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Abstract. We give a bijective correspondence between the number of nilpotent matrices
over a Boolean semiring and the number of directed acyclic graphs on ordered vertices.
We then enumerate pairs of maps between two finite sets whose composites are eventually
constant by forming a bijection that relates a pair of such maps with a spanning tree in a
complete bipartite graph, and an edge of said tree. This generalizes the main principle of A.
Joyal’s proof of Cayley’s formula. Finally, we generalize T. Leinster’s work by considering
a pair of finite-dimensional vector spaces and show a bijectivity between a nilpotent pair of
maps and a balanced vector with the hom spaces between them. This leads us to an elegant
formula for the number of nilpotent pairs.
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1. Introduction

The geometry, combinatorics and topology of the resolution of the nilpotent cone are central
in geometric and combinatorial representation theory and low-dimensional topology. They
provide profound and important geometric and algebraic structures in the study of nilpotent
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elements in Lie (super)algebras and representation theory. The nilpotent elements appear in
the moduli space of vector bundles on a Riemann surface (as nilpotent endomorphisms or
Higgs fields), as a singular and reducible space [HH22, FSS18, BGPGH18]. The nilpotent
cone also gives rise to the theory of Grothendieck–Springer and Springer resolutions [CG10,
Spr76, Ste76, Gin98, DG84, Im18, Im14, IS21], as the Springer fibers of the 2-Jordan block
have deep connections to 2-row standard Young diagrams, as well as crossingless cups and
rays [SW12, ILW22a, ILW22b, ILW19].

Let X be an n-dimensional vector space over a field k. T. Leinster in [Lei21] proved the
existence of a bijection between N (X)×X and Endk(X), where N (X) is the set of nilpotent
elements on X. Working over a finite field, where |k| = q, the result specializes to a theorem
of Fine–Herstein [FH58, Theorem 1], which states that the number of n×n nilpotent matrices

is qn(n−1), which equals |X|n−1. This is equivalent to the probability that a random matrix
be nilpotent is q−n. Leinster’s argument requires very little calculation, and exposes a deep,
structural pattern.

Fine–Herstein in [FH58, Theorem 2] enumerate the number of nilpotent matrices over
rings of the form Za, where a is any positive integer. One can prove the crux of Fine–
Herstein, which is finding nilpotent matrices over Fp, using Leinster’s elegant, computation-
free techniques [Lei21].

Our main theorems in this paper are enumerating the eventually constant pairs of maps
between two finite sets (Theorem 3.3), showing a bijective correspondence between a nilpo-
tent pair on two finite-dimensional vector spaces and a balanced vector (which we define in
Section 4.2) and their hom spaces (Theorem 4.6), and enumerating the number of nilpotent
pairs (Theorem 4.14). The last two theorems in Section 4 generalize the result and approach
of T. Leinster to counting nilpotent endomorphisms of a vector space over a finite field.

We now give an overview of the paper. In Section 2, we prove that n×n nilpotent matrices
over a Boolean semiring is enumerated by the number of directed acyclic graphs on n ordered
vertices (Proposition 2.2). In Section 3.1, we give a brief background on graph theory, and
in Section 3.2, we enumerate eventually constant pairs of functions (Theorem 3.3). A related
number appears in the paper [DK25], i.e., given a pair (f, g) of eventually constant maps on
sets X and Y and removing one of the two oriented edges between fixed points x0, y0 in X,Y ,
respectively, gives us a spanning tree in the complete bipartite graph K(m,n). The number
of spanning trees in K(m,n) is mn−1nm−1, but our count is a bit different.

In Section 4.1, we provide the necessary linear algebra for pairs of vector spaces and then we
give an explicit bijection between nilpotent pairs and a balanced vector with the hom spaces
between the two vector spaces over any field in Section 4.2 (Theorem 4.6). In Section 4.3, we
enumerate nilpotent pairs over a finite field (Theorem 4.8), which simplifies to be an elegant
and simple expression (Theorem 4.14). In Section 4.5, we enumerate the nilpotent pairs with
length ℓ balanced vectors (Theorem 4.26). In Section 4.4, we study the limit of the probability
of a nilpotent pair when the dimension of one of the vector spaces is fixed and as the dimension
of the other tends towards infinity (Theorem 4.22), as well as the limit as both dimensions
tend towards infinity (Proposition 4.24). In Section 5, we provide two Mathematica codes
that produce all nilpotent matrices over the Boolean semiring.

This is a slight extension of [CIK+25]. Complete proofs as well as detailed examples are
provided throughout this paper.
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2. Nilpotent maps over B

Let B = {0, 1 : 1+1 = 1}, the Boolean semiring. The number of idempotents in Mn(B) was
proved in [But72]. We give a similar result for Mn(B) by counting the number of nilpotent
matrices. Let Nn(B) be the set of nilpotent matrices over B.

Lemma 2.1. Let A = (Aij) ∈ Nn(B). Then the diagonal coordinates of A all equal 0. If the
coordinate Aij = 1, then Aji = 0. A Boolean matrix is nilpotent if and only if there is no
sequence i1, i2, . . ., ik satisfying Ai1,i2 = Ai2,i3 = . . . = Aik,i1 = 1.

Proof. Let A ∈ N (B). For a contradiction, suppose Aii = 1. If A2 = 0, then (A2)ii is of the
form

∑n
j=1AijAji = A2

ii + other terms = 1 + other terms = 1 since we are working over a

Boolean semiring. This is a contradiction, so Aii must be zero. Now if Ak = 0 for some k > 0,
then (Ak)ii =

∑n
j=1(A

k−1)ijAji = (Ak−1)iiAii+other terms. If Aii ̸= 0, then (Ak−1)ii ̸= 0 by
complete induction. This is a contradiction. So Aii = 0.

Now let Aij = 1, where i < j, and suppose Aji = 1 also. Then (Ak)ii =
∑n

l=1(A
k−1)ilAli.

If k − 1 is odd, then this sum is equal to AijAji + other terms = 1. If k − 1 is even, then the

(i, i)-coordinate of Ak−1 is 1. So the sum is equal to A2
ii + other terms = 1. Since this is true

for an arbitrary k, we see that A cannot be a nilpotent matrix. Thus Aji must be 0. □

Proposition 2.2. The set of n × n nilpotent matrices Nn(B) over a Boolean semiring is
enumerated by the number of directed acyclic graphs on n ordered vertices.

We will write directed acyclic graphs as DAGs.

Proof. We show a bijective correspondence between DAGs and nilpotent matrices over B.
Let Γ be a DAG. Label the vertices of Γ from 1 to n. Define A = (Aij) to be the n × n

matrix such that:

Aij =

{
1 if there is a directed edge from vertex j to i,

0 otherwise.

This is called the adjacency matrix of Γ, and is well-known to be a bijection.
Consider (A2)ij =

∑n
k=1AikAkj . Then (A2)ij = 1 if and only if there exists at least one

path from j to i of length 2. Working inductively, (An)ij =
∑n

k=1(A
n−1)ikAkj = 1 if and

only if there exists at least one path from j to i of length n. Note that a DAG cannot have
an infinite length path. Therefore there exists an N ≫ 0 such that (AN )ij = 0 for each
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Conversely, suppose there is a cycle in Γ. Then we can get a path of arbitrary length by
tracing the cycle. This will produce a nonzero entry in An for any positive integer n, so A
cannot be nilpotent. □
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1 1 2 1 2 1 2

Figure 1. There are 1 directed acyclic graph (DAG) on 1 (ordered) vertex,
and 3 DAGs on 2 ordered vertices.

Remark 2.3. The codes in Figures 9 and 10 in Appendix 5 provide the enumeration of the
cardinality of Nn(B).

Lemma 2.4. The enumeration in Proposition 2.2 follows the number of directed acyclic
digraphs (or DAGs) with n labeled vertices. Since this number follows the recurrence relation:

(1) a0 = 1 and an =
n∑

k=1

(−1)k−1

(
n

k

)
2k(n−k)an−k,

the number of n× n nilpotent matrices over a Boolean semiring is an.

Proof. See [OEI25] for more detail. □

Corollary 2.5. The probability that an n× n operator is nilpotent over B is an/2
n2
, where

an is given in (1).

Proof. Since there are 2n
2
Boolean-valued n×n matrices, the result follows by Lemma 2.4. □

Remark 2.6. Nilpotent endomorphisms of Boolean free (semi)modules (vector spaces) cor-
respond to DAGs.

Example 2.7. Since the recurrence relation in Lemma 2.4 follows the sequence a0 = 1,
a1 = 1, a2 = 3, a3 = 25, a4 = 543, a5 = 29, 281, a6 = 3, 781, 503, there are one 1× 1 nilpotent
matrix over B (namely, the zero matrix), three 2× 2 nilpotent matrices over B:(

0 0
0 0

)
,

(
0 0
1 0

)
,

(
0 1
0 0

)
,

and twenty-five 3× 3 nilpotent operators in N (B):0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

0 1 1
0 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

0 1 0
0 0 1
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
1 0 0
1 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
1 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

0 0 0
0 0 0
1 1 0

 ,

0 1 0
0 0 0
1 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

 ,

0 0 1
1 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

0 1 0
0 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0

 ,

0 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
1 0 0
1 1 0

 ,

0 1 1
0 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

0 0 1
1 0 1
0 0 0

 ,

0 0 0
1 0 1
1 0 0

 ,

0 1 0
0 0 0
1 1 0

 ,

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 .

The directed acyclic graphs corresponding to n = 1 and n = 2 are given in Figure 1 left and
right, respectively. The DAGs associated to the elements in N3(B) for n = 3 are given in
Figure 2.
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Figure 2. There are 25 directed acyclic graphs (DAGs) on 3 ordered vertices.

3. Eventually constant pairs of set-theoretic functions

3.1. Introduction to graph theory. We need some definitions and lemmas before our
theorem. A minimal path is a sequence of vertices in a graph, where each consecutive pair of
vertices is connected by an edge. Furthermore, except possibly the endpoints, no vertices are
repeated in a minimal path. A minimal path is called a cycle if there is a repetition. A tree
is an unoriented graph with no cycles.

A rooted tree is a tree, together with a choice of vertex, which is called the root. A spanning
tree inside an unoriented graph Γ is a subgraph T of Γ such that T is a tree, and is maximal
with respect to being a tree inside Γ. This statement is equivalent to the statement that T is
a tree with as many vertices as Γ, for trees are connected by definition.

A graph is called bipartite (or bicolorable) if one can color the vertices in two distinct colors,
say red and black, such that no two vertices of the same color are adjacent (i.e., connected by
an edge). It is well-known in graph theory that Γ is bipartite if and only if the cycles of Γ are
of even length [BM76, Theorem 5.3, page 74] or [CCPS11, pages 48-49]. The largest bipartite
graph with m red vertices and n black vertices is called the complete bipartite graph, which
we denote by K(m,n).

3.2. Eventually constant pairs of functions. Given sets X,Y of cardinalities m,n, re-
spectively, we will count the number of pairs (f, g), where f : X → Y , g : Y → X, such
that the composition gf is eventually constant, that is, the composite (gf)k := gf ◦ · · · ◦ gf
is constant for some k > 0. Note that gf is eventually constant if and only if fg is. We call
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(f, g) an eventually constant pair, and denote the set of such pairs by P (m,n). The number
|P (n,m)| of such pairs is divisible by mn since the eventually constant condition gives us
final elements x0 ∈ X and y0 ∈ Y , where every element eventually maps and f(x0) = y0,
g(y0) = x0.

This problem reduces to a distributed version of Cayley’s formula on counting trees. We
look at a variation of Cayley’s formula and adopt one to our distributed case.

Lemma 3.1 (Cayley’s formula). The cardinality of unrooted trees with vertex set X is mm−2.

Proof. We refer the reader to [Joy81, page 16] or [Lei21]. □

Lemma 3.2 (Number of spanning trees in K(m,n)). There are mn−1nm−1 spanning trees in
K(m,n).

Proof. See [FS58] or [AS90] for a proof. □

Also see Igor Pak’s slides [Pak09, page 4] on spanning trees and bipartite graphs for more
detail.

Next, we state the main theorem of this section, thus generalizing Cayley’s formula.

Theorem 3.3. Let X and Y be sets of sizes m and n, respectively. There are

(2) mn−1nm−1(m+ n− 1)

eventually constant pairs of maps between the finite sets X and Y .

Proof. The basic idea is to first form a directed graph from of the eventually constant pair,
Γ : P (m,n) → Graph. The target Graph is the set of all finite, directed graphs. We will
then define Φ from the image of Γ in Graph to the set of spanning trees in K(m,n), giving a
sequence of maps:

P (m,n) Γ(P (m,n)) {Spanning trees in K(m,n)}.Γ Φ

If we can establish that Γ is one-to-one, and that the preimage of Φ of a spanning tree in
K(m,n) consists of m+ n− 1 graphs, we will have a bijection counting |P (m,n)|. We begin
by proving the former claim.

Take an eventually constant pair (f, g) in P (m,n). Then Γ(f, g) is defined as a graph with
m red vertices labeled by X, and n black vertices labeled by Y . Draw an oriented edge from
every x ∈ X to its image f(x) ∈ Y , and an edge from each y ∈ Y to its image g(y) ∈ X.
See Figures 3 and 4 for small m and n. The graph Γ(f, g) is bipartite; there cannot be an
edge between two vertices in X (resp. Y ) because this graph is defined by functions. It is
clear that Γ is injective, capturing all of the functional information of f and g and thereby
establishing a bijection onto its image P (m,n) ∼= Γ(P (m,n)).

Now, we will look at some finer properties of Γ(f, g). A 2k-cycle in Γ(f, g) is equivalent to
a k-periodic point x ∈ X. That is, Γ has a 2k-cycle if and only if there is some point x ∈ X
such that (gf)k(x) = x, and k is the smallest natural number with this property. Therefore,
Γ(f, g) has exactly one 2-cycle, and no other cycles.

By an abuse of notation, we will write Φ(f, g) to mean Φ◦Γ(f, g). Now, there are no cycles
in Φ(f, g), and Φ(f, g) has m + n vertices. So it is a spanning tree, say T , inside K(m,n).
The only thing to do now is to determine the preimage of T ⊆ K(m,n). Take an edge e in T ,
and remove it. Its endpoints e0, e1 lie within two disjoint subtrees T0, T1 ⊆ T , respectively.
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x1

X

y1

Y
x1

x2

y1 x1

x2

y1

Figure 3. Left: there is one eventually constant map when |X| = |Y | = 1.
Right: there are two eventually constant maps when |X| = 2 and |Y | = 1.

Given two vertices in a tree, there is a unique path between them. Orient the edges of T0

along the unique path to e0, and do the same for T1 and e1. Finally, connect e0 and e1 with
a 2-cycle. Since T is bipartite, every graph in Φ−1(T ) is bipartite, and each such graph is
the graph of an eventually constant pair. Since there are m+ n− 1 edges in T , it is equal to
|Φ−1(T )|. Therefore, |P (m,n)| = |Γ(P (m,n))| = (m+n−1)|{Spanning trees in K(m,n)}| =
mn−1nm−1(m+ n− 1). □

Remark 3.4. Theorem 3.3 establishes a bijection between eventually constant maps and a
spanning tree in K(m,n) and an edge of the tree.

Corollary 3.5. The probability that a pair (f, g) of set-theoretic maps, where f : X → Y, g :
Y → X, is eventually constant is

m+ n− 1

mn
.

Proof. Applying Theorem 3.3 and since there are mnnm maps between X and Y , we obtain
the expression. □

Example 3.6. When |X| = |Y | = 1, there is 1 eventually constant map. For |X| = 2 and
|Y | = 1, there are 2 eventually constant maps. For |X| = |Y | = 2, there are 12 eventually
constant maps. See Figures 3 and 4 for more detail. We computed, by hand, |P (3, 3)| =
405 = 34 × 5, which also follows from Theorem 3.3.

4. Nilpotent pairs and balanced vectors

Let k be a field. Let V and W be vector spaces of dimension m and n, respectively.
Consider pairs (f, g) of linear maps, with f ∈ Hom(V,W ) and g ∈ Hom(W,V ). Let N (V ) be
the vector space of nilpotent linear operators on V ; it is a subspace of End(V ).

In this section, we generalize [Lei21, Theorem 5].

4.1. Linear algebra for two vector spaces. A complement of a subspace X in a vector
space V is a subspace X ′ satisfying X ⊕X ′ = V .

Lemma 4.1. There is a natural bijection between Hom(V,W ) and complements of W in
V ⊕W .

Proof. We refer to [Lei21, Lemma 1]. □

Lemma 4.2. Let f : V → W and g : W → V be linear maps. Then gf ∈ Aut(V ) and
fg ∈ Aut(W ) if and only if f , g are isomorphisms.

Proof. The implication from right to left is obvious. So assume gf ∈ Aut(V ) and fg ∈ Aut(W ).
Then let f−1 = g(fg)−1 and g−1 = f(gf)−1. □
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Figure 4. The eventually constant maps when |X| = |Y | = 2.

The following lemmas, Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, generalize the study of linear operators to the
case of pairs of linear maps. We begin by giving a generalization of the Fitting decomposition.

Lemma 4.3. Let V and W be finite-dimensional vector spaces. An ordered pair (f, g)
of linear maps, where f ∈ Hom(V,W ) and g ∈ Hom(W,V ), is uniquely characterized by the
following data. Write VN , VI as subspaces of V such that we have the direct sum decomposition
V = VI ⊕ VN and write WN ,WI as subspaces of W such that W = WI ⊕WN , subject to the
condition that

(gf)|VI
∈ Aut(VI), (fg)|WI

∈ Aut(WI), (gf)|VN
∈ N (VN ), (fg)|WN

∈ N (WN ).

Proof. Take

VI =
⋂
i≥0

im((gf)i), VN =
⋃
i≥0

ker((gf)i).

Likewise, take

WI =
⋂
i≥0

im((fg)i), WN =
⋃
i≥0

ker((fg)i).

The decomposition V = VI ⊕ VN and W = WI ⊕ WN is the statement of Fitting lemma,
i.e., [Jac89, pages 113–114]. Finite-dimensionality is needed since we want V and W to be
Noetherian and Artinian.

In the above subspace decompositions, we claim the following block matrix decompositions
for f and g:

f =

(
S1 0
0 N1

)
, g =

(
S2 0
0 N2

)
,

where Si are invertible, and Ni compose to nilpotent operators.
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Now, S1 := f |VI
: VI → WI and S2 := g|WI

: WI → VI are isomorphisms by Lemma 4.2. As
seen in the usual Fitting decomposition, we have (gf)|VN

and (fg)|WN
as nilpotent operators.

So f |VN
and g|WN

compose to give nilpotent operators.
To prove that the bottom-left blocks are zero, we only need to show that f does not map

nonzero vectors in VI into WN . If v ∈ VI is such that fv ∈ WN , then (fg)ifv = 0 for some i.
That means that g(fg)ifv = (gf)i+1v = 0, so v ∈ VN . Since V = VI ⊕ VN , v = 0.

Finally, to show that the top-right blocks are zero, it suffices to show that any v ∈ VN such
that fv ∈ WI is zero. Suppose we had such a v. For every j ≥ 0, there exists a yj ∈ W such
that f(v) = (fg)jyj , so gf(v) = (gf)j(gyj) ∈ im((gf)j). Since this is true for every j, we see
that gf(v) ∈ VI . But gf acts on VI invertibly. So v ∈ VI , which implies v = 0. Therefore, we
are done. □

The following is the key lemma for the proof of Theorem 4.6.

Lemma 4.4. There is a (non-canonical) bijection between

ordered bases of ℓ-dimensional vector space X and isomorphisms X −→ kℓ.

Proof. Choose a permutation σ ∈ Σℓ, where Σℓ is the symmetric group of ℓ elements. Denote
the standard basis elements of kℓ by e1, . . . , eℓ. Suppose we have an ordered basis (x1, . . . , xℓ)
of X. Then there is a unique isomorphism T : X → kℓ such that T (xi) = eσ(i) for each
1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

On the other hand, given an isomorphism T : X → kℓ, the inverse images of the standard
basis (T−1eσ(1), . . . , T

−1eσ(ℓ)) give an ordered basis of X. □

Corollary 4.5. One has a bijection between

pairs of ordered bases of finite-dimensional vector spaces V and W and
pairs of isomorphisms (f, g) ∈ Hom(V,W )× Hom(W,V ).

4.2. Nilpotent pairs of vector spaces and balanced vectors. We will continue to use
the notations from Section 4.1. Consider the endomorphisms T = gf : V −→ V and T ′ =
fg : W −→ W . The pair (f, g) of linear maps is a nilpotent pair if T ∈ N (V ), equivalently,
T ′ ∈ N (W ). Denote the set of nilpotent pairs (f, g) for spaces V and W by N (V,W ).

Let v ∈ V . We form the subspace T [v] of V , spanned by the linearly independent vectors

v, Tv, . . . , T a−1(v) ̸= 0,

with T a(v) = 0, and the subspace T ′[fv] of W , which is the span of linearly independent
vectors

fv, T ′(fv), . . . , (T ′)ℓ−1(fv) ̸= 0,

with (T ′)ℓ(fv) = 0.
We say that the vector v is balanced if a = ℓ, i.e., the spaces T [v] and T ′[fv] have the same

dimension, so that f restricts to an isomorphism T [v]
≃−→ T ′[fv]. We call a = ℓ the length of

v. In the case that ℓ = a − 1, so the second subspace has one dimension less than the first,
i.e., dimT ′[fv] = dimT [v]− 1, we say that v is unbalanced in this latter case.

Figure 5 shows the structure of images of v under compositions of the maps f and g when
v is balanced.

Generalizing [Lei21, Theorem 5], we have the following result:
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V
dimm

T ℓ−1v

...

Tv

v

0 g

f
g

f

f

g

W
dimn

(T ′)ℓ−1w

...

T ′w

w

Figure 5. This is an example of a balanced vector v of length ℓ and its images
under the compositions of the linear maps f : V → W and g : W → V .

Theorem 4.6. There is a bijection betwen

{(f, g, v) : gf ∈ N (V ), v is balanced} and Hom(V,W )× Hom(W,V ).

We also refer to [CIK+25, Theorem 3.6].

Proof. Let f, g be a nilpotent pair with a balanced vector v of length ℓ. We have subspaces
T [v] and T ′[fv] of the same dimension, each equipped with ordered bases (v, Tv, . . . , T ℓ−1v)
and (fv, T ′fv, . . . , (T ′)ℓ−1fv), respectively. In these bases, f |T [v] is the identity matrix and
g|T ′[fv] is a nilpotent Jordan block of size ℓ, i.e., (Jℓ)ij = δi,j+1, indices taken modulo ℓ, by
construction.

We have the complements T [v]⊥ and T ′[fv]⊥ of T [v] and T ′[fv] in V and W , respectively,
by Corollary 4.5. This is due to an analogy with Tom Leinster’s way of choosing complements.
We do not initially get a canonical choice of complement for our subspaces, but we do get
restrictions of the given linear maps to some complement. The composites give a canonical
choice of the complement of each subspace. With respect to these subspaces, the maps f and
g are given by:

(3) f =

( T [v] T [v]⊥

T ′[fv] Iℓ A
T ′[fv]⊥ 0 f |T [v]⊥

)
, g =

( T ′[fv] T ′[fv]⊥

T [v] Jℓ B
T [v]⊥ 0 g|T ′[fv]⊥

)
,

where Iℓ is the ℓ× ℓ identity matrix, Jℓ is the ℓ× ℓ Jordan block with 1’s immediately below
the diagonal, A is an ℓ× (m− ℓ) block, and B is an ℓ× (n− ℓ) block. Since

gf =

(
C D
0 E

)
,

where C is a dimT [v] × dimT [v]-block, D is a dimT [v] × dimT [v]⊥-block, and E is a
dimT [v]⊥ × dimT [v]⊥-block, and gf ∈ N (V ) if and only if C ∈ N (T [v]) and E ∈ N (T [v]⊥),
we see that the restricted (f |T [v]⊥ , g|T ′[fv]⊥) is a nilpotent pair. By Corollary 4.5, the data

of subspaces with ordered bases is equivalent to a pair of isomorphisms S1 : T [v] → T ′[fv]
and S2 : T ′[fv] → T [v]. We replace the upper-left blocks of (3) with more generic S1 and S2

blocks since the original blocks gave the data of ordered bases of T [v] and T ′[fv], and we are
simply replacing them with their corresponding isomorphisms.

Finally, there may be many choices of complement for T [v] and T ′[fv]. In order to resolve
this, we can apply 4.1. We observe that BA ∈ Hom(T [v]⊥, T [v]) corresponds exactly to
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a choice of complement for T [v] in V . Likewise, AB ∈ Hom(T ′[fv]⊥, T ′[fv]) corresponds
exactly to a choice of complement for T ′[fv] in W . So, up to relabeling the rest of the blocks
(for notational simplicity), we have

f ′ =

(
S1 0
0 N1

)
and g′ =

(
S2 0
0 N2

)
,

where the blocks decompose V,W into complementary subspaces. The blocks Ni compose to
nilpotent operators, and Si compose to isomorphisms. By Lemma 4.3, we obtain a unique
pair of linear maps

(f ′, g′) ∈ Hom(V,W )× Hom(W,V ).

This concludes the proof. □

4.3. Nilpotent pairs of vector spaces over a finite field. Let V and W be m and n-
dimensional vector spaces, respectively, over the finite field k = Fq, where q is a prime power.
We want the probability that the pair (f, g) is nilpotent, i.e., fg ∈ N (W ) for a given m and
n. Recall the q-binomial coefficient

(4)

[
m

r

]
q

:=
r−1∏
i=0

(qm − qi)
/ r−1∏

i=0

(qr − qi),

where if r = 0, then we define
∏r−1

i=0 (q
k − qi) := 1. Equation (4) represents the number of

r-dimensional subspaces of an m-dimensional vector space over Fq.

Lemma 4.7. Let 0 ≤ r ≤ min{m,n}. The number of rank r linear maps f : V → W is given
by [

m

r

]
q

[
n

r

]
q

r−1∏
i=0

(qr − qi).

Proof. We proceed in two steps.

(1) Choose an r-dimensional subspace I of W to be the image of f . There are exactly[
n
r

]
q
choices.

(2) Count the number of linear maps from V to W whose image is equal to I. This is
equal to the number of surjective linear maps from V to I. Now choose a basis for V
and W . Such a linear map can be represented as an r ×m matrix of rank r, which
means it has full rank. The number of such matrices (by choosing row vectors) is the

number of r linearly independent vectors in V , which is
∏r−1

i=0 (q
m − qi).

Using (4), we obtain the desired result. □

Let N (V,W ) be the set of nilpotent pairs (f, g) as above (f : V −→ W and g : W −→ V ).
Let Nm,n = |N (V,W )| be the cardinality of N (V,W ).

Theorem 4.8. The number of nilpotent pairs is given by

(5) Nm,n =

min{m,n}∑
r=0

[
m

r

]
q

[
n

r

]
q

qmn−r
r−1∏
i=0

(qr − qi),

where if r = 0, then
∏r−1

i=0 (q
r − qi) := 1.



12 WEIXI CHEN, MEE SEONG IM, CATHERINE LILLJA, AND NICOLAS RUGO

Proof. First, given a linear map f : V → W of rank r, we count the number of maps g
such that the composition fg is nilpotent. Without loss of generality, let {vr+1, . . . , vm} be
a basis for kerf ⊂ V . We extend it to a basis {v1, . . . , vm} of V . Since f is a linear map,
{f(v1), . . . , f(vr)} forms a basis of imf ⊂ W . We now extend it to a basis

{w1 = f(v1), . . . , wr = f(vr), wr+1, . . . , wn}
of W .

With respect to these two bases for V and W , the n×m matrix representation of f is given
by

F =

(
Ir 0
0 0

)
,

where Ir is the r × r identity matrix. Now let

G =

(
A B
C D

)
be the matrix representation of g, where A is r× r, B is r× (n− r), C is (m− r)× r, and D
is (m− r)× (n− r) matrices. The matrix representation for fg is the product:

FG =

(
Ir 0
0 0

)(
A B
C D

)
=

(
A B
0 0

)
,

which is a block upper-triangular matrix. Such a matrix is nilpotent if and only if its diagonal
blocks are nilpotent, which in our case, A must be nilpotent. By [Lei21, Theorem 5], the

cardinality of such r × r nilpotent A ∈ Mr(Fq) is q
r(r−1). There are no restrictions for blocks

B,C and D. So the total number of such matrices G (and thus maps g) for a fixed f of rank
r is given by:

qr(r−1)qr(n−r)qr(m−r)q(m−r)(n−r) = qmn−r.

Therefore, for any f of rank r, there are the same number of linear maps g such that the
composition fg is nilpotent.

By Lemma 4.7, we know the number of rank r linear maps between V and W . Summing
over the rank of f , the result follows. □

Proposition 4.9. Equation (5) equals∑
T∈Hom(V,W )

qmn−rank(T ).

Proof. The number of rank r maps T : V −→ W is given by the expression in Lemma 4.7. In
(5), each map is weighted with the coefficient qmn−r. □

Lemma 4.10. Let (f, g) be a nilpotent pair.

(1) If v ∈ V or w ∈ W is balanced, then every vector in the subspace T [v] ⊂ V or in
T ′[w] ⊂ W , respectively, is balanced.

(2) If v ∈ V is unbalanced, then every vector in T [v] \ {0} is unbalanced. Similarly, if
w ∈ W is unbalanced, then every vector in T ′[w] \ {0} is unbalanced.

(3) If v ∈ V is balanced and f(v) ̸= 0, then the vector f(v) is unbalanced. If w ∈ W is
balanced and g(w) ̸= 0, then the vector g(w) is unbalanced.

(4) If v ∈ V is unbalanced, then the vector f(v) ∈ W is balanced. Similarly, if w ∈ W is
unbalanced, then the vector g(w) ∈ V is balanced.
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Proof. We will now prove the lemma.

(1) Suppose T [v] is spanned by {v, Tv, . . . , T kv}. Correspondingly, suppose T ′[fv] is
spanned by {fv, T ′fv, . . . , T ′kfv}. We just need to show that T iv is balanced for each
i = 1, . . . , k, and extend linearly. We have dimT [T iv] = k − i + 1 = dimT ′[fT iv] =
dimT ′[(T ′)ifv]. And the result for w ∈ W follows by symmetry.

(2) Assume T [v] is spanned by {v, Tv, . . . , T kv} but T ′[fv] is spanned by {fv, . . . ,
(T ′)k−1fv}. We need to show T iv is unbalanced for each i, and then extend linearly.
This follows from dimT [T iv] = k − i+ 1 and dimT ′[fT iv] = dimT ′[(T ′)ifv] = k − i.
Note that 0 is trivially balanced. The result for w ∈ W follows by symmetry.

(3) We just need to note that v balanced imply dimT [v] = dimT ′[fv], and thus dimT ′[fv]
= 1 + dimT [Tv] = 1 + dimT [gfv]. The result for w ∈ W follows by symmetry.

(4) We see that v unbalanced imply dimT [v] = 1 + dimT ′[fv], and thus dimT ′[fv] =
dimT [Tv] = dimT [gfv]. The result for w ∈ W follows by symmetry.

This concludes the proof. □

We omit the proofs for the following corollaries.

Corollary 4.11. Let a nilpotent pair (f, g) be given.

(1) The set of balanced vectors for the pair (f, g) in V is a union of T -stable linear
subspaces of V . It is likewise for balanced vectors in W .

(2) The set of unbalanced vectors for the pair (f, g) in V union with the zero vector is a
union of T -stable linear subspaces of V . It is likewise for unbalanced vectors in W .

Corollary 4.12. Suppose a nilpotent pair (f, g) is given. Let v ∈ V be balanced and v′ ∈ V
be unbalanced. Then the intersection T [v] ∩ T [v′] is the 0-dimensional vector space.

Corollary 4.13. Let a nilpotent pair (f, g) be given. Let v ∈ V and w ∈ W be balanced
vectors. Then

T [v] ∩ T [g(w)] = {0} ⊂ V and T ′[f(v)] ∩ T ′[w] = {0} ⊂ W,

and the sums T [v]+T [g(w)] in V and T ′[f(v)]+T ′[w] in W are isomorphic to their respective
direct sums.

Theorem 4.14. The number of nilpotent pairs (f, g) is given by

(6) Nm,n = q2mn−m−n(qm + qn − 1).

See [CIK+25, Theorem 3.17] for the proof. This expression is much simpler than the right
hand side of (5). It would be interesting to understand the relationship between the count in
(6) and that in (2).

Theorem 4.14 gives us a bijection

N (V,W ) · (v ∈ V ) · (w ∈ W ) = AllPairs(f, g) · (u ∈ V ∪W ),

where AllPairs(f, g) denotes all pairs of linear maps, which would descend to the formula

Nm,n q
m qn = q2mn(qm + qn − 1).

Equivalently, the theorem gives us a bijection

Hom(V,W )× Hom(W,V )× (V ∪0 W ) ∼= N (V,W )× V ×W,

where V ∪0 W denotes the union of the vector spaces V and W along the 0 vector.
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The number Nm,n of nilpotent pairs is given by (6). We can multiply by qm+n and count
nilpotent pairs N (V,W ) together with a vector v in V and w in W . Then we see that the
quadruples (f, g, v, w) with nilpotent (f, g) are in a “bijection” with the data (f ′, g′), where
f ′, g′ are any pair of maps plus a vector in V or a vector inW minus the 0 vector. Equivalently,
for the latter we can take a vector in the union V ∪W viewed as a subset of V ⊕W .

Let us separate v into balanced vb and unbalanced vu and likewise for w′s. We have, for
nilpotent pairs

|(f, g, v)| = |(f, g, vb)|+ |(f, g, vu)| = q2mn + |(f, g, vu)|,
and likewise for w’s. We know that the count of nilpotent (f, g, vb, w) is q

2mnqn and the count
of nilpotent (f, g, v, wb) is q

2mnqm. Adding these two, we get

(7) |(f, g, vb, w)|+ |(f, g, v, wb)| = q2mn(qm + qn).

The left hand side above equals

2|(f, g, vb, wb)|+ |(f, g, vb, wu)|+ |(f, g, vu, wb)|.
For nilpotent (f, g), since we have the equality,

|(f, g, v, w)| = q2mn(qm + qn − 1),

subtracting (7), we have

(8) |(f, g, vb, wb)| = |(f, g, vu, wu)|+ q2mn.

That is, the number of nilpotent pairs together with choices of balanced vectors (vb, wb) equals
the number of nilpotent pairs together with choices of unbalanced vectors (vu, wu) plus the
number of all pairs of maps (f ′, g′).

We have now set up a bijection between sets of quadruples on the left hand side of (8) and
the union of quadruples on the right hand side of (8) together with all pairs of maps (f ′, g′).

Remark 4.15. Let us try to understand balanced versus unbalanced vectors for a given
nilpotent pair (f, g). Let

d1 = dim(ker(f)), d2 = dim(ker(fgf)), . . . , dk = dim(ker(f(gf)k−1).

Then d1 ≤ d2 ≤ . . . ≤ dk and dk = m = dimV for large k. Likewise, let

d′0 = dim(ker((gf)0)) = 0, d′1 = dim(ker(gf)), . . . , d′k = dim(ker((gf)k).

Then d′1 ≤ d′2 ≤ . . . ≤ d′k and d′k = m for large k. These sequences are nested, so that

0 = d′0 ≤ d1 ≤ d′1 ≤ d2 ≤ d′2 ≤ . . . ≤ dk

Let us use these sequences to count the number of balanced and unbalanced vectors in V .
The subspace dim(ker((gf)0)) is 0 and it contains the unique balanced vector 0. Since d1 =
dim(kerf), the latter subspace contains qd1 − 1 unbalanced vectors and one balanced vector

0. The subspace ker(gf) has dimension d′1 and contains qd
′
1 − qd1 + 1 balanced vectors. We

get that the number of balanced vectors in V is

|vb| = 1− qd1 + qd
′
1 − qd2 + qd

′
2 − . . . =

k∑
i=0

qd
′
i −

k∑
i=1

qdi ,

where k is any number where the sequences (di) and (d′i) stabilize.
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V

Every vector

in T [vb]

is balanced
f ′

vb

Tvb
...

T a−1vb

f
g

W

Every vector

in T ′[fvb] \ {0}
is unbalanced

fvb

T ′fvb

...

(T ′)a−1fvb

Every vector

in T [gwb] \ {0}
is unbalanced

T ℓ−1gwb

...

Tgwb

gwb

f

g

Every vector

in T ′[wb]

is balanced

(T ′)ℓ−1wb

...

T ′wb

wb

Figure 6. Top figure: the map f is an isomorphism. Bottom figure: the
map g is an isomorphism. The map f is redefined to f ′ by changing it on vb
to f ′(vb) = wb. Then using the pair (f ′, g), every vector in T ′[wb], except 0,

becomes unbalanced. So one has the decompositions V = T [vb]⊕ T [gwb]⊕ Ṽ

and W = T ′[wb]⊕ T ′[fvb]⊕ W̃ for some vector spaces Ṽ and W̃ .

Remark 4.16. The difference

|(vb, wb)| − |(vu, wu)|
depends on the isomorphism type of the pair (f, g). We can see this for small dimensions
(m,n). Take m = n = 1. If (f, g) = (0, 0), then there is one balanced vector in V , so that
|vb| = 1, and one balanced vector in W , with |wb| = 1. The other vectors are unbalanced,
|vu| = qm − 1, |wu| = qn − 1. If (f, g) = (1, 0), every vector in V is balanced, |vb| = qm and
|vu| = 0.

Remark 4.17. It would be interesting to investigate if there a relation between the numbers
of balanced and unbalanced vectors in nilpotent pairs (f, g), (f ′, g′) and in their direct sum
(f ⊕ f ′, g ⊕ g′) since we see that the dimensions of various kernels above add correctly.

Example 4.18. Let m = 0. Then (6) reduces to 1. Let m = 1. Then (6) reduces to
qn + qn−1(qn − 1) = qn−1(qn + q − 1). For m = 2, the summation reduces to

q2n + q2n−1(q + 1)(qn − 1) + q2n−2(qn − 1)(qn − q) = q3n−2(qn + q2 − 1).

For m = 3, the summation simplifies as

q3n + q3n−1 (q
3 − 1)(qn − 1)

q − 1
+ q3n−2 (q

3 − 1)(q3 − q)(qn − 1)(qn − q)

(q2 − 1)(q2 − q)

+ q3n−3(qn − 1)(qn − q)(qn − q2) = q5n−3(qn + q3 − 1).
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Corollary 4.19. The probability that (f, g) is nilpotent is

(9)
qm + qn − 1

qm+n
= q−m + q−n − q−m−n.

Proof. This follows immediately by (6) and since the cardinality of Hom(V,W )×Hom(W,V )
is q2mn. □

Example 4.20. Let m = 0. Then (9) reduces to 1. Let m = 1. Then (9) reduces to
1
qn + qn−1

qn+1 = qn+q−1
qn+1 . For m = 2, the summation reduces to

1

q2n
+

(q2 − 1)(qn − 1)

(q − 1)q2n+1
+

(qn − 1)(qn − q)

q2n+2
=

qn + q2 − 1

qn+2
.

For m = 3, the summation simplifies as

1

q3n
+

(q3 − 1)(qn − 1)

(q − 1)q3n+1
+

(q3 − 1)(q3 − q)(qn − 1)(qn − q)

(q2 − 1)(q2 − q)q3n+2
+

(qn − 1)(qn − q)(qn − q2)

q3n+3

=
qn + q3 − 1

qn+3
.

Remark 4.21. We can combine Theorem 4.6 and Theorem 4.14 to compute the probability
P that, for a random nilpotent pair (V,W ), a randomly chosen v ∈ V is balanced:

P(v is balanced) =
|N (V,W, vb)|
|N (V,W )||V |

=
q2mn

q2mn−n(qm + qn − 1)
=

qn

qm + qn − 1
.

4.4. Probability in the limit. We continue to work over Fq. In the following theorem, we
investigate the limiting quantity of the probability of a nilpotent pair as dimW → ∞ while
dimV remains fixed.

Theorem 4.22. For m fixed and in the limit of large n, the probability of a nilpotent pair
goes to q−m.

This is the same as the probability computed by Leinster [Lei21]. The idea is that, as dimW
goes to infinity, probably that a pair of operators (f, g) is nilpotent approaches Leinster’s
probability that an operator on V is nilpotent.

We will now prove Theorem 4.22.

Proof. Let m be fixed and assume n ≫ m ≥ 0. Then (9) simplifies as

(10)

(
m∑
r=0

[
m

r

]
q

[
n

r

]
q

q−r
r−1∏
i=0

(qr − qi)

)/
qmn.

Expanding the above expression, we have

m∑
r=0

r−1∏
i=0

(qm − qi)

r−1∏
i=0

(qn − qi)

r−1∏
i=0

(qr − qi)

1

qmn+r
.

The leading term for a given r is

qmr+nr−r2q−mn−r = qr(m+n)−mn−r(r+1) = q−(m−r)(n−r)−r
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which, when 0 ≤ r ≤ m ≪ n takes the largest value q−m when r = m. A simple manipulation
completes the proof of the theorem. □

Remark 4.23. Alternatively, as a proof of Theorem 4.22, we could use the elegant expres-
sion (9) to see that limn→∞(q−m + q−n − q−m−n) = q−m.

In Proposition 4.24, we investigate the limiting quantity for (9) for m = n ≫ 0.

Proposition 4.24. Let m = n. Then

lim
n→∞

 n∑
r=0

([
n

r

]
q

)2

q−r
r−1∏
i=0

(qr − qi)

/qn2
= 0.

Proof. Let m = n. Then (10) simplifies as

n∑
r=0

r−1∏
i=0

(qn − qi)2

qn2+r

r−1∏
i=0

(qr − qi)

.

Let us consider one term in the summation at a time. The highest degree term in the
numerator of the rational function is q2nr. All other terms in the numerator are of lower

degree with respect to q. The maximal degree term in the denominator is qn
2+r2+r. We want

to show n2 + r2 + r − 2nr ≥ 0. This would show that exponent of the leading term in the
denominator is greater than the exponent of the leading term in the numerator; thus each
term in the summation approaches zero as n → ∞. We have n2+r2+r−2nr = (n−r)2+r ≥ 0
since 0 ≤ r ≤ n. Thus this completes the proof. □

Remark 4.25. Alternatively, we can use (9) to see that

lim
n→∞

(2q−n − q−2n) = 0

to obtain Proposition 4.24.

4.5. Nilpotent pairs and balanced vectors over a finite field. Let k = Fq. We resume
using the notations from Section 4.2. For a fixed m and n, we want to enumerate the set of all
nilpotent pairs N (V,W ) together with length ℓ balanced vectors, i.e., balanced vectors v such
that dimT [v] = ℓ. Let us denote the set of nilpotent pairs together with length ℓ balanced
vectors as N (m,n; ℓ). We write |N (m,n; ℓ)| to denote the cardinality of the triple N (m,n; ℓ).
Write N (V,W ) to be the set of all nilpotent pairs between V and W , where dimV = m and
dimW = n.

Theorem 4.26. The cardinality of the set N (m,n; ℓ) of nilpotent pairs with a length ℓ
balanced vector in V is

|N (m,n; ℓ)| =
ℓ−1∏
i=0

(qm − qi)
ℓ−1∏
j=0

(qn − qj)qℓ(m−ℓ)qℓ(n−ℓ)·

· q2(m−ℓ)(n−ℓ)−(m−ℓ)−(n−ℓ)(qm−ℓ + qn−ℓ − 1).
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Proof. There are qm − 1 choices for v (since we need to throw out the zero vector), qm − q
choices for Tv, and in general, qm − qi choices for T iv, where 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1. Similarly, there
are qn − qj choices for (T ′)jw, where 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1. Let Vm−ℓ = T [v]⊥. It has dimension
m − ℓ, whose basis vectors can map to any linear combination of the basis vectors of W .
Similarly, let Wn−ℓ = (T ′[w])⊥. It has dimension n − ℓ, whose basis vectors can map to any
linear combination of the basis vectors of V . There is however a constraint since (f, g) is a
nilpotent pair. So the restricted maps between Vm−ℓ and Wn−ℓ must form nilpotent pairs,
say (f ′, g′). In terms of matrices, we have

f =

v Tv . . . T ℓ−2v T ℓ−1v Vm−ℓ



w 1 0 . . . 0 0

B

T ′w 0 1 . . . 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...

(T ′)ℓ−2w 0 0 . . . 1 0

(T ′)ℓ−1w 0 0 . . . 0 1

Wn−ℓ 0 0 . . . 0 0 f ′

while

g =

w T ′w . . . (T ′)ℓ−2w (T ′)ℓ−1w Wn−ℓ



v 0 0 . . . 0 0

C

Tv 1 0 . . . 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...

T ℓ−2v 0 0 . . . 0 0

T ℓ−1v 0 0 . . . 1 0

Vm−ℓ 0 0 . . . 0 0 g′

,

where B is an ℓ× (m− ℓ)-block and C is an ℓ× (n− ℓ)-block. This give us qℓ(m−ℓ), qℓ(n−ℓ),
and Nm−ℓ,n−ℓ choices from the B and C blocks and nilpotent pair (f ′, g′), respectively. We
thus obtain a total of:

(11) |N (m,n; ℓ)| =
ℓ−1∏
i=0

(qm − qi)
ℓ−1∏
j=0

(qn − qj)qℓ(m−ℓ)qℓ(n−ℓ)Nm−ℓ,n−ℓ.

Applying Theorem 4.14 to Nm−ℓ,n−ℓ, we are done. □

Example 4.27. Let dimV = m, dimW = 3 and ℓ = 2. See Figure 7. Then there are qm − 1
choices for v, qm − q choices for Tv, q3 − 1 choices for fv, q3 − q choices for T ′(fv), q2(m−2)

choices for the B block of f , q2 choices for d1, d2, and Nm−2,3−2 choices for the nilpotent pair
corresponding to the lower right blocks of f and g. This results in

|N (m, 3; 2)| = (qm − 1)(qm − q)(q3 − 1)(q3 − q)q2(m−2)q2 · Nm−2,1

= (qm − 1)(qm − q)(q3 − 1)(q3 − q)q2(m−2)q2(q2m−5 + qm−2 − qm−3),
(12)

which holds for each m ≥ 0.
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V

v

f
Tv

f

g

g0

W

fv

T ′fv f =

v Tv Vm−2 w 1 0
B

T ′w 0 1

W1 0 0 f ′
g =

w T ′w W1 v 0 0 d1
Tv 1 0 d2

Vm−2 0 0 g′

Figure 7. Computations for N (m, 3; 2) in Example 4.27, where w = fv,
Vm−2 ≃ (T [v])⊥ ≃ Fm−2

q , W1 ≃ (T ′[fv])⊥ ≃ Fq, and (f ′, g′) is a nilpotent pair
in Nm−2,1.

V

v

f

g0

dimm dim2

W

w
f =

( v Vm−1

w 1 B
W1 0 f ′

)
g =

( w W1

v 0 c
Vm−1 0 g′

)

V

v

f

f

g

g0

W

w

f =

v Tv Vm−2( )
w 1 0

D
T ′w 0 1

g =

w T ′w v 0 0

Tv 1 0

Vm−2 0 0

Figure 8. Top row: computations for N (m, 2; 1) for Example 4.28, where
w = fv, Vm−1 ≃ Span{v}⊥ ≃ Fm−1

q , W1 ≃ Span{w}⊥ ≃ Fq, B is a 1× (m− 1)
block, c is a single matrix coordinate, and (f ′, g′) is a nilpotent pair in Nm−1,1.
Second row: computations for N (m, 2; 2) for Example 4.28, where Vm−2 ≃
(T [v])⊥ ≃ Fm−2

q , and D is a 2× (m− 2) block.

Example 4.28. Let n = 2. Then |N (m, 2; 0)| = Nm,2 = q4m−2 + q3m − q3m−2 by Theo-

rem 4.14. Next, |N (m, 2; 1)| = (qm−1)(q2−1)qm−1q ·Nm−1,1 = (qm−1)(q2−1)qm(q2(m−1)−1+
qm−1 − qm−2) by the first row in Figure 8 and Theorem 4.14, where Nm−1,1 is the cardinality
of the set of nilpotent pairs for the vector spaces Vm−1 and W1. So there are qm − 1 choices
for v, q2 − 1 choices for w, qm−1 choices for B since B is a 1× (m− 1) block, q choices for c,
and |(m− 1, 1)| choices for the nilpotent pair (f ′, g′).

Next, we have |N (m, 2; 2)| = (qm − 1)(qm − q)(q2 − 1)(q2 − q)q2(m−2) by the second row
in Figure 8 since there are qm − 1 choices for v, q2 − 1 choices for w, qm − q choices for Tv,
q2 − q choices for T ′w, and q2(m−2) choices for the D block.

This gives us |N (m, 2; 0)|+ |N (m, 2; 1)|+ |N (m, 2; 2)| = q4m = |Hom(V,W )|2, as expected.
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5. Appendix

In this section, we provide two Mathematica codes for Proposition 2.2, which produce the
set of all pairs of n× n matrices that are nilpotent over the Boolean semiring. See Figure 9.

n = 3;

powersOfMatrices = Tuples[{0, 1}, n^2] // Map[Partition[#, n] &];

pairs = Select[

Table[{mat, Unitize[MatrixPower[mat, n]]}, {mat, powersOfMatrices}],

Last[#] === ConstantArray[0, {n, n}] &];

MatrixForm[pairs]

Length[pairs]

Figure 9. This Mathematica code produces the set of all pairs of the form
(x, xn) ∈ Mn(B)2 such that (x, xn) = (x, 0), i.e., x is a Boolean nilpotent
operator.

If we want to produce only the first coordinate in each pair of matrices in Figure 9, use the
code in Figure 10.

n = 3;

powersOfMatrices = Tuples[{0, 1}, n^2] // Map[Partition[#, n] &];

nilpotentMatrices =

Select[powersOfMatrices,

Unitize[MatrixPower[#, n]] === ConstantArray[0, {n, n}] &];

nilpotentMatrices

Length[nilpotentMatrices]

Figure 10. This Mathematica code returns only n× n nilpotent matrices over B.
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[Joy81] André Joyal, Une théorie combinatoire des séries formelles, Advances in Mathematics 42 (1981),

16.
[Lei21] Tom Leinster, The probability that an operator is nilpotent, Amer. Math. Monthly 128 (2021),

no. 4, 371–375.
[OEI25] OEIS Foundation Inc., The On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences A003024, 2025, Founded

in 1964 by N.J.A. Sloane https://oeis.org/A003024.
[Pak09] Igor Pak, Tree bijections, IPAM workshop, https://www.math.ucla.edu/̃ pak/lectures/bij-trees-

talk1.pdf (2009), 1–23.
[Spr76] Tonny A. Springer, Trigonometric sums, Green functions of finite groups and representations of

Weyl groups, Invent. Math. 36 (1976), 173–207.
[Ste76] Robert Steinberg, On the desingularization of the unipotent variety, Invent. Math. 36 (1976),

209–224.
[SW12] Catharina Stroppel and Ben Webster, 2-block Springer fibers: convolution algebras and coherent

sheaves, Comment. Math. Helv. 87 (2012), no. 2, 477–520.

Department of Mathematics, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA
Email address: wchen159@jh.edu

Department of Mathematics, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA
Email address: meeseong@jhu.edu

Department of Mathematics, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA
Email address: clillja1@jh.edu

Department of Mathematics, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, MD 21218, USA
Email address: nrugo1@jh.edu

https://arxiv.org/abs/2504.21319
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.03010
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0001870881900529
https://oeis.org/A003024
https://www.math.ucla.edu/~pak/lectures/bij-trees-talk1.pdf
https://www.math.ucla.edu/~pak/lectures/bij-trees-talk1.pdf
mailto:wchen159@jh.edu
mailto:meeseong@jhu.edu
mailto:clillja1@jh.edu
mailto:nrugo1@jh.edu

	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgments
	2. Nilpotent maps over B
	3. Eventually constant pairs of set-theoretic functions
	3.1. Introduction to graph theory
	3.2. Eventually constant pairs of functions

	4. Nilpotent pairs and balanced vectors
	4.1. Linear algebra for two vector spaces
	4.2. Nilpotent pairs of vector spaces and balanced vectors
	4.3. Nilpotent pairs of vector spaces over a finite field
	4.4. Probability in the limit
	4.5. Nilpotent pairs and balanced vectors over a finite field

	5. Appendix
	References

