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Abstract
In this article,we introduce a relation including ideals of an evolution algebra A and hereditary
subsets of vertices of its associated graph and establish some properties among them. This
relation allows us to determine maximal ideals and ideals having the absorption property of
an evolution algebra in terms of its associated graph. In particular, the maximal ideals can
be determined through maximal hereditary subsets of vertices except for those containing
A2. We also define a couple of order-preserving maps, one from the sets of ideals of an
evolution algebra to that of hereditary subsets of the corresponding graph, and the other in
the reverse direction. Conveniently restricted to the set of absorption ideals and to the set of
hereditary saturated subsets, this is amonotoneGalois connection.According to the graph,we
characterize arbitrary dimensional finitely-generated (as algebras) evolution algebras under
certain restrictions of its graph. Furthermore, the simplicity of finitely-generated perfect
evolution algebras is described on the basis of the simplicity of the graph.
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1 Introduction

In the literature of graph C∗-algebras, Leavitt path algebras, higher rank graph algebras, etc.,
we can find how certain structural properties of the algebra (simplicity, primeness, primitivity,
etc.,) can be characterized in terms of properties of its associated graph (see, for example, [1]
for simplicity, [10] for primeness and [11] for primitivity in Leavitt path algebras) to whose
pioneer discoverers we recognize here. In fact, this philosophy is followed in a good number
of publications about evolution algebras. In [8], where the way of associating a graph to an
evolution algebra appeared for the first time, which we are going to use, the authors study
the nilpotency of an evolution algebra regarding whether there exists oriented cycles in the
associated graph. They also relate the indecomposability of an evolution algebra with the
connectivity of its graph. The space of derivations of some evolution algebras has also been
analyzed through properties of its graph (see [4, 6, 9, 12]). Recently, in [13], the authors give
conditions on the graph to ensure the existence of isomorphisms between Hilbert evolution
algebras.

In our work, we associate a certain hereditary set of vertices of the associated graph to
an ideal of the evolution algebra and vice versa. Under mild restrictions, this association is
a Galois connection. This way of linking ideals with subsets of vertices allows us to detect
on the graph whether the corresponding algebra contains ideals that verify certain properties
and which are those ideals.

The article is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we recall some basic concepts and properties
on directed graphs and evolution algebras theory that will be drawn on throughout this paper.
In Sect. 3, we start by defining, given an ideal I of an evolution algebra over a field K with a
natural basis B = {ei }i∈�, the hereditary subset HI of the associated graph, as well as, fixed
a hereditary subset of the vertices H , we define a subspace IH that turns out to be a basic
ideal (Definition 3.1). These are the key objects that will be used along this work. Several
properties and relations among them are shown in Proposition 3.4.Moreover, we characterize
the saturated hereditary subsets H , through the ideals IH of the algebra. In Proposition 3.9,
we describe maximal ideals I that contains A2. Furthermore, we also identify maximal ideals
I such that A2 �⊂ I in terms of maximal hereditary subsets of vertices of its associated graph.

Consequently, in Corollary 3.11, we prove that for arbitrary dimensional perfect evolution
algebras, all the maximal ideals are perfectly identified in the associated graph and, in addi-
tion, every maximal ideal is basic. As a summary, in Remark 3.12 we explain that modulo
some inevitable subspaces of codimension 1 of an arbitrary dimensional evolution algebra
A containing A2, the maximal ideals are those associated to maximal hereditary subsets of
vertices.

To guarantee the existence of maximal ideals in an evolution algebra requires that the
evolution algebra be finitely-generated (as algebra). So, we dedicate Sect. 4 to study the
necessary conditions for an evolution algebra to be finitely-generated. In Lemma 4.1, we
state that if the set of vertices of the graph can not be viewed as the hereditary closure of a
finite set, then the evolution algebra can not be finitely-generated. Moreover, in the case in
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which the graph has a finite number of bifurcations, the finitely-generated evolution algebras
are characterized (Proposition 4.3).

In Sect. 5, we identify, for non-degenerate evolution K-algebras, the ideals I having the
absorption property as those of the form I = IH with H hereditary and saturated subset
(Proposition 5.2 and Proposition 5.4). In Theorem 5.5, we give equivalences for the ideals
of an evolution algebra having the absorption property. Together with Proposition 5.2, it
leads us a way of finding these ideals by just searching the hereditary and saturated sets of
the associated graph for non-degenerate evolution algebras. For finite-dimensional perfect
evolution algebras and an arbitrary ideal I , we obtain that I has the absorption property and
it is generated by the set HI (Theorem 5.8). Moreover, I is a basic ideal (Corollary 5.9). In
the second part of this section, we show that in a finite-dimensional perfect evolution algebra,
the set of all hereditary and saturated subsets of vertices and the set of all ideals having the
absorption property with certain maps defined in Definition 5.10 form a monotone Galois
connection (Theorem 5.14).

In Sect. 6, we introduce the definition of simple directed graph (Definition 6.2) and we
prove that, for finitely-generated perfect evolution algebras, simplicity in the algebra is equiv-
alent to simplicity in the associated graph (Proposition 6.3). In item (1) of Theorem 6.5, we
show that, given a directed graph E , a hereditary subset H ⊂ E0 is maximal if and only
if the only hereditary subsets of the quotient graph E/H are (E/H)0 and ∅. In item (2) of
Theorem 6.5, we prove that simple graphs are either an isolated vertex or a graph with no
sources or sinks. Finally, in item (3) of Theorem 6.5, we show that the associated graph of
a quotient evolution algebra under an ideal of the form IH is the quotient graph under the
hereditary subset, H .

The examples distributed throughout the article, in addition to providing us with a large
number of examples of evolution algebras of different types, show the advantage of using
the graph to locate ideals with certain properties in the evolution algebra.

2 Basic concepts

Althrough this work, the set of natural numbers will be denoted by N = {0, 1, . . .} and the
notation N

∗ will stand for N
∗ := N \ {0}.

A directed graph is a 4-tuple E = (E0, E1, rE , sE ) consisting of two disjoint sets E0,
E1 and two maps rE , sE : E1 → E0. All the graphs, in this paper, will be directed graphs
so, when we say graph we mean directed graph. The elements of E0 are called vertices and
the elements of E1 are called edges of E . Observe that E1 and E0 can have any cardinality.
Further, for f ∈ E1, rE ( f ) and sE ( f ) are the range and the source of f , respectively. If
there is no confusion with respect to the graph we are considering, we simply write r( f )
and s( f ). A vertex v for which s−1(v) = ∅ is called a sink, while a vertex v for which
r−1(v) = ∅ is called a source. A vertex u ∈ E0 is said to be regular if 0 < |s−1(u)| < ∞.
A path μ of length m is a finite chain of edges μ = f1 . . . fm such that r( fi ) = s( fi+1) for
i = 1, . . . ,m − 1. We denote by s(μ) := s( f1) the source of μ and r(μ) := r( fm) the range
of μ. We write μ0 the set of vertices of μ. If r(μ) = s(μ), then μ is called a closed path.
The vertices will be considered trivial paths, that is to say, paths of length zero. We define
Path(E) as the set of all paths in E . If E is a directed graph and S ⊂ E0, then denote by
T (S) the tree of S where

T (S) = {v ∈ E0 : exist λ ∈ Path(E) and u ∈ S with s(λ) = u, r(λ) = v}.
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A graph E is said to be row-finite if for any u ∈ E0 we have that |s−1(u)| is finite. A
graph is said to satisfy Condition (Sing) if among two vertices there is at most one edge. A
directed graph is strongly connected if given two different vertices there exists a path that
goes from the first to the second one.

A vertex u ∈ E0 is called a bifurcation vertex (or it is said that there is a bifurcation at u)
if |s−1(u)| ≥ 2.

A subset H ⊂ E0 is hereditary if for all u ∈ H , T (u) ⊂ H . We will denote the subset of
all subsets of E0 that are hereditary byHE , if there is no risk of confusion we will writeH .
The hereditary closure of S ⊂ E0 is the smallest hereditary subset containing S. It will be
denoted by S. We say that H ∈ H with H �= E0 is maximal if H ⊂ H ′, H ′ ∈ H , implies
H = H ′ or H ′ = E0. A set H ⊂ E0 is saturated if for any regular vertex u ∈ E0 we have
that r(s−1(u)) ⊂ H implies u ∈ H .

An evolution algebra over a field K is a K-algebra A which has a basis B = {ei }i∈� such
that ei e j = 0 for every i, j ∈ � with i �= j . Such a basis is called a natural basis.

Let A be an evolutionK-algebra with a natural basis B = {ei }i∈�. Denote by MB = (ωi j )

the structure matrix of A relative to B, i.e., e2i = ∑
j∈� ω j i e j . If ann(A) := {x : x A = 0} =

span({ei : e2i = 0}) = 0 we say that A is non-degenerate. Otherwise we say that A is
degenerate. In the particular case of A2 = A, we say that the evolution algebra is perfect. For
finite-dimensional evolution algebras, this is equivalent to det(MB) �= 0. Let u = ∑

i∈� αi ei
be an element of A. Recall that the support of u relative to B, denoted by suppB(u), is defined
as the set suppB(u) = {i ∈ � | αi �= 0}. An ideal I of an evolution K-algebra A is called
evolution ideal if it admits a natural basis. In the case that this natural basis can be extended
to the whole algebra we say that I is a basic ideal. An ideal I of a commutative K-algebra
A satisfies the absorption property if x A ⊂ I implies x ∈ I .

Following the philosophy of [8], we denote by E = (E0, E1, rE , sE ) the directed graph
associated to an evolution algebra A relative to a natural basis B = {ei }i∈� where the set
E0 = {ei }i∈� and f ∈ E1 with s( f ) = ei and r( f ) = e j if the j-th coordinate of e2i relative
to B is nonzero. So, we sometimes identify B with E0.

Observe that the directed graph associated to an evolution algebra is row-finite and satisfies
the Condition (Sing).

3 Maximal ideals

In this section we define, on the one hand, certain subset of vertices related to an ideal, which
will be a hereditary subset, and on the other hand, a subspace constructed from a hereditary
subset, which turns out to be a basic ideal. We prove some properties of these two objects that
leads us to recognize maximal ideals. Moreover, we identify this type of ideals in the graph
associated to an evolution algebra. For perfect evolution algebras, all the maximal ideals
come from ideals associated to maximal hereditary subsets.

Definition 3.1 For an ideal I of an evolutionK-algebra Awith natural basis B = {ei }i∈� and
E its associated directed graph, denote by HI the subset of E0 given as HI := {ei ∈ E0 : e2i ∈
I }. For any hereditary subset H ⊂ E0 define the subspace IH := ⊕ei∈HKei = span(H).
Notice that I∅ = {0}.
Lemma 3.2 Let A be an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {ei }i∈� and E its
associated directed graph. We have the following assertions:

(1) If H is a hereditary subset of E0, then IH is a basic ideal of A.
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(2) If I is an ideal of A, then HI is a hereditary subset of E0.

Proof The first item is straightforward. For the second item,we take e j ∈ HI being a non-sink
and assume first that f ∈ E1 has s( f ) = e j and r( f ) = ek ∈ E0. Then e2j = kek + ∑

i ki ei
where k, ki ∈ K with k �= 0 and ei ∈ B\{ek}. Since e2j ∈ I we have eke2j ∈ I . So

I � eke2j = ke2k which gives ek ∈ HI because k �= 0. The general situation is that there is a
path λ = f1 · · · fq with s( f1) = e j and r( fk) = ek . Applying the previous particular case
we get that r( f1) ∈ HI and iterating this argument we finally get that ek ∈ HI . 
�

Thus for any ideal I of an evolution K-algebra, the particular set HI constructed above
induces an ideal IHI ⊃ I that will be proved in Proposition 3.4.

Remark 3.3 An interesting property is that IT (S) = ⊕
ei∈T (S) Kei � A for any S ⊂ E0.

We denote byI the set of all ideals of an evolutionK-algebra A and we still denote byH
the set of all hereditary subsets of the directed graph associated to A fixing a natural basis.

In the below Proposition we give some properties that can be observed.

Proposition 3.4 Let A be an evolution K-algebra with B = {ei }i∈� a natural basis. Then:

(1) If H , H ′ ∈ H , then H ∩ H ′, H ∪ H ′ ∈ H .
(2) If H , H ′ ∈ H , then IH∩H ′ = IH ∩ IH ′ . If I , I ′ ∈ I , then HI∩I ′ = HI ∩ HI ′ .
(3) IH∪H ′ = IH + IH ′ . If H ∩ H ′ = ∅, then IH∪H ′ = IH ⊕ IH ′ .
(4) I ⊂ IHI and H ⊂ HIH .
(5) IH = A if and only if H = E0.
(6) IHI = A if and only if A2 ⊂ I .
(7) Assume H ∈ H , HIH = H if and only if H is a saturated set.
(8) If HI = I ∩ B, then HI is a saturated set.
(9) If H ∈ H , then H = IH ∩ B.

Proof The items (1), (2), (3), (5), (6) and (9) can be easily checked. For item (4), consider
0 �= x = ∑

λi ei ∈ I where λi ∈ K
×. So, ei x = λi e2i ∈ I implies e2i ∈ I . By definition,

ei ∈ HI and hence x ∈ IHI . Now, consider e j ∈ H . So T (e j ) ⊂ H . Since e2j = ∑
λi ei

with ei ∈ H we have that e2j ∈ IH which implies that e j ∈ HIH . For item (7), we first

assume that H = HIH and consider r(s−1(e j )) ⊂ H with e j ∈ E0 and e j is not a sink.
Then e2j = ∑

ei∈H ki ei ∈ H , ki ∈ K which implies that e2j ∈ IH and e j ∈ HIH = H .
Now, we assume that H is saturated. We have to prove HIH ⊂ H . Consider e j ∈ HIH . This
implies that e2j ∈ IH and e2j = ∑

ei∈H ki ei , ki ∈ K. This means that r(s−1(e j )) ⊂ H so,

e j ∈ H as we wanted. For item (8), let e ∈ B such that 0 �= e2 (e is a regular vertex) and
r(s−1(e)) ⊂ HI . We can write e2 = ∑

ei∈HI
λi ei . As HI = I ∩ B, then e2 ∈ I . Therefore,

e ∈ HI . 
�
Notice that the inclusions of item (4) Proposition 3.4may be strict as the following example

shows:

Example 3.5 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {e1, e2} such that
e21 = e1 + e2, e22 = −e1 − e2 and the ideal I = span({e1 + e2}). We have that HI =
{e1, e2} = B, so IHI = A. Hence, I � IHI . Now, consider A

′ an evolution K-algebra with
natural basis B ′ = {e′

1, e
′
2} such that e′2

1 = e′
1, e

′2
2 = e′

1 and the hereditary set H = {e′
1}.

Then IH = span({e′
1}) and HIH = {e′

1, e
′
2} � H .
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The converse of item (8) Proposition 3.4 is not true in general. Let us see the next example.

Example 3.6 Let A be an evolution K-algebra and B = {e1, e2, e3} a natural basis with
e21 = e22 = e1 + e2 and e23 = e3. If we consider the ideal I = span({e1 + e2}), then
HI = {e1, e2} which is a hereditary and saturated set. But I ∩ B = ∅ �= HI .

Remark 3.7 Consider H a maximal hereditary subset of a natural basis B of an evolution
K-algebra A. One can observe that either {ei ∈ B : e2i = 0} ⊂ H or at most there is one
sink ei such that H ∪ {ei } = B.

One can think that every maximal ideal comes from a maximal hereditary set, but it is not
true in general as we show in the following example.

Example 3.8 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {e1, e2} such that
e21 = e1 + e2, e22 = e1 + e2. B does not have maximal hereditary subsets except the empty
set but I = span({e1 + e2}) is a maximal ideal.

We provide a first approach to maximal ideals of an evolution K-algebra in the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.9 Let A be an evolution K-algebra. Then:

(1) Let I be an ideal of A with A2 ⊂ I . Then I is a maximal ideal of A if and only if I is a
subspace of codimension 1.

(2) If I is a maximal ideal of A with A2 �⊂ I , then I = IHI .
(3) If IH is a maximal ideal, then H is a maximal element ofH . A kind of converse is: if H

is maximal inH and IH is not contained in a subspace S with A2 ⊂ S � A, then IH is
maximal.

Proof For item (1), since I is a maximal ideal, there exists x ∈ A such that x /∈ I . Note
that I + Kx is an ideal of A (we recall that if S is a vector subspace of an algebra A with
A2 ⊂ S ⊂ A, then S is an ideal of A) and by maximality I + Kx = A. Hence A/I ∼= Kx .
For the converse, suppose J an ideal of A with I � J . Then A2 ⊂ I � J and J/I � A/I .
Since dim(A/I ) = 1 we have that A = J . For item (2), we have that I ⊂ IHI by item
(4) of Proposition 3.4. Since IHI �= A by item (6) of Proposition 3.4, then by maximality
I = IHI . For the first part of item (3) suppose H ⊂ H ′, hence IH ⊂ IH ′ . Since IH is
maximal we have two cases: IH ′ = IH or IH ′ = A. In the first case, for any e ∈ H we have
e ∈ IH whence e ∈ IH ′ and this implies e ∈ H ′. Thus H ⊂ H ′ and similarly H ′ ⊂ H .
So, H = H ′. In the second case, by item (5) of Proposition 3.4, H ′ = E0. For proving the
other assertion, we take H to be maximal and such that IH is not contained in any subspace
S with A2 ⊂ S � A. Assume that IH ⊂ J �= A, then H ⊂ HIH ⊂ HJ so: either HJ = H ,
implying J ⊂ IHJ = IH or HJ = E0 implying A2 ⊂ J by item (5) and (6) of Proposition
3.4. In the last case we get the contradiction A2 ⊂ J � A and IH ⊂ J . 
�

The converse of the item (2) and the converse of the first part of item (3) of Proposition
3.9 is not true in general, that is, not all the maximal elements H ∈ H produce maximal
ideals IH as shows the following example.

Example 3.10 Let A be an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {e1, e2, e3, e4} such
that e21 = e1 + e2, e22 = e2, e23 = e1 + e3 + e4, e24 = e1 + e3 + e4. Then, H = {e1, e2} is
a maximal hereditary subset of B. However, IH = Ke1 ⊕ Ke2 is not a maximal ideal since
J = span({e1, e2, e3 + e4}) is an ideal with IH ⊂ J and J �= A. Observe that if we take the
ideal I = IH then I = IHI , moreover A2 �⊂ IH and I is not a maximal ideal.
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Corollary 3.11 Let A be a perfect evolution K-algebra. Let I be a maximal ideal of A, then
there exists a maximal hereditary subset H such that I = IH . Furthermore, H = HI and I
is a basic ideal.

Proof It is straightforward of item (2) and (3) Proposition 3.9. 
�
Remark 3.12 From Proposition 3.9, one can see that the maximal ideals can be obtained
from the graph associated to an evolution algebra except for those maximal ideals, I , with
A2 ⊂ I ⊂ Awhich must be investigated directly. Summarizing, we can say that the maximal
ideals of an evolution algebra exists in two flavours:

(1) Those subspaces of codimension 1 of A containing A2.
(2) Those ideals IH with H ∈ H maximal, and such that there is no subspace S with

A2 ⊂ S � A such that IH ⊂ S.
Moreover, observe that, for an evolution K-algebra A, one obtains that A2 is contained
in a maximal ideal of A only when A is not perfect. In that case, A2

� A. By Proposition
3.9 we have two possibilities: dim(A2) = 1 or dim(A2) > 1. In the first case, A2 is the
desired maximal ideal. In the second case, there exist subspaces of A containing A2 of
codimension 1. Any of these subspaces is a maximal ideal containing A2.

To illustrate how this works in a particular evolution algebra consider the following examples.
Concretely, in Example 3.13 we can see that the evolution algebra has ideals of both types
and Example 3.14 gives infinitely many maximal ideals containing A2.

Example 3.13 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with B = {ei : i ∈ N
∗} a natural basis

and e2i = ei + ei+1 for all i ∈ N
∗ with the following associated graph.

E : •e1
�� �� •e2 ���� •e3 ���� •e4

�� ��

The only maximal hereditary subset is H = {ei : i ≥ 2}. So, we have the maximal ideal
IH = ⊕i≥2Kei since A/IH ∼= Kē1. Moreover, by Proposition 3.9, there does not exist any
other maximal ideal except A2 = span({ei + ei+1 : i ≥ 1}). Indeed, if there exists another
maximal ideal J with J �= A2 necessarily A2 �⊂ J . By item (2) of Proposition 3.9 we get
that J = IHJ . Clearly HJ = H and then J = IH . Observe that A2 can not write as IH ′ with
H ′ a maximal hereditary subset.

Example 3.14 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {e1, e2,
e3, e4, e5, e6} such that e21 = e2, e22 = e2, e23 = e4 + e5, e24 = 0, e25 = e6, e26 = 0.
The ideals I1 = span({e2, e3, e4, e5, e6}) and I2 = span({e1, e2, e4, e5, e6}) are maxi-
mal ideals that come from the maximal hereditary subsets H1 = {e2, e3, e4, e5, e6} and
H2 = {e1, e2, e4, e5, e6}, respectively, with A2 ⊂ I1, I2 (A2 = span({e2, e4 + e5, e6})).
Moreover, there are infinite maximal ideals I ′ such that A2 ⊂ I ′ ⊂ A, indeed, I ′ =
span({e2, e4 + e5, e6, αe1 + βe3, γ e1 + δe3}) with det

(
α β
γ δ

) �= 0.

Proposition 3.15 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {ei }i∈�. Let
I � A be a maximal ideal. Then:

(1) If e ∈ B \ I , then for any ei ∈ B either ei ∈ T (e) or e2i ∈ I . In other words, B =
T (e) ∪ HI .

(2) If dim(A/I ) �= 1, then for any e ∈ B we have

e2 ∈ I ⇒ e ∈ I ,

that is to say, HI = I ∩ B.
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Proof For item (1), assume that ei /∈ T (e). Since e /∈ I and I is a maximal ideal, then
I + IT (e) = A. We can write ei = x + z with x ∈ I and z = ∑

j λ j e j where λ j ∈ K and

e j ∈ T (e). Therefore e2i = ei x ∈ I , so ei ∈ HI . For item (2), we have I ⊂ I + Ke � A, then
either I + Ke = I or I + Ke = A. In the first case, e ∈ I as we claimed. In the second one,
there are two possibilities:

(1) If I ∩ Ke �= 0, then again e ∈ I .
(2) If I∩Ke = 0, then A/I ∼= Ke asK-vector spaces. Hence dim(A/I ) = 1, a contradiction.

So, HI ⊂ I ∩ B, since we always have I ∩ B ⊂ HI , then HI = I ∩ B. 
�
In the Sect. 5, we will see in Proposition 5.1 that I has the absorption property in the

previous settings.
The following example shows an infinite-dimensional evolution K-algebra without either

maximal ideals or maximal hereditary subsets in the set of vertices of its associated directed
graph.

Example 3.16 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {ei : i ∈ Z} and
e2i = ei+1 for all i ∈ Z. The associated graph is

E : �� •e−1
�� •e0 �� •e1 ��

This algebra is perfect. Any Hn = {ei : i ≥ n} is a hereditary subset and there is no maximal
hereditary subsets. Moreover, IHn = ⊕i≥nKei is an ideal so there is no maximal ideals in
this algebra.

In general, the existence of maximal ideals in arbitrary algebras is not guaranteed. How-
ever, observe that if aK-algebra A is finitely-generated, then a standard application of Zorn’s
Lemma implies that A has maximal ideals. For example:

Example 3.17 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {ei : i ∈ N
∗} and

e21 = e1 + e2 and e2i = ei+1 for all i ≥ 2 with the following associated graph.

E : •e1
�� �� •e2 �� •e3 �� •e4 ��

A is generated by {e1, e2} and the ideal generated by e2 is maximal.

4 Finitely generated evolution algebras

We devote this section to study conditions implying the finitely-generated nature of an evo-
lution algebra.

Let A be an arbitrary dimensional evolution K-algebra (so possible infinite-dimensional).
Assume that A is finitely-generated as K-algebra. Take {g1, . . . , gq} to be a finite system of
(algebra) generators of A. Fix a natural basis B = {ei }i∈� of A and consider it as the vertex
set of its associated directed graph.

For any j = 1, . . . , q , there is no loss of generality if we write g j = ∑n
k=1 λ jkek with

λ jk ∈ K
× and a suitable n. Denote by H the hereditary closure of {e1, . . . , en} ⊂ B. Since

any el ∈ H if l ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have el ∈ IH whence g j ∈ IH for any j . We conclude
that any finite product (· · · (g j1g j2) · · · )g jm ∈ IH for any j1, . . . , jm ∈ {1, . . . , q}. Thus the
whole algebra A agrees with IH . Then, H = B = E0 by item (5) of Proposition 3.4. So, we
have proved the following Lemma:
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Lemma 4.1 If A is an arbitrary dimensional evolution K-algebra but finitely-generated as
algebra, then the directed graph E associated to A satisfies that E0 agrees with the hereditary
closure of a finite set.

In Example 3.17, the K-algebra A is infinite-dimensional but a system of generators is
{e1, e2}, besides we have that its hereditary closure is {e1, e2} = {ei }i≥1 in agreement with
Lemma 4.1.

Observe that the condition proved in Lemma 4.1 is sufficient but not necessary as shown
in the next example.

Example 4.2 Consider an evolution K-algebra A with natural basis B = {ei }i∈N∗ ∪ {e′
i }i∈N∗

and e2i = ei+1 + e′
i for all i ∈ N

∗. Notice that the set of vertices of the associ-
ated graph E is E0 = {e1} but A is not finitely-generated. To see this, let us take
the subset {e1, . . . , en, e′

1, . . . , e
′
n−1} of B. This subset generates the elements S =

{e1, . . . , en, e′
1, . . . , e

′
n−1, en+1 + e′

n, en+2 + e′
n+1, . . .} but en+1 can not be expressed as

linear combination of the elements in S.

E : •e′
1

•e′
2

•e′
3

•e′
4

•e1

���������� �� •e2

���������� �� •e3

���������� �� •e4

���������� ��

A maximal ideal here is I = span({e′
i : i ∈ N

∗, e j+1 : j ∈ N
∗}). In fact, it is unique.

Proposition 4.3 Consider A an arbitrary dimensional evolutionK-algebrawith natural basis
B and E its associated directed graph. Assume that E contains finitely many bifurcations. A
is finitely-generated as algebra if and only if E0 = S for a finite subset S ⊂ E0.

Proof If A is finitely-generated, then there exists a finite set S ⊂ E0 such that E0 = S
by Lemma 4.1. Conversely, assume that E contains only finitely many bifurcations and
connected components and E0 = S for a finite set S. Let V ⊂ E0 be the set of all bifurcations.
Then take S′ = S ∪ V ∪ {r(v) : v ∈ V }. We still have S′ = E0 and S′ is finite. If u /∈ S′ and
f ∈ E1 with s( f ) ∈ S′ and r( f ) = u, then s( f ) is not a bifurcation so s( f )2 = ku �= 0 with
k ∈ K

×. Thus u is in the subalgebra generated by S′. Now, assume that for any u /∈ S′ with
an arbitrary path λ (without bifurcations) of length n ≥ 1 such that s(λ) ∈ S′ and r(λ) = u,
we have that u is in the subalgebra generated by S′. Consider next an element u /∈ S′ and
a path μ (without bifurcations) of length n + 1, whose source is in S′ and r(μ) = u. Then
writing μ = λ f with λ of length n we have:

(1) If s( f ) ∈ S′ we have (because of the first induction step) that u is in the subalgebra
generated by S′.

(2) If s( f ) /∈ S′, then s( f ) is in the subalgebra generated by S′ by the induction hypothesis.
Furthermore, s( f ) is not a bifurcation whence s( f )2 = hu �= 0 with h ∈ K

×. This
implies that u is in the subalgebra generated by S′.


�
The following examples concern Proposition 4.3.

Example 4.4 Consider A an evolutionK-algebrawith natural basis B = {e1, e2, e3}∪{e′
i }i∈N∗

with e21 = e2 + e3, e22 = 0, e23 = 0, e′2
i = e1 for all i ∈ N

∗. Let E be the associated directed

123



Y. C. Casado et al.

graph to A. Observe that we only have just one bifurcation (at e1) but A is not finitely-
generated. Moreover, there does not exist a finite subset S ⊂ E0 such that E0 = S.

E : •e2

•e′
i

�� •e1

����������

���
��

��
��

�

•e′
2

���������� •e′
1

��

•e3
We can consider the family of maximal ideals given by Ik = span({e1, e2, e3, e′

i : i ∈
N

∗}\{e′
k}) for all k ∈ N

∗.

Example 4.5 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {e0}∪ {ei }i∈N∗ such
that e20 = 0, e2i = e0 + ei+1 for all i ∈ N

∗. Observe that its associated graph E , has infinite
bifurcations but A is finitely-generated by the subset {e0, e1}. Moreover, the set of vertices
of E is E0 = {e1}.

E : •e0

•e1

���������� �� •e2

��

�� •e3

����������
�� •e4

		���������������
��

Observe that I = span({e0, ei+1 : i ∈ N
∗}) is the unique maximal ideal of A.

5 Ideals having the absorption property and Galois connection

In this section, we first focus on studying when an algebra has ideals having the absorption
property. In addition, we characterizes the absorption property in terms of the graph. Then,
we prove that the set of all hereditary and saturated subsets and the set of all ideals having
the absorption property with certain maps form a Galois connection. For perfect evolution
algebras, we obtain that this connection is monotone.

5.1 Ideals having the absorption property

Now, we give some statements related to ideals that have the absorption property.

Proposition 5.1 Let A be a commutative K-algebra. If I is a maximal ideal of A such that
either dim(A/I ) �= 1 or A2 �⊂ I , then I has the absorption property. Consequently, if A is a
perfect commutativeK-algebra and I is a maximal ideal, then I has the absorption property.

Proof Assume that x A ⊂ I . Since I ⊂ I + Kx , I + Kx is an ideal of A and I is a maximal
ideal, we have two possibilities: I + Kx = A or I + Kx = I . Now, we suppose that
dim(A/I ) �= 1. Then, necessarily I = I +Kx because otherwise dim(A/I ) = 1. So, x ∈ I .
Now, we assume that A2 �⊂ I . Therefore, I + Kx = A and this implies A2 ⊂ I + Kx2 ⊂ I ,
a contradiction. Then I + Kx = I , so x ∈ I . 
�
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Proposition 5.2 Let A be a non-degenerate evolution K-algebra and H a hereditary and
saturated set, then IH has the absorption property.

Proof Let B = {ei }i∈� be a natural basis of A. Consider x A ⊂ IH with 0 �= x =∑
i∈supp(x) λi ei . Since 0 �= xei = λi e2i ∈ IH = ⊕e∈HKe for all i ∈ supp(x) we have

that r(s−1(ei )) ⊂ H with e2i �= 0. So, ei ∈ H for all i ∈ supp(x) because H is a saturated
set, implying that x ∈ IH . 
�

The condition of non-degenerate can not be eliminated as we show in the next example.

Example 5.3 Consider A an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {ei }4i=1 such that
e21 = e22 = e23 = e3 and e24 = 0. Observe that A is degenerate. The subset H = {e1, e2, e3}
is hereditary and saturated. If we take x = e1 + e4, then Ke3 = x A ⊂ IH but x /∈ IH .

Proposition 5.4 Let A be an evolution K-algebra and H ∈ H . If IH has the absorption
property, then H is a saturated set.

Proof Let B = {ei }i∈� be a natural basis of A. Suppose that e ∈ B with e2 �= 0 and
r(s−1(e)) ⊂ H . Then we have that e2 = ∑

e j∈H λ j e j ∈ IH . Therefore eA ⊂ IH and so
e ∈ IH because IH has the absorption property. By item (9) of Proposition 3.4, we get e ∈ H .


�
Observe that if A is a non-degenerate evolution K-algebra, then H is a hereditary and

saturated subset if and only if IH has the absorption property.
The following theorem characterizes the ideals having the absorption property.

Theorem 5.5 Let A be an evolutionK-algebra with natural basis B = {ei }i∈�. The following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) I has the absorption property.
(2) HI = I ∩ B.
(3) I = IHI .

Proof Suppose that (1) holds true and take e ∈ HI . So e2 ∈ I and eA ⊂ I . Since I has the
absorption property, e ∈ I and e ∈ I ∩ B. Now, if e ∈ I ∩ B, then e2 ∈ I . Hence, e ∈ HI .
Now, assume that (2) is true. We know that I ⊂ IHI by item (4) of Proposition 3.4. Let
x = ∑

ei∈HI
λi ei ∈ IHI . Since HI = I ∩ B, then x ∈ I . Next, suppose that I = IHI . We

consider 0 �= x ∈ A such that x A ⊂ I . We write x = ∑
i∈supp(x) λi ei . So, xei = λi e2i ∈ I

for all i ∈ supp(x). Therefore ei ∈ HI ⊂ IHI = I for all i ∈ supp(x) and this implies that
x ∈ I . 
�

Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 5.5 give a way to find ideals having the absorption property
just looking for the hereditary and saturated sets of the associated graph in the case of non-
degenerate evolution algebras.

Corollary 5.6 Let A be an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B. If I is a maximal ideal
with A2 �⊂ I , then I has the absorption property and HI = I ∩ B is a saturated set.

We see that if A2 ⊂ I , the previous corollary is not true in the next example.

Example 5.7 Assume A is an evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {ei }4i=1 such that
e21 = e22 = e23 = e24 = e3. Consider the maximal ideal I = ⊕3

i=1Kei of codimension 1. If
we take x = e4, then Ke3 = x A ⊂ I but x /∈ I , so I does not have the absorption property.
Moreover, since A2 = I and I = IH with H = {e1, e2, e3}, we have that HI = B �= I ∩B =
{e1, e2, e3}.
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Theorem 5.8 Let A be a finite-dimensional perfect evolution K-algebra and I an ideal of A.
Then I = IHI and I has the absorption property.

Proof First, we prove that dim(I ) = |HI |. For this purpose, we consider B = {ei }ni=1 a
natural basis of A, HI = {ei : e2i ∈ I } and {v j }sj=1 a basis of I . Let us denote N := |HI |
and HI = {ei }Ni=1. Since {e2i }Ni=1 ⊂ I is a linear independent set therefore N ≤ dim(I ) = s.

Suppose that N < s. This implies that there exists l ∈ {1, . . . , s} with vl = ∑N
k=1 μklek +∑n

k=N+1 μklek ∈ I such that μ jl �= 0 for some j ∈ {N + 1, . . . , n}, otherwise, we would
have that the linearly independent set {v j }sj=1 can be written as a linear combination of a

smaller linearly independent set {ek}Nk=1 which is impossible. But, vl e j = μ jl e2j ∈ I , a
contradiction because e j /∈ HI . Then dim(I ) = |HI |. Since I ⊂ IHI necessarily I = IHI .

For the second statement we apply Theorem 5.5. 
�
Observe that all nonzero ideals of a finite-dimensional perfect evolution K-algebra have

the absorption property. Furthermore, they verify I = IHI .
As a consequence of Theorem 5.8 we recover [3, Proposition 4.2], with a different

approach, concerning the ideals of a finite-dimensional perfect evolution K-algebra.

Corollary 5.9 Let A be a perfect evolutionK-algebra of finite dimension. Every nonzero ideal
I of A is a basic ideal.

Proof Let B = {ei }ni=1 be a natural basis of A. By Theorem 5.8, I = span(HI ) and HI ⊂ B
and this implies that I is a basic ideal by item (1) of Lemma 3.2. 
�

5.2 Galois connection

Recall that for two partially ordered sets (A,≤) and (B,≤)we can define aGalois connection
between these sets consisting of two functions: F : A → B and G : B → A, such that for
all a ∈ A and b ∈ B, we have F(a) ≤ b if and only if a ≤ G(b). It is said that F is the left
adjoint and G is the right adjoint of the Galois connection. If these functions are monotone,
we have a monotone Galois connection.

Definition 5.10 Let A be an evolution K-algebra. We define the maps f : H → I and
h : I → H such that H �→ IH and I �→ HI respectively.

Note that h and f are order preserving maps. Some results about these applications are the
following.

Proposition 5.11 The map f is inyective and strictly monotone in the sense that H � H ′
implies IH � IH ′ .

Proof Weproved the inyectivity in the proof of item (3) of Proposition 3.9. As a consequence,
the map H �→ IH is strictly monotone. 
�

Corollary 5.12 Let A be a finite-dimensional perfect evolution K-algebra with two ideals
I , J such that HI = HJ , then I = J . In other words, h is inyective.

Proof It is straightforward from Theorem 5.8. 
�
Notice that the map h is not necessarily inyective if the algebra is non perfect. To see this,

consider the evolution K-algebra with natural basis B = {e1, e2, e3}with e21 = e1 + e2, e22 =
e1 + e2, e23 = e1 + e2 + e3 and the ideals I = span({e1 + e2}) and J = span({e1, e2}). We
have HI = {e1, e2} = HJ and I �= J .

Note that (H ,⊂) and (I ,⊂) are two partially ordered sets.
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Proposition 5.13 Let A be an evolution K-algebra and B = {ei }i∈� a natural basis. If all
the elements of I have the absorption property, then f, h is a monotone Galois connection
between (H ,⊂) and (I ,⊂).

Proof We have to prove that IH ⊂ I ⇔ H ⊂ HI for any hereditary H and any ideal I .
Assume IH ⊂ I and e ∈ H . Then, e ∈ IH ⊂ I and e2 ∈ I . So, e ∈ HI as we wanted. Now,
consider H ⊂ HI and x = ∑

ei∈H λi ei ∈ IH . As H ⊂ HI hence x ∈ IHI but since I has the
absorption property then IHI = I by Theorem 5.5. Therefore x ∈ I as we wanted to show. 
�

This brings us to defineH ∗ ⊂ H to be the ordered subset of all hereditary and saturated
sets and I ∗ ⊂ I the ordered subset of all ideals having the absorption property.

Theorem 5.14 Let A be a non-degenerate evolution K-algebra and B a natural basis. We
have that:

(1) The restrictions f : H ∗ → I ∗ and h : I ∗ → H ∗ are a monotone Galois connection.
(2) If Hi ∈ H ∗ for all i ∈ 	 and ∪i∈	Hi ∈ H ∗, then I∪i∈	Hi = ∑

i∈	 IHi .
(3) If {Ii }i∈
 is a collection of ideals having the absorption property, then H∩i∈
 Ii =

∩i∈
HIi .
(4) If A is finite-dimensional with A = A2, then f, h is a monotone Galois connection

between (H ,⊂) and (I ,⊂).

Proof First, notice that f and h are well defined by Proposition 5.2, Theorem 5.5 and item (8)
of Proposition 3.4. Now, applying Proposition 5.13 we get that they are a monotone Galois
connection.We deduce item (2) and (3) from [7, 7.31 Proposition]. Item (4) is straightforward
from Theorem 5.8 and Proposition 5.13. 
�

6 Evolution algebras with simple associated graph

In this section, we will investigate the evolution K-algebras with just one maximal ideal
concerning its associated graph. We start by studying perfect evolution algebras. In this case,
by Corollary 3.11, we know that all maximal ideals come from maximal hereditary subsets.
Proposition 5.11 assures us that a maximal ideal comes from a unique maximal hereditary
subset. So, we investigate the graphs associated to perfect evolution K-algebras with just one
maximal hereditary subset. Given a directed graph E and H ∈ H we can define the quotient
graph E/H = (F0, F1, rF , sF ) such that F0 = E0 \ H , F1 := { f ∈ E1 : s( f ), r( f ) /∈ H},
and sF = sE |F1 , rF = rE |F1 .

Lemma 6.1 Consider a graph E and H ∈ HE . Then

{H ′ \ H | H ⊂ H ′, H ′ ∈ HE } ⊂ HE/H .

Proof We assume H ′ ∈ HE , H ⊂ H ′. Consider u ∈ H ′ \ H and λ ∈ Path(E/H) such
that s(λ) = u and r(λ) = w ∈ E/H . Since u ∈ H ′ and λ ∈ Path(E), then w ∈ H ′. Since
w ∈ E/H , w /∈ H . This implies that w ∈ H ′\H and H ′\H ∈ HE/H . 
�
Definition 6.2 We will say that a directed graph E is simple if it has no hereditary subsets
other than E0 and ∅.
Proposition 6.3 Let A be a finitely-generated (as algebra) perfect evolutionK-algebra. Then
A is simple if and only if its associated directed graph E is simple.
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Proof If A is simple, then {0} is the uniquemaximal ideal of A. ApplyingCorollary 3.11, there
exists H = ∅ maximal hereditary subset such that {0} = I∅. This implies thatH = {∅, E0},
so E is simple. Now, consider a proper ideal I of A. Since A is finitely-generated, there exists
a maximal ideal J such that I ⊂ J . Again, by Corollary 3.11, J can be written as J = JH
with H a maximal hereditary set. Due to the fact thatH = {∅, E0}, then necessarily H = ∅.
Therefore J = I = {0}. So, A is simple. 
�
Lemma 6.4 Let A be an evolution K-algebra and B a natural basis. Let H be a maximal
hereditary set. Then E/H is either an unique vertex or strongly connected.

Proof If E/H has more than one vertex, then we consider ei , e j ∈ E/H . Therefore, by
maximality of H , E/H has only one connected component. So, there exists a path μ such
that either s(μ) = ei and r(μ) = e j or s(μ) = e j and r(μ) = ei . We can suppose, without
loss of generality, that s(μ) = ei and r(μ) = e j . Since H ∪ {T (e j )} is a hereditary with
H ⊂ H ∪ {T (e j )}, then by maximality of H necessarily H ∪ {T (e j )} = E0 so ei ∈ T (e j ).
Therefore E/H is strongly connected. 
�
Theorem 6.5 Let E be a directed graph and H ∈ HE .

(1) H is maximal if and only if E/H is simple.
(2) If the graph E is simple, then it is either an isolated vertex or a graph with no sources or

sinks. Furthermore, it is strongly connected. If E0 is finite, then E is simple if and only
if there is a closed path visiting all the vertices of the graph.

(3) Let A be an evolution algebra with associated graph E. If H ∈ HE , then the evolution
algebra A/IH has associated graph E/H relative to a certain natural basis.

Proof For item (1), suppose H is maximal, then E/H is either an unique vertex or strongly
connected by Lemma 6.4. So, E/H is simple. Now, suppose that E/H is simple. Then
HE/H = {∅, E0 \ H}. If there exists H ′ ∈ HE such that H � H ′ by Lemma 6.1 H ′\H ∈
HE/H . So, necessarily H ′\H = E0\H and we get that H ′ = E0, hence H is maximal.
For item (2), if we have an isolated vertex we are done. Assume we have more than one
vertex and take u ∈ E0 a source. Then there exists f ∈ s−1(u) with T (r( f )) ∈ HE and
T (r( f )) �= E0 which is a contradiction. So, there are no sources. Now, suppose that u ∈ E0

is a sink. Consequently, {u} is a hereditary subset different from E0 reaching a contradiction.
Now, let u, v ∈ E0, since u ∈ T (v) = E0 and v ∈ T (u) = E0 there exists a path from
u to v and other one from v to u. If E0 is finite, then it is straightforward to check that E
is simple if and only if there exists a closed path visiting all the vertices. For item (3), we
prove that the set of vertices of the associated graph to A/IH is (E/H)0 = E0 \ H and the
set of edges of the associated graph to A/IH is (E/H)1 = { f ∈ E1 : s( f ), r( f ) /∈ H}.
Consider a basis of A, B = {ei }i∈� and B ′ = {e j + IH } j∈	 a generator system of A/IH
with 	 = {i ∈ � : ei /∈ H}. Let us check that B ′ is a natural basis of A/IH . If we take∑

i∈	 ki (ei + IH ) = 0 + IH with ki ∈ K, we obtain
∑

i∈	 ki ei = ∑
j∈�\	 ρ j e j . Then

ki = ρ j = 0 for all i ∈ 	 and j ∈ �\	. It is clear that the set of vertices and the set of edges
of the associated graph to A/IH is the same as that of E/H . 
�

Note that the reciprocal of the first statement of the item (2) is not true, it is enough to
consider a graph with only two cycles.

Remark 6.6 Observe that, by Proposition 6.3 and Theorem 6.5, if A is a finite-dimensional
perfect evolutionK-algebra, then A is simple if and only if there is a closed path visiting all the
vertices of its associated graph which agrees with [5, Proposition 2.7]. Also, as an illustration
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of the third item in Theorem 6.5, consider the three-dimensional evolution algebra A with
natural basis {e1, e2, e3} and multiplication e21 = e1 + e2 + e3, e22 = e2 and e23 = e2 + e3.
This algebra is perfect and its graph E is drawn below. It is easy to realize that there is a
unique hereditary subset H �= E0,∅. In fact, it is H = {e2, e3}. This produces a unique
maximal ideal IH = Ke2 ⊕ Ke3. The quotient algebra A/IH is isomorphic to the ground
field and E/H is the graph with a single vertex and a single loop, which corresponds to the
one-dimensional evolution algebra K.

E : •e1
��





�� •e3
��

����
��
��
��

•e2��

H = {e2, e3}, E/H : •e1
��

A = ⊕3
i=1Kei A/IH ∼= K

Since algorithms for computing the hereditary subsets of a graph are known (see [2]), the
task of determining algorithmically the maximal ideals of a given finite-dimensional perfect
evolution algebra can be effectively implemented as well as the simplicity of this type of
algebras.
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