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BMW ALGEBRA, QUANTIZED COORDINATE ALGEBRA AND
TYPE C SCHUR-WEYL DUALITY

JUN HU

ABSTRACT. We prove an integral version of the Schur—Weyl duality between
the specialized Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebra 9B, (—¢?™*t1, q) and the quan-
tum algebra associated to the symplectic Lie algebra sp,,,. In particular,
we deduce that this Schur-Weyl duality holds over arbitrary (commutative)
ground rings, which answers a question of Lehrer and Zhang ([38]) in the sym-
plectic case. As a byproduct, we show that, as a Z[g, ¢~ !]-algebra, the quan-
tized coordinate algebra defined by Kashiwara in [34] (which was denoted by
A% (g) there) is isomorphic to the quantized coordinate algebra arising from a
generalized Faddeev—Reshetikhin—Takhtajan construction (see [23], [29], [47]).
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let m,n € N. Let U(gl,,,) be the universal enveloping algebra of the general lin-
ear Lie algebra gl,,, (C) over Q. Let Uz(gl,,) be the Kostant Z-form ([37]) in U(gl,,,).
For any commutative Z-algebra K, let Uk (gl,,,) := Uz(gl,,) ®z K. The natural left
action of Uk (gl,,) on (K™)®" commutes with the right place permutation action
of the symmetric group algebra K&,,. Let 4,194 be the natural representations

pa: (K6,)°" — Endg ((K™)®"), ¢a:Ug(gl,) — Endg ((K™)®"),

respectively. The well-known type A Schur—Weyl duality (see [7], [9], [14], [26], [48],
[49]) says that
(a) ¢a(KSn) = Endu(qr,,) (K™)*"),

(b) ¥a(Uk(gl,)) = Endge, ((K™)%");
(c) if K is an infinite field, then

Endy (g1, (K™)®") = Endger,, k) (K™)"),

and the image of the group algebra KGLy,(K) in Endg ((K™)®") also
coincides with Endge,, ((K™)®");
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(d) if K is a field of characteristic 0, then there is an irreducible Ug(gl,,)-
K &,,-bimodule decomposition

(K™= P Ao
A=(A1,Aa, )Fn
L(A)<m
where Ay (resp., S*) denotes the irreducible left U (gl,,)-module (resp.,
irreducible right K&,,-module) associated to A, A - n means A is a partition
of n, and ¢(X) denotes the largest integer 7 such that A; # 0.

There is a quantized version of the above type A Schur—Weyl duality. Let ¢ be
an indeterminate over Z. Let &/ = Z[q,q~!] be the Laurent polynomial ring in
q. Let Ug(q)(gl,,) be the quantized enveloping algebra of gl,,, over Q(q) ([19], [32],
[33]), where ¢ is the quantum parameter. Let Uy (gl,,,) be the Lusztig’s «/-form
([40]) in Ugq)(al,,). Let H#y(6,) be the Iwahori-Hecke algebra associated to the
symmetric group &,,, defined over o7 and with parameter ¢q. By definition, 52, (6,,)
is generated by ﬁ, e ,fn,l which satisfy the well-known braid relations as well
as the relation (ﬁ - Q)(ﬁ +q 1 =0,fori=1,2,--- ,n—1. For any commutative
of-algebra K, we use ( to denote the natural image of ¢ in K, and we define
Uk(gl,,) = Uy(gl,,) ®v K, % (6,) := #y(6,) ®x K. Then, there is a left
action of Ug(q) (gl,,,) on Q(¢q)™ which quantizes the natural representation of g, (C).
Via the coproduct, we get an action of Ug(q)(gl,,) on (Q(q)™)®™. Furthermore,
this action actually gives rise to an action of Ug (gl,,) on (&™)®" ([20]). By base
change, we get an action of Ugk(gl,,) on (K™)®" for any commutative <7-algebra
K. There is also a right action of #% (S&,,) on (K™)®". Let p4,14 be the natural
representations

YA - (%K(Gn))()p — EndK((Km)®n), ’L/JA : UK(g[m) — EndK((Km)®n),
respectively. Then by [2], [20], [21] and [33],

(@) pa(Hi(Sn)) = Endyy(qr,,) (K™)%");

(b) a(Ux(gl,)) = End s, (K™)%");

(¢”) if K is a field of characteristic 0 and ¢ is not a root of unity in K, then
there is an irreducible Uk (gl,,,)--#% (S, )-bimodules decomposition

(KM= D mesh
)\:()\1 7)\2,"' )l—n
L(A)<m
where Ay (resp., S*) denotes the irreducible left Uk (gl,,)-module (resp.,
irreducible right % (&,,)-module) associated to A.

The algebra Endﬂk(gn)((Km)‘g") is called “g-Schur algebra”, which forms an
important class of quasi-hereditary algebra and has been extensively studied by
Dipper—James and many other people. It plays an important role in the modular
representation theory of finite groups of Lie type (cf. [1I], [I2], [24]). The signifi-
cance of the above results lies in that it provide a bridge between the representation
theory of type A quantum groups and of type A Hecke algebras at an integral level.
Note that in the semisimple case, the above Schur—Weyl duality follows easily from
the complete reducibility. The difficult part lies in the non-semisimple case, where
the surjectivity of p4 was established in [2I] by making use of Kazhdan—Lusztig
bases of type A Hecke algebra, while the proof of the surjectivity of 14 relies heav-
ily on the amazing work of [2], where the quantized enveloping algebra of gl , is
realized as certain “limit” of ¢-Schur algebras. To the best of our knowledge, there
is no alternative approach for this part.
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A natural question arises: how about the Schur—Weyl dualities in other types?
The answer is: there do exist Schur—Weyl dualities in types B, C, D in semisimple
case (for both classical and quantized versions). However, it is an open question
(see [29, Page80, Linel], [38, Abstract]) whether or not these Schur—Weyl dualities
hold in an integral or characteristic free setting (like the type A situation).

The purpose of this paper is to give an affirmative answer to the above open
question in the quantized type C' case. That is, we shall prove an integral version
of quantized type C' Schur—Weyl duality. Note that there is no counterpart in type
C' of the work [2] in the literature. It turns out that our approach provides a new
and general framework to prove integral Schur—Weyl dualities for all classical types.
Before stating the main results in this paper, we first recall the known results for
the classical type C' Schur—Weyl duality. Let K be an infinite field. Let V' be a 2m-
dimensional K-linear space equipped with a skew bilinear form (,). Let GSp(V)
(resp., Sp(V')) be the symplectic similitude group (resp., the symplectic group) on
V ([15], [28]). For any integer ¢ with 1 <4 < 2m, set ¢ :=2m + 1 — 4. We fix an
ordered basis {’Ul, Vg, ,vgm} of V such that

(Uivvj) =0= (’U’L"vvj’)v (’U»L',’Uj’) = 51] = *(’Uj’,’l)i), vi1 S 7’5] S m.

Let %B,,(—2m) be the specialized Brauer algebra over K. This algebra contains the
group algebra K&, as a subalgebra. There is a right action of B,,(—2m) on V&"
which extends the sign permutation action of &,,. We refer the reader to [10] for
definitions of 9B,,(—2m) and its action. Let ¢, ¢ be the natural representations

wo : (B (—2m))°? — Endg (V®”), Ve KGSp(V) — Endg (V®"),
respectively.

Theorem 1.1. ([3], [, [5])

(1) The natural left action of GSp(V') on V& commutes with the right action
of B,(—2m). Moreover, if K = C, then

e (Bn(=2m)) = Endeasyv) (V") = Endegyv) (VE"),
$o(CGSp(V)) = ¢o(CSp(V)) = Endgs,, (—2m) (VE™),
(2) if K = C, then there is an irreducible CGSp(V)—8, (—2m)-bimodule de-

composition
[n/2]

ver= @ AN ® DA,

f=0 AFn—2f
L(A)<m

where A(N) (resp., D(\')) denotes the irreducible left CGSp(V')-module
(resp., the irreducible right 9B, (—2m)-module) corresponding to A (resp.,
corresponding to '), A\ denotes the transpose of .

By the work of [9], [10] and [46], the complex field C used in part (1) of the above
theorem can be replaced by arbitrary infinite field. That is, we have a characteristic
free version of type C' Schur—Weyl duality in group case.

Theorem 1.2. ([9], [10], [46]) Let K be an arbitrary infinite field. Then
(1) ve(KGSp(V)) = Endg, (—2m) (VE");
(2) ¢c(Bn(=2m)) = Endiaspv) (VE") = Endiesp) (VE")-

For the quantized type C' Schur—Weyl duality, we require V' to be a 2m dimen-
sional vector space over Q(q) equipped with a skew bilinear form (,). We fix an
2m

ordered basis {v;};”} as before. Let Ug(q)(spa,,) be the quantized enveloping alge-
bra of sp,,,(C) over Q(q), where g is the quantum parameter. Let B,,(—¢*™T!, q)
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be the specialized Birman—Murakami—Wenzl algebra (specialized BMW algebra for
short) over Q(q). There is a right action of B,,(—¢*™*1, ¢) on V®" which quantizes
the right action of B,,(—2m). We refer the reader to Section 3 for precise definitions
of B, (—¢*™ Tt q) and its action. Let ¢c, ¢ be the natural representations

pc: (Bn(—¢*™,q))" — Endg() (V"),
Yo+ Ug(g)(5Pam) — Endgg) (VE"),

respectively.

Theorem 1.3. ([8 10.2], [38])
(1) The natural left action of Ug(g)(spy,,) on VO™ commutes with the right
action of B, (—q*™ 1 q). Moreover,
Yc (%"(_q2m+1’ q)) = EndUQ(q) (5P20m,) (V®")’
ve (Ug(g) (sP2m)) = Endsy,, (—gemir g (VE");

there is an irreducible Ug(q) (5Pay,)-Bn —g*>™tL q)-bimodule decomposition
Q(q

[n/2]

=P P anebn,

F=0 MNn—2f
L(A)<m
where A(X) (respectively, D(X')) denotes the irreducible left Ug(q) (5P, )-
module (respectively, the irreducible right B, (—¢*™+!
sponding to \ (resp., corresponding to \!).

,q)-module) corre-

Let Uy (spy,) be the Lusztig’s o/-form in Ug(q)(sps,,). Let Vi be the free
o/-module spanned by {v;}?™. Note that B,(—q 2m+1 q) has a natural «/-form
B, (—¢*>" "t q)r. For any commutative .o7- algebra K , let ¢ be the natural im-
age of ¢ in K, and we define Uk (sps,,) = Uw (5po,,) @ K, By (=ML () =
B, (—¢*" 1 @) oy @y K. The representation ¢ naturally gives rise to an action of
U (5pay,) on VE™ which commutes with the right action of B, (—¢*™*!,¢)». By
base change, for any commutative o7-algebra K, we get an action of Ug (5p2m) on
V2™ which commutes with the right action of %n(f@m*l, Q);

The main results in this paper are the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.4. For any commutative o -algebra K,

e (UK(SPQW)) = Endss,, (—cami1 0 (VE")-

Theorem 1.5. For any commutative <7 -algebra K,
c (%n(*CQmH, C)) = Endy, (sp,,,) (VE")-

Note that if we specialize the parameter ¢ to 1x € K, then the BMW algebra
B, (—¢*™ 1, q) becomes the specialized Brauer algebra B,,(—2m), and the action
of B,,(—¢*™ 1, q) on n-tensor space becomes the action of B,,(—2m) used in [10].
Applymg the above two theorem, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 1.6. For any commutative Z-algebra K,

(1) ¢e(Uk(spam)) = Endg, (—am) (V™)
(2) g (Bu(-2m)x ) = Enduep,,,) (ViE").
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Note that this corollary can also be deduced from the main result in [10] by using the
equivalence between the category of rational Spa,, (K )-modules and the category
of locally finite Uk (sp,,,, )-modules.

The algebra S3/(2m,n) := Endg,, (—c2m+1,¢) (V}?”) is called “symplectic (-Schur
algebra” by Oehms ([47]). Tt is a cellular (in the sense of [25]) and quasi-hereditary
K-algebra. The strategy that we use to prove Theorem [[4 is to inspect the in-
duced natural homomorphism ¢ from Lusztig’s modified quantum algebra (see
[41]) Uk (spsy,) to the symplectic g-Schur algebra S3¥(2m,n), and (roughly speak-
ing) to interpret JC as the dual of the natural map from the nth homogeneous
component of the quantized coordinate algebra of SpM,,,, (K) (symplectic monoid)
to the quantized coordinate algebra of Sp,,,(K) (symplectic group). It turns out
that the kernel of JC is spanned by the canonical basis elements it contains. As
a consequence, we deduce the following result, which is announced in [16] without
proof.

Corollary 1.7. For any commutative < -algebra K, S3Y(2m,n) is isomorphic to
the generalized q-Schur algebra S(m) defined in [16], where 7 is the set of dominant
weights occurring in V&™. In particular, if specializing q to 1, then we recover the
symplectic Schur algebra studied in [13] and [15].

The strategy that we use to prove Theorem is similar to that used in [I0].
We first prove the equality under the assumption that m > n. Then we reduce the
case m < n to the case m = n via a commutative diagram. Finally, we convert the
task of proving the equality concerning ¢ to a purely type C quantum algebra
representation theorietic problem which involves no BMW algebras. However, the
direct generalization from [I0] does not work here. In our quantized case the proof
is much more difficult. We expect that our approach for both equalities can be
applied to prove integral versions of various other Schur-Howe—Weyl dualities in
Lie theory.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some basic knowl-
edge about the usual and the modified form of the quantized enveloping algebra
of 5po,, (C) as well as their actions on the n-tensor space V™. The new result is
Lemma 23] which enables us to reduce the proof of the equality concerning ¥¢ to
the proof of an equality concerning QZC. In Section 3, we show that each finite trun-
cation A%Y(2m, <n) of the quantized coordinate algebra A%Y(2m) of SpM,,, (K) is a
cellular coalgebra. The two-sided simple comodule decomposition of the quantized
coordinate algebra A(ay(q)(Qm) of Sp,,, (K) is obtained, which actually coincides
with Peter—Weyl’s decomposition proved by Kashiwara ([34]). In Section 4, after
proving that the tensor product V% () ® Vi(A) of a cell left comodule and a
cell right comodule of A%Y(2m, <n) is actually a co-Weyl module of the quantum
algebra Uk (g @ g) (Lemma ET3]), we are able to identify the type C quantized co-
ordinate algebra AZ(g) defined by Kashiwara in [34] with the quantized coordinate

algebra Ey (2m) arising from generalized FRT construction. The proof relies on
some nice properties of the upper global crystal basis (i.e., the dual canonical basis)
of the quantized coordinate algebra A? (g) introduced by Kashiwara. Then we give
a proof of our first main result—Theorem [[L4l In Section 5, we give a proof of
our second main result—Theorem in the case where m > n, following a similar
idea (but different and more difficult arguments than) in [I0, Section 3]. The case
where m < n is dealt with in Section 6. We reduce the proof of Theorem [[.5] to the
proof of the surjectivity of a map between coinvariants of two tensor spaces and
the commutativity of a certain diagram of maps (Lemma [G.T]). For the former, we
use Lusztig’s theory on based modules ([41]) as in [I0, Section 4]. The proof of the
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latter turns out to be quite delicate and more interesting than in the classical case.

The main results of this paper were announced at the International Conference
“GLOT7: Geometry and Lie Theory” (Sydney, July, 2007). The author thanks the
organizers for inviting him to attend and give talk at this conference. He would like
to thank Professor S. Doty, Professor G. Lehrer, Professor C.W. Curtis, Professor S.
Ariki, Professor F. Goodman and the anonymous referee for their helpful remarks
and comments.

2. TENSOR SPACE AND MODIFIED QUANTIZED ENVELOPING ALGEBRA OF TYPE C

In this section we shall recall some basic facts about the usual and the modified
form of the quantized enveloping algebra of type C' as well as their actions on the
n-tensor space V®". We shall show that, for any commutative 7-algebra K, the
image of the quantum algebra Uk (sp,,,) in the endomorphism algebra of the n-
tensor space VIQ?” coincides with the image of the corresponding modified quantum

algebra U (spa,, )-
Recall the Dynkin diagram of sp,,,

1 2 3 m-1 m
O—O0—0 oo %‘
Figure 1.1

3

where each vertex labeled by i represents a simple root «;. For each integer ¢ with
1 < i < m, let o be the corresponding simple co-root. Let X be the weight
lattice of sp,,,. We realize X as a free Z-module with basis €1, ,&n. Then
(6799 :2€m, Q; = & — Ej+1, 1= 1,2,"' ,mfl.

Throughout this paper, we shall identify the weight A = Aje1 + -+ Appem € X
with the sequence (A1,---,Ap,) of integers. We shall also write A = (A1, -+, Apm)
and [A| := A1 + -+ A Let

Xt i={\e X|(\a) >0,V1 <i<m},
i.e., the set of dominant weights. Then A = (A1, -+, \;n) € X7 if and only if X is

a partition. Let (,) be the symmetric bilinear form X defined by (e;,¢;) = §; ; for
any ¢, j. The Cartan matrix A = (a; ;) (where a; ; := 2(¢j, a5)/ (04, @;)) of sp,,, is:

2 -1
-1 2 -1
-1
2 =2
-1 2

with rows and columns indexed by {1,...,m}. Given a fixed indeterminate ¢ set

)

_f g, ifi#m
qi_{ ¢, ifi=m
k_  —k
[k]; = % and [k]} = [k]s[k — 1]; - - - [1],-
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The quantized enveloping algebra Ug(q) := Ug(q)(sP2,,) is the associative unital
algebra over Q(q) generated by e;, fi, ki, ki_l i=1,...,m, subject to the relations:

k/'k71 o k*lk/_ _ 1 k:tlkil _ k:tlk:tl
vy T Y ] i Y] ]
kieski ' = q"iej,  kifikit=q7"

ki — k! ~ [k ifitm
[ei;fi] — rq;laiJ where ki = { k?’ fiem
1—a;,;
Tizi. Y ()P <o,
k=0
1—a;,;
ifi#j, Z (71)kfi(k)fjfi(1—ai,j—k) —0,
k=0

where e = e /[k]} and f &) = f/[k]..
Ug(q) is a Hopf algebra with coproduct A, counit ¢ and antipode S defined on
generators by

Al)=e;@1+k®e;, Af)=1@fi+fiok ", Alk) =k ®k;,
e(e;) =e(fi) =0, e(ki) =1,
S(ei) = —k; ‘es,  S(fi) = —fikir  S(ki) =k; ",

Recall our definition of V, in the first paragraph below Theorem For each

1 <4< 2m, let i ;= 2m + 1 — 4. The action of the generators of Ug(q) on
V(g := Vr @7 Q(q) is as follows (cf. [29, (4.16)]M1.

Vi, lf.j =i+ 13 ap - ’
T [ =
€V 1= —vy1y, ifj=14, = .
“ (i+1) J . m 0, otherwise,
0, otherwise;
Vi+1, lf.j = ia if 4
Uy, 1L § =m,
fovj =4 —vp, i j= (1), favy =m0 BT
. 0, otherwise,
0, otherwise;
qu;, ifj=iorj=(>G(+1),
kivj =< qlvy, ifj=i+1lorj=7,
vy, otherwise,
quj, lfj =m,
kmvj =< gty if j=m,
vy, otherwise,
where 1 < i < m, j € {1,--- ,m}U{m/,---,1'}. Via the coproduct, we get

an action of Ug(y) on V&Z). Let Uy = Ugy(sp,y,,) be the Lusztig’s o/-form in
Ug(q) (8P2,,). As an of-algebra, U is generated by

ega)a fi(a)a kia ki_la a:05132;"' ;1§’L§m

Lemma 2.1. The above action of Ug(q) on V&’Z) naturally gives rise to an action
of Uy on Vﬁ”.

Proof. Tt is well-known that U, is an </-Hopf algebra. Hence it suffices to show
that Uy Vy C V. However, this follows from direct verification. O

INote that our km = k2, in this paper corresponds to ky, in the notation of [29].
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For any commutative «/-algebra K, we define Ux = Uk (sps,,) = Uy @ K.
By base change, we see that there is a representation

’l/)c : UK — EndK(VI(?")

In Lusztig’s book [41], Part IV], a “modified form” [UQ(q) of Ug(y) was introduced.
The algebra UQ(q) in general does not have a unit element. But it does have a
family {1x}rex of orthogonal idempotents such that UQ(q) = EB,\,Hexl,\[UQ(q)lu
In a sense, the family {1} serves as a replacement for the identity. Let ), be
the canonical projection from Ug(q) onto 1xUg(e) 1, (see 41, (23.1.1)]). As a Q(q)-
algebra, Ug(,) is generated by the elements e;1y, filx and 1) with i € {1,2,---,m}
and A € X, where the following relations are satisfied.

I, =110 =0xuly,  eily = 1aga,(eily),  fila = La_q, (fily),

(eila—a;)(fi1n) = (filaga)(eiln) = 03 [(A ) )ily,

1—a;; 1-ai;
Z k (k) (1 aij—k) _ Z (_1)kfi(k)fjfi(1*aij*k) =0 if i+ j,
k=0 k=0

where (A, ) := 2(\, ;) /(, @;), and the last identity is understood as its canon-
ical image under 7 , for any A, p € X.

Let U, be the «7-subalgebra of [UQ( ) generated by egk)l,\, fi(k)b\ fori=1,2,---,
m, k=0,1,2,---, A € X. Then by [T}, (23.2)], U, is a free &/-module, and in fact
U, is an o/~ form of [UQ( )-

Since V&") is a finite dimensional integrable module over Ug(g), it follows that

VQ(Z) naturally becomes a unital @Q(q)—module in the sense of [41] (23.1.4)]. For

each A € X, we define py to be the projection operator from V®" onto its A-weight
space (with respect to the subalgebra generated by k:lil, N kEL).

» Ym—15"Ym
Lemma 2.2. Let JC be the map
1>\’_>p>\a eil)\HwC(ei)pka fi1AH¢C(fi)PAa 121325 , 1, reX.

Then 120 can be naturally extended to a representation of UQ(q) on VO™ such that
Yo (P1y) = o (P)pa for any P € Ugg) and X € X.

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of U@(q) and the fact that V&") is

a direct sum of its weight spaces.

By restriction and applying Lemma 2Tl we see that V;?" naturally becomes an
Uz-module. For any commutative «/-algebra K, we define Ux = Ug(spy,,,) =
Uy ®q K. By base change, we get a representation

Yo : Uk — Endg (VE™),
Lemma 2.3. With the above notation, for any commutative <7 -algebra K,
bo(0e) = 3e(0).
Proof. Tt suffices to show that ¥¢ (Ug{) = JC (Ug{)

Let X, be the set of weights (with respect to the Cartan part of sp,,,) in V™.
Obviously, X, is a finite set. As linear operators on V", it is easy to check that
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fort=1,2,--- ,mand a=0,1,2,-- -,

lﬂc(ega)) = 1’Pvc( Z €§a)1x), wc(ff“’) = 1’Pvc( Z fi(a)h),

AEX, AEX,

ve(ki) = 1;0( > q<’\’aiv>1x)-

AEXy,
As a result, we deduce that ¢ (Uﬂ) - zzc ([Ud) It remains to show that
e (ng) < Ye (ng)-
It suffices to show that p) = JC(IA) € Ye (Ug{) for each A € X,,. For each

integer ¢ with 1 <14 < m, we set (following Lusztig)

[K] _ H Fuge ot —F gt [K] 1
t q; o q;s b b

s=1

for t > 1, ¢ € Z. By [39, Lemma 4.4], we know that

K
[ “c:| € Uy.
t
Let A € X,,. We write A; := (A, ) for each i. Note that for each 4,
5 e {-n,-n+1,---,-1,0,1,--- ,n—1,n}, if i #£m,
Tl {2 202,00, -2,0,2, - 20— 2,20}, if i =m.
We define

m—1 ~ ~
A= (I a])-

i=1
Km;—j\m -1 Km;—jxm + 4n
4n 4n '

Clearly, p) € Ug. For each p € X, we use V&Z) [¢] to denote the u-weight
space of V&Z). One can verify directly that

. ®n
z, if xe Vg (Al

0, if o e Vg [u] with p # .

Yo (ph)(z) = {

As a result, we deduce that py = Jc(b\) =c(p)) € Yo (Uﬂ), as required. This
completes the proof of the lemma.

Remark 2.4. Lemma enables use to reduce the proof of the equality concerning
1o to the proof of the equality concerning ©¥¢c. Note that the arguments used in
the proof of Lemma actually work in all types.

3. BMW ALGEBRAS AND A GENERALIZED FRT CONSTRUCTION

In this section we shall first recall the definitions of specialized BMW algebras
and Oehms’s results on a generalized Faddeev—Reshetikhin—-Takhtajan (FRT for
short) construction. Then we shall analyze the structure of each finite trunca-
tion A%Y(2m, <n) of the quantized coordinate algebra A%Y(2m) of SpM,,,. Using
Oehms’s symplectic bideterminant basis for the quantized coordinate algebra of
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symplectic monoid scheme SpM,,,, we shall conclude that A%Y(2m,<n) is a cel-
lular coalgebra. The two-sided simple comodule decomposition of the quantized
coordinate algebra A@( )( m) is obtained.

Let x,r, z be three indeterminates over Z. Let R be the ring

R:=Zr,r, " z,2]/(1—2)z+ (r—r7")).

For simplicity, we shall use the same letters 71, z, x to denote their images in R
respectively.

Definition 3.1. ([6], [43], [44]) The Birman—Murakami-Wenzl algebra (or BMW
algebra for short) B, (r, z, z) is a unital associative R-algebra with generators Ty, E;,
1 <i<n-—1 and relations
(1) Ti—T7 ' =2(1-E), for 1 <i<n—1,
2) E? =xE;, for1<i<n-—1,
) TiTi1 Ty = Ty TiTiga, for 1 <i<n—2,
) TT; = TyT,, for [i— j| > 1,
) BiBi 1 E; = B, Eip1 BBy = Eiyq, for1<i<n-2,
) TiTi1 By = By By, Ti1 TiEiyy = BBy, for 1 <i<n—2,
) EiTi:TiEi:T_lEi,fO'I“lgiSn—l.
) EiTi—i-lEi = T‘Ei, Ei+1TiEi+1 = TEi-l—l; for 1 S ) S n—2.

In [43], Morton and Wassermann proved that 8, (r,x, z) is isomorphic to the
Kauffman’s tangle algebra [36] whose R-basis is indexed by Brauer diagrams. As a
consequence, they show that B, (r, z, z) is a free R-module with rank (2n—1)!!. In
fact, the same is still true if one replaces the ring R by any commutative R-algebra
K. Note that if we specialize r to 1 and z to 0, then B, (r,z, z) will become the
usual Brauer algebra with parameter x.

We regard ,Q% as an R- algebra by sending r to —q ,ztoq—q " and x
to1—3""  ¢*. The resulting </-algebra will be denoted by B,(—¢*" ", q)
We set B,,(—¢*™ 1, q) = B, (—¢*" ", q) o @7 Q(g), and we call it the specialized
Birman—Murakami-Wenzl algebra (or specialized BMW algebra for short). Note
that if we specialize further ¢ to 1, then B,,(—¢?>™ ", q) will become the specialized
Brauer algebra 98,,(—2m) used in [10] and [3 ]

There is an action of the algebra B, (—¢?"+!
which we now recall. We set

2m+1 1

,q)er on the n-tensor space VE"

(pla"' ;p2m) ::(mam_la"'315_15"'a_m+1a_m)7

and €; := sign(p;). For any ¢,j € {1,2,---,2m}, we use E; ; to denote the corre-
sponding basis of matrix units for Endg(q) (Vo(g))- Let “—" be the ring involution

defined on & by ¢*' = ¢¥!, k = k for any k € Z. The involution “ —” can be
uniquely extended to an involution of End (V§2) such that

Ei;j®FEy1 =FE;;® Ey), TT =TT,

for any integers 1 <i,j,k,l < 2m, any r € & and any = € End (V§2). Following
[47, Section 2], we set

B = Z (QQEi,i QL+ Eiy® Ez’l) +q Z Eij @ Ejit

1<i<2m 1<i,j<2m
i#5,3
(¢® = 1) Z (Eu ®FE;; —q" e By @ Ey ])
1<j<i<2m
5= Z ¢ e By @ By .

1<ij<2m
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We define 8’ := ¢8~1, v/ := 7. By direct verification, we have that

B = Z (un QB +q 'Eiy® Ez/z) + Z E; @ B+

1<i<2m 1<i,5<2m
i#5,3"
-1 . . Pi—Pig.c B . o
(¢—q77) E (Ew Q@ Ej; —q" e By ® EZ'J)’
1<i<j<2m
r .
v o= E qp] plGiGjEiJ/ ®Ez’,]
1<i,j<2m

Note that the operatorsE B’,~" are related to each other by the equation
(3.2) B — ()1 = (g — ¢ (idves —).
Fori=1,2,--- ,n—1, we set

B; = idv®i—l ®BI X idV@nfifl, ’71{ = idv@i—l ®’7I X idv®n7i71 .

By [8, (10.2.5)] and [29, Section 4], the map ¢¢ which sends each T; to 8 and
each F; to v} for i =1,2,--- ,n — 1 can be naturally extended to a right action of
B,(—¢>™ 1, q)r on VS such that all the statements in Theorem [[33] hold. Note
that if we specialize ¢ to 1, then T; degenerates to —s; € B,,(—2m) for each i and
this action of B,,(—¢*™ 1, ¢) becomes the action studied in [I0] of the specialized
Brauer algebra B,,(—2m) on V.

Now we recall what Oehms called “generalized Faddeev—Reshetikhin—Takhtajan
construction”. The basic references are [23], [29] and [47]. We concentrate on the
quantized type C case. Let u;,1 <14 < 2m, (resp., X;;,1 <4,j < 2m) be a basis
of V* (resp., of V* @ V) satisfying u;(v;) = &; ; (resp., X; ; = u; ® v;) for each 4, j.
Set

I(2m,n) := {(il,--- yin) ‘ ij €{1,2,---,2m} for eachj}.
For each i = (i1, -+ ,in) € [(2m,n), we set v; := v;; ® - --®v;, . An endomorphism
p € End(V®™) is uniquely determined by its coefficient p;; with respect to the
basis {vi}icr(2m,n), that is,

plog) = Y o
ieI(2m,n)

For any commutative «7-algebra K, we use Fx(2m) to denote the tensor algebra
over V*®V, which can be identified with the free K-algebra generated by the (2m)?
symbols X ; for ¢,j € {1,2,---,2m}. For each i,j € I(2m,n), we write

Xij = Xisjn Xingo -+ Xiy -
Following [47), Section 2], for an endomorphism p € End(V®"), we write
Xy = Z pibXbj, Xijlp= Z Xiblb,j-
bel(2m,n) bel(2m,n)

Note that the algebra Fy (2m) possesses a structure of bialgebra where comultipli-
cation and augmentation on the generators z; j are given by

A(Xiyj) = Z Xi,b X bej, E(Xiﬁj) = 5i,j'
bel(2m,n)

2m—+1

2The reason we use the operators ’,7’ is because we want to let B, (—gq ,q) ez act on

Vg" from the right hand side instead of from the left hand side.
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Following Oehms [47], we can apply the generalized FRT construction with re-
spect to the subset {3,~} € End(V) ® End(V') to obtain a new bialgebra A}Y(2m).
Precisely, we define

AR (2m) = Fie(2m) /(B2 X5 — Xij 18, v 1 Xiy — Xijuy, 1,j € 1(2m, 2)),
which is necessarily a bialgebra as the ideal generated by 8¢ X;; — Xj; ¢ 8 and
v Xij— Xijly for i,j € I(2m,2) is actually a bi-ideal. Clearly, A}Y(2m) is a
Z-graded algebra, that is,

A (2m) = @ AY(2m,n).
0<n€eZ
For each i,j € I(2m,n), let x;; be the canonical image of Xj; in A% (2m,n).
By the main result in [47], the natural map A% (2m,n) @y K — A} (2m,n) is
an isomorphism for any commutative </-algebra K. The algebra A}Y(2m) is a

quantization of the coordinate ring of the symplectic monoid scheme SpM,,,, which
is defined by (for any commutative Z-algebra K)

SPM,,, (K) := {A € My (K) | 3d(A) € K, A'JA = AJA' = d(A)J},

where J is the Gram matrix of the given skew bilinear form with respect to the
basis {v; }27.
In [47], Oehms constructed a basis for A%)(2m,n) for each n. To describe that

basis, we need some more notations. For i =1,2,--- ,n — 1, we set
B = idyei-1 6 R idyen-i-1, v :=idyei-1 @Y ® idyen—i-1 .

Recall that fori = 1,2,--- ,n—2, we have the braid relation 8;58;+18; = Bi+18:8i+1-
Recall also that (see Section 1) we have used &,, to denote the symmetric group on
n letters. For each w € &,, there is a well-defined element S(w) € End(V®™), where
B(w) = By, ... Bi, whenever k is minimal such that w = (é1,414+1) ... (ix,4x+1). For
each partition A of n, let A* be the transpose of A, and let &y: be the corresponding
Young subgroup of &,, (which is the subgroup fixing the sets {1,2,--- , A}, {\{ +
LA 4+ 2, )X+ AL}, --). For each w € &, and each pair of multi-indices
i,j € I(2m,n), we set (following Oehms)

TNi:j) = Y. (—¢A) W) tay,
weS ¢

and call Tq/\(i :j) a quantum symplectic bideterminant.

Recall that for each partition A = (A1, Ag,---,) one can naturally associates a
Young diagram reading row lengths out of the components ;. For example,

(37 3’ 27 1) (—>

For each positive integer k, let AT (m, k) be the set of partitions of k into not more
than m parts. Let A € AT (m, k) with 0 < k < n. For each i € I(2m, k), one can
construct a A-tableau T} by inserting the components of i column by column into
the boxes of the Young diagram of A. In the above example,

iy | is | is

ip | i6 | i9

T} =21
13 | 17
iq

Let iy be the unique multi-index in I(2m,k) such that in the corresponding -
tableau T}, the jth row is filled with the number j for each integer j with 1 < j < m.
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For each integer 1 < i < A\; = £(\"), we use w; o to denote the unique longest
element in the symmetric group & AL- Let

A1
Wo at = H W;,0-
i=1

Let iy € I(2m, k) be such that Tﬁ = Twg xe. Following [47, Section 6], we put a

“

new order “ <7 on the set {1,2,---,2m}, namely,

m=<m <(m-1)<(m-1)<---<1=<1".

We define 1,"Y* to be the set of i € I(2m, k) such that the entries in 7} are weakly
increasing along rows and strictly increasing down columns according to the order
“ <7 and for each 1 <1 < m, 4,7 are limited to the first m — 7 + 1 rows.

In the previous example, we have

1111 4|3
w222 321
3|3 Ix 2|1
|4 |1
Lemma 3.3. For any A € AT(m, k), we have
T
Proof. This follows directly from the definition of I7"¥*. O

For each A € AT (m, k), let I be the set of multi-indices i € I(2m, k) such that
the entries in Tf‘ are strictly increasing down columns with respect to the usual
order “<” on {1,2,---,2m}. For each integer j > 1, we write

AV = (A@1% ) o0 (A®1)oA.

The following result was used in [47, Section 15] without proof. Since we shall use
it in this paper, we include a proof here.

Lemma 3.4. Let A € AT (m, k), i,j € I\"Y" and j > 1 be an integer. We have that
; A/s o
AV (17(0.5))
- Z TI;\(i,h(l))®T;‘(h(1),h(2)) ® ---®Tq/\(h(j),j).
h(),. W) eI

Proof. We only prove the special case where 57 = 1. The general case follows from

the same argument. For each positive integer r, we set w, := (1,1,---,1). Let
————
T copies
A= (p1,--+, pp) be the transpose of A, where p = A\;. We split j into p multi-

indices j' € I(2m, ), where for each [ € {1,2,---,p}, the entries of j' are taken
from the [th column of Tj)‘. The same thing can be done with i. Then
TR(,5) = T (130T (2,57 - T4 ' (17,37),
hence
A(T200)) = A(T5 (130 A (T2 (2,52) - A (T (12,57)).
Therefore, to prove the lemma, it suffices to consider the case where p = 1.
Now assume that p = 1. Then A = wy. Ifi,j € IS, , then the lemma follows from

[47, (20)]. In general, by the definition of I,"¥* ([47, Section 6]), we can find some
simple reflections sq,,- - ,8q,,51,, ==+, 51, € Gxe such that

s < T <.
(1) i:=15¢,S¢, - Squ € I5,,J:=jsus1,-s1, € I5,;
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(2) For each integer 1 < ¢ < a, the action of sq, on isg, sq, - - - Sq._, does not
exchange the indices 7,4’ for any ¢;

(3) For each integer 1 < ¢ < b, the action of s;, on js;, s, -+ s;,_, does not
exchange the indices 7,4’ for any 4.

Now using [47, (13), (20), Corollary 11.9], we deduce that there exist integer
a(i), b(j), such that

Afs o\ a()+b() A3
Tq (la.]) - (_q) ® (J)Tq (la.])‘
Therefore, applying [47, (20)], we get that

A(T}4,§)) = (—q)"DTPHA(TIE,J))
= > (—9"D7}(i,h) ® (—¢)*VT\(h,])
herls

> T}, h) @ T)\(h,j),
hel$

as required. Il

For each integer n > 0, set
Api={d:=(\1)[1€Z,0<1<n/2,A€ AT (m,n—21)}.

Let dg € AJY(2m) be the central group-like element as defined in [47, (7)] and [29,
Corollary 6.3]. By definition,

dg = —q P Plepax iy, a0 1Y € ALy (2m,2),

which is independent of the choices of k,l € {1,2,---,2m}. For each A := (A1) €
A, and each i,j € I\"°, we set D%j := d,T)(i,j). Ochms ([A7, (7.1)]) proved
that A%Y(2m,n) @ K = A} (2m,n) for any commutative </-algebra K. Indeed,
A%Y(2m,n) is a free o/-module and the elements in the following set

(3.5) {ij ‘ A=\ €A, ije I;W}

form an o7/-basis of A%Y(2m,n).

For each integer ¥ > 0, we put an order on the set AT(m,k), write A < pu
if Al = pf fori =1,2,---,5s—1and X\, < p! for some s. For example, for
A= (2,2,1),u = (3,1,1) € AT(3,5), we have p < . Next, we put an order
on A,. For any A = (\ 1), = (u,b) € Ay, write A < pif Il < borl = b and
A < p. For each A = (A1) € A, we set M(A) = IJ"*. Let “¢” be the </-lincar

involution of A%Y(2m,n) which is defined on generators by (D%J.) = Din for all

A€My i e Ay

Lemma 3.6. ([47, Theorem 7.1]) With respect to the ordered set (A, <), the finite
set M(X) and the < -linear involution “”, the coalgebra A%)(2m,n) is a cellular
coalgebra in the sense of |47, Section 5, page 860] with cellular basis given by

A - mys
{Pa= v ernijen)
For each A = (\,1) € A, we set

A% (2m,n) 2 = M—Span{Dﬁ.

A<= (ub) €A ige ],
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By general theory of cellular coalgebra ([47, Section 5, page 860]), we know that
both A%Y(2m,n)~2 and A%Y(2m,n)=2 are two-sided coideal of A%Y(2m,n), and we
have a two-sided A%Y(2m,n) comodule isomorphism
AL (2m,n) =2 /A7 (2m,n)"2 = V" (A) @ V(2),

where V(A) (resp., V"(Q)) is the cell right (resp., left) comodule corresponding
to A. Note that V"(A) = V(A) as &/-module, while the left A°7(2m,n)-coaction
is obtained by twisting the right A%Y(2m,n)-coaction using “«”. If we extend the
base ring &7 to the rational function field Q(g), then V(A)q(q) is an irreducible right
A(S@y(q) (2m, n)-comodule.

For any commutative o/-algebra K, we set
S;(y (27’)1, n) = Endan(,C2m+17C) (Vgn) ,

where ( is the image of ¢ in K. The algebra S} (m,n) is called “symplectic ¢-Schur
algebra” by Oehms ([47]). By [29, Proposition 2.1], there is a non-degenerate pairing
between Fiy(q)(2m) and Endgq) (Vi) such that for any Xij € Fgq)(2m,n), f €

(g Q(9)
End@(q)(V®")), where i,j € I(2m,n),n,n € Z2°,

Q(q
ui(f(vj)), ifn=mn;

0, otherwise.

(Xij, flo = {

where u; 1= u;, ® - -®Qu,, , {u;} is the basis of V* dual to {v;}. By [29, Proposition
2.1], it induces a non-degenerate pairing (, )o between A(ay(q)@m) and

@ S&q) (2m, n).

0<nez

Furthermore, it induces a pairing (, )o between A(E’(q) (2m) and Ugg). Precisely, for

any rjj € A(sz(q) (2m,n), u € Ug(y), where 1,j € I(2m,n),n € Z=°,
(zij,u)o == (215, Yo (u))o,
where ¢ is the canonical homomorphism

In [46] and [47], Oehms proved the pairing (,)o actually induces an «7-algebra
isomorphism S%7(2m,n) = (A% (2m, n))* for each n € Z=°. Note that our F(2m)
is just T(E) in the notation of [29, Section 2|, while the ideal generated by S
Xi;— Xij1B fori,je I(2m,2) in our paper is the same as the ideal generated by
Im(idpgr —Br) in [29, Section 2]. Note also that over <, the algebra A%Y(2m) is
only a homomorphic image of S(F) in [29] Proposition 2.1]. However, if we work
over Q(g), then Ag’(q)@m) coincides with S(E) in the notation of [29, Proposition
2.1] because of the relation [B.2)). Therefore, for each A = (A1) € Ay, V(A)g(g)
is also an irreducible left S&q) (2m, n)-module, and hence an irreducible left Ugq)-

module.

For any commutative «7-algebra K, let { be the natural image of ¢ in K, we
define A5Y(2m) := A%Y(2m)/(d.—1), where d; is the natural image of d,, in A3 (2m).
Note that A}Y(2m) is a quantized version of the coordinate algebra of the symplectic
monoid SpM,,, (K'), while A?(Qm) is a quantized version of the coordinate algebra
of the symplectic group Sps,,(K). The algebra /E?(Qm) will play a key role in
the proof of Theorem [[4] in the next section. We use m¢ to denote the natural
projection

o A (2m) —» g%’@m)
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For each integer n > 0 and each commutative o7-algebra K, we define
At (m,<n) = |_| AT (m, k), A¥(2m,<n):= @ A (2m, k).
0<k<n 0<k<n

We shall call A%J(2m,<n) a finite truncation of the quantized coordinate algebra
A%(2m) of SpM,,,,. Clearly, A%)(2m,<n) is a sub-coalgebra of A%Y(2m) as well as
a free @7-submodule with basis

A/s o

{169

The author is grateful to Professor S. Doty and the referee for the first part of
the following corollary.

AeAt(m,<n), i,je I;WS}.

Corollary 3.7. Let n > 0 be an integer and K be a commutative < -algebra.
1) The maps
Tedasy (2mon): A (2m,n) — mc (A?(Qm, n))
WCifA;(y(Qm,gn): Ai:(y(2ma S?’L) — TC (A?(Qma Sn))
are both isomorphisms.
2) A%Y(2m) is a free o/ -module and the elements in the following set

. . A € AT (m,n — 2l) for some integer n,l
A ) ;
{”C (Tq ("J>) ‘ withn >0,0<1<n/2,i,je I

form an <f -basis of ZZ?(Qm) Moreover, the canonical map
gfg(Qm) Qw K — E?(Qm)
s an tsomorphism.

Proof. Suppose that 0 £ x € Ker(ﬁc¢ A;{y@m,n)). Since dg is central, it follows that
x = (dg — 1)y for some y € A}Y(2m). Note that d, # 0 is homogeneous of degree 2,
while 2 is homogeneous of degree n. By Lemma B.6] the elements in the following
set

{dgT;(i,j) ’ A= (A1) €Ay forsome k> 0and 0 <1 <k/2,i,je 1;”745}

form a homogeneous basis of A}Y(2m). Expressing y into a linear combination
of this basis and comparing the degree of each homogeneous component, we get a
contradiction. This proves that m¢l A%Y(2m,n) 18 Injective and hence an isomorphism.
As a result, we deduce that m¢l A% (2m,<n) 18 also an isomorphism. This proves 1).
The statement 2) is an immediate consequence of the statement 1). O

Henceforth, we shall use Corollary[3.7 to identify A} (2m,n) and A (2m,<n)

Wy ”

as subspaces of gﬁ@m) without further comments. The involution “x” gives rise to
an /-linear involution of A%)(2m,<n), which will be still denoted by “+”. Recall
that in the paragraph below (1) we have introduced an order “<” on the set
of partitions of a fixed integer. Now we generalize it to the case of partitions of
possibly different integers. For any A, u € AT (m, <n), write A < p if

Al = |p] € 2N or |A = |p| and A < p.

Corollary 3.8. With respect to the ordered set (AT (m, <n), <), the finite set I\'%*
(for each A € AT (m, <n)) and the o -linear involution “”, the coalgebra A%} (2m, <
n) is a cellular coalgebra with cellular basis given by

{Tj(i,j) ] AeAt(m,<n), i,je 1;”745}.
Furthermore, for each commutative o -algebra K, the canonical map

A% (2m,<n) @y K — A} (2m, <n)
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is an isomorphism.
Let A*(m) :=Uyso AT (m, k). For each A € A*(m, < n), we set

A% (2m, <n)" = </-Span{T}(i,j) ‘ A=<peAt(m,<n) ije IZWS},
A¥(2m, <n)=* = /-Span{T"(i,j) | A 2 p € AT(m,<n), i,j € ey

By general theory of cellular coalgebra, we have that both A%Y(2m, < n)~* and
A%Y(2m, < n)=* are two-sided coideal of A%Y(2m,< n), and we have a two-sided
A%Y(2m, <n)-comodule isomorphism

A (2m, <n)=/AZ)(2m, <n)™* 2 V() @ V(N),

where V() (resp., V"(A)) is the cell right (resp., left) comodule corresponding to
A. Note that V"(\) = V()) as &/-module, while the left A% (2m, <n)-coaction is
obtained by twisting the right A% (2m, <n)-coaction using “+”. If we extend the
base ring &7 to the rational function field Q(g), then V(\)q(q) is an irreducible right
A(SQy(q) (2m, <n)-comodule.

Suppose that A € AT(m, k) with 0 < k < n. We set A = ()\,0) € Ag.
Note that the A%Y(2m, < n)-comodule V())y is isomorphic to the restriction of
the A%J(2m, k)-comodule V())g(y). In particular, every simple Aéy(q)@m, < n)-
comodule comes from the restriction of a simple A(ay(q) (2m, k)-comodule, or equiv-
alently, of a simple S&q) (2m, k)-module for some 0 < k < n. Therefore, by the

surjection from UQ(q) onto S&q) (2m, k), we see that every simple A(‘E)y(q) (2m, <n)-

comodule comes from the restriction of a simple U@(q)—module. For any field K
which is an «/-algebra, we define

Vk(A) :=V(\) @y K, SiZ2m,k) :=S)12m, k) @y K.
Then Vg (A) = V(A 0) can be regarded as a S3¢(2m, k)-module.

Corollary 3.9. Let K be a field which is an </ -algebra. Let k > 0 be an integer
and A € At (m, k). Then as a S3¢(2m, k)-module, V ic(N\) has a unique simple socle.

Proof. By [4T], S}/ (2m, k) is a cellular quasi-hereditary algebra. By definition, the
dual of Vg ()) is a cell module of S73¢(2m, k). Thus, the corollary follows from the
general theory of cellular quasi-hereditary algebra. (I

Recall that 1)¢ induces a natural morphism from Uk (g) to S3¢(2m, k), via which
S (2m, k)-module Vi (\) can be regarded as an Ug-module. Note that the above
corollary does not immediately imply that V(A) has a unique simple socle as an
Ugk-module because at this moment we did not know if that natural morphism from
Ugk to S (2m, k) is surjective or not. However, in the next section we shall show
that this is indeed the case.

Corollary 3.10. For each integer n > 0, we have a two-sided A2(2m,§ n)-
comodule isomorphism

On + gy, (2m, <n)

1%

P VNV ® VN

AeAT (m,<n)

Furthermore, we have a two-sided Zﬁ,’@m)-comodule 1somorphism

0 : Aéy(q)(Qm) = @ V' (Na ® VMg
k>0, €A™ (m,k)
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and a commutative diagram

S O T
Agly 2m, <n) ——= Drent(m,<n) V Mo @ VN

S 9 T
A(Q)y(q)( m) — ®k20,A6A+(m,k)v ()‘>Q>(q) ®V(/\)@(q)

where the two vertical maps are natural embedding.

Proof. This follows from the cellular structure of A%Y(2m, <n) given in Corollary
B8 and the fact

A%Y(2m) = U A% (2m, <n),

n>0

and the following commutative diagram

S en T
A@y(q)( m,<n) —— @AeM(m,gn)v (MNa@ @ V(Na@

s ~ 07 r
Ag(g(2m, <0) — = Bica+m,<n) V Naw@ @ V(N

where n > n > 0 and the two vertical maps are natural embedding. O

Corollary 3.11. For each integer n > 0 and each X\ € At (m,n), let pr, be the
natural projection from AQ( y(2m) onto V"(N)g(q) ® V(Ag(g)- Then the elements
in the following set

{pra (re(T72,1))
form a Q(q)-basis of V" (N)g(q) @ V(Na(q)-

ije I;"W}

We end this section with the following lemma. Recall the definition of iy, TA
given in the paragraph above Lemma

Lemma 3.12. For each A € AT (m,n), we have

TC (Tq)‘(i)\, i/\>) =q" 7o (T iy, 1/\ ) Z kWC( ( ’k))
jkeIyve
j,kq/i\k

( mod A%Y(2m, §n)>A),

where ay € Z, Cf,‘k € o/, and “4” is the same as defined in [47, Proposition 8.4].
In particular, we have that

0 # pry (7c (T, (ix,10))) € V' (A) @ V(N).

Proof. This follows directly from [47] (8), Proposition 8.4, Corollary 9.12] and the
facts that any quantum symplectic bideterminant in A(ay(q) (2m) is homogeneous and
the central group-like element d, is homogeneous of degree 2. O
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4. A COMPARISON OF TWO QUANTIZED COORDINATE ALGEBRAS

In [34], Kashiwara introduced a version of quantized coordinate algebras (which
was denoted by A?(g) there) for any symmetrizable Kac—-Moody Lie algebras g
In this section we shall first show that in the case of type C, the Z[q, ¢~!] algebra
A?(g) and the quantized coordinate algebra A% (2m) are isomorphic to each other.
Then we shall give a proof of Theorem [[L4l Throughout this section, we set

8= 5P3,(C), Ug(g) = Ug(o)(9), Uote) = Ua(a)(9)-
Following [34], we use O;,:(g) to denote the category of Ug(y)-modules M such
that
(1) M = ®rex M)y, where M) = {x eM ‘ kix = q<>"°‘iv>:zz,v1 <1< m},
(2) for any i, M is a union of finite dimensional Ug(,)(g:)-modules, where
Ug(q)(9:) denotes the Q(g)-subalgebra generated by

€i, fia klila kétla T ’k’r:‘lr:Ll‘
(3) for any u € M, there exists | > 0 satisfying e;, ---e;u =
il;"' ail S {1523 am}'
Then O;,,:(g) is semisimple and any simple object is isomorphic to the irreducible

module V'()\) with highest weight A\. Note that Ug(,) has a structure of bi-Ug(g)-
module. Hence [U(a(q) was naturally endowed with a structure of bi-Ug(4)-module.

0 for any

Definition 4.1. ([34, (7.2.1)]) We set

. " Ug(q)u belongs to Oint(g) and uUQ(q)
Al](g) T {U € UQ(Q) ’ b@longs to O'Lnt(g Pp>
AZ(g) = {ueA ‘u[UQg cw}

Ad(g) = {ueA ‘ u,Us) € Qlg, q 1]},
where (,) is the natural pairing.

Recall the pairing (, )¢ between AQy( )(2m) and Ug,) (see Section 3, the second
paragraph below Lemma [3.6]).

Lemma 4.2. ([29, Theorem 6.4(2)]) We have that
(dg —1L,y)o =0, for any y € Ug(y).

and the pairing (,)o induces a non-degenerate Hopf pairing {, )o between /T&q) (2m)
and the quantized enveloping algebra Ug(q)

A(ay( )(Zm) X UQ(q) — @(q)
As a result, we have two Hopf algebra injections
Q(q) (2m) ([UQ(q)) , LU :UQ(Q) — (ASJ((]) (27’71)) s
where for any Hopf algebra H, H° denotes the Hopf dual of H.

LAA

Lemma 4.3. With the above notations, the pairing (,)o naturally induces a non-
degenerate Hopf pairing (,)o between AQy( )(2m) and the modified quantized envelop-

ing algebra U@(q)
A(ay( )(Zm) X UQ(q) — @(q)

As a result, we have two Hopf algebra injections

’LVA : A(ay(q) (2m) — (UQ(q)) s TU : UQ(q) — (A(SQy(q) (Qm)) s



20 JUN HU

Proof. This is an easy consequence of Lemmal[2.3] Lemmald2las well as the following
two standard facts:

(a) any simple [UQ(q)-module is a submodule of V&Z) for some n € Z29;

(b) ifu e [UQ(q) acts as 0 on every simple TUQ(Q)-module, then u = 0.

For each i € I(2m,n), we define wt(i) = (1, -+ , fm ), where
ps=#{l<i<nlij=st—#{1<j<n|i;=s} s=1,2,---,m.
We identify wt(i) = (p1,- - , tm) with the weight pieq + -+ + pmem € X.

Lemma 4.4. Let i,j € I(2m,n). Set u = wt(j). Then for any integer a with
1<a<<m,

(e (T)(1,3)), kado = 2= e (ne (T (1,3))).

Proof. This follows from direct verification. ([l

Note that Ug(q)(g) = Ug(q)(g°?) via the anti-automorphism ¢ defined on gen-
erators by:

einia fiHeia lekl7 7::1527"'7m

We identify Ug(q) (9@ g) with Ug(q) (g) ®Ug(q)(g). Using ¢, the bi-Ugy)(g) structure
on (U@(q))* can be interpreted as a left Ug(q) (g @ g)-structure, i.e.,

((a®b)f)(x) := f(p(b)za), Ya,b,x € Uy (a), f € (Ugy(a))"

Let W,,, = W(C,,) be the Weyl group of type C,,. Let wy be the longest element
in Wy, fX=(A1,--+,A\n) € X, then woX = (=1, -+, —Ap). Let k € ZZ° and
A € At(m, k). Recall our definitions of i) given above Lemma [3.31 We have the
following observation.

Corollary 4.5. Let k € Z=° and X € AT (m, k). Then 7o (T (ix,ix)) is a weight
vector of weight ()\, )\) satisfying

eime (T, (ix,ix)) = 0= mc (T, (ix,in)) fi, V1<i<m.

Proof. Note that iy € Iy. We identify wc( Aiy, 1/\)) as an element in (U@(q))* via

ta. Recall that the Ug(q) (g © g)-structure on (U@(q))* comes from its bi-Ugq)(g)
structure.

We first look at the left Ug,-action on ([UQ(q))*. Recall that m¢ is a bialgebra
map. For each integer j > 1, by Lemma B4 and [47, (20)], we know that

AW <7TC (T (i, 1>\)))

=Y (TN hD) @ o (THRD, h®)) @ -
h(D) . h@) el

@ e (T (RY),1y)).

In particular, we have that

7rc( 1A,1)\ Z E(T(c (h 1)\))) C(T (1A,h)).

helys



QUANTIZED SCHUR-WEYL DUALITY IN TYPE C 21

With these in mind and using Lemma[.4] for any f € Ug(,) and any integer a with
1 <a < m, we get that

(kame (T)(1x,10)), fo
(mo (T (in,10)), fha)o
= Z <A(7rC(T (1,\,1)\))),f®ka>0

helg
= Z (mc (T (ix,h)), fo(me (Ty (B, i), ka)o
helg
— e 3 (E(WC(T;‘(h,i,\)))wc(Tj(i,\,h)),f)o
hels

= ¢ (me (TN, 10)), fos

which implies that k 7Tc( Aiy, 1/\)) = ghed) C(T (ix, 1/\)) In a similar way, one

can prove that if we regard (U@(q))* as a right Ug(,)-module, then 7¢ (T (ir,in))
is a weight vector of weight .

It remains to show that e;7¢ (Tq)‘(ik, i,\)) =0=mc (Tq’\(i,\, i,\))fi forany 1 <1 <
m. It suffices to show that for any f € Ugy),

(4.6) <ei7TC(Tq)\(i)\7i/\)); o= (mc (T (ix,i2)) fi, o
By definition,

(esmc (T (ix,1)), Flo = (me (T, (ix,1r)), feido,
<7TC(T (ix,ix)) fi, fo = <7TC(T (ix, 1)) fif)o.

By direct verification, one can show that for any h € Iy,

(e (TN, in)), ei)o = 0 = (e (T (ix, h)), fi)o,

from which the equality (@8] follows immediately. This completes the proof of the
corollary. O

By CorollaryB.I0land the discussion above it, we see that every simple gg’(q) (2m)

comodule comes from the restriction of a simple Ug(,)-module. For each A € X +,
let V(A) (resp., V"(X)) denotes the left (resp., the right) simple module with highest
weight A. By Corollary BTl Lemma and Lemma 7] it is easy to see that
V(N)q(q) is identified with V(A) as left Ug(y-module, and V" (\)g(q) is identified
with V" (X) as right Ug(g)-module. By [34, Proposition 7.2.2], we have a Peter—Weyl
decomposition

(4.7) A0 = @B Vi) eV,

rex+

from which the following result follows easily.

Lemma 4.8. With the above notations, we have that

e (A, 2m)) = Aq(0).

For later use, we denote by ®, the canonical embedding induced from the iso-
morphism [@71) from V" (\) ® V(A) into A4(g) for each A € X .
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In [34], Kashiwara introduced a crystal basis B(A4(g)) of A¢(g). He proved that
B(A4(g)) has the crystal structure

B(44(e) = | ] B0,
rex+
where B()) := B"(\) @ B()\), and B"()) (resp., B()\)) denotes the crystal basis of
V7 (A) (resp., of V(N)). For each b € B(A), let G(b) be the corresponding upper
global crystal base of A,(g). Recall that g = sp,,, in this paper. By the results in

[42], U@(q) has also a crystal base Lyc x+ B()\) as well as a canonical base (or lower
global crystal base) {G(b)|b € B()\),A € X*}. This canonical base is an .«/-basis
of Uy . There exists a canonical coupling (,)1 between A4(g) and Ug(yy (cf. [35]
(10.1.1)]) defined by

(@r(u® ), P)1 = (u, Pv), VA€ XT,ue V'(\),v € V(\), P € Ugy,

where (, ) is the pairing between V" (A) and V() introduced in [34, (7.1.2)]. By the
results in [35], for each A € X, there is a bijection ¥ : B(\) — B(\), such that

(4.9) (G(),G0)1 =8, gy, ¥bV € B(N).

In [34], Kashiwara proved that the upper global crystal bases {é(b)|b € E(A), A€
X T} form a Q[q, ¢~1] basis of Ag (g), and he remarked that it is actually an «7-basis
of AZ(g). For the reader’s convenience, we include a proof here.

Lemma 4.10. With the above notations, we have that the elements in the following
set

{é(b) ’ be B(\),A e X+}
form an of -basis of AL(g).

Proof. First we show that for each A € X', and each b € E()\),
~ zZ
G() € A (9).
Let P € Uy . By definition, for any p € X, A € X+ u e V"(A\),v € V(A),
<q)/\(u ® ’U), P1#>1 = (’LL, Pl#v)'

It follows that for any given A € X T, u € V"(\),v € V()), there are only finitely
many p € X such that

(@5(u @ v), P1,)y #0.
Therefore, applying [34] Proposition 7.2.2] and (£9]), we get that
<é(b)aP> = Z <é(b),P1u>1 €,
peX

which implies that G(b) € AZL(g).
Second, we want to show that

A5(0) € {o € Agl@) | fo Uur)s € 7},

from which and together with (£9) the lemma would follow immediately.

Let f = Zle T, QY € A?(g)7 where for each 1 < i < t, 2; € V'(\¥),
yi € VIX@), and A® € X+, Let P € Uy, p € X. Our purpose is to show that
(f,P1l,)1 € o/. Let n be an integer which is large enough such that

(1) |p] <n, |pj=n (mod 27Z), and
(2) for each 1 < i < t, either V(A()) C V&1 or V(AD)) C V&~
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We write {1,2,--- ,¢t} = I U I, where
Li={1<i<t| VD) cve) L= {1<i<t| V) cverih

Let p}, € Uy be as defined in the proof of Lemma with respect to our fixed
n and p. By the definition of Ag(g), we have that (f,Pp),) € o/. Note that
P Vet =0=1,Ve""1 It follows that

(f Pl =Y (s, Pluys) = Y (xi, Pplyi) = Y (20 Pplys)

i€l i€l i€l Ul
= (f,Pp,) € ,
as required. This completes the proof of the lemma. (I

Let A € X*. Let Ag()\) denote the standard <7-form of V/(\), i.e., the Uy (g)-
submodule generated by the highest weight vector vy. Then A () is spanned
by Lusztig’s canonical basis as in [41] §14.4]. Note that the upper global crystal
basis {G(b) | b € B(\)} is Lusztig’s dual canonical basis. The dual basis to the
upper global crystal basis under the canonical contravariant form (.,.) on V() is
the lower global crystal basis, i.e., Lusztig’s canonical basis, cf. [27] and [34] §3.3,
4.2.1]. Let

V(N :={ve V() | (v,w) € & for all w € Ay (N)}.

Then Vi () = Homy (Viy, 7)) is Uy (g)-stable and spanned by the upper global
crystal basis of V(). Similar statement is true for V,(X\), V"(\). For any field K
which is an «/-algebra, we define
VieA) @ Vk(A) = (VLA @ Vy(N) @y K,
AL (AN RAKN) = (AT, (N ®Ay(N\) Qu K.

Since A% (A) ® Ax(A) is a highest weight module generated by its highest weight
vector (cf. [4Il Theorem 14.4.11]) and has the same dimension as V" (\) ® V(\),
it follows that A% (A\) ® Ag(A) is isomorphic to the Weyl module of Uk (g @ g)
associated to (A, \). Note that Vi (\) ® Vik(\) 2 (A% (\) ® Ax(\))". Therefore,
we have

Lemma 4.11. Let A € X . For each field K which is an </ -algebra, V(N @Vk (N)
is isomorphic to the co-Weyl module of Uk (g & g) associated to (A, N).

We recall the Bruhat order “<” on the set X of dominant weights. Namely,
A < pif and only if p— X € 7", Z=%;. Note that A < p implies that A < g,
where “<1” is the usual dominance order defined on the set of partitions (cf. [I1]).
In particular, |A| < |u|l. If |A| < |p|, then A < g implies that |u| — |A| € 2N and
hence A = y; if |A\| = |u|, then X\ <y implies that A* > uf, which also implies that
! is bigger than p? under the lexicographical order, hence we still have A >~ u. For
each A € X, we define

AL(9)> = %—Span{@(b) \ A>peXtbe E(M)},
A?(g)<’\ = M—Span{é(b) ‘ A>peXtbe E(M)},

and 4,(0)= = AX(9)S @0 Qa), Ag() i= AZ()< Gy Qg). For each b €
B()), let G(b) be the corresponding upper global crystal base of V" (A\)® V(A). By
construction, we know that V"(A) ® V(A) is spanned by {G(b) | b € E()\)} The
following result is implicit in the proof of [34] Section 5,6]. The author is indebted
to Professor Kashiwara for pointing out this to him.

Lemma 4.12. ([34]) With the decomposition {{.7) in mind, we have that
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(1) for each A € XT,b e B()),
GOy eGh) + D>, QGH);

b eB()
A>pex™

(2) for each A € X,

Ag(@)3 2 Brspex+ V() @ V), Ag(9) = Syspex+ V() @ V(p).

In particular, Ay(g)=*/Ag(g)r = V" (\) @ V(N);
(3) both AZ(g)=* and AZ(g)<* are U (g & g)-stable.

For each integer k£ > 0, we define
A?(g)gk = ﬂ—Span{é(b) ‘ be B(u),pn e At (m, Sk)}

Then it is clear that

A== > A
AEAT (m,<k)
In particular, A%(g)<* is Uy (g & g)-stable. Recall that for any A € X+, woX =
—A1, "y, —Am). Recall also our definitions o and Vg (\) in Section 3.
A A Recall al definiti f Vi (A d Vi () in Section 3

When regarded as a left Ug(g @ g)-module, V% (\) ® Vi (A) is isomorphic to
Vi) @ VE(A).

Lemma 4.13. Let K be a field which is an </ -algebra and n > 0 be an integer. Let
A € At(m,n). If N is a nonzero Uk(g @ g)-submodule of Vi (\) @ Vi (N), then
pry, <7TC (T (ix, i,\))) ®wlx € N. In particular, Vi (A) @ Vi () is isomorphic to
the co-Weyl module of Uk (g @ g) associated to (X, N).

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps:
Step 1. First, we claim that for any integer ¢ > 0 and any i,j € Iy UI,"Y",

TN = D ()T gD ),
hels
h(u)j

T = Y7 (1) P BITAG b,
hels
h(u)j

ML = D (1) ER T (R, ),
herlg
s

TG de” = 37 ()T ENg TR, j),
helg

neds

where a’(h,j),a(h,j),t'(i,h),b(i,h),c (h,j),c(h,j),d (i,h),d(i,h) € Z and h 94
means that h differs from i on exactly ¢ indices, on which each index i is changed
intoi+1ori¢—1.

We only prove the first equality as the others can be proved in a similar way. By
the same argument used in the proof of Lemma [B.4] we can assume without loss of
generality that i,j € I5. For any f € Ug(q), we have that

(ITM.§), o = (TXAG), feiyo = Y (TN h), £o(T) (h,§),et)o.

helys
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It suffices to show that <TqA(h,j), ez(-t)>0 # 0 only if h g j, and in that case it is
equal to (—1)% ™D geMd) for some o’ (h, j), a(h,j) € Z.
By definition,

@i eo = Y (=) 8w pun ().
bel(2m,n)
weS ¢
Note that h,j € I{. Recall the definition of ez(-t) (cf. [41] 3.1.5]) and the action of
e; given in Section 2. To calculate the above sum, it suffices to consider only those

b € I(2m,n) such that b @y j and the entries in each column of T} are weakly
increasing from top to bottom. By the definition of S(w), we know that 3(w)n,p 7# 0
only if each column of h has the same set of entries as the corresponding column of
b. It follows that we can further restrict ourselves to those b € I. Now applying
[47, Lemma 11.8], we deduce that only the case when w = 1,b = h can make
contribution to the above sum, from which our claim follows immediately.

Step 2. We define P(N) := {(u,v) € X x X|N,,, # 0}. We claim that for some
kay - km €7Z and some v € X, (v, \1e1 + kaga + -+ + kmem) € P(N).

Recall that W, is the Weyl group of type C,,. By [I, Lemma 1.13], we know
that for any A € X,

(4.14) A € P(N) implies that (wy A, wa) € P(N) for any wy,wy € Wp,.
Therefore, it is equivalent to show that for some ki,--- ,k,_1 € Z and some
v e X, (vkier + -+ + km-18m—1 + Mem) € P(N). For simplicity, for each
i,je I, we write
0(i.§) = pry (70 (T26,§)) )
Then the elements in {v(i,j)[i,j € Iy"¥°} form a K-basis of Vi (A) @ Vi (A).
Since N is a submodule of V() ® Vi (A), any weight (v, ) of N satisfies
A > v, A > p. In particular, Ay > v, A\ > p1. By (@I4), we can assume without
loss of generality that for some integers kq,--- , &k, with 0 < k,,;, < A1 and some
veX, kel + -+ knem) € P(N). Furthermore, we assume that our k,, is

chosen such that k,, is as big as possible. For each weight vector 0 # x € N with
weight (v, k1e1 + -+ + kméem ), we can write

T = Z Ci,jv(ivj)v
ijer
for some Cj; € K. Set
J(z) ={j € I'V*|Ci; # 0, for some i € I"Y"}.

For each j € J(z), the assumption k,,, > 0 and the fact that j € I;"¥" imply that
71 = m. Let t) be the standard A-tableau such that the numbers 1,2, --- | k entered
in usual order along the successive columns of A\. We define

¢ = #{1 <t<k ’ j+ = j1 and t sits in the first row of f)\},

Gy = #{1 <t<k ’ j¢ = 41 and t sits in the first row of f)\}.
We assert that ¢; = k,, and ¢; =0, Vj € J(z). In fact, if this is not true, then we
can find some jo € J(z) such that 0 < ¢, > ¢ for any j € J(z). It is easy to see

(©50)

that e, x is a nonzero weight vector with weight (1/, Z:;l ket + (km +2’c\jo)5m) ,

a contradiction to the maximality of k.

If k., = A1, then we are done. Henceforth we assume 0 < k,, < A;. For each
j € J(z), we define b; € {1,2,---,2m} to be the least integer (with respect to the
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order “ < ”) in the first row of TjA such that b; > m. In particular, b; = m’ (because
¢; =0). We set
Ji(z) :={je J(x) | bj < bn, Yhe J(z)}.
Let b= b; for any j € Ji(z). For any j € Ji(x), we define
cj’ = #{1 <t<nm ’ j¢ = b and t sits in the first row of tA}.
Let
JQ —{JGJl |C >Cﬁ, VhEJl(SC)}
Let ¢ = ¢f for any j € Ja(z). Then ¢” > 0. We define

L {f(c o) p) f,fil)f(c ), if1<b<m

e,(ﬁ +C”)~~~l(7,:_)1 €y fm , ifm<b<2m.

Using the first two formulae we have given in Step 1 and the fact that Tq/\(i, h)=0
whenever there are two identical indices appearing in an adjacent position in a
column of T3> ([47, Corollary 9.2]) as well as the definition of I}"¥* and the action
of each e;, f; given in Section 2, we deduce that zx € N is a nonzero weight vector
with weight equal to either

( > ket kb—c)b—(km+c”)am),

1<s<m
s7#b,s£m

or

< Z kees + kb/ +c )Eb/ + (k}m + C//)€m>.
1<s<m
s#b/,s#m
In both case, applying ([£I4) if necessary, we get a contradiction to the maximality
of k,,. This proves our claim.

Step 8. We claim that for any integer 1 < t < m, there exist some integers
ki y,--- Kk, € Z and some V" € X, such that <I/”,Z§_1 Ajgj+ D k;’ss) €
P(N).

We make induction on ¢. If ¢ = 1, this is true by the result obtained in Step 2.

Suppose that the claim is true for ¢t — 1. That is, for some integers k¢, -,k € Z
and some v € X, we have that

t—1 m
)= (V,Z)\j&'j—f—Zk’SEs) € P(N)
7j=1 s=t

Using ([@I4), we can further assume that the weight X is chosen such that

(4.15) km = max{|ks| | t < s <m} >0, and kn, is as big as possible.
We are going to show that for some integers Et, e ,Em,1 € Z,
t—1 m—1
(V, S et et Y k) e P(N).
j=1 s=t

If this is true, then we can apply (£I4]) again to get our claim.
If ¢(\) < t—1, then there is nothing to prove. Henceforth, we assume that

¢(A\) > t. In particular, Ay > 0. By [@I4), we know that (v, Zz;i Aj€j + kmee +
Sm 1 ke125) € P(N), which implies that 377_7 Ajej+kmei+3ne, g ks—18s < A,
It follows that 0 < k,, < A;. We assert that k,, = )¢, from which our claim will
follows immediately.
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Suppose k,, < A;. For each nonzero weight vector = of weight (v, X) in N, we

write
x = Z Cij(z)v(i, j).
ger

for some Cjj(z) € K. We define J(z),¢j, ¢, b5, J1(2), b, ¢f, Jo(x),c” as in Step 2.
We first show that k,, > 0. In fact, if k,,, = 0, then by ([@I3) we know that k; =0
for any ¢ < ¢ < m. Using the definition of I}'¥®, it is easy to see that for each
jeJ(@),

(4.16) V1<I1<t—1,1 appears \; times in j and !’ does not appear in j.
Since A; > 0, it follows that for any j € J(z),
jl € {mam/amf 15 (mi 1)/5' o 7tat/}'

If there exists j € J(z) such that j; = m, then (as k,, = 0) bj = m’. In this case
b =m’ and it is easy to see that egﬁﬁ)z € N is a nonzero weight vector of weight
(v, Z;: Aje; +2¢"ey,). Since ¢’ > 0, we get a contradiction to ([@IH).
Henceforth we assume that j; # m for any j € J(x). In particular, j; = m/.
Note that j; =< t'. We define j to be the unique integer such that j = j; for
some j € J(z) and j < hy, Vh € J(z). Set ¢ = max{¢gl|j € J(x),j1 = j}. Then

c> 0. If t < j < m then it is easy to see that f,(ff) e f](fr)lf;‘:)x € N is a nonzero

weight vector of weight (v, 22;11 As€s — CEj — CEp); while if m/ < j < ¢’ then

it is easy to see that egﬁ) s egfllegf)

(v, 22;11 As€s + cej + cem). In both cases using ([@.I4)), we get a contradiction to
(#I3). Therefore, we must have k,, > 0. In particular, for any j € J(x), j1 = m.

The remaining argument is similar to that used in Step 2 with some slight mod-
ification. First, by the same argument used in Step 2, we can show that j; = m,
¢; = km and ¢; = 0. In particular, b > m’. We claim that b < t'. In fact, if b = ¢ —1,
then for any j € J(x), the first row of the remaining tableau after deleting all the
entries of TJ?‘ in{t—1,(t—1),---,2,2’,1,1'} has length k,,,. On the other hand, we
know that for any j € I\"Y* satisfying (.16)), the first row of the remaining tableau
after deleting all of the entries of TjA in{t—1,(t—1),---,2,2/,1,1"} must have
length Ay > A\;. It follows that k,,, = )¢, a contradiction to our assumption. This
proves that m’ <b < t'.

Now we follow exactly the same argument used in Step 2 to define an element
z. Note that the condition m’ < b < t’ ensures that zz # 0 is a weight vector in N

with weight
t—1 m
(v + Y e
j=1 s=t

such that |Em| > k. Applying (£I4) if necessary, we get a contradiction to (IH).
This proves our assertion that k,, = A:.

By induction and set ¢ = m, we get that for some v € X, (v,\) € P(N).

Step 4. Starting from a nonzero weight vector z € N with weight (v, \) and
Using a similar argument as used in Step 3, we can prove that (A\,\) € P(N). Note
that the (A, A)-weight space of V% (A\) ® V() is one-dimensional and is spanned
by pr, (ﬂc(Tq)‘(i,\,i,\))) ®e 1x. As N is a submodule of Vi (A\) ® Vi (A), we can
deduce that

x € N is a nonzero weight vector of weight

pry (ﬁc(Tq/\(i,\,i)\))) R 1k € N.
This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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Corollary 4.17. Let K be a field which is an < -algebra and n > 0 be an integer.
Let X € AT (m,n). Then Vi (\) is isomorphic to the co-Weyl module of Uk /(g)
associated to .

Proof. If L is a simple Uk (g)-submodule of Vi ()), then L& L is a simple Uk (gPg)-
submodule of V- (\)@V i (A). By Lemmal T3] V7 (A)®V k() is isomorphic to the
co-Weyl module of Uk (g @ g) associated to (A, A). So it must have a unique simple
Uk (g g)-socle. This implies that Vg (\) also has a unique simple Uk (g)-socle. By
the universal property of co-Weyl module, we see that there exists an embedding
from Vg (A) into the co-Weyl module Vi ()). Comparing their dimensions, we
deduce that this embedding must be an isomorphism. (]

Theorem 4.18. With the above notations, we have that
LA (Zg(gm)) = A%(g), ta (@@m, gk)) = AZ%(g)<F, Yk > 0.

In other words, the quantized coordinate algebra defined by Kashiwara and the quan-
tized coordinate algebra gﬁ@m) arising from a generalized FRT construction are
isomorphic to each other as o/ -algebras. Furthermore, we have the following com-
mutative diagram

. 1d .
UQ(q) ? U@(q)

| Lo

A,(0)" — (A (2m))”
where the two vertical maps are induced by the two natural pairings (,)o, {(,)1 Te-
spectively.
Proof. We first show that ¢4 (Ag(Qm, < k)) = Ag (g)=* for any k > 0, from which
the equality ¢4 (Eﬁ@m)) = A? (g) follows at once. We divide the proof into two
steps:
Step 1. We claim that ¢4 (Afg(Qm, Sk)) C AZ(g)=k.

By Lemma [£8] and the bimodules decomposition we have discussed before, we
have

ca(Aem, <k)) € oa (A, @m <k)) € A,(0)=
For any integer A € AT(m,<k), and any i,j € I,"Y", it is easy to verify directly
that
(mc (T (1.3)), Uer)o € .

It follows that ¢4 (Aﬁ(Qm, < k)) C AZ(g). Hence by Lemma T2,

ta(A2m,<K)) € Ay(@)%F N A%(e) = AL(@)H,
as required.

Step 2. We now show that ¢4 (Ay (2m, < k)) = AZ(g)¥. Our strategy is to show
that for any field K which is an &7-algebra, tx := 14 ® 4 1i is an injection from
A% (2m, <k) into AL (g)=F.

For each A € AT (m, k), let by be the unique element in B(\) such that G(by) €
V7 (A) ® V(A) is a highest weight vector of weight (A, A). Note that

e;G(by) =0, Ve; € UQ(q)(g Dyg).
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We use induction on dominant weights with respect to the order “<”. If A € X+
is maximal with respect to the order “<”, then ) is minimal with respect to the
order “<”. Then

V(A @ V(A) € A (@2m, <k), Vi (\) @ Ve (V) C A7(g)=F
By Lemma B2, we also know that G(by) = G(by). In that case, as both G(by)
and ¢4 (7‘(‘0 (TIJ’\(iA,i,\))) are the highest weight vectors of weight (A, A) in AZ(g),
we deduce (by Corollary 5l and Lemma B.12]) that

G(by) = £q"a (ﬂc (T, iA))),
for some a € Z. Since
(V) © V() € AX@)=F (V) @ VN) = Vi () @ Var (),

we deduce that for any field K which is an &7-algebra, ¢ induces a nonzero Uk (g g)-
homomorphism (g := t4®u 1x from Vi (AN @V (A) to Vi (A)®@Vk(N). By Lemma
AITand LemmalLT3 we know that both modules are co-Weyl modules of Ux (gg)
associated to (A, \). It follows that tx must always be an isomorphism. Hence ¢4
must be an isomorphism as well. In particular,

(T © V) = V5 @ Vi (M),

In general, let A € X, assume that for any field K which is an <7-algebra, tx
is an injection from A% (2m, < k)~ into

AR@=FFE N =Y AK@=~
pEAT (m,<k)

2\
We want to prove that ¢x is also an injection from A%’ (2m, < k)i’\ into
Af@FFN = ) AN

peAt (m,<k)
2

By bimodules decomposition, Lemma and definition, we know that
W(A Y (2m, < k) H) C A%(g) () Ag(@) =" (# \) = AZ(9)=F(# N).
By the same argument as before, we know that
Gby) = £q%a (7rc (T (i, u)))

for some a € Z. Therefore, 1y induces a nonzero Uy (g @ g)-homomorphism 7.
from

V'(A) @ V(A) 2 A% (2m, < k)=* A% (2m, < k)™
to

Vi (V) @ Ver(A) 22 AG(9)="(# V) /A7 () =" (£ A).
For any field K which is an o7-algebra, we get by base change a nonzero Ug (g® g)-
homomorphism 7x from

Vic(\) @ Vie(A) = AR (2m, < k)=1 AR (2m, < k)™
to
Vi) @ Vie(V) 2 AF (0)(# V) /AT (@)= (2 V).
By Lemma [T and LemmaET3] we know that both modules are co-Weyl modules

of Uk (g g) associated to (A, A). It follows that Tx must always be an isomorphism.
It follows that tx must always be an injection, as required.
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By induction, we know that for any field K which is an «/-algebra, 1x is an
injection from A}’ (2m, < k) into Af(g)ﬁk. Comparing their dimensions, we can
deduce that it must be an isomorphism, from which we can deduce that ¢4 must
be an isomorphism as well. This proves the first part of this Theorem.

It remains to prove the commutativity of the diagram. Note that as UQ(Q) (g
g)-module, géy(q)@m) is gencrated by the elements mo (T, (ix,ix)), A € AT(m).
Therefore, it suffices to show that for any A\ € A*(m,k), k > 0 and any P €

U.Qf) ,LL € X} <7TC (T¢1>\(i)\7 iA))7P1;L>0 = <ﬂ-C (T(;\(iA, i)\))7P1;L>1-
Note that there exists also a canonical coupling (,)1 between A,(g) and Ug(q
(cf. [35]) defined by

(@x(u®v),P)1 = (u, Pv), VA€ XT,ue V' (\),veV(A),P e Ugy),
where (,) is the pairing between V" (\) and V(A) introduced in [34, (7.1.2)]. By
direct verification, we see that

(mc (T (i, ix)), Pludo = 0xu(me (T (ia, i0)), Po,
(ta(me (T)(r,10)))s PL)1 = 6xu(ta(me (T (ix,10))), P)1.
Therefore, it suffices to show that
7 (T (ix, 1)), Po = (ta (e (T (ix,ix))), P1.
Using the PBW basis of Ug(q) and Lemma E5], we can reduce to the proof to the

case where P is generated by kfd, -+, k1 In that case, the proof follows from an
easy verification. This completes the proof of the Theorem. ([

We remark that each integer k& > 0, the dual of the Ug(,) (g@g)—module Ay (g)=k
together with the dual basis of its upper global crystal basis actually forms a based
module in the sense of [41], 27.1.2].

Henceforth, we shall identify AZ(g) with /Tfi,’(Qm) via t4. By Theorem [£I8]
the quantized coordinate algebra A?(g) was equipped with two bases. One is

~ . A/ o ey
{G(b)}A6X+7 beB(b) another is {mc (T (1,_]))}/\6)“, ijeryve The transition ma-

trix between these two bases must be invertible as a matrix over /. Combining
. . . ~\ 4
this with (£3)), we can find an </-basis {Givj})\GX*, jermve of Uy, such that

1, if A=p,i=b,j=1,
0, otherwise.

(4.19) (e (T(b,1),GPy) = {

for any A\, p € X+, 1,j € IJ"" and b,1 € I]'¥°.

Proof of Theorem [I.4 For each integer 0 <1 < [n/2] and each A € At (m,n—21),
i,j e Il"", we use (Df‘Jl) to denote the base element of S?Y(2m,n) dual to the
base element DiA J’.l of A%(2m,n). We have the following commutative diagram:

: P s id s
Ua(q) - SQ:%Q) (2m, n) 3 SQ'%Q) (2m,n)

rgl ll
(Z&@ (Qm))* L (A<S@y(q) (Qm))* - (A&q)@ma n))*
By Theorem T8, (ZI9) and the fact

(o f,m&tu (w))o = (mo(f), 7o (), Vu e Uy, f € Ag, (2m),
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we deduce that

Jc(éf\-) _ (DIAJZ) , if |A] <mand 2l :=n — |)| is even;
" 0, otherwise.

In particular, this shows that JC (Ug{) = 5%Y(2m,n). By base change, we know
that for any commutative o/-algebra K,

(ZZC lo,, ®g{K) (Uk) = S32(2m,n).
This completes the proof of Theorem [[.41

Corollary 4.20. With the above notations, we have that

Ljel'", Xe AT(m,k), k> n}

~ _ A
Ker (v \l’[Ugf) - ’Q{'Sp(m{Gi’j or k<n andn —k is odd

be B(\),Ae At(m,k), k> n}

= M—Span{G(b) or k<nandn—k is odd

As a result, this is still true if we replace &7 by any commutative <7 -algebra K.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the second statement. Let m be the set of dominant
weights in V®". Let g()S(m) be the generalized Schur algebra associated to 7
defined by Doty [16]. Then it is easy to check that the homomorphism JC factors
through g(4)S(7). Let S(7m) be the o7-form of g;)S(7) defined in [16]. For any
field K which is an &7-algebra, let xS(7) := #S(7) ® K. Applying Theorem [[4]
and comparing dimensions we deduce that the natural homomorphism from xS(7)
to Endgs , (c2m+1 ) (V}?") is an isomorphism. So the same is true if we replace K by
/. Now the second statement follows directly from the definition of ., S(7) given
in [16]. O

Note that in the proof of the above corollary, we have also given a proof of
Corollary [

5. PROOF OF THEOREM IN THE CASE WHERE m > n

The purpose of this and the next section is to give a proof of Theorem
Before starting the proof, we make some reduction. By the results in [47], we know
that the symplectic g-Schur algebra is stable under base change. That is, for any
commutative o7-algebra K, there is a canonical isomorphism

S¥(2m,n) @y K = 53 (2m,n).
Furthermore, S%/(2m,n) is an integral quasi-hereditary algebra. For any field K
which is an «7-algebra, Vi & Ak (e1) = Vi (e1) = Li(e1) is a tilting module over
S3Y(2m,n). Tt follows that V2™ is also a tilting module over S3¥(2m,n). Applying
Theorem [[4] and using [2T, Lemma 4.4 (c)], we get that

Endy,, (Vgn) ®ur K = Endgey o ) (V;?”) Do K
= Endsi(y(zm’n) (VIQ?”) = EndUK (V}?n) .

In other words, the endomorphism algebra Endy, (V}?") is stable under base
change. Therefore, to prove Theorem [L5 it suffices to show that the natural
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2m—+1
)

homomorphism from (B,,(—¢ q)e)°P to Endy,, (Vg”) is surjective. Equiva-

lently, it suffices to prove this is true with &/ replaced by any field K which is an
of -algebra.

In this section we shall give a proof of Theorem in the case where m > n.
Henceforth, we shall assume that K is field, and ¢ is the image of q in K and
m > n. Note that, in this case, by [29, Proposition 4.2],

dim Endy,. (V}?”) = Endy,,, (‘@Z))

- ¥ (dimD(/\t))2 = dim B, (—?™*L, q) = dim B, (—¢2"*L ().

0<f<[n/2]
AFn—2f

Therefore, in order to prove Theorem [[L5]in the case m > n, it suffices to show that
pc is injective.

Our strategy to prove the injectivity of ¢ is similar to that used in [I0, Section
3], but some extra technical difficulties do arise due to the complexity of the action
on n-tensor space in this quantized case. First, we make some convention on the
left and right place permutation actions. Throughout the rest of this paper, for any
0,7 €6,,a€{l,2,---,n}, we set

(a)(o7) = ((a)o)7, (o7)(a) =0 (7(a)).
In particular, we have o(a) = (a)o~!. Therefore, for any i = (i1,i2, - ,in) €
I(2m,n),w € &,,
iw = (’L'l,iQ, T aln)w = (iw(l)a iw(2)a te aiw(n))a
which gives the so-called right place permutation action:
viw = (Vi ® -+ QU)W = Vi) @ @ Vi) = Viw

For each w € &, the element Ty, (resp., fw) is well defined in the BMW algebra
B, (—¢*™ L () (resp., in the Hecke algebra % (&,,)) because of the braid relations.
Precisely,

Ty = lesz o 'Tjk € %n(_<2m+1’€), T, = leTj2 o 'Tjk € %K(Gn)’

for any reduced expression sj, s, - - - 55, of w.

Set
Bi= Y (eBi®E)+ Y Eiyo Bt
1<i<2m 1<4,5<2m
i#
(@—q ") > (E” ® Ej,j)-
1<i<j<2m
Fori=1,2,--- ,n—1, we set

Bi = idyei-1 ®B® idyen—i-1.

By [33], the map @ which sends each YA“Z to 31 fori=1,2,--- .n—1 can be naturally
extended to a representation of ., (&,) on VS".

Lemma 5.1. Let i = (i1,i2,--- ,i,) € I(2m,n). Suppose that i; # i) for any
1 <j,k <n. Then for any w € &,

Vil = viTw;
if furthermore i1 > iy > -+ > ip, then viT, = Viy.

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of action (see the formulae given

above ([3.2))). O
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Let ¢ be an indeterminate over Z. Let R be the ring
R=2lr,r g g al /(L= 2)g— a7 + (r =),

R naturally becomes an R-algebra (with z acting as ¢ — ¢~1). We regard </ as
an ]Tl-algebra by sending r to —¢*™*! and = to 1 — S ¢**. The resulting
o -algebra is exactly B, (—¢*"T! q)s. We refer the reader to the beginning of
Section 3 to understand how &7 is an R-algebra. Let B,(r,q) := B, (r,z,2) g R.
In [22], a cellular basis for B,,(r, ¢) indexed by certain bitableaux was constructed
by Enyang. The advantage of that basis is that it is explicitly described in terms
of generators and amenable to computation. In the remaining part of this section
we shall use Enyang’s results in [22]. We first recall some notations and notions.

For each natural number n and each integer f with 0 < f < [n/2], we set
v=uv; = ((2f),(n—2f)), where (2/) := (2,2,---,2) and (n — 2f) are considered
———

f copies
as partitions of 2f and n — 2f respectively. So v is a bipartition of n. Let t” be
the standard v-bitableau in which the numbers 1,2,---  n appear in order along

successive rows of the first component tableau, and then in order along successive
rows of the second component tableau. We define

td is row standard and the first column of t() is an}

D, = {d 4SO
€ Gn increasing sequence when read from top to bottom

For each partition A of n — 2f, we denote by Std(\) the set of all the standard
A-tableaux with entries in {2f + 1,---,n}. The initial tableau t* in this case has
the numbers 2f 4+ 1,--- ,n in order along successive rows.

Lemma 5.2. Let d € D,,. Assume that d = d's; with £(d) = £(d) + 1, where
1<j<n—1. Thend €D,,.

Proof. Since d = d's; and £(d) = £(d') + 1, we get (j)(d')™! < (j+ 1)(d)~ . It
follows that 7,7+ 1 can not both sit in the second component of t“d’. If j, j + 1 sits
in different components of t“d’, then the lemma follows immediately. So it suffices
to consider the case where both j,j + 1 sits in the first component of t“d’. But
d € Dy, we deduce that j, 7 + 1 must be located in different rows and can not be
both located in the first column of 2))d’, which implies that d’ € D, , (as td’ and
td differ only in the positions of j,j + 1). O

Recall that (cf. [22]) the map T; — T3, E; — E;,V1 < i < n — 1 extends
naturally to an algebra anti-automorphism of B,,(—¢*™"! ¢). We denote this
anti-automorphism by “x”.

Lemma 5.3. ([22]) For each A\ n—2f, s,t € Std(\), let mq ¢ denote the canonical
image in B, (—¢*>" 1, q) s of the corresponding Murphy basis element (cf. [45]) of
the Hecke algebra .7 (S2541.... ny). Then the set

0< f<[n/2], \Fn—2f,ste Std(\),
di,ds € D, where v := ((27), (n — 2f))}

is a cellular basis of the BMW algebra B, (—q¢*™ ", q)u .

{T;1E1E3 - Bop_1mgTy,

As a consequence, by combining Lemma 53 and [22] (3.3)], we have
Corollary 5.4. With the above notations, the set

0< f<[n/2], 06 af41,.. 0} di,d2 € Dy,
where v := ((27), (n — 2f))

is a basis of the BMW algebra B,,(—¢*™ 1, q) ..

{leElEg oo Byp 1T, Ty,
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By base change, we can apply the previous results to the specialized algebra
B, (—¢?™*1, (). The main result in this section is

Theorem 5.5. Suppose m > n. Then the natural homomorphism
gt Bu(=C*" () = Endg (VE")
is injective. In particular, oc maps B, (—C*"+L () isomorphically onto

Endyy (sp,,,) (VE")-

To prove the theorem, it suffices to show the annihilator ann%n(_czm+17<)(V®”)
is (0). Note that

ann%n(,@mH’C)(V@") = ﬂ ann%n(,czm+11<)(v).
veVen
Thus it is enough to calculate anng (_c2m+1 ¢)(v) for some set of chosen vectors
v € V" such that the intersection of annihilators is (0). We write

ann(v) = anng, (_czm+1,0)(v) = {x € B (=", () ‘ vr =0}

For each integer f with 0 < f < [n/2], we denote by B) the two-sided ideal
of B,,(—¢>"*1,q)s generated by E1Es--- Eyy_;. Note that BY) is spanned by all
the basis elements whose indexing diagrams contain at least 2 f horizontal edges (f
edges in each of the top and the bottom rows in the diagrams). We recall a notion
introduced in [I0]. For i € I(2m,n), an ordered pair (s,t) (1 < s <t <mn) is called
a symplectic pair in i if i = (it)’. Two ordered pairs (s,t) and (u,v) are called
disjoint if {s, t} N {u, v} = (). We define the symplectic length £s(v;) = £5(i) to be
the maximal number of disjoint symplectic pairs (s,t) in i. Note that if f > £s(vi),
then clearly BY) C ann(v;).

Lemma 5.6. ann%n(,czm+17<) (V®n) Q B(l)

Proof. Since m > n, the tensor v := v, ®v,_1 ®--- Q@1 is defined. Note that z # 5’
for any 4,5 € {1,2,--- ,n}. Applying Lemma Bl we deduce that vTy, = vT,, for
any w € &,,. Now BW) is contained in the annihilator of vﬁu, hence is contained
in the intersection of all annihilators of Ufw, as w ranges over &,. Hence B
annihilates the subspace S spanned by the vT,, = Ufw, where w runs through &,,.

On the other hand, since m > n, it is well known (cf. [2I]) that the anni-
hilator of v in the Hecke algebra J#%(&,,) is {0}. Therefore, we conclude that
anngs  (—¢2zm+1 ¢) (V®") c BW, (I

Suppose that we have already shown anngs | (_¢c2m+1 ¢) (V®") C BY) for some nat-
ural number f > 1. We want to show anng  (_c2m+1 o) (V") € BUTDIf f > [n/2]
then ann%n(,czm+17<) (V®n) Q B(f) =0 implies that ann%n(,gzmﬂﬂo (V®n) =0 Q
BU+1 and we are done. Thus we may assume f < [n/2].

For i:= (i1, -+ ,in) € I(2m,n), we define WT(i) = A = (A1, , Aoy ), where
A; is the number of times that v; occurs as tensor factor in v; for each 1 < j < 2m.
We call WT (i) the G La,,-weight of v;. Note that for a given composition A of n,
the simple tensors of G La,,-weight \ span a #% (&,,)-submodule M* of V" thus

ver= @ M
AEA(2m,n)

as Hx (S,)-module, where A(2m,n) denotes the set of compositions of n into not
more than (2m) parts. It is well-known that M?* is isomorphic to the permutation
representation of 7% (S,,) corresponding to A.
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As a consequence, each element v € V®" can be written as a sum

v = E (Y

AEA(2m,n)

for uniquely determined vy € M.

Following [10], we consider the subgroup I of &y ... 953 < &, permuting the
rows of t/'" but keeping the entries in the rows fixed. The group II normalizes the
stabilizer & ,r) of " in Gap. We set U := & o5y x [I. By [10, Lemma 3.7, we
have

Gop = |_| Wd,
deDy

where “U” means a disjoint union. We set Dy := Dl,f N Gay.
Lemma 5.7. Let d € Dy. Then for any w € ¥, {(wd) > £(d).

Proof. Let w € . By definition, we can write w = w”w’, where w" € &5y, w’ €
II. Note that &,y is generated by s1,s3,- -+, s27—1, and Il is generated 51, s, - -,
gf_l, where gl = 52452i—152i+152; for i = 1, 2, tee ,f — 1.

We claim that ¢(w) = {(w”w'd) > ¢(w'd). In fact, this follows easily from the
counting of the number of inversions and the fact that for any o € G,,,

Uo)={(i,4) | L <i<j<n(i)o > (j)o}.
Therefore, it remains to show that £(w'd) > £(d).

Note that the subgroup generated by 51,52, -+ ,5¢—1 is isomorphic to the sym-
metric group &y. We use £ to denote the length function of & with respect to
the generators 5;,¢ = 1,---, f — 1. We use induction on ¢(w’). If ¢(w’) = 1, then
w' = 8; = $2;S2i—182i+182;- In this case, our claim ¢(w'd) > £(d) follows directly
from the counting of the number of inversions. Suppose that for any w’ € IT with

((w') = k — 1, we have £(w'd) > £(d). Let w' € II with {(w') = k. We can write
w' = §;u/, where 1 < j < f — 1, such that Z(w') = €~(u’) + 1. Now counting the
number of inversions, it is easy to see that ¢(w'd) = {(5;u'd) > ¢(uw'd). On the
other hand, by induction hypothesis, ¢(u'd) > ¢(d). Therefore, £(w'd) > ¢(d), as
required. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let Py := {(i1,--- ,i2f)|1 < i1 < --- <idgy < n}. For each J € Py, we use djy
to denote the unique element in D, ; such that the first component of t“d; is the
tableau obtained by inserting the integers in J in increasing order along successive
rows in . Let ﬁ(g fn—2f) be the set of distinguished right coset representatives

of Safn_2f) in &y Clearly d; € 5(2f,n_2f), and every element of 5(2f,n_2f) is of
the form d; for some J € Py. The following result is well known.

Lemma 5.8. Let J = (i1,42, -+ ,i25) € Py. Then
(52f52f+1 te Sigffl)(52f7152f te SiQf,lfl) T (5253 te Sirl)(5182 te 51'171)
is a reduced expression of dj.
By [10, Lemma 3.8], D,,, = |—|Je7>f Dydy.
Definition 5.9. We define
c=(c1,09, -+ ,ca5)

:<(m7f+1)/a a(mfl)/amlvmvmfla"'7m7f+1)-
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Note that m—f+1l <m—f+2<---<m<m' <--- < (m—f+2) < (m—f+1).
Let dp be the unique element in Gof such that

@ {@T V2 fac{ls . af ),
WOZNor v 1-a/2, ifae{2,4,--,2f).

Then dy € Dy. Counting the number of inversions, we deduce that £(do) = f(f—1).
On the other hand, by direct verification, we know that

do = (s25—2827—1)(S25—aS25—3S2f—2S27—1) - (S283 -+~ Saf—282f—1)-

It follows that

(5.10) (s2f—282f—1)(S2f—aS2f—3S2f—252f—1)--(S283 - Saf_2S2f_1)
is a reduced expression of dj.
Definition 5.11. We define
Vey = vcda1 = VUim—f41) @ Vm—f+1 @+ Q@ V(m—1) @ Umn—1 Q Vs @ Upyy.

Lemma 5.12. Let d € Dy, Jo:={n—-2f+1,n—2f+2,--- ,n}.
(1) There exists w € &, such that dg = dw and £(dy) = ¢(d) + £(w);
(2) For any J € Py, there exists w' € &,,, such that dj, = dyw" with ((dj,) =
dy)+L(w');
(3) for any d € D,, with d # dody,, there exists integer 1 < j < n — 1 such
that dsj € Dy, and £(ds;) = £(d) + 1.

Proof. The statement (2) is a well-known result, see e.g., [I1]. We only give the
proof of the statements (1) and (3).

First, we claim that there exists an element w; € &gy, such that dw; € Dy,
¢(dwy) = £(d) + £(wy) and the numbers 1,2, --- | f are located in the first column
of t?)). In fact, let 1 < a < f be the smallest integer which is not located in the
first column of t(Qf)d, then for any integer b which is located in the first column
of t(Qf)d, we must have b > a 4+ 1. Furthermore, any integer between a and b — 1
can only be located in the first a — 1 rows of the second column of 2. Now let
Wi = Sp—1Sp—2 - - Sq. It is easy to see that dwi € Dy, {(dwi) = £(d) + {(w), and

1,2,--- ,a are located in the first column of 2", Using induction on a, we can find
an element w’ € Gaf, such that dw’ € Dy, {(dw') = £(d) + £(w') and the numbers
1,2,---, f are located in the first column of t@). Let wo, ¢ be the unique element

in &z such that

(a+1)/2, ifac{1,3,---,2f —1},
(a)wo, 5 = .
f+a/2, ifaec{24,---,2f}.
Then, dw’ = wo, yw; for some wy € Srpiq p12,... 25}
Let w) € Gyp41,f42,... 25} be defined by
Then wy is the unique longest element in Siri1,5+2,-,27)- 1t is well known that

there exists w” € G411, p42,... 25} such that wy = wiw” and £(wg) = £(w])+L(w").
It is clear that

E(du') = Lo, puh) = Uwo.5) + Luh) = L) + () + £(w")
= l(wo, pw}) + L(w") = L(dw") + L(w") = £(d) + L(w") + L(w").
Therefore,

0(d) + (w") + L(w") = L(dw'w") < U(d) + L(w'w") < U(d) + L(w") + L(w"),
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which forces ¢(w'w”) = f(w') + (w"”). Since dy = dwo jwy = dwo fwiw” =
d(w'w’). The statement (1) is proved.

Let d € D,, with d # dodj,. We can write d = d1d,, where dy € Dy, J; € Py.
For any d' € ﬁ(Zf,n72f) and any integer 1 < j < n — 1 satisfying d’ = d”s; and
od) = £(d") + 1, it is well known that d’ € Diasn_op. If Ji # Jo, then the
statement (3) follows directly from this well-known fact and the statement (2).
Now we assume J; = Jy. Then dy # dy. By statement (1), we can find s; € Gy
such that dis; € Dy and l(dys;) = £(dy) + 1. Then dj'sid;, = s; for some
S5 € G(H_gf,gf). Note that

f(dS]) = f(dld‘]OSj) = f(dlsldJo) = ﬂ(dlsl) + f(dJo) = f(dl) + 14+ f(d‘]O)
=/(d) + 1,
as required. O
We define
Iy = {b: (biy - byay) ‘ 1< bpop < <by<b gmff}.

It is clear that ¢s(ve ® vp) = f for all b € I.

For an arbitrary element v € V™, we say the simple tensor v; = v;, ® - - -®wv;, is
involved in v, if v; has nonzero coefficient in writing v as linear combination of the
basis {vj | je1(2m, n)} of V®", For later use, we note the following very useful
fact: for any (i1,42), (j1,J2) € 1(2m, 2),

(5.13) vj, ®vj, is involved in (v;, ® v;,)B" only if j; <is and jo > 5.
Lemma 5.14. Let s,i1, -+ ,i, be integers such that
(1) 1<s<f;

(2) gs(ilv T 57:a) = 07'
(3) for each integer 1 < t < a, either 1 < iy <m—f+1 orm' < i <
(m—f+s+1).
Let d be a distinguished right coset representative of
G2, 26) X G241, 254a)
in Gosyq. Let J:={a+1,a+2,--- ,a+2s}. Let
5:%‘1 ® ®Uia5
W = V(m—f+1) @ Vm—ft2y @ @ Vim—fis)y @ Vm—fis @ Q@ Un_fi1.
Then
(@) T = 00, D00+ D Auty O O Vus,s
uel(2m,2s+a)
for some z € Z, and Ay # 0 only if

(4) Ls(ug, -+ ,u9s) < 8; and
(5) any integer x with (m — f+ 1) <z <2morm— f+s+1<x <m does
not appear in (u1,- - ,Uss).

Proof. We write
J1=(1)d, j2=(2)d, - jas = (25)d.
Then 1 < j; < jo < -+ < jas < 2s+a, and d = dy if and only if j; = a +t for each
integer 1 <t < 2s. Note that
(8j1—1+5281)(Sjp—1""5352) ++ (Sjp,—1 " 5254152s)

is a reduced expression of d~1.
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If £(d) = 1, i.e., d = 1, then there is nothing to prove. In general, let
= (8j2—1"""8382)(Sj5—1 """ 5483) +++ (Sjpe_1—1° " 525525-1)-
Then
d™t = (55,1 5251)d " (8.1 S2541525), £(d) = £(d") + 1 + Jos — 25 — 1,
and d’ is a distinguished right coset representative of

S23,..- 251} X S25,... 261a—1}
in Gy33,... 25+a—1}- Note that since j; < a+ 1, any simple tensor involved in
@ew)Tj,—1 - ToTh
is of the form
%, BV, @ ®U; U, OU @ VUm—fis)y
where
W = Vm—fi1y @ @ Vm—fys) @ Um—frs® @ Vm_fi1.
It suffices to consider the following three cases:
Case 1. 1 < j; < a. Then iqp1 = m — f +s. Since ly(i1, -+ ,iq) = 0, by the

definition of 3’, it is easy to see that

WT (i1, ia) = WT(i1, - ,ia).
In particular, either 1 <P <m-— f+1lorm/ <0 < (m—f+s+1). We define

~1 __ ~1 o~
v —v;2®v;3® ®v;a, w =w.

Then our conclusion follows easily from induction on a.

Case 2. j1 =a+1and iy # (m — f +1). Then we must have j, = a + ¢ for each
integer 1 < t < 2s. By the definition of @, it is easy to see that iy # (m — f + 1)
implies that either 1 <7y <m— f+1orm/ <iy < (m— f+ s+ 1)". We define

~1n _ =1
v —?);2@’()1?3@ ®1)€a®1)?a+1’ w w-

By induction on ¢(d), we deduce that

(5// ® w”)T(d/)*l _ Czw” QU + Z A;Uul @ ® Vugypa_zs
uel(2m,2s+a—2)
for some z € Z, and A, # 0 only if
(al) ly(ug, -+ ,u2s—2) < s—1; and
(a2) any integer z with 1 <z <m—f+1orm' <z <(m— f+s) does not
appear in (uy,- -, uzs—2).

It remains to consider

(v;l QW' RV ® 'Umff+1)Ta+2571 o Tos1Tos,
(v'{l ® Vuq ®--Q 'Uu23+a,2 ® Um—f—i—l)Ta-i-Qs—l e T25+1TQS;

where uq, -+, ugs—o satisfy the conditions (al), (a2) above. Note that under the
action of Tgqa5—1 - - - Tas+1T2s, the first (25— 1) parts do not change, while by (B.13))
the 2s position will be replaced by a vector of the form v, with p < m— f+1. Now
using the condition (a2), our conclusion follows immediately.

Case 8. j1 = a+ 1 and o= (m — f +1). Then we also must have /Z.\25+1 = i9g,

Jt = a+tand ?t = 44— for each integer 2 < ¢ < 2s. In this case, our conclusion
follows from the same argument used in the proof of Case 2. O
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Lemma 5.15. Letb € Iy, v = v, @ ve € VE". Let w € D, If w # dody,, then
T;;ElEg s E2f71 € ann(v).
Proof. Let w € Duf. We write w = didy, where dy € Dy, J € Py. Then

’UT;) = (’Ub (24 ’Uc)Td;lefl.

Let J = (il,ig, e ,igf). By Lemmam
(Sil—l co 5251)(5i2—1 co 8382) te (Sizf,l—l co S2f82f—1)(8i2f—1 te 82f+182f)

is a reduced expression of d;'. Using Lemma [5.14] we get that

(516) (’Ub ® ’UC)Td;l = CZ(S.]’JO (’UC X ’Ub) + Z Av/’Ul,

v

for some integer z and some A, € K, where the subscript v’ runs over all the
simple n-tensor such that its first (2f)-parts have symplectic length less than f. It
follows that if J # Jy, then we are done. Henceforth, we assume that J = Jy, then
d1 7é do and

’UT:;ElEz; .- 'E2f—1 = C“(Uc X Ub)Td;1E1E3 .- 'E2f—1;

for some integer a.
By G.10),
o= (82f—182f—2 e '8382)(82f—182f—2 ce 8584) te
(S2f—182f—2S2f—3S2f—a)(S2f—152f—2)
is a reduced expressed expression of dy '. By Lemma 512 for any d € Dy, d is less
or equal than dy in the Bruhat order. It follows that there is a subexpression of o

which is equal to a reduced expression of d~!. Combining this with the definitions
of the operator 3’ and the indices b, ¢, it is easy to see that

(517) (’UC & 'Ub)Td—l =0T -1 ®up = §25d1d0v0d51 X vp + Z Bv/’l)/,

,U/
for some integer z € Z and some B,, € K, where the subscript v/ runs over all
the simple n-tensor v;, ® --- ® v;, such that there exists 1 < s < f satisfying
Jos—1 # (ja2s)’. Now using the fact that di # dp, it is easy to see that (ve ®
Ub)TdflElEg s E2f—1 =0. Hence, ’UT:)ElEg s E2f—1 = 0, as required. O

We are now ready to prove the key lemma from which our main result in this
section will follow easily.
Lemma 5.18. Let S be the subset

{T;1E1E3 By 1151y, d.d> € Doy i 7 dOdJO’}

0 € Saf11,n)

of the basis ([5.4) of Byn(—C*™T1C), and let U be the subspace spanned by S. Then

B(f)m( ﬂ ann(vp ®vc)) = BU+) g .
bely

Proof. By definition of Iy, {s(v,) = 0. Hence £5(vp @ ve) = f. It follows that
BU+Y C ann(vp ® ve). This, together with the Lemma [5.T5] shows that the right-
hand side is contained in the left-hand side.
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Now let 2z € B() ﬂ(ﬂbelf ann(vp ®c)). We want to show that z € BUHD o U.
Using the basis (5.4]) of the BMW algebra B,,(—(?"*1 (), we may assume that

v =T} 4, F1Fs- --E2f1< > szd>,
deD,
f

where v = vy = ((2), (n — 2f)) and the elements z4, d € D,, are taken from the
K-linear subspace spanned by {Tw ‘ w E (‘5{2)«“7...7"}}. We then have to show
x = 0, or equivalently, to show that z4 = 0 for each d € D,,.

Let d € D,,. We write zq = ZUEG{QHL... . B,T,, where B, € K for each o.
Suppose that vp2q = 0 for any b € Iy. By the definition of Iy, it is easy to see that

0= VpZd = E Bg’Ung
€S 2741, n}

= Z Bgvbfg

€S 2541, n}

= Up Z Bgfg.

0€S 2541, n}

However, since m—2f > n—2f, the Hecke algebra #% (Saf41,... n}) acts faithfully
on vp. This implies B, = 0 for each 0 € G2741,... ny.- Thus z4 = 0, as required.
Therefore, to show that zg = 0, it suffices to show that vpzq = 0 for any b € I;.
We divide the proof into two steps:

Step 1. We first prove that Zdod,, = 0, equivalently, vpzg,d,, =0 for any b € I¢.
Let b € If.

0=(pRu)r= » (p® ve)[r Ty s EVEy -+~ Bay1zaTy
Jo

deD,,

=" Z (UCUE1E3 o Bop 1 ® 'Ub) 24Ty
deD,,

=" Z (UCUElEs o Bop 1 ® szd)Tch
deD,,

for some integer z € Z, where the third equality follows from (E18) and (EI7).

By [10} Lemma 3.8], for each d € D,, we can write d = dy1dy, where di € Dy,
J € Py, and £(d) = £(d1) + £(dy). Hence Tg = Ty, Ty,. Therefore

0= Z (UcoElEs <. E2f—1 ® 'szd)Td
deD,

Sy (UCOE1E3"'E2f—1 ®Ub2d1dJ)Td1TdJ
JEP; d1€Dy

= Z Z ('UcoElEB"'Efolel ®'szd1d‘])TdJ-
JEPy d1€Dy
We want to show that vb24,a,, = 0. Note that
’UCOElEg-"EQf,l = Z icaivil ®Ui’1®vi2®vi’2®"'®vif ®’Ui/f,
1§’L‘1,~~~,’L‘f§2’ﬁ’b

for some a; € Z. Note also that each simple tensor U involved UbZdod,, has the
same G Lay,-weight as vp. Let (i1,--- i) € I(2m, f). We claim that
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(a) for any b,b € I(2m,n — 2f),j € I(2m,2f) with WT(b) = WT(b) =
WT(b) and £,(j) = f, the simple n-tensor (ve,a, ® vg)dy, is involved in

(v‘/j\l ® Y3, @ Q ijf ® vB)Td"

if and only if (31,32, e ,jzf) = codp, J = Jp and b= E;
(b) for any dy € Sof with dy < dp (in the Bruhat order), the simple (2f)-tensor
Ueyd, 1S involved in

(vil ® U’Lll ® viz ® vi/z ® e ® Uif ®U’L/f)Td1

if and Only if (ila 7:27 e 57'f) = ((mf f+ 1)/, ety (mf 1)’,m’) and d1 = do.
Once these two claims are proved to be true, it is easy to see that the identity

UbZdyd,;, = 0 follows at once. Therefore, it remains to prove the claims (a) and (b).

Suppose that (ve,a, ® vg)dy, is involved in

(v, ®v;, @+ @5,

X UB)Td.I'
By definition,
(UCodo ® UB)dJo = V5 @ Veodo -

Let J: (jl,jg,--- ,jgf). Then

(s2r82f+1 Sjo,—1)(S2f—182f "~ Sjpp 1)+ (S182°~ 8j,-1)

is a reduced expression of d;. Note that 1 < j; < --- < joy <2f. If joy # n, then
the rightmost vector of any simple tensor invglved in (U31 R, ®---Qu;,, ®uvg)Ta,
must be vy, which is impossible (because b,,—25 < m— f). Therefore, we deduce
that joy = n. Let X be the set of all the simple n-tensor v which is involved in

(’03*1 ® Y3, ®--® Yz ® UB)T2fT2f+1 T

~Note that gt < m— f for each t. We claim that for each integer ¢t with 1 <t < n—2f,
be # (J2r)". L

In fact, if 1 <t <mn — 2f is the smallest integer such that b, = (jar)’, then the
(2f + t)th position of any simple tensor involved in

(U;l ®U}2 Q- ®,U32f ®UB)(T2fT2f+1 o 'T2f+t—1)

is a vector v, with either a > (m — f+1) or a < (m — f +1). It follows (from the
definition of 5" and (EI3) that the nth position of any simple tensor involved in

(v, ®v5, @ @z, @vg)(TofTapsr - Tno1)

is a vector v, with either a¢ < m — f or a > (m — f)’. Since the action of
(Toy1Top--Tjy, ,—1)---(T1To---Tj 1) on any simple n-tensor does not change
its rightmost vector, we deduce that v ® veyq, can not be involved in

(v, ®v5, @+ @uz, Qug)(TafTopsr- - Tnoa)(Top1Top - Tjy 1)
. (T1T2 .. 'le—l);

a contradiction.

Therefore, by # (joy) for any 1 <t < n —2f. It follows that v = vy ® vz, ®
QU ®Up Qv is the unique simple n-tensor in X such that vy @ veyd, is
involved in

'U(TfolTQf - T

Gapa—1) o (Tl Tj 1),
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In particular, we deduce that /].\2f = (codp)2y = m— f+1. Now we are in a position
to use induction on n. It follows easily that

(jlana"' aj2f—1) = (n_2f+ 1an_2f+2a , L — 1);
(i g2r—1) = ((codo)1, -+ , (codo)2y—1), b =h.
Conversely, by the definition of 3, (veyd, ® vg)Ta,, = Vg @ Veody- This proves the
claim (a).
We now turn to the claim (b). By Lemma 51l and direct verification, it is easy
to see that the simple (2f)-tensor ve,q, is involved in

(U(m_f+1)/ Q Un—f+1 @ V(m—f+2)’ QUm—f4+2 @+ QU & 'Um)Tdo-

This proves one direction of the claim (b). Now suppose that the simple (2f)-tensor
Veyd, 15 involved in

(vi, ® Vi Vi, ®Vy ® -+ ® vy ®v¢/f)le,

where (i1, -+ ,i5) € I(2m, f), di € Gay with di < dy (in the Bruhat order). Then
dy has a reduced expression which is a subexpression of (5.10). Hence we can write
dy = d}d], where d} is a subexpression of

(82f7252f71)(82f7452f7352f7252f71) T (5455 co 52f7252f71),
d is a subexpression of sg83 - - S2f_2827_1, such that £(dy) = £(d}) + £(d{). Then
le = Td,l Td’lf.
By definition of df, any simple tensor involved in

(vil & Vi, X v, ® Vg, R Uiy & ’ny)lel
is of the form
Vi; @ Vif @V @V, @+ Q Vigy_y,

where 1 = (I1,12,- -+ ,lay—2) € I(2m,2f —2) with ¢4(1) = f — 1. By assumption, we
can choose one such simple n-tensor, say

1] ._
o= Vi, @V @V @y @ @ Viyy_y,

such that ve,a, is involved in vTyy. By definition of df, it is easy to see that
i1 =(m— f+1)". We claim that

(bl) (llﬂl%"' ’l2f—2) = ((m - f+ 2)Ia(m - f+ S)Ia"' smym, - m — I+

3m—f+2);

(b2) d/ll = 8283+ 82f-252f—1-
If both (bl) and (b2) are true, then the claim (b) follows easily from induction on
f. Therefore, it suffices to prove the two claims (bl) and (b2).

Recall that codg = ((m — f+1),---,(m=1),m';mm—1,--- ,m—f+1). If
li < (m— f+2), then (by (5I3)) the second position of any simple (2f)-tensor
involved in U[I]Tdflf is always occupied by a vector v, with a < (m— f+2)’, which is
impossible (because ve,a, is involved in vTyy). Hence [; > (m — f +2)". By similar
reason, we can deduce that [; can not be strictly bigger than (m— f+1)". Therefore,
I €e{(m—f+1),(m—f+2)")}. Assume that iy = (m—f+1)’. Then by (EI3) and
the fact that £(1) = f —1, it is easy to see for any simple (2f)-tensor vg, ®- - - @ vy,
involved in v[l]Td/l/, we have ky < m — f + 1 for some ¢ > 3, a contradiction. This
forces I; = (m — f + 2)’. Repeating the same argument, we deduce that for any
integer 1 <t < f—1,1; = (m— f+t+1)". Now since £5(1) = f — 1, it follows that
{lg g, lap—2t ={(m—f+1),(m— f+2),---,(m—1)}. In particular,
l; # m/ for any t. Using the same arguments as before, we easily deduce that for
each integer f <t <2f —2,1; = m —t+ f. This proves (bl). Now (b2) follows
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immediately from (bl) and the fact that ve,q, is involved in vTy,. This proves
another direction of the claim (b), hence completes the proof of the claim (b).

Step 2. Let S’ be the subset

{T;Ud% E\Es--- By 1T, Ty,

d2 € Dl/f7 d2 # dod.]ov}
0 €6 2f41, 0}

of the basis (5.4) of B, (—¢?"*1 (), and let U’ be the subspace spanned by S’. By
the main results we obtained in Step 1, we know that
BW) ﬂ( ﬂ ann(vp ® vc)) cBUtYaUaU.
bEIf
We want to prove that
BW) ﬂ( ﬂ ann(vp ® vc)) c B gU.
bEIf
If this is not the case, then by Lemma [5.15]

U’ﬂB(f)ﬂ( ﬂ ann(vy ®vc)) # 0.

bely

Let 3 be the set of those dy € D, ™ such that there exist some

el ﬂB(f) ﬂann%n(_czm+17<) (V®n), dy € Dy, 09 € 6{2f+1,~»,n}
satisfying
T;Od‘]o ErEs- - Eoy 1T,,Tq,
is involved in 2/. We choose dy € 3 such that £(dy) is as big as possible.
By the definition of U’, dy # dodj,. It follows from Lemma that we can
find an integer j with 1 < j <n — 1, such that dos; € D,,, and {(d2s;) = £(d2) + 1.
Let

el ﬂ B(f) ﬂ anngy  (—¢2m+1 () (V®n), d/2 S Dl,f, o9 € 6{2f+1,m n}
such that T;O dsg E\Es---Eyy 1T,,Ty, is involved in 2'. We claim that there exist
T E 6{2f+17..,7n}, ds € Duf with g(dg) > g(dg), such that
T;od.zo E\Es--- Eop 1T, Ty,

is involved in 'Tj.
We write
.CC/ = AOTjod.IO E1E3 cee E2f712d2Td2+

Z AdyoTgoa,, BrEs -+ Eap1ToTay,
0€S 2511, ,n}
d2¢d/26DUf
o(d})<t(ds)
where 0 # 24, € K-Span {Ty|w € S2¢41.... n}}, To, is involved in zg,, 0 # Ag €
K, Ay, s € K for each dj, 0.

Note that T;(JdJO E\Es--- By _12q,Ta,T; = Tl}kodJo F1E;5--- ng_lzdszZSj. It re-
mains to analyze how each T;O dsg E\E;5--- Ey f,ngTdéTj is expressed as a linear
combination of the basis elements given in Corollary 5.4l Our purpose is to show
that T;()dJO ErE3 - FEap 1T5,Ty,s; is not involved in each

TgodJU E\Ej--- E2f—1Ta'Td’2Tj.

We divide the discussion into cases:
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Case 1. ((dys;) = £(dy) + 1. In this case, Ty T; = Tgs;- We write dys; =
wydy, where wy € &, and t”dy is row standard. Then ((widy) = £(ws) + £(dy).
Furthermore, we can write Ty, = x4T,,,, where

T4 € <T1,T3,--- ,Tgf_1>, wﬁl S 61/}2).

We have
Tc}‘od‘jo E\Es--- ng_lTaTd/sz = Tc}‘od‘jo E\Es---Eoy 1T,Ty, Ty,

= > ATy 4, EVEs -+ Exp 1 T5Ty, (mod BUTY),
366{2f+1,,“ n}
for some Az € K, where the second equality follows from the fact that Fo; 175,11 =

r~1Ey_1 for each i and [22, (3.2)]. Now we use [22, Proposition 3.7] to ex-
press T;od.zo E\Es---Eyp_1T5Ty, as a linear combination of the basis elements

given in Corollary .4l Note that in the notation of [22] Proposition 3.7, it
is easy to check (in all the three cases listed in [22] Proposition 3.7]) that u =
S9j82j4182j—152;w, L(u) < L(w),l(v) = L(w) — 1,0(v") < L(w) — 1. Tt follows that
each T;O dsg E\E3--- Eyy_1T5Ty, can be expressed as a linear combination of the
basis elements of the form

Td*od.lo E1 E3 st E2f—1TU” Td/2/’

where 0" € Graf41,... 0}, d5 € Dy, with either

(1) €(d) < £(ds); on

(2) €(dy) = £(dy) and dg = zd¥ for some z € II.
Note that £(ds) < ¢(dy) + 1 with equality holds only if ds; = ds. As a result,
ody) < l(dy) + 1. If ¢(dy) < €(d2) + 1, then df # dis; and we are done. If
0(dy) = £(d2)+1, then £(dy) = €(d2), £(ds) = £(dy) = £(d5)+1 and dbysj = dy = zd
for some z € II. In this case we claim that dj d2s;. This is true because
otherwise we would deduce that df = zds, which is impossible (since dj,dy are
different elements in D,,). This completes the proof in Case 1.

Case 2. ((dys;) = £(dy) — 1. Then by Lemma 5.2} dys; € D,,. In this case (note
that our T} is ¢(~'7} in [22]’s notation), by [22, Lemma 2.1],

Ty Ty =Ty, + (C— ¢ )Ty + 2 Ty, Ej).
Therefore,
Tjogy B1Es - Bap 1T, T T,
=Tgpa,, ErE3 - oy 1ToTays, + (¢ — C_I)chod,,o ErEs- - Eop 1ToTy,
+(¢ - Cil)CQm*lT;UdJUElEs By 1 ToTyys, Ej.
By comparing their length, we see that dos; & {dbs;,d5}. Hence
Tya, ErEs - Eap 1T6,Ta,s,
is not involved in
Thpas B1Es -+ Bap 1 ToTays, + (= ) Tha, ErBs - Bag 1Ty Tay.

Note that dzsj,d2 € D,, imply that j,j + 1 are not in the same row of t"dss;.
Combing this with [22, Lemma 3.4, 3.5, Proposition 3.3, 3.4], we deduce that
Tjo dy ErE3 - FEap 1T5,Ty,s; is not involved in

(¢ — g—l)g—Qm—ngodJD ErEs - Eop 1T, Tays, Ej,

as required. This completes the proof in Case 2.



QUANTIZED SCHUR-WEYL DUALITY IN TYPE C 45

As a consequence, we can deduce that T;()dJO Er1E3 - FEap 1T5,Ty,s; is always

involved in 2/Tj. Note that 2/T; € B\) ﬂ(ﬂbelf ann(vp ® vc)) and ((das;) >

¢(dz). We get a contradiction to our choice of dy. This completes the proof of the
lemma. d

Theorem 5.19. With the above notations, we have that
BY (Nanng,, (_¢zmi1 ) (VE") € BUHD,
Proof. Suppose that
B&) ﬂann%n(_CQm,+1’<) (V®") g BUHD,

By Lemma [5.I8 we can find an element x in BY) N anNgs (—c2m+1 ) (V) of the
following form:
xr=2z+y,
where z € BUTD 0 £y e U.
We write
y= > Ad aoTiF1Bs- By 1T, T,

dj,ds,0
where the subscripts run over all elements di,ds, o such that di,dy € D, and
di # dody,. Let X be the set of those dy € D,,, such that there exist some
xz e BY) (anng, (—cam+1 ) (V®"),d2 €Dy,0 € Gap41,... ) satistying

Ty, E1Es---Eyp 1T,Ty, is involved in y.

We choose d} € ¥ such that £(d}) is as big as possible.

By definition of U, d} # dody,. It follows from Lemma that we can find
an integer j with 1 < j < n — 1, such that dis; € D, and ¢(d}s;) = ¢(d}) + 1.
Let z € BY) Nanng, (_c2mi1 o) (VE"),dy € Dy,0’ € Sapi1,... ny be such that
T;,l E1E3-- ~E2f,1Tg/Td/2 is involved in y. Note that

Trz+ Ty =T;z € BY) (anng, (_comer o) (VO"), Tfz € BUTY.

Our purpose is to show that there exist some d3 € Dy, 7 € Sya511.... n}, such that
T;,lsj E\Es---Eyy 1T: Ty, is involved in Tj*y. If this true, then we get a contradic-
tion to our choice of d}, and we are done.
We write
y=AoTy ErEs- - By 1To Ty, +

Z Adydoo Ty E1E3 - Eoy 1T Ty,,

dy,d2€D,,,d1#£d],
0€G 2511, \n}>
£(d1)<e(dy)

where 0 # Ag € K, Ag, d,,0 € K for each dy,d2 € Dy;,0 € Spapi1... )
Note that T;T;,l E1E3 e E2f—1TU’Td’2 = T;,lsj E1E3 T E2f—1TO"Td’2' USiDg the
same argument as in the proof of Step 2 in Lemma [5.18] we can show that

Ty, E1Es - Bap 1T Ty,

155
is not involved in TJT"TC’I"1 E\Es--- By _1T5Ty,, as required. This completes the proof
of the theorem. O

Proof of Theorem in the case where m > n: It follows easily from Lemma
B8] Theorem (.19 and induction on f that

anna, (gon s (V") = 0.
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This proves the injectivity of ¢, and hence ¢c must map B, (—¢?™+1 () isomor-
phically onto Endy, (sp, ) (Vg") in this case.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM IN THE CASE WHERE m < n

The purpose of this section is to give a proof of Theorem in the case where
m < n. Our strategy is similar to but technically more difficult than [I0, Section
4].

Let mo be a natural number with mo > n. Let XN/% be a free &/-module of rank
2mp. Assume that Vo is equipped with a skew bilinear form (,) as well as an
ordered basis {vl, Vg« ,’Ugmo} satisfying

1, ifi+j=2mg+1andi<j;
(vi,v;) =4 -1, ifi+j=2mg+1andi> j;

0 otherwise.

For any «7-algebra K, we set ‘71( = ‘79{ ®u K. Let  be the image of ¢ in K. Let
¢ be the K-linear injection from Vi into Vi defined by

2m 2m
Zkivi > Zkiviero—m, VEki, -+ kom € K.
im1 i=1

Let 7 be the K-linear surjection from 17;( into Vi defined by

2myg 2m

Zkivi szﬂrmo*mviv Vkl,"' ,kgmo c K.
i=1 i=1
We set ©:= (™, © := ("°m. We regard C as an </-algebra by specializing ¢ to
1. As before, we identify sp(Vc) with sp,,,(C) and sp(Vc) with sp,,, (C). Then, ¢
induces an identification of sp,,, (C) with the Lie subalgebra of sp,,, (C) consisting
of the following block diagonal matrices:

{dla'g( 0; ,0, Aa 0? 50 ) AEﬁme(C)}
—— ——
(mo — m) copies (mo — m) copies
Henceforth let K be a field which is an .&7-algebra, we set
§ 1= 5Pgp, (C), =59y, (C), V = Vi, V = V.
The inclusion g C g naturally induces an injection

Ug(q) (9) = Ug(e) (9)
€ €itmo—m> € VP Citmo—m, Ki ™ Kifmo—m, 1 =1,2,--- ,m.

By restriction, we get an injection Uy (g) < Ug(g). By base change, we get a
natural map Uk (g) — Uk(g). It is easy to see that

%®2n((f/®2n)Uk(§)) c (V®2n)UK(9)_
For each integer ¢ with 1 < i < 2m, we define

Vi, iflgigm;
w; = .
’ (=1) =™ Ly, ifm+1<i<2m.
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Then the natural representation of Ug(q) (g) on V(g is given by

w;, ifj=i+1, i
! .fj. 2m+1—1 W, ifj=m+1,
e;w; = w i1y, fj=2m — 1, epWj = :
W 2mA41—(i+1) J ' mea 0, otherwise,
0, otherwise;
Wiy1, ifj:i, if
P . Wm+1, WU J=m,
fiw; = Quamii—i, ifj=2m+1—(i+1), fmw;=q " i
' 0, otherwise,
0, otherwise;

quy, ifj=diorj=2m+1—(i+1),
kiwj =< ¢ wj, ifj=i+1lorj=2m+1—1i,
wy, otherwise,
quy, if j =m,
Enw; = q_lw]-, if j =m+1,

wj, otherwise,

where 1 < i <m —1,1 < j < 2m. By definition (cf. [30, (8.18)]), {wi}, ,., s
a canonical basis of the Ug(q) (g)-module V(4 in the sense of [41]. Similarly, the

natural Ug(,)(§)-module Vg(,) has a canonical basis {w; such that

}1§i§2m0

Wy, ifj=i41,
€W = § Wamgt1—(i41)s i J=2mo+1—14,
0, otherwise;
’[Ei+17 lfj = 7:5
fiwj =  Wamg+1-i, if j=2mo+1—(i+1),
0, otherwise;
e ’L’I]'— {Emo; 1f]:m0+1,
et 0, otherwise,
~ wm0+1, lfj = my,
w; =
fimo®j {0, otherwise,
qu;, ifj=diorj=2mog+1—(i+1),
kiﬁj: q_l’[ﬁj, ifj=i+1lorj=2mog+1—1,
Wy, otherwise,
qa;ja lf.] = mo,
FemoW; = § g~ wy, if j =mo +1,
Wy, otherwise,

where 1 < ¢ <mg—1,1 < j < 2mg. Note that the subspace ‘A/Q(q) spanned by

{{Ei}mo—m-i—lgigmo-l-m is stable under the action of the subalgebra Ug(,)(g), and it

is canonically isomorphic to Ug(q) (g)-module Vi,

For each integer ¢ with 1 < ¢ < 2m, we define w} € V}, := Homy (Voy, &) by
wi(v) = (w;,v), Vv € Viy. Then {w]}?™ is an o/-basis of V7, and w} is a highest
weight vector of weight ;. Furthermore, the map wj — w; can be naturally
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extended to an Uz (g)-module isomorphism 7 : V, =V, such that
o= ¢ g, i1 <i<m;
B ¢ fw;, ifm+1<i<2m,

where the Uy (g)-structure on V, is defined via the antipode S. In a similar way,

we can define an o/-basis {@}}2"% of ‘7;,, and an Uy (g)-module isomorphism

T XN/; ~V,. Let XA/% be the free o/-submodule generated by
{ﬂjmo—m-i-la ﬁjmg—m-{-Qa e aﬁ;mo-i-m}-

Set V := V,; ®.s K. Note that the algebra Uk (g) acts on V via the natural map
Uk(g) — Uk(g). The resulting Uk (g)-module V is naturally isomorphic to the
natural Uk (g)-module V' via the correspondence

W; > Wi—mgtm, fOri=mo—m-+1,mg—m+2,--- mo+m.
Recall our definitions of 7, 7 at the beginning of this section. We define a linear

map O as follows: N
O : End(V®”) — End(V®”),
f— (%®") ofo (Z®n)
One can verify directly that
0o (Endu(5) (V")) € Endy,(q) (V") = Endu o) (VE"),

where the last isomorphism comes from the natural Ug(g)-module isomorphism
Vv,

By Corollary 5.4, the BMW algebra 9B,,(—¢*>™*1, ¢) has a basis

0 S f S [n/2]a Abn— 2f’ (S 6{2f+1,~~~,n}a
di,d> € D, where v := ((Qf),(n—Qf)) )

The same is true for the BMW algebra B,,(—¢*™0*! ¢). To distinguish its basis
elements with those of B, (—¢*™*1, ¢), we denote them by

T3 E\Es - Eap 1T, Ty,

{leElEg oo Byy 1T, Ty,

where T}, E; are standard generators of B, (—¢2™t! ). We define an «/-linear
isomorphism ©; from the BMW algebra B,,(—¢*™° "1 ¢)s to the BMW algebra
B, (—¢*™1, q) o as follows:

@1 (TVJI’EVHE;J, e E‘gf_lfade) = q(m0+m)nT;1E1E3 . 'E2f—1TaTd2;

for each 0 < f < [n/2], A\Fn—2f, s,t € Std(\) and dy,d> € D,,. By base change,
we get a K-linear isomorphism 9B,,(—¢?mo*1 ¢) = B, (—¢?™*1 (), which will be
still denoted by ©;.

By the main result in last section, we know that the natural homomorphism ¢¢

from B,,(—¢?™o+L () to EndUK(5p2m0)((V)®”) is always an isomorphism. There-
fore, in order to prove Theorem (in the case where m < n), it suffices to prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. With the notations as abowve,
(1) the following diagram of maps
B, (—¢2m0F, () —E<= Endy, @ (V")
@ll @Ul

%n(_CQ’m—i_la C) L EndUK (9) (V®n)
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1s commutative;
(2) the map
©p : Endy, @) (V") = Endy,(q) (V")

18 surjective.

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemma [l The
proof of Lemma [6.1] (2) is almost the same as [I0, Section 4], which we just sketch
here. First, we note that the following diagram of maps

~ ~ s SO U@ id®" @79 (S0 \ V(@)
Bady, ) (V97) —— (Vor @ (7+)°") /0@ J20T, (foan) 08

@ol %®2nl

~ n id9" @T®™ U )
By ) (V") — (V0 (177)") 50 O, (o) NG

is commutatived. Note that (by the theory of tilting modules)

(V®zn)UK(g) ~ (Ver g (V)" = Bndy, ) (V®n)

)Ud(g)

=~ Endy,, (g) (Vfﬁ”) Qo K (V§2" Qo K

Therefore, to prove Lemma [6.1)(2), it suffices to show that
7®2n ((‘7®2n)UK (5)) _ (V®2n)UK(B)

equivalently, to show that

(6.2) %®2"((1~/§2”)U“’(5)) _ (ngn)Ud(g).

Let M := (Vg(q))®*". By |41}, (27.3)], the Ugq)(g)-module M is a based module.
There is a canonical basis B of M, in Lusztig’s notation (41l (27.3.2)]), where
each element in B is of the form w;, ow;,o---ow;,,, and w;, o---ow,,, is equal
to w;; ® -+ ® w;,, plus a linear combination of elements w;, ® --- ® wy,, with
(Wjy Wy, ) < (Wiy, -+ w4y, ) and with coefficients in v='Z[v™!], where ” <7
is a partial order defined in [41} (27.3.1)]. In particular, B is an «/-basis of V.S".
By [41], (27.2.1)], there is a partition

B= || B\
AEX+
Let
B#0:= || BN, M#0,:= > b
0#£XEX be B[#0]
By [41l (27.1),(27.2)] and the discussion in [10, Section 4], we know that the iso-
@ V§2" — (V;{)mn ~ (V§2")* induces an isomorphism

morphism (771)

All the above have a counterpart with respect to 17, which we will just put the sym-
bol “~”. Therefore, we have the notations M := (VQ(Q))®2”, B, W;, 0w, & - - - SW;y,,

M [# 0], and we also have an isomorphism
e2n\Ua (8) ~ [ Tr@2n /77 .
(7)< @ = (Vg i ol )

3This is the point where we have to use the isomorphisms 7,7 instead of =, ¢.



50 JUN HU

Lemma 6.3. With the notations as above, the following diagram of maps

(g = <‘Z§2"/1\7[7é O]Ef)* — (17§2”)*
%W% (Zmn)*l
(Vg%)wd(g) - (V;?QH/M# O]m)* — (V?Qn)

*

is commutative. In particular, we have
192" (M[# 0]er) € M[# 0]z
Proof. This follows from direct verification. O

Therefore, to prove ([6.2)), it suffices to show that

(6.4 @) (752 /A1 0)”) = (V5 it o)

Let
Jo = {(il,--- Jian) € 1(2m, 2n) } Wi, o oWy, € B[o]},

Jo = {01+ viza) € I(2mo,2n) | ©:,5 -+ 510y, € Bl0]}.
Lemma 6.5. ([10, Corollary 4.5]) With the above notation, the set
{wil X @ Wiy, +M[7é 0]@{ (’il,--- ,’L'Qn) S Jo}

forms an o -basis of V5*" /M[# 0], and the set

{@0, @+ @ iy, + MI# Oy | (i, yi20) € To }
forms an <f -basis of VEQ"/M[# 0]r-
We set

Jolmo —m] = {(WO*mﬂLil,"' ,Mo — M+ d2,) | (91, ,42n) € Jo}-

Theorem 6.6. With the above notation, Jo[mg — m] C jo.

Proof. This is proved by using the same argument as in the proof of [I0, Theorem
4.7)). O

Now Lemma and Theorem imply that 722" maps VE*" /M [# 0], onto
an o/-direct summand of V.5?" /M [# 0].. It follows that

o) (V2 /3 01)") = (V2 a1 L)'

which proves ([6.4]). This completes the proof of Lemma [6.1] (2).

It remains to prove Lemma[6.1] (1). From now on and until the end of this paper
we shall set, for any integer ¢ with 1 < i < 2my,

i i=2mo+1—1.

Note that both ©¢ and ©; are in general not algebra maps. Let f be an integer
with 0 < f < [n/2]. By definition,

@1(E1E3 ax E2f—1) = ((motmnp B By .
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Therefore,
wcO1 (E1E3 . 'E2f—1) = ((motmin g (E1E3 e E2f—1)
= (oo (B o (Bs) - o (Bag-1)
=069 (sﬁc(El)wc(Ee,) - @C(Eszl))
= Oopc (E1E3 x 'E2f—1)a

where the third equality follows from the fact that different @C(Egi_l) acts on
pairwise non-intersected positions.

Let 0 € Spapq1,... nys V1= ((29), (n —2f)), d1,ds € D,,. Our purpose is to show
that

wcO1 (TJIE1E3 - 'E2f—1fafd2) = Oopc (T§1E1E3 - 'E2f—1fafd2)-
Equivalently,

(6.7)
oo (T5 ErEs - Eoy 1T,Ty,) = ¢~ motmingue (T; Er\Es - Eap 1T, Ty,).

We divide the proof into four steps:

Step 1. We want to prove that ¢c01 (Tw) = Oypc (Tw) for any w € &,,.
We set

f(2m,n):{iel(2m,n)’mo—m—i—l < iy <mg +m for each t}.

Note that, by definition, © (va) = ((motm)nT for each w € &,,. Hence it suffices
to show that for any w € &,,,

(6.8) eo(Tu) = ¢t 000 (T, ).

Let w € 6,,, 1 < k < n — 1, such that £(wsg) = f(w) + 1. Let i € I(2m,n),
Jj € I(2myg, n), such that vj is involved in vifwsk. We claim that
(A) for any 1 € I(2mg, n) such that v is involved in vifw and vj is involved in
vlfk, if Iy = (Ig41)’, and mg —m + 1 <, < mg +m whenever b # k, k + 1,
then Il > mg —m + 1.
If £(w) = 0, there is nothing to prove. Assume ¢(w) = a > 1. We fix a reduced
expression of w as follows:
W= 8¢, 5qs "S-
We set go+1 = k. By assumption, v; is involved in vifql ~~~Tqa. It follows that
there exist
GO 50 lett I(2mo,n)
such that
(1) § =i, jld =1, jlort) = 5;
(2) for each integer 1 <t < a+ 1, vy is involved in vjr—1 th.

For each integer 2 <t <a+ 1, we set
Wi 1= 8¢, 5q5 " Sqy_1 -
For any integer ¢t with 2 <t < a+ 1, we define

Ay = > (byw;t, By := > (b)yw; !,

1<b<n 1<b<n

1§jl[7t71]<m07m+1 mg+m<jl[7t71]

Ct = At - Bt-

<2mg
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We claim that
(6.9) 0<Cy <0< < Cgqr.

Recall by definition that T, ., acts only on the (g, ¢: + 1) positions of the simple

tensor vjr-1 in the same way as the operator 3’ acts on vj [t—1] ®vj t—11. To compare
qt +1
Cy with Cy41, it suffices to check the simple tensors 1nv01ved in

('U]t 1] ®’U [t— 1])6

Jag+1

By the explicit definition of the operator 3’, we need only consider the following
six possibilities:
Case 1. {j [t= 1],]([£+11],],[£],th+1} C{mo—m+1,my—m+2,--- ,mo+m}. In this

case, it is clear that Cy = Cy4 1.

Case 2. th -1l #* ( qttJrll]) . Then we have either (j([;t 1],jl[zi+11]) = (j([]tt]ﬂ,jgtt]) or
(t=1] ;[t—1]

(th 7]qt+1) (jt[h],],[;]ﬂ) In both cases, we still get that Cy = Cy4 1.

Case 3. ][t - (],[Jijrll]) > mg + m. Then we must have
(4] —1]

.[t] / [t
Jap = Uger1)” < dgar <mo—m+1.
In this case, since
(Qt) L=q+1, (Qt + 1)571 = qt,
t—1
‘]([Jt"rl]? ][t] <mg-—m-+1, ]([Ztt 1]7],[1t]+1 > mg + m.

and (b) s;tl =b for any b ¢ {q,q: + 1}, it follows easily that C; = Cy41.

Case 4. mo —m+1 < ji " = GUZY) < mo + m, and

i) = Ggan) < mo —m+ 1,
In this case, since £(wysq,) = £(wy) + 1, it follows that
(g0)wity = (@ + Dot > (a)wr' = (a + Dl
and (b)s,' = b for any b & {q,q; + 1}, it follows that

Ciy1=Ci + ((Qt)w;rll (@ + 1)wt+1) > Cy.

Case 5. j[t U= (j([;t;ll])l <mo—m+1, and (j([;t ”,jéiﬁﬂ) #* (jgi],jg]ﬂ). In this
case, we must have ][] = (j([h]ﬂ) . Since £(wesq,) = £(we) + 1, it follows that

(@) wiy = (@ +Dw " > (@)w; " = (@ + 1wy
and (b)s;' = b for any b ¢ {qi,q + 1}. If ji} > mo +m, then it is clear that
Cy = Cyyr; if 5 < mg — m + 1, then
Crir = Cr = (@i = (g + 1w ) + ((a)wiy = (@ + i) > i
if mo —m+1 < ¥ < mg+m, then

Cip1 =Ct — ((Qt)wt_l — (qt + 1)wt_1) > C,.
Case 6. j[t U= (j([;t:_ll])/ < mg—m+1, and (j([;t ”,3}5_&) = (jlg’i]’jt[zi]ﬂ). Since
U wisq,) = L(wy) + 1, it follows that

(ge)wizh = (¢ + D)wy ' > (q)wy " = (g + 1w
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and (b)s;,! = b for any b & {q, q; + 1}. Therefore

Cip1=Cr — ((Qt)wfl — (gt + 1)w;1) + ((Qt)w;h — (gt + 1)w[+11) > C,
as required. This proves our claim (G.9).

Since £(wat18k) = {(Wat1) + 1, it follows that (k)w,!; < (k+1)w,},. Now
suppose that I, < mg—m 4+ 1. Then by our assumption on 1, it is easy to see that

Carr = (F)wg ) — (k+ Dw,{y <0,

which contradicts to (G.9). It follows that I, > mo —m + 1. This completes the
proof of our claim (A).

Now we use induction on ¢(w) and the results (A) to prove our claim (G.8). If
¢(w) = 0, there is nothing to prove. Let w = usj, with £(w) = ¢(u) + 1. Suppose

~

te, (Tu) = (~motm)ng o (fu) Then for each i € I(2m,n), we can write

’UiTu — ,®n ('UifngrmTu) —+ Z Ai,l'Ul;

1€1(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)
where A;; € K for each 1, and
i—mo+m:=(G1—mo+m, i, —mo+m).
Therefore,
vifw = <L®” (vim0+mTu)) Tk + Z Aiﬁlvlfk.
1€1(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)

Note that A;; # 0 implies that v; is involved in vifu.
We claim that 7®" (vlTk) = 0 whenever A;; # 0. In fact, by the definition of 8’

and the fact that 1 € I(2mo,n)\ 1(2m,n), it is easy to see that 7®" (vlfk) # 0 only

if Iy = (lg+1)’ <mo—m+1and mg—m+1 <1, <mgy+m whenever b # k, k+ 1.

Applying our result (A), we know that this is impossible. This proves our claim.
Note also that

<L®n (vimoerTu)) Tk =" (vifmoerTuTk) + Z A;,j Ujs
J€I(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)

where Ag,j € K for each j. As a consequence, we get that
T®n (vf ) = T
itw i—-mo+mLw-

Equivalently, ¢ (Tw) = (~(Motm)ng o (fw), as required. This completes the
proof of our claim ([68). As a direct consequence, it is easy to see that for any
7€ Saf11, n)s

(6.10) (pc@l (E1E3 c -’Ev‘gf_lfg) = @O(pc (E1E3 s ng_ng).

Step 2. We claim that for any d; € D,,,
©cO1 (TJIE1E3 . 'E2f—1fa) = Oppc (T§1E1E3 . 'E2f—1fa)-

By definition, O, (T;1E1E3 . -ng_li,) — ((mo+mnT* By By... Eyp 1T, There-

fore, our claim is equivalent to

(6.11) ¢ (T;l E\E;-- 'E2f—1Ta) = C_(m0+m)n@0900 (TV;EIEP’ .. .E‘Qf_lfa)_
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~

By (€10), for any i € I(2m,n),
ol = O™ (VimmeemTy,) + Z Ay,
1€1(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)
where Xi,l € K for each L.
To prove (G.IT), it suffices to show that
(6.12) Cs(ly,- -+ ,lag) < f whenever ﬁ“ #0.

It remains to prove (6.12). By [10, Lemma 3.8], we can write d; = d11d, where
di € Df, J e Pf. Then,
Ty, =TTy, = deleil.
Since d1_11 € Gy, the action of le—ll does not change the symplectic length of
the first (2f) parts of any simple n-tensor. Therefore, using (6.8]), we can assume
without loss of generality that di; = 1, and hence d; = dj € D(2y,,—2y). With this
assumption, we claim that

(6.13) ol = 12" (VicmesmTy,) + Z Ao,

leI(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)
where Xi,l € K for each 1, and Xi,l = (0 only if
{lla"' aZQf}ﬂ{m0+m+1;mO+m+2a a2m0} :@a

and either /1 or I3 belongs to {1, 2,--- ,my— m}. If this is true, then it is clear that
Ay # 0 only if £4(1) < f and hence (6.12) follows.
Let J = (j1,J2, - ,jd25)- Then 1 < j; < jo < -+ < joy < n. By Lemma[5.§
(Sj1—1-"-5281)(Sjo—1- "~ 8352) + (Sjoy 11~ S2pS2f—1)(Sju,—1 "~ S2f4+1S2)
is a reduced expression of d;l. If f=1, then
T;, = (Tj-1 - TT0)(Thyo1 - T5Th).

In this case, suppose that v; is involved in Uii?,, where i € I (2m,n). Then, there
must exist

10010 o 145230 ¢ 1(2mg, n)
such that
(1) 100 = §, 1lnt52=3] —
(2) for each 1 <t < j; — 1, vy is involved in vi(fjl,l e le,tﬂfjl,t);
(3) for each j; <t < j1 4 jo — 3, vy is involved in
vi(Ty, -1 T (Tjy 1+ Tyt ju Tjo a5 1);

(4) for each 1 <t < j; — 1, vy is involved in vye—1 T}, —¢;
(5) for each ji <t < j1 + j2 — 3, vy is involved in vye—1 T, 45y —t—1-

o~

Now suppose 1 € I(2mg,n) \ I(2m,n). If there exists an integer 1 < b < j; such
that

mo—m+1< lg‘lij)] - (lg‘ﬁjy]ﬂ)/ < mo +m, lg‘li]—b = (lﬁ]—bﬂ

!/
) <mg—m+1,
then we choose such a b which is maximal. By (&I3), we have |} = l[ljl_l] <

mg—m+ 1 and I < l%lfl] < mg + m. If there does not exist such a b, then there
must exist an integer j; < ¢ < j; + j2 — 3 such that

o —m+ 1S UTH = () < mom,
(c] (1]l I
lj1+jzfcfl - (lj1+j2fc) <mg—m+ 1.
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We choose such a ¢ which is maximal. By (GI3), l2 < mo —m + 1. The non-
existence of b implies that mg —m + 1 < I3 < mg + m. This proves our claim in
the case f =1.

Now we assume that f > 2. We use induction on n — 2f. If n — 2f = 0, then
dj =1, there is nothing to prove. We set

d; = (S27—189f -~ 8oy 1—1)(S2f—2827 1 8j; o—1) -~ (s182- - 8j1)-
Then d}l = gjl(stf—l -+ S9p41525) and
U(d3") = 0(d}") + jag — 2f.

If joy < n—1, then d; € Doy n_1-2y), and we are done by induction hypothesis.
If jof = n, then by induction hypothesis, we have

T ®n * %)
’UiTgJ =1 (’Ui*moerTgJ) + E . Bi,l'Ul;

leI(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)

where Bi,l € K for each 1, and Bi,l 2 0 only if
(1) mo—m+1<1, <mg+m; and
(2) {l1,~ lar}{mo+m+1,mog+m+2,---,2mg} = 0; and
(3) either I3 or I3 belongs to {1,2, <o ,mo — m}.

It remains to check the simple tensors involved in vlfn,lfn,g e TQ ¢ as well as in
Lo (Ui—m0+mT5’)Tn—1Tn—2 - Toy.

Since the action of Tn,lfn,g e TQf does not change the first (2f — 1) positions,
it follows from (B.I3) and the fact mg — m + 1 <1, < mgy+ m that

~ ~ ~ =,
Lo (UifmoerTdiJ)TnflTnf? o Top = 19" (ViemgrmTy,) + Z B; wVu,
uel(2mo,n)

where E{u € K for each u, and B; y # 0 only if

{ula"' 7u2f}ﬂ{m0+m+17m0+m+27"' 52m0}:®a

and either u; or us belongs to {1, 2,--- ,mg — m}. By the same reason, we can
deduce that
NI p-1Th—2---Top_1 = Z By’ vu,
uel(2mo,n)

where E{'u € K for each u, and E{u # 0 only if
{Ula"' 7u2f}ﬂ{m0+m+17m0+m+27"' 52m0} :ma

and either u; or us belongs to {1, 2,--- ,mg — m}. This completes the proof of

(613), and hence the proof of (611]).

Step 3. We want to show that for any d2 € D,,,
50091 (Elﬁg e 'E2fflfafd2) = @0900 (E1E3 co E2f71fafd2)~
As before, it is equivalent to show that

(6.14)  c (E1E3 ' "E2f—1TaTd2) = ¢~ motmngy e (E1E3 - 'E2f—1fafdz)'

Recall that V" has a basis consists of all the simple n-tensors v;, where i €
I(2mg,n). We ordered the elements of this basis as X1, Xa,- -, X(2m,)» such that
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the subset {X1, X, -+, X(am)n } is a basis of :"(V®"). With this ordered ba-
sis {X1, -+, X(2me)n } in mind, we identify Endg (‘N/®") with full matrix algebra
M (2mo)n x (2mo)» (]€), and identify the homomorphism

ot (Bu(=CmT ()P = Endg (V")
with a homomorphism
pc - (%n(_g2m0+1a C))Op — M(2mg)" X (2mo)™ (K)

We claim that for any z € B,,(—¢(?™0*t (),

t

(6.15) oo (x*) = (pcl@)),

where (pc (x))t means the transpose of the matrix pc(z), and “=*” denotes the
algebra anti-automorphism of B,,(—¢*m0*1 ()) defined in Section 5.

In fact, by direct verification, it is easy to see that for each 1 <i < n — 1, both
wo(T;) and @c(E;) are symmetric matrices (with respect to the above ordered
basis). Since B,,(—¢?™o*+L () is generated by T;, E;,i = 1,2,--- ,n — 1 and ¢¢ is
an algebra homomorphism, the claim (6.I5) follows immediately.

The above argument applies equally well to V&, For each integer ¢ with 1 <
i < (2m)", let Y; := 7®"(X;). Then, {Y1, -+, Y(am)n} is a basis of V™. With the
ordered basis {Y1,- -, Y(2;,)»} in mind, we identify Endx (V®") with full matrix
algebra M (2;,)n x (2m)» (K), and identify the homomorphism

oot (Bp(=C*"1, ()P — Endg (VE™)
with a homomorphism
oot (Br(—C*™,0))P = Meam)nx 2m)n (K).

As before, for any @ € B, (—¢*™ ! (), we have pc(z*) = (gac(z))t.

We define a linear map ©f from Mapmg)n x (2me)n () t0 M(apyn x (2myn () as
follows: for any M € M2mq)n x (2mo)n (), ©p(M) is the submatrix of M in the
upper-left corner, obtained from M by deleting the last (2mg)™ — (2m)™ rows and
the last (2mg)™ — (2m)™ columns. Then, it is clear that

(6.16) 0y (M*) = (0)(M))".

With the ordered bases {X1, Xa, -, X(2mg)n} and {Y1,---,Y(gm)»} in mind, it
is easy to check that we can identify the linear map ©gy as the restriction of
C(mo+m)n®6.
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Applying ([€15), (6I6) and (6.11), we get that
C_(m0+m)n@0<PC (E1E3 . EQf—lfaTvdg)

= 66800 (5153 i 'Efolfafdz)
= 96900 ((T;2E1E3 - 'EQf—lTvafl) )

, o~ o~ o~ ~ ~ t
= @0 <((PC (T;ZElEg ce E2f71Ta.—1)) )

o _ _ t
= (®6<PC (TCLElES x 'E2f1T01)>
t

— ((pc (Ti, 1By - ng_lTal))

= (pc((T;zElEg .. E2f_1T071)*)

= pc (E1E3 e E2f—1TaTd2)a

as required. This completes the proof of (G.14)).

~

Step 4. We are now in a position to prove [6.1)). Let i € I(2m,n), 0 € Gaf41,... ),
v:=((27),(n — 2f)), d1,ds € D,. It suffices to show that

0Ty EvEs - Eagp 1Ty Tuy = (™ (Viemgrm Ty E1Es - Eap 1T, Ta,)
+ Z A\Ljvj,
J€I(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)
where giJ € K for each j.
By [©.12),
0T = 1" (Vi mg T + > A; i,

leI(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)
Ls(liyelap)<f

where /Ali,I € K for each 1. Therefore,
’UiT;lElﬁg ce ngflfgfdz = L®n (vifmoerT;l)ElEVB ce E2fflfa‘fd2.
Now we use ([G.I4), it follows that
L&n (vi—m0+mT§1)E1E3 -+ Eyy 1 TyTy,
= O™ (Vi mg T E1 B3 - Bap 1Ty Ta,) + > Al s,
JEI(2mo,n)\I(2m,n)

where E{J € K for each j, as required. This completes the proof of (61). Hence
we complete the proof of Lemma [6.1] (1).
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