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Abstract

Motivated by the need for a more comprehensive algebraic structure to calculate coincidence probabilities
of a general decay scheme for gamma ray spectroscopy, we model the decay scheme, rather naturally, as a
quiver through which we define a decay quiver. The path algebra of quivers is the underlying, more general,
algebra for transition matrices that is typically used in modeling decay schemes. The path algebra allows
for concatenation of transitions which affords the calculation of cascade probabilities. We extend the path
algebra to allow for the multiplication of non-composable paths, i.e., transition that don’t directly share a
level connecting them. We define the coincidence algebra as the algebra that allows for such an extension
and realize it as the fibres for a coincidence algebra bundle, the base space of which is the path algebra where
decay schemes live. A given decay schemes coincidence probabilities are calculated on its fibre. Detection
maps are defined as linear maps on the base space that map transition probabilities to detected probabilities.

Keywords: Gamma-ray Spectroscopy, Fibre Bundles, Coincidence Summing, Path Algebra

1. Introduction

The resultant gamma decay from nuclear decays such as β+/β− decay are often depicted by a decay
diagram whose structure is analogous to those found in graph theory. Such a diagram is seen in Figure
1, where fi are branching ratios to levels in the daughter nuclear and xij are the transition probabilities
between level i and j. This work sets out to further generalize the treatment of these decay diagrams in an
algebraic and geometric manner.

An algebraic structure for spectroscopic analysis is proposed that models the gamma decay as a quiver
with a defined structure; a quiver is a directed graph upon which a vector space and algebra is composed [1].
It is common practice to treat nuclear levels using a graph theoretical approach. However, the manner in
which that is done is through transition matrices/ adjacency matrices [2], which take a matrix representation
of the more fundamental algebra built from a quiver; the path algebra [1]. The path algebra constructed
from a quiver that models a decay scheme allows for probability calculations for coincidence events (as do the
transition matrices, though the path algebra keeps cascade terms separate and does not sum with the direct
transitions). The conventional path algebra, however, is restricted to consecutive paths; that is, directly
connected paths. In this work, the path algebra is extended into a tensor algebra where non-consecutive
products may be calculated. This serves as a more general algebraic structure for nuclear level schemes,
which may assist in the calculation of coincidence probabilities for gamma-ray spectroscopy.
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1.1. Transition Matrices

Conventional treatment for decay diagrams is done with transition matrices [2]. General decays can
be modeled using strictly lower triangular matrices, where the matrix algebra allows for the calculation of
cascade probabilities via powers of the transition matrix.

Figure 1: General decay scheme with branching ratios fi and transition probabilities xij .

For a general decay scheme, as shown in Figure 1, the transition probabilities can be stored in the transition
matrix

x =


0
x10 0
x20 x21 0
...

...
...

xn0 xn1 xn2 · · · xnn−1 0

 , (1)

and the branching ratios are stored in a branching vector

f = (f0, f1, f2, · · · , fn). (2)

Taking powers of the transition matrix will give cascade probabilities on the order of the power in the matrix
position of the direct transition. For example, all two gamma cascade probabilities can be calculated from:

x2 =


0
0 0

x10x21 0 0
x10x31 + x32x20 x21x32 0 0

 . (3)

To collect all orders of cascade probabilities, from single transitions to n gamma cascades, we may power
expand the transition matrix:

xn =

n∑
k=0

xk. (4)
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With the branching vector determining the level at which a given decay starts, the probability that a
transition from level k to level l will occur for a given decay can be given as follows:

PTM (xkl) = [diag (fxn)x]kl . (5)

The diagonal matrix diag (fxn) gives the probability that a given level is reached. To calculate the proba-
bility that two transitions, k → l and q → m, occur we take the probability of the first transition to occur
multiplied by the probability that it leads to the second with

PTM (xkl ∩ xqm) = [diag ([fxn]i)x]kl [diag ([x
n]li)x]qm . (6)

The diagonal matrix diag ([xn]li) gives the probability that from level l the decay leads to a given level below
it. The above probabilities are probabilities of emission, simply that the transition occurs. In gamma-ray
spectroscopy we must deal with the probability of detection. It is the map between detected probabilities
and emitted probabilities that is the practice of gamma-ray spectroscopy. To model this, the transition
matrices can be mapped to include different detection probabilities, such as efficiencies. This is done in [2]
where observed summing probabilities are given; this paper is motivated by [2] where we look to further
generalize the mathematical procedure of coincidence probabilities. The work of Semkow et.al. [2] first
established the transition matrix formalism for nuclear decay schemes. In their paper, their motivation
was to calculate the true coincidence summing corrections that occur in gamma-ray spectroscopy. When
detecting the emission of gamma rays in a decay, there is some non zero probability that two gammas from
a cascade can hit your detector making it appear like the detection of a single gamma-ray with energy being
the sum of the two. If the direct transition of that cascade exist, then extra counts are added to the peak of
the direct transition and counts are lost from the the two smaller energy gamma peaks. When this occurs,
we may refer to the loss of counts due to summing as summing out and the gain of counts as summing in.
It is crucial in gamma-ray spectroscopy that the coincidence summing effect is well know in order to arrive
at an accurate measurement. The transition matrix formalism was extended to include different phenomena
such as coincidence summing with X-rays and 511 keV gamma-rays from positron annihilation [3, 4]. The
work of [5] takes a unique approach to modeling coincidence summing with hints of a graph theory, but falls
short of reaching the rigorous formalism of quivers and path algebra. Recent work by Schmidt [6] gives a
more comprehensive history of coincidence summing and also extends the matrix formalism of [2] for 180
degree coincidence ( as a correction for coincidence summing) and for gated (coincidence) spectra. The work
presented here is a further generalization of the transition matrix formalism for coincidence probabilities in
nuclear level schemes.

The transition matrices are limited to creating product probabilities between connected transitions. This
is due to the algebra of strictly lower triangular matrices. As shown in [2], this concatenation of probabilities
allows for coincidence summing calculations of connected transitions. To calculate the coincidence summing
of non-connected transitions, one must extend the algebra. It is the coincidence summing of non-connected
transition in particular that motivates this work. To tackle this problem, we propose a structure that offers
to deal with coincidence probabilities in the most general sense. The transition matrices emerge out of a
more general algebra, called the path algebra of quivers. The transition matrices are isomorphic to the path
algebra modded by the ideal of relations that equate all cascades to their direct transition. We extend this
path algebra to a restricted tensor path algebra we call the coincidence algebra.

2. Quivers and Path Algebra

A quiver Q = (Q0,Q1, s, t) is a quadruple consisting of two sets: Q0 (whose elements are called vertices)
and Q1 ( whose elements are called arrows), and two maps s, t : Q1 → Q0 which associate to each arrow
α ∈ Q1 its source s(α) ∈ Q0 and its target t(α) ∈ Q0, respectively. A path of length l is a sequence of
connected arrows from a ∈ Q0 to b ∈ Q0 written as follows:

(a|α1, ...αl|b), (7)
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where αi ∈ D1 is an arrow from vertex a. A path of length l = 0 is called the stationary path, denoted by

ϵa = (a||a) (8)

for vertex a. The path algebra KQ of Q is the K-algebra whose underlying K-vector space has as its basis
the set P of all paths (a|α1, ...αl|b) of length l ≥ 0 in Q and such that the product of two basis vectors
(a|α1, ...αl|b) and (c|β1, ...βk|b) of KQ is defined by

(a|α1, ...αl|b) · (c|β1, ...βk|d) = δbc(a|α1, ...αl, β1, ...βk|b). (9)

The product of basis elements is extended to arbitrary elements of kQ by distributivity. For the sake of
brevity, we use a hat notation to denote paths where for arbitrary paths we write p̂ and for distinct paths
the concatenation of arrows, α̂1...αl, will be made explicit where the source and targets can be given by the
s and t maps. The stationary paths are a complete set of idempotents for the algebra such that their sum
gives the global identity element:

1Q =
∑
a∈Q0

ϵ̂a. (10)

The vector space KQ has a direct sum decomposition into paths of different lengths:

kQ = kQ0 ⊕ kQ1 ⊕ ...⊕ kQn (11)

where KQl is the subspace whose basis Pl is the set of all paths of length l. The arrow ideal RD , which is
defined as isomorphic to the quotient vector space KD/KD0, may be decomposed into source subspaces Si

or target subspaces Si composed of basis vectors with their source or target as level i, respectively:

RD = S1 ⊕ S2 ⊕ ...Sn, (12)

RD = T0 ⊕ T1 ⊕ ...Tn−1. (13)

We now define the following bilinear forms.

Definition 2.1. For two paths p̂i, p̂j ∈ P , the source bilinear form⟨, ⟩s : KD → R is given by

⟨p̂i, p̂j⟩s = δs(p̂i)s(p̂j). (14)

Two paths p̂i, p̂j are diverging paths if ⟨p̂i, p̂j⟩s = 1

Definition 2.2. For two paths p̂i, p̂j ∈ P , the target bilinear form⟨, ⟩t : KD → R is given by

⟨p̂i, p̂j⟩t = δt(p̂i)t(p̂j). (15)

Two paths p̂i, p̂j are converging paths if ⟨p̂i, p̂j⟩t = 1

Definition 2.3. For two paths p̂i, p̂j ∈ P , the path bilinear form⟨, ⟩t : KD → R is given by

⟨p̂i, p̂j⟩p = δs(p̂i)s(p̂j)δt(p̂i)t(p̂j). (16)

Two paths p̂i, p̂j are equivalent paths if ⟨p̂i, p̂j⟩t = 1

These bilinear forms extend to the entire vector space with distributivity. Projectors into the different
subspaces can now be defined:

Definition 2.4. The source projector Si : KQ → Si projects a vector d ∈ KQ into its source subspace Si:

Si(d) =
∑
p̂∈P1

δs(p̂)i⟨p̂, d⟩sp̂. (17)
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Definition 2.5. The target projector Ti : KQ → Ti projects a vector d ∈ KQ into its target subspace Ti:

Ti(d) =
∑
p̂∈P1

δt(p̂)i⟨p̂, d⟩tp̂. (18)

Definition 2.6. The target vertex projector Vt : KQ → KQ0 projects a vector d ∈ KD into its idempotent
subspace in a manner that sums over converging paths:

Vt(d) =
∑
ϵ̂∈P0

⟨ϵ̂, d⟩tϵ̂. (19)

Definition 2.7. The source vertex projector Vs : KQ → KQ0 projects a vector d ∈ KD into its idempotent
subspace in a manner that sums over diverging paths:

Vs(d) =
∑
ϵ̂∈P0

⟨ϵ̂, d⟩sϵ̂. (20)

Definition 2.8. The branching projector B : KQ → KQ0 projects a decay vector d ∈ KD into its
idempotent subspace KD0:

B(d) =
∑
ϵ̂∈P0

⟨ϵ̂, d⟩pϵ̂. (21)

We also define the following relation on Q0:

Definition 2.9. Let N : Q0 → N and v ∈ Q0 where

N(v) =
∑
p̂∈P1

⟨ϵ̂v, p̂⟩s, (22)

that is, it returns the number of arrows leaving that vertex. A relation ⪯ can be established on the vertex
set that turns it into a totally ordered set defined by the following:

va ⪯ vb ⇔ N(va) ≤ N(vb). (23)

2.1. Decay Quiver

Definition 2.10. A decay n-quiver is a finite connected acyclic quiver D = ((D′,⪯),D1, s, t) where (D0,⪯)
is the totally ordered set of vertices (levels) with a bijective map N : D0 → N<n(that is, its countable by
numbers of diverging arrows), D1 is the set of arrows (transitions/gammas), and s, t : D1 → D0 are maps
that associate to each arrow in D1 its source and target, respectively.

The bijection between D0 and {0, 1, 2, ...n − 1} gives the number of arrows in the quiver, that is, the
cardinality of the arrow set, to be |D)| = n(n−1)/2. We denote the path xacxcd...xnb̂ := (a|xac, xcd, ..., xnb|b).
Any given decay vector d ∈ KD can be decomposed into a sum of its source vectors (or target vectors) di,
which are the vectors of the source(target) projectors, and its branching vector, which is the projected vector
of stationary paths:

d = B(d) +

n∑
i=0

Si(d) = b+ τ. (24)

The source vectors Si(d) and the branching vector b are then unit vectors under the l1-norm ||.||, given the
probability conditions of the level transitions and the branching. Decay vectors may thus be classified as
unit vectors under a decay norm ||d||D defined as

||d||D =
1

n

n∑
j<i

|xij | = 1, (25)
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which is a sum over all the components of the decay vector divided by the number of levels. This norm
further defines the subset in which the decay vector live in; that is, in the subspace KD0 ⊕KD1 with the
constraint ||d||D = 1. Analogous to the probabilities given in equations 5 and 6, we can formulate the
probability of a given transition in the path algebra using the projectors we defined:

PPA(p̂i) = ⟨Vt (b · τn) · d, p̂i⟩p , (26)

along with the coincidence probability,

PPA(p̂i ∩ p̂j) = ⟨Vt (b · τn) · τ, p̂i⟩p
〈
Vt

(
ϵt(p̂i) · τ

n
)
· τ, p̂j

〉
p
, (27)

where τ = d − b defined in equation 24, that is, the decay vector with the branching terms subtracted
off. In this formulation, the target vertex projector acts as the diagonalization (left multiplying) of the
decay vector with the branching from above terms multiplied through. To select a given transition the path
equivalence bilinear form is used. It should be noted, given that the target vertex projector gives back
a vector of stationary paths, when multiplied onto the decay vector d, what is given is a vector in kD1

still. Therefore, when find a given path with the path form only single terms are produced– no equivalence
between different path lengths is produced yet, as would be given by the path form in general. To arrive
at notions of coincidence summing, which in this formalism we may generally state as the path equivalence
between paths of different lengths, one must power expand the decay vector which Vt is being multiplied
onto to create the high order path terms. Algebraically, one may think of coincidence summing as path
equivalence; however, a more complete depiction of coincidence summing is more aptly posed in the context
of detection maps.

2.2. Detection Maps

The decay vectors describing nuclear levels schemes live in kD, or more accurately kD0 ⊕ kD1 ⊂ kD
such that their decay norm is 1. The decay vectors have components that are the probabilities of emission–
they are intrinsic to the decay nuclei. However, there exist vectors in this space that do not satisfy the
unit vector condition but whose components can still be seen as probabilities. From this, we may consider
probabilities related to detection also living in this space. When we measure the decay of a nucleus, of course
what we actually detect from our spectra are not the complete and correct transition probabilities but a
different set of probabilities that have been mapped from the transition probabilities via the experiment or
manner of detection. One may consider the probability of detecting a transition with a detector efficiency,
and a vector that contains the efficiencies can also be taken to exist in the path algebra. If we compute
probabilities via equation 26 with a detection mapped decay vector, where efficiencies are now multiplied
onto the transition probabilities, what we get is not the probability of emission but the probability of
detecting that gamma/transition. In general, for more realistic observations of decay nuclei, there are other
factors beside detector efficiency that go into the detected probabilities that one doing gamma spectroscopy
must consider when attempting to map their way back to the transition probabilities. What we posit here
is that detected probabilities merely still live in the path algebra, and we can consider a number of different
detection maps that take the decay vectors describing nuclear decay schemes into different vectors that
account for different probabilities involved in detection. Since for any two vectors, we can always find a
linear map from one to the other ( either with some simple construction or if needed a change of basis) we
may consider detections maps in general to be maps φ ∈ End(kD). For this present work we do not worry
about the exact form of a given map – say for full energy detection using peak efficiencies, detection with
total efficiencies, or for probability of not being detected at any energy1 – and merely speak of the detection
maps by there operation. With this, we may now give a path algebraic formulation for the probability vector
that provides the probability of detection for a given transition where summing in and summing out effects

1These are maps [2] considers for the transition matrices to calculate coincidence summing corrections.
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are considered via detections maps φi and φo, respectively:2.

Γ(d) = Vt

(
b · φo(τ)

n
)
·
[
φi(τ)

n
− 1

]
· Vs

(
φo(τ)

n
)
. (28)

In contrast from equation 26, the target vertex projector now contains probabilities multiplied onto ver-
tices(stationary paths) that account for summing out from above, φi(d)

n
contains the paths with summing

in given via the power expansion, and the source vertex projector now gives summing out from below. All of
which, when given together as shown above, provide a vector where the probability of detecting a transition
is given by the component of the corresponding basis vector/path. However, different from the transition
matrix formalism where the summing in effects are added with the direct transition, the summing in terms
exist in separate paths, i.e. they have their own basis vector. To add them back together, the path equiva-
lence form, which equates paths with the same source and target – but does not distinguish between path
length, can be used to calculate probabilities for detecting a given transition with summing effects accounted
for:

PPA(p̂i) = ⟨Γ(d), p̂i⟩p. (29)

Up to here, this new formulation just restates the transition matrix formalism with the caveat that summing
in terms are kept separate. The path equivalence quotient path algebra, that is, the path algebra with the
path equivalence modded out, is isomorphic to the transition matrices. However, this new formalism may
now be extended beyond the path concatenation that we are restricted to with the transition matrices and
also allow for a greater separability between equivalent paths. If we wish to allow for not only paths – being
connected arrows – but pairs, or even sets, of non-connected arrows, we must extend the algebra to a tensor
decay space defined in the following section

3. Coincidence Algebra Bundle

3.1. Coincidence Tensor Space

The path algebra vector space can be extended to include basis vectors that afford product probabilities
between non-connected paths by taking its tensor product expansion. The tensor decay space T can be
defined as follows:

T = KD ⊕ (KD ⊗KD)⊕ ...⊕
(
KD⊗n

)
=

n⊕
i=0

KD⊗i

(30)

This larger space contains – as basis vectors – all combinations of paths in the form of tensor products; not
only non-connected but overlapping paths as well. However, it is not this total space that we require for our
coincidences. In fact, only the physically realized coincidences are needed; these being the pairs of paths
that can be observed in a single decay event. For this reason, we consider a subset of this tensor space:

Definition 3.1. Let P(P) be the power set of P, that is, the set of all possible subsets. The coincidence
set O is the subset of P(P) and is defined as

O ⊂ P(P) =
{
u ∈ P(P)

∣∣∣|u| ≥ 2, ∀p̂1, p̂2 ∈ u, s(p̂2) ⪯ t(p̂1) ∨ s(p̂1) ⪯ t(p̂2)
}
, (31)

where the paths in a given element of P(P) with cardinality greater than or equal to two do not overlap.

The coincidence set may now be used to define the coincidence space which is a subspace of the tensor
space.

2This is analogous to the matrix S = NAM given in [2]

7



Definition 3.2. Let o ∈ O be totally ordered such that ∀p̂1, p̂2 ∈ o, p̂1 < p̂2 ⇐⇒ N(s(p̂2)) < N(s(p̂1));
that is, it is ordered by the higher paths in the quiver, and let o be indexed by this ordering. The coincidence
vector space is defined as

C ⊂ T (KD) := span

t =

|c|⊗
i=1

p̂i

∣∣∣p̂i ∈ c,∀c ∈ O ⊕ P

 . (32)

3.2. Coincidence Algebra Bundle

With the coincidence decay space now defined, we may consider an algebra on this vector space. The path
algebra defined for a quiver uses concatenation of paths. In this manner, a given vector, when squared, will
acquire components of concatenated paths where the coefficients are multiplied. In the context of decays this
alludes to coincidence probabilities or joint probabilities of the two paths. When considering non-connected
pairs/sets-of-paths, one must consider what type of multiplication is appropriate when building coincidences
out of paths. In the event that the coincidences contain connected paths, it must also reduce to the original
path algebra. When considering coincidences and their probabilities, what matters is precisely how they
are not connected. A degree of connectivity can be defined by a sum over connecting paths. This is made
clear by considering two gammas that are not connected in the decay. If one gamma is at a higher level,
what determines if that decay will lead to the second gamma is the sum of the probabilities contained in the
different paths that connect them. If the two gammas are directly connected, i.e., concatenate to a larger
path, then the sum will simply reduce to the product of their two transition probabilities. However, in the
path algebra formalism, the decay scheme exist as a decay vector in the decay vector space; we simply get
correct product of probabilities since the transition probabilities are contained in the components of the
decay vector, i.e., they are inherently in the vector multiplication by use of the decay vector. When a decay
vector existing in the decay vector space – which is now taken to be a subspace of the coincidence decay space
– is squared, the product needs to allow for tensor product terms where the coefficients have the appropriate
values; i.e., the sum of the paths connecting them. The vector multiplication in the coincidence decay space
therefore must depend on the decay vector; i.e., the product of two basis vectors in the coincidence space
needs to give a third vector that has a scalar factor which is a function of the decay vector. An algebra
therefore can not be defined on the entire vector space and what is needed is an algebra bundle, i.e., a
fiber bundle where the base space is the path algebra of the decay quiver and the fibers are a coincidence
algebra defined at every point in the base space. Before we define the algebra, let us start with the notion
of connectivity between two paths.

Definition 3.3. The scalar connection cd : kD → R between two paths p̂i, p̂j ∈ P in a decay vector d is
defined as follows:

cd(p̂i, p̂j) =
〈
Vt

(
ϵt(p̂i) · τ

n
)
, ϵ̂s(p̂j)

〉
p
. (33)

As just mentioned, when the paths are connected by a single vertex, the scalar connection just returns
a value of one. In separated cases, the scalar connection gives a sum over paths with the weights given by
the decay vector. In the meaning of the decay, the scalar connection gives the probability that the higher
transition will lead to the lower transition. If the scalar connection is one, the two paths are fully connected .
If the scalar connection is less than one, the two paths are partially connected . With the scalar connection,
we may now define the coincidence algebra as a fibre in an algebra bundle.

Definition 3.4. The coincidence algebra bundle A ϕ−→ kD is an algebra bundle with the decay quiver vector
space as its base space and its fibers Ad = ϕ−1(d) ∼= C, d ∈ kD are coincidence algebras defined with the
following fibrewise vector multiplication:

p̂i ·d p̂j =


cd(p̂i, p̂j)p̂i ⊗ p̂j if s(p̂i) ≺ t(p̂j),

p̂ipj if t(p̂i) = s(p̂j),

0 else.

(34)
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When considering a decays vectors coincidence probabilities that are calculated in its fibre, we require
sections that lift that decay vector into its fibre in a manner that copies the vector into the space of the
fibre – which is always allowed given kD ⊂ C. We then denote the lifting section l(d) : kD → Ad such that
d 7→ d, and abbreviate to d̃ := l(d). With the connection between levels and transitions now defined within
the algebra, the probability vector of a given transition Γ(d) and for two transitions in coincidence ΓC(d)
can be given by

Γ(d) = b̃ ·d τ̃ , (35)

ΓC = b̃ ·d τ̃ ·d τ̃ . (36)

As with the path algebra, the order of multiplication is important and must be ordered in the hierarchy of
the quiver, that is, the first term contains the branching ratios on the stationary paths which is connected
to all paths below it via the scalar connection defined in the coincidence algebra. To get the coincidence
probabilities when then further connect it to all paths below it – this is extract by simply coincidence
multiplying onto the (lifted) transition vector again. What is different now from the path algebra formulation,
as we will see shortly, is that we now have terms in the probability vector that correspond to coincidences
of paths that are not directly connected; e.g., with this a term for the "summing in" of x32 and x10 is now
given. Not only that, but for each transition, the level at which it decay from is now a separate basis vector
as the transition is now tensored with the vertices. Let us now consider how detection maps work in the
base space on the coincidence algebra bundle.

3.3. Detection maps in the bundle.

With the detection maps taking a decay vector to a new vector in the path algebra that alters the
probabilities to account for detection effects, when we calculate coincidence probabilities in that detection
mapped fibre, the probabilities now alter the coincidence multiplication. When dealing with transporting
vectors across a bundle one must also consider the curvature that may be present in the bundle and whether
a vector can trivially be mapped as usual. A connection3 is usual defined on a bundle that allows one
to calculate how sections can be moved to different fibres. For this present work, we do not yet concern
ourselves with explicitly calculating the connection on a coincidence algebra bundle. However, we do note
that the underlying vector bundle on which the fibrewise algebra is defined is a product bundle and thus
admits a trivial connection with zero curvature. When considering the multiplicative connection, that is, the
connection that is compatible with the coincidence algebra defined on the fibres, one then must be careful
and acknowledge that transporting products of vectors is different than taking products of transported vectors
– we save this investigation for later work. It is sufficient for now to realize that we may transport a vector
in one fibre to another fibre with out having to consider a connection given that a trivial connection can
be established on the underlying product vector bundle. This is important when dealing with multiple
detection maps to calculate a given probability vector. Whenever we are multiplying paths together, it
must be defined within the fibre of a given point in the base space, i.e, it must be defined for a given decay
vector. When taking the coincidence product in a detection mapped fibre, the probabilities that connect
the two paths in the product will be the ones defined by the detection map. For transitions of interest, a
detection map that accounts for full energy peak efficiencies would be desired. However, the probabilities
that connect the transitions of interest would be from a detection mapped decay vector that accounts for
summing out probabilities. Therefore, we wish to calculate summing out probabilities in the fibre at the
summing out mapped decay vector, but use vectors transported from other vectors in the base space. We
may therefore have maps between points in the base space, or maps between fibres. Since these maps act
only on decay vectors which live in the path algebra which is also a subspace of the coincidence algebra we
may either consider lifting the decay maps in the base space or lifting the decay vector and mapping it to the
fibre in which probabilities are calculated in. Again, given the trivial product vector bundle underlying the

3separate from the scalar connection defined above, though the scalar connection would go into defining the multiplicative
connection when analyzing the curvature of the algebra across the bundle
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algebra bundle, the manner in which we move vectors around does not matter, it is only the transportation
of products that changes. Put more aptly, the detection maps are not homomorphisms of the coincidence
algebra defined on the fibres. When considering the power expansion of detection mapped vectors calculated
in the coincidence algebra, we must now distinguish what map is being applied to the vector being multiplied
and what detection map is defining the coincidence multiplication. when considering the same problem, of
coincidence summing with summing out and summing in, we may use the follow power expansion where the
fibre is now explicitly stated:

φ̃h(τ)
nφo(τ)

=

n∑
k=1

φ̃h(τ)
kφo(τ) = φ̃h(τ) + φ̃h(τ) ·φo(τ) φ̃h(τ) + φ̃h(τ) ·φo(τ) φ̃h(τ) ·φo(τ) φ̃h(τ) + ... (37)

Note, we begin the power expansion at k = 1 as the coincidence algebra does not have a global identity, only
a complete set of idempotents. Regardless though, for the power expansion defining the paths of interest
in the probability vector, there should be no k = 0 term as we only want path terms; this is why the
identity element is subtracted off in equation 28. Conversely, in the scalar connection – which is calculated
in the path algebra and thus does have a global identity – the power expansion must start at k = 0 to
allow for trivial scalar connections between paths that can concatenate. It is also needed for assigning the
proper branching ratios. With the detection maps established in the coincidence algebra bundle we may
now calculate the probability vector with summing in and summing out maps:

Γ(d) = b̃ ·φo(τ) φ̃h(τ)
nφo(τ) ·φo(τ) ϵ̂0. (38)

The transitions of interest are given in the center term where summing in is accounted for with potential
summing out between disconnected paths. Each of these paths are connected to their possible branching
levels above, with summing out probabilities connecting them, and connected to the ground state, also
through summing out probabilities.

Example 3.1. Let hij = φh(xij) (detected transition) and oij = φo(xij) (summing out transition). The
probability vector with detection maps for the 4 level decay quiver is given by the following:

Γ(d) = b̃ ·φo(τ) φ̃h(τ)
nφo(τ) ·φo(τ) ϵ̂0 (39)

= f3h30p̂30 + f3h31o10p̂31 ⊗ ϵ̂0 + f3h32o20p̂32 ⊗ ϵ̂0 + f3o32h21o10ϵ̂3 ⊗ p̂21 ⊗ ϵ̂0+

f3o32h21o10ϵ̂3 ⊗ p̂21 ⊗ ϵ̂0 + f3o32h20ϵ̂3 ⊗ p̂20 + f2h20p̂20

+f3(o31 + o32o21)h10ϵ̂3 ⊗ p̂10 + f2o32o21h10ϵ̂2 ⊗ p̂10 + f1h10p̂10

f3h31h10p̂31p10 + f3h32h20p̂32p20 + f3h32o21h10p̂32 ⊗ p̂10+

f3h32h21o10p̂32p21 ⊗ ϵ̂0 + f3o32h21h10ϵ̂3 ⊗ p̂21p10 + f2h21h10p̂21p10

f3h32h21h10 ̂p32p31p10.

The red terms correspond to all events where one gamma in the decay is detected at full energy with
summing out probabilities accounted for and different branching terms are separated. The blue terms give
the events where two gammas sum together with full energy and summing out of the remaining gammas is
accounted for is applicable. Finally, the black term gives the triple summing event.

4. Conclusion

Motivated by the need to extend the generality of the transition matrix formalism traditionally used
to model nuclear decay schemes, We have demonstrated how the path algebra of a decay quiver gives the
underlying algebra for transitions matrices. This allowed for an extension into a tensor decay space which
we have restricted by defining a coincidence vector space upon which we build the coincidence algebra. The
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coincidence algebra allows for a more general algebra for calculating coincidence probabilities as it allows
for multiplication between non connected paths in the decay quiver and in addition separates different
branching terms. With the path algebra being the space with which nuclear levels schemes live, we have
define an algebra bundle over the path algebra where each decay vector defines the structure constants on
the coincidence algebra at the fibre. We have showed, at the very least that this algebra allows for additional
coincidence probability terms to be calculated. We propose, however, that this method of taking fibre bundle
of quivers, or potentially even quiver representations, may be a fruitful method for modeling at nuclear levels
schemes. This formalism may potentially be extended to include angular correlations as loops in the base
space and potentially and energy and spin representations to the structure. This formalism may also have
an interesting intersection with geometric nuclear theory.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC).

References

[1] I. Assem, A. Skowronski, D. Simson, Elements of the Representation Theory of Associative Algebras:
Techniques of Representation Theory, London Mathematical Society Student Texts, Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, 2006.

[2] T. M. Semkow, G. Mehmood, P. P. Parekh, M. Virgil, Coincidence summing in gamma-ray spectroscopy,
Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors
and Associated Equipment 290 (2) (1990) 437–444. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(90)
90561-J.

[3] M. Korun, R. Martinčič, Coincidence summing in gamma and x-ray spectrometry, Nuclear Instruments
and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated
Equipment 325 (3) (1993) 478–484. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(93)90394-W.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029390394W

[4] A. Richardson, W. Sallee, Coincidence summing corrections for positron emitters in germanium gamma
spectrometry, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrom-
eters, Detectors and Associated Equipment 299 (1) (1990) 344–348. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/
0168-9002(90)90803-E.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029090803E

[5] C. Jutier, P. Gross, G. L. Petit, A new synthetic formalism for true coincidence summing calculations,
Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors
and Associated Equipment 580 (3) (2007) 1344–1354. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.
07.012.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900207013824

[6] L. Schmidt, On the measurability of true coincidence summing in gamma-ray spectroscopy (2025).
arXiv:2511.16679.
URL https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.16679

11

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(90)90561-J
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(90)90561-J
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029390394W
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(93)90394-W
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029390394W
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029090803E
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029090803E
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(90)90803-E
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9002(90)90803-E
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/016890029090803E
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900207013824
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.07.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.07.012
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900207013824
https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.16679
http://arxiv.org/abs/2511.16679
https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.16679

	Introduction
	Transition Matrices

	Quivers and Path Algebra
	Decay Quiver
	Detection Maps

	Coincidence Algebra Bundle
	Coincidence Tensor Space
	Coincidence Algebra Bundle
	Detection maps in the bundle.

	Conclusion

