained under the action of G .

Lemma 4.12. Let B be a skew-symmetrizable matrix of the size n = 3 × 3
and (B,G) be a stable admissible pair with G not trivial (G is not the identity
or S3), then every general orbit-maximal green sequence has an orbit red size
m = 2 (that is, it is an orbit-maximal green sequence).

Proof. Since G is not trivial, G has two orbits j = {i1, i2} and m = {i3}. By
the admissibility bi1i2 = 0 and bi1i3 .bi2i3 ≥ 0. Hence B is acyclic with i3 is
the only source and i1,i2 are two sinks or i3 is the only sink and i1,i2 are two
sources. Thus (m, j ), (j ,m) are two orbit-maximal green sequence and m = 2
is the maximum number of red orbits to be obtained.

In analogy to Theorem 3.25, we get the following result:

Corollary 4.13. For a stable admissible pair (B̃,G), every general orbit-maximal
green sequence corresponds to a general-maximal green sequence.
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