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ABSTRACT. For a cellular algebra o/ with a cellular basis C, we consider a de-
composition of the unit element 1. into orthogonal idempotents (not necessary
primitive) satisfying some conditions. By using this decomposition, the cellular
basis C can be partitioned into some pieces with good properties. Then by using
a certain map «, we give a coarse partition of C whose refinement is the original
partition. We construct a Levi type subalgebra &/ of & and its quotient algebra
7", and also construct a parabolic type subalgebra &/ of <, which contains
o/ with respect to the map «. Then, we study the relation of standard modules,
simple modules and decomposition numbers among these algebras. Finally, we
study the relationship of blocks among these algebras.

0. INTRODUCTION

A cellular algebra was introduced by Graham and Lehrer in [GL] with motiva-
tions from the representation theory of some algebras, such as Iwahori-Hecke alge-
bras of type A, Ariki-Koike algebras, Brauer algebras and so on. Now, it is known
that many classes of algebras are cellular, for example, cyclotomic ¢-Schur algebras
associated to Ariki-Koike algebras [DJM], Iwahori-Hecke algebras associated to the
coxeter groups [G], generalized ¢-Schur algebras [Do], Birman-Murakami-Wenzl al-
gebras [E] and others.

The general theory of cellular algebras in [GL] gives a systematic framework in
(modular) representation theory of given algebras. Namely, for a cellular algebra
</ over a commutative ring R which has a cellular basis C with respect to a poset
(A*,>), one can define a standard module W* (A € A1), which is well understood
by using the cellular basis C, and one can define a bilinear form on W* by using the
multiplication of 7. Let rad W* be the radical of W* with respect to this bilinear
form, and put L* = W*/rad W>. Then {L* # 0|\ € AT} gives a complete set of
non-isomorphic simple .@7-modules if R ia a field. But, it is a difficult problem in
general, not only to describe rad W explicitly, but also to determine when L* is non-
zero. Hence, a fundamental problem is to compute the decomposition numbers of
the given cellular algebra .7, which is the multiplicity of L* # 0 in the composition
series of WA (A, u € A™).

In [SW], we gave a product formula for certain decomposition numbers of the
cyclotomic g-Schur algebra .. In [loc. cit.], we constructed a certain subalgebra
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P of . and its quotient algebra 7 by using the cellular basis of ., and showed
that .#° was isomorphic to a direct sum of tensor products of cyclotomic g-Schur
algebras with smaller ranks than the original .. The relation among ., P and
" combined with the structure of " implies the product formula for certain
decomposition numbers of .. (The original idea of them is due to Sawada [Saw],
and our result in [SW] is a generalization of his result.)

In this paper, we generalize the above arguments for ., except for the structure
of ?p, to a more general cellular algebra &/ with certain conditions. Instead of
the combinatorics based on the explicit information on cellular basis in [SW], we
consider a decomposition of the unit element 1, of o/ into orthogonal idempotents
(not necessary primitive) which is compatible with a given cellular basis (Assumption
2.1). By using this idempotent decomposition, the cellular basis C can be partitioned
into some pieces with good properties. Then by using a certain map «, we construct
a coarse partition of C whose refinement is the original partition. By using this
coarse partition of C obtained from the map «, we construct a Levi type subalgebra
o/ of & and its quotlent algebra o7, We expect that &7" has a simpler structure
than o7 in analogy to Z* for the case of cyclotomic g-Schur algebra .. Moreover,
we construct a parabolic type subalgebra &/ of &/, which contains /. o is also
obtained as a quotient algebra of &/®. In [SW], we only considered the parabolic
type subalgebra .#’P. However, considering the Levi type subalgebra &/ gives a

more useful information than considering only the parabolic type subalgebra .o7.
Thus we have the following diagram.

A > A > o

Ny

—

o

Each of @® and @ becomes a cellular algebra again. However, </ is not a cellular
algebra but also is a standardly based algebra in the sence of [DR]. Moreover, we
study the relation of standard modules, simple modules and decomposition numbers
among o, &/*, &/ and o7 . Asresults, we see that a certain decomposition number
of & coincides with a decomposition number of <.

Finally, we study the relationship of blocks among o/, &/, &/% and . We
have not treated about blocks even in the case of the cyclotomic ¢-Schur algebra in
[SW] since we need the relation with the Levi type subalgebra 27®. By the general
theory of cellular algebras, one can classify the blocks of a cellular algebra by using

the standard modules. Concerning the classification of blocks of &7, the general
theory can not be applied since o/ is not a cellular algebra. However we can
classify the blocks of o by using the right standard modules of o thanks to the
relation with &/*. By the relation of decomposition numbers among <7, o , A
and 7, we see that the block decomposition of & is preserved in 42% o Namely,
let @ = @, Br be the block decomposition of 7, then A =@, B r ® gives the
block decomposition of &®, where BF = Br N .. Moreover, let B o be the image
of Bo‘ under the natural surJectlon A= " , then we have B} = D, B ~ (this
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decomposition is determined by the map ), and & = @, D, B}{n gives the block
decomposition of .

Acknowledgment I would like to thank Professor Toshiaki Shoji for many helpful
advices and discussions.

1. CELLULAR ALGEBRAS

A cellular algebra was introduced by Graham and Lehrer in [GL]. In this section,
we review its definition and some fundamental properties. For further detailes on
cellular algebras, one can refer to [GL] or a monograph [M, §2].

1.1. Let R be a commutative ring with 1, and &/ be an associative algebra over R
with a unit element 1,. Let (AT,>) be a finite poset, and T (\) be a finite index
set for each A € A™. For an ordered pair (s,t) € T(\) x T(A\) (A € AT), we consider
an element ¢, € &7, and a set C = {c)|s,t € T(\) for some A € AT}. We say that
</ is a cellular algebra with a cellular basis C if & satisfies the following properties.

(i) & has a free R-basis C = {c|s,t € T()\) for some A\ € A+}.
(ii) An R-linear map * : & — &/, a — a*, defined by (c)* = cp, for any ¢ € C
gives an algebra anti-automorphism of 7.
(iif) For ¢}, € C and a € &,

(1.1.1) - a= Z re, mod @ (P € R),
veT (A)

where 7V is an R-submodule of .7 spanned by ¢}, with \ € AT such that,

X > X and that §',¢ € T(X), and r{* does not depend on the choice of
s € T(N).

1.2. By a general theory of cellular algebras, one can construct standard modules
of o7, which have properties as follows.

For A € A*, let W* be a free R-module with a free R-basis {c} |t € T()\)}. We
define a right action of <&/ on W* by

ca= Z r¢e (ke TN, ae o),
veT (A)

where 7" € R is given in (1.1.1). We call a right &7-module W* a standard module

(or a cell module). We can define a bilinear form (, ) : W* x WA — R by
(, )y = sty mod & (5, t,u,0 € T(N)).

Note that this definition does not depend on the choice of u,v € T(\). Put

rad W* = {x € W*| (z,y) = 0 for any y € W*}.
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Then rad W* turns out to be an .7-submodule of W*. Thus we can define a quotient
module L* = W*/rad W?. Set A7 = {\ € A" ‘ L* # 0}. The following result is
fundamental in the theory of cellular algebras.

Theorem 1.3 ([GL, Theorem 3.4]). Suppose that R is a field. Then {L* |\ € Af}
is a complete set of non-isomorphic right simple < -modules.

1.4. By applying the algebra anti-automorphism * to both sides of (1.1.1), we have,
for ¢f, € C and a* € o

(1.4.1) a* ey = Z r¢e mod @ (1" € R).
veT ()

Thus, for A € A™, one can also define a left standard module *W* with a free R-basis
{¥c} |t € T(N)}, where the left action of ./ on *W?* is given by

a-fep = Z i) e (teT(N),ae ),
veT (N)
where "7 € R is given by replacing “a” with “a*” in (1.4.1). We can also
define a bilinear form on *W?*, a submodule rad *W* of *IWW* and a quotient module
‘LY = fW*/rad ¥W? by a similar way as in the case of right standard modules W*.
Moreover one sees that *L* # 0 for A € AJ. Then {*L* |\ € Af} turns out to be a
complete set of non-isomorphic left simple .«7-modules when R is a field.

In the case where R is a field, for A € AT and p € A, let [W* : L*],, (resp.
[fW*: #LH],,) be a decomposition number of &, namely a multiplicity of L* (resp.
¥L*) in a composition series of W* (resp. *W?). The following lemma is immediate
from the definition.

Lemma 1.5. Assume that R is a field. For A\ € AT and p € Af, we have

(W LMy = [*WH: fLM],.

1.6. We regard & itself as an .o/-bimodule by the multiplication. Then .o/V*
(A € A1) is a two-sided ideal of & by (1.1.1) and (1.4.1). Thus o /&> is an &/-

bimodule. By (1.1.1) and the definition of W*, we have an injective homomorphism
of (right) ./-modules

(1.6.1) Ox: WA — o |V

such that ¢(cp) = ¢+ V> (t € T()\)), where s € T()) is taken arbitrary, and we
fix one of them. Thus we can regard W* as an .&7-submodule of .7 /.&7V*. For a left
standard module *W*, we can regard *W* as a (left) «7-submodule of &7 /7" in a
similar way. This injection plays a fundamental role in later discussions.



cellular algebra 5

1.7. Let A* be a proper subset of A* satisfing the following condition.

(1.7.1) If A > pfor A€ A*, p € A*, then A € A*.

We call At a saturated subset of A™. Let «/(AT) be an R-submodule of &/

spanned by {c}|s,t € T()) for some A € AT}. Then &7 (A") is a two-sided ideal of
</ by the condition (1.7.1) together with (1.1.1) and (1.4.1). Thus one can define a

quotient algebra o = o /a7 (A). Set AT = At \ AF. The following result is clear
from the definition.

Lemma 1.8. & is a cellular algebra with a cellular basis C = {¢)|s,t € T()\) for
some \ € Z+}, where € is the image of ¢ under the natural surjection o/ —

o | o (AT).

Since o7 is a cellular algebra, we can define a (right) standard module W and
its quotient module ' = W/\/ rad W for A € A, Set Z(J)r ={\e A | ' # 0},
then it is clear that Z(J)r =4 N AF. Regarding an «/-module M as an .«7-module
through the natural surjection &/ — &7, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.9. For \,u € XJF, we have
(i) W= W as o -modules.
(i) L" = L* as o7 -modules.
(iii) Suppose that R is a field. Then we have

[szfu]y: Wr: LM, for A e p GZ;,

where [W)\ . L") is the decomposition number of <.

PmOJi Take A € A", For v € /T*, we have A % v by the definition of A+ since
A & A*. On the other hand, for a € o/ and ¢}, € C, we have

a - Cl:m = Z TZ’IU’CLVU/U’ (TZ/IUI c R)
u’,uu’lez’;:(u’)
by (1.4.1). Thus, for v € AT, we have cX¢’, = 0 (s,t € T(A), u,0 € T(v)). This
means that W* - &7 (AT) = 0. It follows that the action of & on W* induces the
action of &7 on W*, and this .&/-module W* coincides with . Thus we have (i).
Now, (ii) is clear since we have rad W = rad W from the definition. By (i),(ii), a

. . e . .
composition series of W™ as &/-modules turns out to be also a composition series as
o/-modules. This proves (iii). O

1.10. In the rest of this section, we assume that R is a field. By [GL], a classification
of blocks of cellular algebra .27 has been obtained by using standard modules. Here,
we recall their results.
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We say that an /-module M belongs to a block B of .o/ if all of its composition
factors lie in B. It is known by [GL] that, for each A € AT, all of composition factors
of W lie in the same block. Thus W? belongs to some block of <7

For \,u € A%, we say that X\ and u are (cell) linked, and denote by A < p if
there exists a sequence A = Ay, Ag, -, \p, = p (\; € A*) such that W and Wi+
have a common composition factor for ¢ = 1,--- ,k — 1. Then the relation < gives
an equivalence relation on A*. Thus, if A € x then W?* and W* belong to the
same block. Moreover, it is known that the converse also holds, namely we have the
following proposition.

Proposition 1.11 ([GL]). For A\, € A, X £ u if and only if W» and W* belong
to the same block of <f .

Let A1/, be the set of equivalence classes on A1 with respect to the relation

<. As a corollary of the above proposition, we have the following classification of
blocks of <.

Corollary 1.12. There is a one-to-one correspondence between A /. and the set
of blocks of < .

Remark 1.13. We can also consider an equivalence relation Z on A+ by using the
left standard modules of ./ in a similar way. For A, u € A", we have

(1.13.1) A2 ifandonlyif A R p,

by Lemma 1.5. Thus A%/ coincides with the set of equivalent classes on A" with
respect to the relation S

1.14. For I' € A* /., we denote by Br the block of & corresponding to I" under
the bijection in Corollary 1.12. Then we have a block decomposition of &7

(1.14.1) 7= P Br.

reAt/.

Let er be the block idempotent such that ero/ = Bp for I' € At/., and
er =e1+ ey + - -+ e, be the decomposition of ey into the primitive idempotents.
It is known that there exists j such that e = e; if a primitive idempotent e of .o
is equivalent to e; for some i = 1,--- |k, namely if e/ = ¢;.97 as right &/-modules.
Moreover, we know that, for any primitive idempotent e of 7, e* is equivalent to
e by [GL]. This implies that (ey)* = ep. Thus, By = ep&Zer turns out to be a
cellular algebra with respsect to the involution x by [KX, Proposition 4.3].

In general, the cellular basis C of &7 is not compatible with the block decompo-
sition. Namely, C N By does not give a basis of Br. However, one can take another
cellular basis in the following way, which is compatible with the block decomposition.

Proposition 1.15. Let the block decomposition of &/ be as in (1.14.1). Then Br has

a cellular basis Cr = {b) | 5,t € T(X\) for some X\ € I'} such that b}, = ¢, mod &V

in o . Moreover, |J Cr gives a cellular basis of < .
reAt/~
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Proof. Suppose that |AT| = k, and express the set AT as AT = {A;, \g, -+, A}
so that if \; > A; then i < j. Let @, be an R-submodule of &/ spanned by

{cif |s,t € T(\;),1 < j <i}. Then we have the following sequence of two-sided
ideals of 7.

(1151) o = %Sk D) %Sk—l DI %Sl D) MSO =0,
where @/, [ ;1 = "W @ W as (o, o )-bimodules.
For a right o/-module M, the R-submodule M - ey of M is invariant under

the action of .&7 since er is contained in the center of /. Moreover, for an exact
sequence of right /-modules

0—-N—>M-—M/N—D0,
we have an exact sequence of right ./-modules
00— N-ep—>M-ep — (M/N)-er — 0.
Hence, the filtration (1.15.1) induces a filtration of (<7, o)-bimodules,
(1.15.2) der = d<er D D<p_iep D - D d<ep D G ep =0,

where (e er) /(<1 -er) = WY @W>i-er as (o, o )-bimodules, and similarly
for ero/ and era/er. In particular, we have a filtration

(1153) 6p5276p = 6pd§k6p D) efdgk—lef DD 6F$Z{S16F D) 6F$ngo6p = O,

where (6F . 52732' . EF)/(6F : 52732'_1 : EF) = er - ﬁWAi & WAi - €r as («52{, d)—bimodules.
Since epd<;ep = W<er = epal<; for any i =1,---  k, we have

(1.15.4) er FWN QW ep =ep FWN@WN = W@ W - ep.

Note that Wi (resp. ¥W?i) belongs to the block Br if and only if \; € I', then
(1.15.4) implies that

"o otherwise, r ~]o otherwise.

Moreover, (1.15.3) gives a cell chain of By = eraer in the sense of [KX, §3]. Now,
the cellular basis Cr of B satisfing the proposition is obtained from this cell chain
(1.15.3) by using the argument in [KX, §3]. O

Remark 1.16.

(i) The proof of Proposition 1.15 gives an alternative proof of the fact that
all the composition factors of W* (resp. *W?) lie in the same block, since
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(1.15.4) implies that Wi - e (resp. ep - “W?) is isomorphic to Wi (resp.
W) or zero.

(ii) For A\, € A*, X £ p if and only if W - e = W* and W# - e = WH for the
same block idempotent e of .o7.

2. A LEVI TYPE SUBALGEBRA AND ITS QUOTIENT ALGEBRA

In this section, we construct a Levi type subalgebra &/ of &7 and its quotient
algebra o/ . We expect that &/ will have simpler structures than 7. (See the
example for cyclotomic g-Schur algebras.)

In order to construct a subalgebra &7 of & and its quotient algebra <, we
pose the following assumption for a cellular algebra &7 and its cellular basis C.

Assumption 2.1. Throughout the remainder of this paper, we assume the following
statements (A1) — (A4).

(A1): There exists a poset (A,>) such that AY C A and that the partial order
on A is an extention of the partial order on A*.

(A2): There exists a subset A C A, and the unit element 1., of < is decom-
posed as

1y = Z e, withe, #0 andeye, =ee, =0e, (p,veA),
neA

where 0, = 1 if p=v, and 6, = 0 if p # v. Thus {e, | € A} is a set of
pairwise orthogonal idempotents.
(A3): For p e A, we have

(2.1.1) en= Y ricn (ry€R).
AeAT st A>p
s,t€T ()

(A4): For each A € A* and each t € T(X), there exists an element jp € A such
that
(2.1.2) e = Ch for any s € T(X),
(2.1.3) €.Ch = Chy for any u € T(N).

The following lemma is obtained from the above assumption immediately.

Lemma 2.2. Let t € T(\) (A € AT) and p € A be such that e, = (s € T(N)).
Then for any v € A such that v # pu, we have che, = 0. In particular, for each
t € T(N\), there exists a unique p € A such that cie, = i and e,ciy = ciy for any

s € T(N).
Proof. For v € A such that v # p, e, and e, are orthogonal. Thus we have

ey = (cé‘teu)ey = 0.



cellular algebra 9

Now, the latter statement is clear by (A4). O

Example 2.3. Throughout the paper, we consider the following three algebras as
examples.

(i) (Matrix algebra) Let o7 = M,,«,,(R) be an n x n matrix algebra over R. We
take AT = {n} and T(n) = {1,2,---,n}. Fori,j € T(n), let E;; be the elementary
matrix having 1 at the (i, j)-entry and 0 elsewhere. Then C = {E;;|i,5 € T(n)}
becomes a cellular basis of /. The unit element of & is 1, = ZiET(n) E;. Put

A = A = T(n). We consider the order on A by the natural order on the set of
integers. Clearly, this setting satisfies Assumption 2.1.

(ii) (Path algebra) Let @ be the quiver

19 Qa3 34 Qy5
1222345,
Q21 39 Q43 Q54
and Z be the two-sided ideal of the path algebra R() generated by

Q9023, (930034, V3445, (54043, (430032, (¥32(V21,

Q12 — (a3(¥3g, (¥32(No3 — (i34(V43, (l43(X34 — (N45(54,
where we denote by ajaas the path 1 22 2 22 3 etc..

Let @/ = RQ)/Z. We define the algebra anti-automorphism * : a — a* of RQ) by
aj; = aj;, then this induces the algebra anti-automorphism of o7, which is denoted
by * again. It is easy to check, by using the defining relations, that o7 has a free
R-basis

(2.3.1)

0119091 €1, 12, €2, 23, €3, Q34, €4, 045, es
b )
Qo1, Q2102, (32, (32023, 43, (430034, 54, (54045,

where ¢; is the path of length 0 on the vertex i. (We use the relations, asgaszs =
Q9102 Q120102 = Qia0i3igy = 0, etc..)

Let AT = {)\0, PYPREE: ,)\5} with the order A\g > Ay > --- > A5, and put T()\()) =
{1}, T\) =44, i+ 1} 1 <i<4), T(As) = {5}. We define

Ai
c:t €; it ) .
N ) = ' nr (1<i<d), o =es.
Qit1q Og414 Qg1

A N
1] = 20, ( A i
i+1i Citlitl
Then C = {¢};|4,j € T(A) for some A € AT} is a cellular basis of 7.

Let A = {Xo, A+, A5,1,2,3,4,5} and A = {1,2,3,4,5}, then we have 1, =
ZieA e;. We define the order on /Tby A >A>1> X0 >2>---> )5 > 5. Clearly,

this setting satisfies Assumption 2.1. (In the later discussions, we will denote the
basis of &7 by the form (2.3.1) rather than by C.)

(iii) (Cyclotomic g-Schur algebra) Let 2 = J7,, be an Ariki-Koike algebra
over R associated to the complex reflection group &,, X (Z/rZ)" with parameters
¢,Q1, -+ ,Q, € R. Let A be the set of r-compositions g = (u®, -, u™) of size
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n such that each composition p¥ has the length at most n, and A" be the set of
r-partitions A = (AM ... A()) of size n. We define the partial order on A, the
so-called “dominance order”, by

-1 k -1 k
A > p if and only if Z IAD] Z)\y) > Z IAD] 4 Z )\y)
i=1 j=1 i=1 =1

forany 1 <[ <r—1,1 < k < n. We define the cyclotomic g-Schur algebra
associated to s by

7 = 7(A) = Bnd» (P M),
pneA

where M* is a certain right .7-module attached to p € A (see [DJM] or [SW] for
further detailes). By [DJM], .# has a cellular basis

C ={psr | S, T € To(A) for some X € AT},

where To(A) = U,cr To(A, ), and To(A, p) is the set of semi-standard tableaux
with shape A and type p. If S € To(A, ), T € To(A,v) for A € AT, u,v € A, then
wsr € Hom (MY, M*) and psr(MT) = 0 for 7 € A such that 7 # v. For p € A,
let ¢, be the identity map on M* and zero on M7 for 7 € A such that 7 # p.

Then we have ¢, € % and 1y = >, ¢, In this case, we have A = A D A™.
One see that this setting satisfies Assumption 2.1.
Remarks 2.4.

(i) It may occur that A = A. (e.g. the case of cyclotomic ¢-Schur algebra.)
(ii) It is not necessary to assume that e, is primitive for p € A.

(iii) If e = e, for any p € A then (2.1.3) is deduced from (2.1.2) since e,cy =

ech\s = (C;\teu)* = (C;\t)* = Ci\s-

2.5. In view of (A4), we define, for A € AT and p € A
T\ pu)={teT\)|che, =l forany s € T(\)}
={s € T(\)|euch = c forany t € T(\)}.

By Lemma 2.2, we have a disjoint union

T =] T w).

neA

Lemma 2.6. For u € A, we have

_ A
(2.6.1) ey = E ToiCot-
XEAT st A>p
s, teT (1)
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Proof. By multiplying e, on both sides of (2.1.1) from right and left, we obtain the
lemma. U

Next lemma plays an important role in later discussions.

Lemma 2.7.

() If T\ p) #0 for \€ AT and p € A, then X > p.
(ii) Fors; € T(N\i, i) and t; € T(N\;,v;) (i = 1,2), we have

A1 A2 E A A A
051 t1 ngtz - 51/1#2 Tﬁt Cst (Tst S R)

A>A71 and Ag
sET (A p1), t€T (A,v2)

Proof. (i) For t € T(\, i), we have cje, = ¢ On the other hand, since we can
express €, = Y 1r)ycYy by (A3), where X' > p and §/,t € T(X), we have cle, =
S feede by (1.4.1) with X' > pand ', ¢ € T(N). Thus we have A > u if T(\, 1) #
0.

Next we prove (ii). If v4 # us then we have

(2.7.1) ol 2 = (A en) (€022,)
= 0.

We now suppose that vy = uy. By (1.1.1) and (1.4.1), one can write as

A1 A § A A
Csl’q ngtg - 5tcst (Tst € R)
A>A71 and g
5,t€T(A)
Thus we have
)\1 )\2 . )\1 )\2
Cort: Conty — (6M1651t1> (CﬁzfzeW)

_ § A A
- Tstem Cstew

A>X1 and A
s,t€T(N)

_ § A A
- Tﬁt Cst

A>AX1 and Ao
sET (A1), te€T (Nv2)

O

2.8. In order to divide T(A) (A € A7) into a disjoint union of two subsets of T(A),
we consider a poset (X, >) and a map « : A — X such that

(2.8.1) a(\) = a(p) if X>p for A\ pe Al

Then we have a poset ({a(\) |\ € A}, = ). Note that it may happen a(\) = a(p)
even if \ # p.
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Example 2.9. We consider three algebras in Example 2.3, and define a map « :
A — X satisfing the condition (2.8.1) for each case.
(i) (Matrix algebra) Fix an integer b such that 1 < b <n. Put X = {l, s}, and

define the order on X by [ > s. We define a map «a : A= X by

I iftk>0 ~
k)= - ke A={1,2,--- .

Then this map « satisfies the condition (2.8.1).
(ii) (Path algebra) Put X = {to,t123, %45}, and define the order on X by ¢, >

t193 > t45. We define the map a: A — X by

o itk=0 toy ifk=1,2,3
1 =
a(Ay) =ty ifk=1,2,3 a(k) = {tm £ L 4’5’
1 =
tis ifk=4,5 | 45 ’

Then this map « satisfies the condition (2.8.1).

(iii) (Cyclotomic ¢-Schur algebra) Fix an integer g (1 < g < r) and choose
an r-turple p = (ry,---,r,) € Z%, such that ry +---+7r, = r. Put p, = r +
ooty for k=1,--- g with py = 0. For p = (uV,---, M) € A, put pltl =
(pPsF BT for k= 1,--+ g. Let X = ZZ, be the poset endowed with the
lexicographic order “~”. We define a map ap, : 4 — X by

ap(p) = (| [P [el]) - (pe ).

Then this map «, satisfies the condition (2.8.1).

2.10. From now on, we fix a poset ({a(X)|X € A}, = ) as in 2.8, and we define an
R-submodule &7* of o/ with respect to the map a. We shall prove that &/¢ is a
subalgebra of .7, and that /¢ inherits a cellular structure from <.

For A € AT, set

TN = JI 7w, 7= [ 7w
O Sa () o

(We denote TE(X\) by T=(\) simply, if there is no fear of confusion.) By Lemma
2.7 and (2.8.1), we have T (A, p) # 0 = XA > p = a(\) = a(u). Thus we have

TN =[[TOw=TANUT, (\) (disjoint union).

neA
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For (A, e) € AT x {0, 1}, set

[TEO) ife=0
I(A’g)_{ﬁ—(A) ife=1.

Note that it may happen that 7.7 (\) or 7. (A) is an empty set. Then we set

Q= (A" % {0,11) \ ({0 0)| T () = 0} U{(A D[ T (1) = 0})
so that I(\,e) # 0 for any (A, &) € Q. We define a partial order on Q by
(2.10.1) (Ae)>N,e) if e>e orife=¢and A > \.

For (A, e) € §, set
C*(\,e) = {ci | s,t € I(\ ) for some (A, ) € Q},

and put C*(\) = C*(\,0) UC¥(\, 1) for A € AT, where we define C*(\, &) = () if
(A e) € Q. We define a subset C* of C by

= {c} | s, t € I(\,e) for some (), e) € Q}

= [ c*(re).

(Ne)ef2

We define an R-submodule &7“ of &/ as the R-span of C®. In order to see that
o/ becomes a subalgebra of o, we prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 2.11. For ¢} € C* such that s; € T (N, p15) and t; € T (N, 1) (i =

ﬁlfl’ ﬁgfg
1,2), we have

( o

Z _'_ E : § : stcs’w chm’q GC ()‘170)7
cﬁ}teca()\l 0) A>A1 ¢ tGC"‘()\

A o

Z Z TstCstr Zf Cﬁl’q eC ()‘17 1)7
AZA1 ¢ (eC(A1)
o =

s1t; “soty T

Z _'_ Z Z stcstv Zf Csztz COCO‘%O)a

cjﬁeca(xg 0) A>A2 ¢ (€C(N)

Z Z "ot if c?, € C%(Ng, 1).

A>A2 e (EC(A,1)

Proof. By Lemma 2.7, we may suppose v; = pio. Then we have following four cases.
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(i) 'y € C%(\,0) and 2, € C%(\g,0); In this case, we have a(\) = o) =
a(’/l) = a(p2) = a(r2) = a().
(i) ', € C*(\1,0) and 2, € C*(As, 1); In this case, we have a(\;) = a(u) =

7;

a(ul) = apa), a(A2) > a(uz) and a(Ag) = a(rz). Hence a(Ag) = a(A).
(i) ', € C*(\i,1) and 2, € C*()\2,0); In this case, we have a(A\;) = a(u1),
()\1) = o) = a(,u2) and a(A2) = a(p2) = a(re). Hence a(A1) = a(Aq).
(iv) c2ly, € C*(A1,1) and 22, € C%(Mg, 1); In this case, we have a(\) = (),

a(A) = a(vy), a(X) = a(us) and a(As) = a(v,).
Note that a(X) = a(A;) if A > A (resp. a(X) = a(X2) if A > Ay ), then by
applying Lemma 2.7 (ii) to each of the above four cases, we obtain the lemma. [

By this lemma, we see that &/ is a subalgebra of 7. Moreover &/ inherits a
cellular structure from o7, namely we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. &/“ is a subalgebra of </ containing the unit element 1, of <.
Moreover, o/“ turns out to be a cellular algebra with a cellular basis C* with respect
to the poset Q and the index set I(\, e) for (A e) € Q, i.e.; the following property
holds;
(i) An R-linear map * : &% — /* defined by c) v cpy for ¢ € C* gives an
algebra anti-automorphzsm of <.
(ii) For any a € &%, ¢ € C*(\,¢),

(2.12.1) c-a= Z ri*e, mod (@®)V*e) (r € R),
vel(\e)

where (2/*)V*€) s an R-submodule of o/ spanned by {cky € C*(N,€') |
(N.€') € Q such that (N,e') > (\e)}, and r$* does not depend on the
choice of s € I(\,¢).
Proof. We have already seen that </ is a subalgebra of 7. (i) follows from the fact
the map * on &7 leaves &7¢ invariant. (ii) follows from Lemma 2.11 combined with

cellular structure of 7. Thus, we have only to show that &/“ contains 1,. Recall
that 1, =3 4 e, by (A-2). By Lemma 2.6, ¢, is written as a linear combination

of ¢ with a(\) = a(u), where s,t € T(\, u). Hence ¢y € C*(\) and we have
1y € . U

2.13. We apply the general theory of cellular algebras to «*. For (A, &) € Q, let
€)

Z™#) be a standard (right) 7“-module. Thus Z*¢) has an R-free basis {c |te
I()\,e)}. We can consider the symmetric bilinear form (, ), : ZOM) x Z0¢) & R
defined by the equation

() PNy A=A A mod (7)Y (st u,0 € T(), €)).

5 up

The radical rad Z*9) of Z*¢) with respect to (, ), is defined as in 1.2, and we define
the quotient module L) = Z) /rad ZM). Set

Q= {(\e)e Q| LM £0}.
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Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.14. Assume that R is a field. Then {L™) | (X, e) € Qo} is a complete
set of non-isomorphic right simple </ *-modules.

Remark 2.15. In view of Lemma 2.11, one can replace (&/*)V*4) in (2.12.1) by
(&7 N e/V*). By using this fact, we have the following property.
(i) For t,0 € I()\,£) and a € &7°, the coefficient r\™ in (2.12.1) is equal to r{"
in (1.1.1).
(i) For any s,t € I(X,e) ((\,¢) € Q), we have

(e, e)a = (3, ).

2.16. Next, we construct a quotient algebra of &7®. We take a subset = {(\, &) €

Q| e =1} of Q. Then one sees that € turns out to be a saturated subset of Q (cf.
(1.7.1)) by definition of the partial order (2.10.1) on €.

Let sza(@) be an R-submodule of &/® spanned by ¢, where s,t € I(\, 1) for
some (A\,1) € Q. Then by 1.7, #*(Q) is a two-sided ideal, and one can define a
quotient algebra @ = @*/.7/*(Q).

Set AT = A+ )\ {\ € AT | TH(A) = 0}. Then there exists a bijection between
O =0\0and A" by the assignment € 5 (A 0) > X e A (Note that Q = {(\,¢) €
Qe =0}.) Set

C" = {2 |s,teTH(\) for some A € Z+},
where ¢, is the image of ¢}, under the natural surjection 7 : &/ — & . (Note that
I(X,0) =T7*(X) for A € AT.) We have the following result by Lemma 1.8.

Theorem 2.17. &7 is a cellular algebra with a cellular basis C- .

2.18. We apply the general theory of cellular algebras to /. For \ € Z+, let Z°
be a standard (right) /“-module. Thus 7" has an R-free basis & te TH(\)}).
We can consider the symmetric bilinear form (, )4 : 7" xZ" = R defined by

<—)\ A

Y _
Cq, Cy >a Cu

UEC

ey, mod () (s,tu,0 e THN)).

)
The radical rad Z" of Z” with respect to (, )z is defined as in 1.2, and we define the
quotient module =7 / rad 7. Set

A ={red"|T" #0}.
Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.19. Assume that R is a field. Then {f/\ |\ e Z:)r} is a complete set of
non-isomorphic right simple " -modules.

Remarks 2.20.
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(i) For s,t € TT(\) (A € A7), we have
(@) = (&, e = (2, ).

(ii) By (i), we see that Z(J)r = (N under the bijection @ = A" in 2.16.
(iii) If T+(A) # 0 for any A € A, then we have 4™ = A*,

Example 2.21. We give the Levi type subalgebra and its quotient algebra for each
case in Example 2.3 with respect to the map « (ap in (ili)) in Example 2.9.

(i) (Matrix algebra) By definition, we have 7 (n) = {b,b+1,--- ,n}, T. (n) =
{1,2,---,b—1}. Thus we have C* = {E;;|4,j € T:5(n)} and C" = {E;;|i,j €
Tt(n)}. Hence we have,

* e *
0 0 0
JZ{OC — * * - - : EOZ _ - -
0 |: - : 0
b—1 n—b+1 b—1 n—b+1

(ii) (Path algebra) By definition, we have T~ (Ag) = T (o), TT(A\3) = {3},
T-(N3) ={4} and TT(\;) =T (\) for i =1,2,4,5. Thus,

€1 Q12 €2 Qo3 €3 €4 Q45
Ca — a12a21’ ) ) ) ) ) ) b 65 ,
Q21, Qi21l12, (32, (32023, Qy5054, (54, 054045,
zc“ _ 6_17 12, 6_27 a3, 6_37 6_47 Qys5, o
— b ey e asy h A ’
Qig1, G102, (32, (320023, Ql54, 540045,

where note that ayzass = aysass in &7, Moreover, we have

Q={(o,1),( A3, 1), (A,0)[1<i<5} and A" ={)\]1<i<5).

We see that
" = (RQY/LY) & (RQ3 /13),
where
Q12 Qo3 Qg5
?:(1%2%3)7 §:<4<—5),
Qo1 (32 Q54

(63 (63
Il = <04120423, Q320021, Qg1 (X192 — a23a32>ideab Iz = (a45a54a45, a54a45a54>ideala
and we have

" = (RQ;/T)) ® (RQ3 /T,),
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e _ a N _ o
where ; = QF, Qy = QF,
I(f = <a12a21>a12a23, 320021, Qi1 (X192 — a23a32>ideal> I(; = <a45a54>ideal-

Note that all of (RQ$/Z®) and (RQ; /Z;) (i = 1,2) are cellular algebras.

(iii) (Cyclotomic g-Schur algebra) Fix p = (ry,- - ,1,) € Z2, such that r1+- - -+
rg =7r. Put Xt = {ap(p)| 1 € A}. We denote by /P the Levi type subalgebra,
and denote by 7" the quotient algebra of .”P with respect to the map ap. By [SW,
Theorem 4.15], we have

(2.21.1) I @ S (Apy ) @ -+ @ S (Ap,,,) as algebras,

(nlv"' 7ng)€)(+

where A, ,, = {u* | p € A such that |p*)| = n,}, and 7 (A, ., ) is the cyclotomic
g-Schur algebra associated to /7, ,, with parameters q, Qp,+1," -+ s Qpptry-
However we note that there is a discrepancy in the notation between [SW] and
here. Although the quotient algebra .#" in our notation is the same as in [SW], the
P in [SW] does not coincide with our .#P. Rather it coincides with the parabolic

type subalgebra P which will be discussed in Section 4.

3. RELATIONS AMONG &, /% AND </

Summing up the arguments in the previous section, we have the following dia-
gram.

A > f

i

—

o
In this section, we study some relations among <7,/ and &* for standard
modules, simple modules, and decomposition numbers. For convenience sake, we

define Z¢) = 0 for (A, e) € A+ x {0,1}\ Q, and we define 7 =0for A e A* \Z+.

3.1. First, we study the relation for standard modules and simple modules between
o/ and /. Recall that, for A € AT, I(A\,0) =TT (\), I(A\,1) =T (A) and T(\) =
T+(\) UT-(A). We also recall that Z*) has an R-free basis {c™ |t € I(),£)}
(e =0,1), and W* has an R-free basis {c} |t € T(\)}.

By the argument in 1.6, for A € AT, there exists an injective homomorphism of
&/-modules

by W = o | ¥

such that ¢y(c}) = ¢ + @ (t € T()\)), where s € T()) is taken arbitrarily
and is fixed. Similarly, for (A, &) € €, there exists an injevtive homomorphism of
7/ *-modules

¢(A,e) sz %a/(ﬂa ﬂ%v>\>

such that gb(A,a)(cEA’a)) =)+ (NG (t € I(\ ), where s € I(),e) is taken
arbitrarily and is fixed. (Note Remark 2.15.)
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By regarding .«7-modules as .o7“-modules by restriction, we have the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.2. For A € A", we have the following properties.
(i) There exists an isomorphism fy : ZXM0 @ ZOD 5 WA of o7 *-modules such
that (¢™,0) = &} (t€ THN) and (0,éM) = & (te T-(V).
(ii) LA = LAY @ LAY a5 o7*-modules.

Proof. (i) Since @/®/(&/“Na/V*) is an &7 *-submodule of &/ /7V*, we have a homo-
morphism of .&7*-modules

(dr0) D Pr1)) AN ACO RN %/%v)\

by (000 @ 001)) (@ @ Y) = dp0)(x) + O 1)(y). By chasing the image of the bases
of Z*0) aand ZWM, we see that (¢ o) ® ¢(1)) is injective, and that the image of
(br0) @ d(r1)) coincides with the image of ¢y. This implies (i).

Next we prove (ii). By Remark 2.15, we have (¢, M)y, = (e}, ) for any
s, t € I(\ ) (e=0,1). Moreover, for any s € I(\,0), t € I(\, 1), we have ¢} .cy = 0
(s,¥ € T()\)) by asimilar reason as in (2.7.1). It follows that (c2, ¢}) = 0 for any s €
I(\,0), t € I(A\,1). Similarly, we have (¢}, c}) = 0 for any u € I(\,1), v € I(),0).
These imply that rad W = rad ZX0 @ rad ZOY under the isomorphism W?* =
ZOM0) @ ZAD as o7-modules. Thus we have WA/rad WA =2 ZA0) /yad ZO0) g
ZWY [rad ZOY as a7*-modules. This proves (ii). O

Next, we study the relation for standard modules and simple modules between
o and &". When _we regard &/ “_modules as </*-modules through the natural
surjection 7 : &/ — o/, we have the following proposition by Corollay 1.9.

Proposition 3.3. For A € Z+, we have the following properties.
(i) The map defined by CE)"O) — ¢ (t € TT(N\) gives an isomorphism gy :

Z00 3 7 of o/ “-modules.
(ii) LM = [A as o/ “-modules.

3.4. In the rest of this section, we assume that R is a field. We consider the
decomposition numbers

W2 LM, (A e, e ),
(209 Lo e (Ae) €9, (,€) € D),
7T (el ueld),

for o7, «/* and /" respectively. Note that, for w € At if L# = 0 then we have
L#0 = 0 and L") = 0, and if L* # 0 then at least one of L*0 or L1 is
non-zero by Proposition 3.2 (ii). We have the following proposition on the relation
for decomposition numbers between &® and 7.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that R is a field. Then the following properties hold.
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(i) For (\,0) € Q, (1,0) € Qq, we have [ZXM) : L10)] 0 = [ZA Lo

(ii) For (A\,0) € Q, (u, 1) € Qo, we have [ZM) . LID] 0 = 0.
(iii) For (\,1) € Q, (i,0) € Qq such that a(\) = a(p), we have [ZOV : L] 0 = 0.
(iv) For (X, 0) € Q, (u 0) € Qq such that a()\) # o), we have [ZXM0) : [10)]

(v) For \ € A RS /10 such that a(\) # a(u), we have [7/\ Lo = 0.

In particular, a simple o/®-module occuring in a composition series of ZA*0) s
always of the form L*9 for some (u,0) € €.

Proof. (i),(ii) First we note that u € Z(J]r if (1,0) € Qy by Remark 2.20 (ii). Take
a composition series of 7 as @ -modules. If we regard this composition series
as a filtration of .&/“-modules through the natural surjection 7 : &% — o/ this
filtration turns out to be a composition series of Z*% as .&7*-modules by Proposition
3.3. This implies (i) and (ii).

(iii) Let ZWMY = M, 2 My 2 --- 2 My 2 Mg be a composition series of AL
as .&/“-modules such that M;/M;_, = LW#) (j = 1,--- k). We show that L0
with a(\) = a(u;) does not appear in the composition series of Z*1. Suppose that
a(\) = a(u;) and g; = 0 for some i. Since L0 £ 0, there exists t € T+ (u;) such
that "% ¢ rad Z®9_ Then t € T (1, v;) with (i) = a(1), since t € T+(wy).

. ;,0 ;,0
Moreover, since ¢? - e, = ¢ we have

(3.5.1) (C,E”i’o) + rad Z(“i’o)) REL cg’”’o) + rad Z 0 #0 (on L(“i’o)).

Let z; € M; \ M;_; be a representative element of cﬁ” i0) + rad Z®-9) under the
isomorphism M;/M;_; = LW:9, By (3.5.1), we have z; - ¢,, # 0. On the other

hand, since z; € M; ¢ ZWMY | we can write z; = ZEGI(/\ 3 rﬁcf{\ 1) (rs € R). Since

a(AN) = a(w) = a(y;), we have e e,, = 0 for any s € I(A\,1). Thus we have
z; - e,, = 0. This is a contradiction. Hence L9 does not appear. This proves (iii).

We can prove (iv) in similar way as in the proof of (iii), and (v) follows from (i)
and (iv).

The following theorem describes the relation among various decomposition num-
bers. Note that in the discussion below, we regard the decomposition numbers of

Z09) (resp. Z) as zero if (\,2) & Q (resp. if A ¢ A1),

Theorem 3.6. Assume that R is a field. For A\ € AT and pu € AL, the followings
hold.

(1) If (1,0) € Qo and a(X) = au), then we have
W L), = (209 L0 0 = (7" T
(i) If (u,0) € Qo and a(N) # a(u), then we have

(W2 LMy = [ZOD : L0 ..,

'Q{a:(].
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(iil) If (1, 1) € Qq, then we have
(W2 LMy = [ZOD : L®D)] .,

Proof. Take a composition series of W* as &7-modules, and we regard this compo-
sition series as a filtration of W* as &/*-modules by restriction. Combined with
Proposition 3.2, for e = 0,1 such that L) £ 0, we have

(3.6.1) W 14, = 209 @ zO0 . L),
= [Z(A,O) . L(”’E)]m + [Z()\,l) : L(u,a)]{@/a‘

First we prove (i). Let ¢ = 0, a(A) = a(p) and (i,0) € Qo. If (A\,0) € Q
(if and only if X ¢ Z+), then we have W* =2 ZOMD as o7*modules. Thus, if L*
appear in the composition series of W* as </-modules then L®* appear in the
composition series of ZWMY as .7*-modules. (Note that L* =2 L0 @ LD ) This
contradicts Proposition 3.5 (iii). Thus we have [W?* : L*],, = 0, and (i) holds since
the decomposition numbers of Z*% (resp. 7)\) are zero if (A, 0) & €2 (resp. A & Z+).

Now suppose that (A,0) € Q. Then we have [ZXM9 : LI0)] 0 = [7/\ : e
and [ZOMD : L10)] 4o = 0 by Proposition 3.5 (i) and (iii). (Note that we regard the
decomposition numbers of ZMY as zero if (A, 1) ¢ 2.) Combined with (3.6.1), this
proves (i).

(ii) and (iii) are proved in a similar way by combining (3.6.1) with Proposition
3.5. U

3.7. Recall that, for u € A, we have an isomorphism L# = [0 g LA as o7
modules. This implies that we always have LAY £ 0 or L9 £ 0. (It may happen
that both of L) (¢ = 0, 1) are non-zero.) Thus we can compute the decomposition
numbers of &7 by using the decomposition numbers of &7 thanks to Theorem 3.6.

Moreover we show that, if .7 satisfies the following condition (C) in addition to
Assumption 2.1, then [W* : L], for a()\) = a(u) can be always expressed in terms

of (2" : "],
(C): AD Af, and e, Z0 mod &/V* for any p € Af.
Corollary 3.8. Suppose that <7 satisfies the condition (C). Then, for X € AT, u €
A such that a()\) = a(p), we have
W LMy = [Z230 : L#0) 0 = (7 T,

In order to prove the corollary, we have only to show that L0 =£ (0 for any
p € AZ under the condition (C), since in that case we can apply Theorem 3.6 (i).
Hence the next lemma proves the corollary.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that < satisfies the condition (C). Then, for any u € Ay,
we have L0 =£ 0.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.6, we can write, for any u € Af,

— A A
€n = E . TaCat

A>p, 5,€T (A, )

Note that ¢} in the sum is contained in &7, If ci.ch = 0 mod (&/®)V#9 for any
s,t,u,0 € T (i, 1) then we have e, = e e, = 0 mod (&*)V#0) since cleh =

mod (&)Y for X > p or X > pu by Lemma 2.11. By using the first and the
third formulas in Lemma 2.11, we have e, = e e, = 0 mod «/V#. This contradicts
the assumption e, # 0 mod &/“#. Thus, there exist s,t,u,0 € T(u, 1) such that
k£ 0 mod (&)™), This implies that (¢”, %), £ 0, and we conclude
that L0 £ 0, O

Example 3.10. We consider three algebras in Example 2.3 under the setting Ex-
ample 2.9 and Example 2.21. Here, we assume that R is a field.

(i) (Matrix algebra) If R is a field, then o/ = M, (R) is semisimple. Hence,
the decomposition matrix of .27 is the unit matrix.

(ii) (Path algebra) It is easy to see that Af = {\;|1 <14 <5} # A", Hence, &
is not a quasi-hereditary algebra by [GL]. One can calculate the following decom-
position matrix of 7 directry.

A A2 A3 A As
|1 0 0 0 0
A1 10 0 O
A0 1 1 0 0
X310 0 1 1 0
MO 0 O 1 1
A0 0 0 0 1

where (i, j)-entry denotes [W*i-1 : LY],. Moreover, 5 = {(\;,0)|1 < i < 5},
Z(J)r = A" and we have the following decomposition matrices of &/* and &7 .

(A1,0) (A2,0) (X3,0) (A4,0) (A5,0)
(Mo, 1) | 1 0 0 0 0 A A2 Az A As
(0\,0) | 1 1 0 0 0 M1 1 0 0 0
(A2,0)| 0 1 1 0 0 |0 1 1 0 0
X3,0) | 0 0 1 0 0 M0 0 1 0 0
s, 1) | 0 0 0 1 0 MO 0 0 101
A0 | o 0 0 1 1 M| 0O 0 0 0 1
(X5,0)| 0 0 0 0 1
(Matrix of &7%) (Matrix of /")

The left upper 4 x 3 submatrix (resp. right lower 3 x 2 submatrix) of the
above decomposition matrix of &7 gives the decomposition matrix of (RQ{/ZY)
(resp. (RQ$/ZS)). Similarly, the left upper 3 x 3 submatrix (resp. right lower
2 X 2 submatrix) of the above decomposition matrix of o gives the decomposition
matrix of (RQ)/Z;) (resp. (RQy/T5)). In particular, RQ; /T, (i = 1,2) is a
quasi-hereditary algebra.
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(iii) (Cyclotomic g-Schur algebra) We know that A" = /1+ by [SW]. Moreover,
in [SW, Corollary 4. 16] it is shown that, for A, p € AT, 22w g . g WA
and L' = L#" @ ... @ L under the isomorphism (2.21.1), where W"[k] is the
standard module of (A, ,,) with n; = |[A¥)| and L™ is the simple module of
S (A, r,) With n, = |ul¥)|. Combining this with Proposition 3.5 and Theorem 3.6,

we have the following product formula ([SW, Theorem 4.17]), for A, u € A" such
that ap(A) = ap(s),

W2 L#y = (27 T = [T 2900,
k=1

4. PARABOLIC TYPE SUBALGEBRAS

In this section, we introduce certain parabolic type subalgebras ° and (42?5‘)*
of o7, and study the relations among <, &/® and o7" .

4.1. For (A ¢) € Q, set

— T dfe=0 = [T ife=0
]()\,5)—{7__0\) oo, J()\,€)—{7'()\) if e =1,

and
Co(\e) ={c) | (s,8) € I\ e) x J(\ )}

For A € A, put C*(\) = C*(X,0) UC¥(\, 1). We define a subset C* of C by

Co={c) | (s,t) € I(\,e) x J(\,e) for (\e) € Q}

H Ca)\é’:‘

(Ae)e2

We define an R-submodule &/ of & as the R-span of C®. We show that &7 is
a subalgebra of &7 in a similar way as in the case of &7®.
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Lemma 4.2. For ¢} ,c)?, € C* such that s; € T(N\i, ;) and t; € T(N\i, ;) (i =
1,2), we have

4 ~
SN+ ) ) ridd if dly €C(A,0),

21eCe(A1,0) A>A1 ) e (N)

Z Z ;\tcé\t? if Csl’q 504()\1’ 1),

AZA ) (eCx(A1)

Z Z 5tcst> Zf Cﬁz tg 5a ()‘2> 0),

AZAsz ¢ €Co(N)

Z Z ;\tcé\t’ if Cﬁztz 50‘()\2, 1).

(222 eCor1)

A1 A2
51’t1c

c soty T

Proof. This lemma is proved in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 2.11. Note
that the third formula is weaker than the corresponding formula in Lemma 2.11
since it may occur Ay > Ay with a(Aa) = a(Ay). O

This lemma implies that % is a subalgebra of o/. Moreover, 2/ turns out to
be a standardly based algebra in the sence of [DR], namely the following theorem
holds. The proof is similar to Theorem 2.12.

Theorem 4.3. «/° is a subalgebra of &7 containing </“. Moreover, I turns out
to be a standardly based algebra with a standard basis Co‘, i.€., the following holds;
for any a € &%, ¢ € C*(\,¢€), we have

14

(4.3.1) a-cd= Y ey mod ()0 (pa9) ¢ R,
uel(\e)

(4.3.2) Qoa= Y Ve, mod (790 () € R),
veJ(A\e)

where (/) zs an R- submodule of A spanned by {cde € CoN, &) | (N, e) >
(A\e)}, and r{e (resp rit ) does not depend on the choice of t € J(\ ) (resp.
sel(\e)).

4.4. We apply the general theory of standardly based algebras ([ R]) to «/®. For
(N e) € Q let Z*) be a standard right </*-module, namely Z*) has an R-free
basis { Ct |t€ J(X,£)}, and the (right) action of /% on Z* is defined by

& a= Y M (ke d(he), ae g,
veJ(A\e)
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where TE, € R is a coefficient appeared in (4 3.2).

Similarly, we define a standard left 527 *module Z(*) with an R-free basis
{Wﬁ/\€ |s € I(\,e)} by the (left) action of /® given by

a- e = Z r(@:9) 45Ae) (s € IN()\,»S), a€ 5273‘),

uel(Ne)

where r{"® € Ris given in (4.3.1). We can define a bilinear form g : Z08) x 7(08)
R by

BN FrNA = Ad T mod (%)M (s,ue (N e), t,o € J(\e)).

up — Cutcsn

Note that this definition does not depend on the choice of u € I(\, &) and v € J(X, €).
Put

rad Z0) = {z e 7% | B(*y,x) =0 for any y € ﬁg(’\’e)},
rad 17 = {ﬁx e 1709 ‘ B(*x,y) = 0 for any y € Z(A’s)}.

Then rad Z*) (resp. rad ¢Z(*€)) turns out to be an o/ *-submodule of Z**) (resp.
of 1Z0)). Let L) = Z(9) /rad Z(*) (resp. 1) = 1709 [ rad 1 Z(9)) be the
quotient &*-module. Set Qo ={(\e) € QL™ £ 0} = {(\,e) € Q| LX) +£ 0},
We have the following corollary by [DR, Theorem (2.4.1)].

Corollary 4.5. Assume that R is a field. Then {L™ | (A ¢) € Qo} (resp. (L) |

(\e) € QO}) is a complete set of non-isomorphic right (resp. left) simple -
modules.

4.6. We define (,Q?a)* = {a*|a € ,Qf/vo‘}, where * is the anti-automorphism on .o/
given in 1.1. Then one can check that (&7®)* is a standardly based algebra with a
standard basis (C%)* = = {cp = ()*
A

¢} € C®} in a similar way as in the case of

Proposition 4.7.
i) @on (@) =
(i) o = FA* (A = (F)" - A,

Proof. (i) is clear by comparing the cellular bases of Q}’vo‘, (fo’\g‘)* and of .o7“.
For (ii), we only show the first equality, as the second equality is obtained in

a similar way. It is clear that & D o - (#/*)*. Thus it is enough to show that
A C A (%O‘) For ¢ € C, we have ¢} € A or )€ (Q?a)* (Note that it may
happen that ¢, € o and e € (sza) ) Moreover, we know that ].@7 € &/° and
ly € (ﬁ) Thus, we have ¢)1,, € &/° (,Q/a) if A € % and 1,,-¢) € (/)"

if ¢ € (,52%0‘) This implies that o C &/ - (42%0‘) O
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4.8. Recall that &/ is the quotient algbera of @7*. We can also interpret A
as a quotient algebra of </ in the following way. Recall that QO = {()\,5) €
Q|a = 1} Let esszz(ﬁ) be an R-submodule of &/ spanned by {cd | (s,0) €
I(M1) x J(A, 1) for some (A, 1) € Q} By the second and the fourth formulas in
Lemma 4.2, %’a(ﬂ) turns out to be a two-sided ideal of &7®. Thus we can de-
fine a quotient algebra «/®/«/*(Q), which is clearly isomorphic to &". (Note that
42?3‘(@) N* = #*(Q).) Thus we have the following commutative diagram.

4.9. Recall that, for A € A*, TH(\) = I(\,0) = I(X,0) = J(X,0), T-(\) =
I(\ 1) = I(\ 1) and T(X\) = J(A, 1). The following relations among bilinear forms
(,), (,)a (, )z and B(, ) are immediate from the definitions.

(4.9.1) (&}, )y = BHEM) g0y = (X0 (MO @ BN for s, t e TT(N).
(4.9.2) (&) = B FADY = (0D My for st e T(N).

(4.93) (2, =0=p("cM E) fors e TH(A), te T-(N).

(4.94) () =0 forsec T (\),te T (\)

4.10. For a cellular algebra <7, a right standard module W* and a left standard
module *W* have symmetric properties thanks to the algebra anti-automorphism .
(See Section 1.) Thus, we have only to consider right standard modules for 7. For
o/ and &/, the situation is similar. But, since &7 does not have such algebra anti-
automorphism %, we need to consider left and right standard modules for «/“. For
this we prepare some notation for left standard modules of &7“. (For left standard
modules of 7, we follow the notation in Section 1). For (A, ) € Q, let #Z(e)
be a left standard module of &/ with an R-free basis {ﬁc?’a) |t € I(\e)}. Put
FLAE) = 708 Jrad 820 Then {#LA9) | (X e) € Qp} is a complete set of non-
isomorphic left simple modules of &/ when R is a field.

If we regard &/“-modules as &/“-modules by restriction, we have the following
results.

Proposition 4.11 (right module structure for /° and o).
For A\ € AT, the following holds.
(i) There exists an isomorphism ZA0 5 AL of &/“-modules by the assign-
ment ¢ s g0 (te TH(N)).
(ii) There exists an isomorphism ZAO @2 5 ZOD) of o7 modules by the as-
signment (cg’\’o), 0) — Eﬁ)‘ 2 (te TT(N) and (0, cg’\’l)) > 59’1) (te T-(N).
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(iii) LO0) = E(’\’O) as «/*-modules.
(iv) LAY = LAY a5 o7 modules.

Proof. Note that we can replace (/%)Y by (7N (/*)Y*4)) in (2.12.1), then (i)
and (ii) are obtained in similar way as in the proof of Proposition 3.2. By (4.9.1), we
have rad Z*0 = rad ZA9 under the isomorphism Z*0 = ZA0) ag o7% modules.
This implies (iii). Moreover, by (4.9.1) ~ (4.9.3), we have Z*0 @ rad ZWM) =
rad Z&D under the isomorphism Z*0 @ ZOD = 7O a5 g7 modules. This
proves (iv). O

Proposition 4.12 (left module structure for /° and o).
For \ € A, the following holds.
(i) There exists an isomorphism Z*0) 5 1 Z00) of o7 modules by the assign-
ment 1cM0 s 850 (te TT(N).
(ii) There exists an isomorphism *Z*D 55 2 ZO0 of o7 modules by the assign-
ment fcMY 8 gD (te T-(N).
(iii) FLAO) =~ tiL()‘0 as @ *-module.
(iv) LD = ALY g5 o7 module.

Proof. (i) and (iii) are similar to the proof of Proposition 4.11. We remark that
#Z1) has a basis indexed by I(\,1). Then (ii) and (iv) are obtained in a similar
way as (i), (iii), which is simpler than Proposition 4.11. O

If we regard o/-modules as o/“-modules by restriction, we have the following
results.

Proposition 4.13 (right module structure for /° and o).
For A € AT, the following holds.
(i) There exists an injective homomorphzsm Frt Z00 5 W of o/ -modules
by the assignment ¢ — ¢ (te TT(N).
(ii) There exists an isomorphism gy : ZAD 3 g ofeﬁz/f’\a-modules by the assign-
ment ¢ & (teT(N).
(iii) L* contains LM as an o/*-submodule.
(iv) L /L0 = L0 g5 o/ modules.

Proof. Note that, in (4.3.2), we can replace (%Q) Ve py (%a N «V*) thanks to
the first and the second formulas in Lemma 4.2, then (i) and (ii) are obtained in
a similar way as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 4.11. By (4.9.1)

and (4.9.3), we see that f)\ (radW?*) = rad Z™9. Thus f, induces the injective
/*-homomorphism L* — LA This proves (iii). By (4.9.2) and (4.9.3), we see
that §; (rad W c rad Z&D, Thus gy ! induces a surjective - homomorphism
L* — LAY This implies that there exists an o/*submodule N* of I* such that
L}/ NA =~ L()‘ D, But we have N* =2 L9 as o/“modules by Proposition 3.2 and
Proposition 4.11. Since L*9 ¢ LA, we must have N* = LA9_ This proves (iv). O
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Proposition 4.14 (left module structure for o/ and o )
For A\ € A™, the following holds.

(i) There exists an injective homomorphism P EZOND) A ofesz?a—modules
by the assignment e — e (te T-(N).
(i) *L* contains *L™Y as an ,Q/O‘ submodule.
(ifi) #L>/FLOD = ST g5 o7 modules.

Proof. Note that, in (4.3.1), we can replace (esz?a)v()"l) by (egff\a NV} thanks to the
fourth formula in Lemma 4.2, then (i) and (ii) are similar to the proof of Proposition

4.13. We prove (iii). One can define a surjective &/ *-homomorphism ﬁ@' WA —

ﬁZ(’\O by the assinment *c} +— ﬁct’\’0 for t € I(\,0) and %} — 0 for t € I(X,1). Let
DI 5 SO0 he g surjective o -homomorphism obtained by the comp051t10n

of ﬁg and the natural surjection 1700 TAO - Since rad W C ker 1§ , '

induces a surjective o -homomorphism fL* — 40 . Hence, there exists an &/*-
submodule *N* of ?L* such that 1L}/ IN* =2 fL(0), and we must have  N* = #[ (A1)
in similar way as in the proof of Proposition 4.13. 0

Remarks 4.15.
(i) &/® is not semisimple ‘except the case where & = A/ = o/*, which is shown

as follows. For any A € A*, ZA0) ¢ rad ZOD always holds if we regard ZA9 a5 an
/“-submodule of ZO ) by the injection g, ' o f,\ If o/ is semisimple then we have
rad Z&D = 0 for any A € AT by the general theory of standardly based algebras
([DR]). This implies that Z*9 = 0 for any A € AT. In this case, T(A) = T ()) for
A€ AT, and so we have &/ = A = o,

(ii) Contrast to the case of &7/*, a formula as in Proposition 3.2 (ii) does not
hold for «7®. In fact, suppose the following property holds for .

(): For any A € A+, L* = L9 g LAY ag o7 modules.

Assume that R is a field, &7 is semisimple, and that &/ # &/*. We regard & as
a right «7-module by multiplications. Then 7 is semisimple as a right </-module.
By (%), &7 is also semisimple as a right «7“-module. Thus &/*-submodule &7 of
&/ is also semisimple as a right o/“module. This is equivalent with that % is
semisimple as an R-algebra, which contradicts (i).

(iii) By Proposition 4.13 (i) and (ii), for A € AT, we have the following exact
sequence of right o/ *-modules.

0— ZW0 5 ZOD 7O 700 g,

This exact sequence does not split in general since the splitness of this exact sequence
for any A € AT implies the property (x) in (i) by a similar argument as in the proof
of Proposition 3.2 (ii). However we note that this exact sequence, regarded as a
sequence of .&/“-modules by restriction, splits by Proposition 4.11.
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(iv) In (4.3.1), we can not replace (,Qfa) VA0 Ty (%a N %V’\) (see the third
formula in Lemma 4.2). Hence, for (X, 0) € Q, #Z*9 is not an /*-submodule of
S, and (L is not an 7*-submodule of ¢L* in general.

4.16. In the rest of this section, we assume that R is a field. We consider relations
between decomposition numbers [Z*9) : L) l7o (Me) € (n€) € Q) of 7
and decomposition numbers of o, 7, o/" appeared in the previous section. By
Theorem 3.6 and Proposition 4.11, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.17. For A\ € AT and u € AJ, we have followings.
(i) If (1,0) € Qo and a(N) = a(p) then we have

W L]y = (200 0] 0 = [ZO00) . L00] - = (7 T,
(ii) If (1, 0) € Qp and a(X) # a(u) then we have

(WA L4y = (20D L] 0 = [ZOD . L0 -

(iil) If (1, 1) € Qg then we have

(W LM,y = [Z3D LY e = [ZOD L LD

Proof. In view of Theorem 3.6, we have only to compare the decomp081t10n numbers
of &/ and <&/®. For (i), take a composition series of Z*0) as o/*-modules. We
regard this composition series as a filtration of &7 *-modules by restriction. Then this
filtration coincides with a composition series of Z*9 as .&7*-modules by Proposition
4.11. This implies (i).

For (ii), similarly, a composition series of Z(* /Z(A0) as 7% modules coincides
with a composition series of Z*Y as .o/*-modules by Proposition 4.11. Moreover,
L#9 guch that a(\) % a(p) does not appear in the composition series of Z*0 ag

/*-modules since L*9 such that a(A) # a(p) does not appear in a composition
series of ZM9 (see Proposition 3.5). This implies (ii). (iii) is proved in a similar
way as in (ii). O

Combining Theorem 4.17 with Lemma 1.5 and Proposition 4.12, we have the
following corollary which will be used in the next section.

Corollary 4.18. For A € AT and p € A§, the following holds.
(1) If (1,0) € Qo and a(N) = ap) then we have

[Z00) . z(“’o)]tgga = [ZO0) L0 = [FZO0) L0, = [FZ0) ﬁz(u,o)]Ja.
(ii) If (1, 0) € Qy and a(X) # a(u) then we have

[ZOD f(u,o)]ja = [ZOD L0 o = [FZOD L L0 = [FZOD) ﬁf(“’o)]ﬁ%.
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(iil) If (1, 1) € Qg then we have

(ZO L L] o = (20D L0D) 0 = [FZOD L FLeD]. = [FZO  FT0)]

AN

Example 4.19. We give the parabolic type subalgebra for each algebra in Example
2.3 under the setting of Example 2.9 and Example 2.21.

(i) (Matrix algebra) We have C* = {E;; |b<i,7 <n}U{E;|1<i<b—-1,1<
j < n}, thus

*
*
*
*

(ii) (Path algebra) We have

sz 1190091 €1, (12, €2, (3, €3, €4, Quys, es
T, o1, 32, (30003, (43, Ou50iss, (54, (540045, ’

S €1 12 €2 o3 €3, (34 €4 (67153
(CO[)* — a12a21’ ) ) ) ) ) b ) ) 65 .
Qo1, 1012, (32, (32023, Qy5Q54, (s, (540045,

Moreover, we see that

%= (RQY/T®), (%) = (RQ™/I™)

where
o o o o o o o
~, . 12 5 23 5 A 45 . ~ . 12> 5 23>3 34 A 45 .
Qr = (1¢ y y ;o Q=12 <75,
Qo1 39 Q43 Q54 Q91 32 Q54

NOC
1% = <a12a23> 540043, (4332, (X390021, (21 (V19 — (N93(X32, (X45(54(0Vy5, a54a45a54>ideal>

ok
1 = <a12a23> Qo30i34, (34045, (X390001, (21 (V19 — (N93(X32, (X45(54(Vy5, a54a45a54>ideal-

(iii) (Cyclotomic g-Schur algebra) We follow the notation in Example 2.21, (iii).
We denote by 7P the parabolic type subalgebra of . with respect to the map ay.
In this paper, we have proved Theorem 4.17 by investigating the relation between
P and P combined with Theorem 3.6. However, the Levi type subalgebra .#P
does not appear in [SW] (note that the symbol .® in [SW] denotes the parabolic
type subalgebra P in our paper). In [SW, Theorem 3.13|, we have shown that

(WX L), = [ZX0 . L0 o = (7

P

. Z“]?p
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for X, u € A" such that ap(X) = ap(p) by studying the induced modules ZO0 g Fo
& and L0 p /" instead of the relation between .#P and .#P. We emphasize
that the relation between P and .’P gives more information than the discussions

in [SW] (e.g. Theorem 4.17 (ii),(iii), Corollary 4.18 or the results of the following
section).

5. BLOCKS OF &, &/, o/ AND o

Throughout this section, we assume that R is a field. For cellular algebras
o, o/ and &, the general theory enables us to classify blocks of them by using
right (or left) standard modules. (See Section 1.) However, such a classification
of blocks for standardly based algebras is not known. Nevertheless in our setting,
we can classify blocks of &7“ by using “right” standard modules of &/ thanks to
the relations with &/* discussed in Section 4. In this section, we shall study the
relations for blocks among &7, &7 and 7" .

5.1. Let £ be the equivalent relation on A% determined by the notion of “cell
linked” with respect to (right) standard modules W* (A € AT) of & as in 1.10.
Similary, we denote by < (resp. <) an equivalent relation on € (resp. Z+) with
respect to (right) standard modules Z*) (A, ) € Q) of &/ (resp. Vi (A€ A" of
). Let At/ (vesp. Q/ -, Z+/N) be the set of equivalence classes on A™ (resp. €,

Z+) with respect to the relation < (resp. <, <). The following proposition holds
by [GL] (cf. Section 1).

Proposition 5.2 ([GL)).

(i) For A\, € A*, X £ u if and only if W» and W* belong to the same block of
o
(ii) For (\e), (u, &) € Q, (N, e) ~ (u, &) if and only if ZX and ZW=) belong
to the same block of </ “.
(iii) For A\, u € Z+, A~ af and only if 7 and 7" belong to the same block of
"

Moreover, there is a one-to-one correspondence between A™ /. (resp. /., Z+/N)
and the set of blocks of o (resp. o*, o).

5.3. From now on, we consider the classification of blocks of o by using “right”

standard modules of @7*. The idea of the classification of blocks of &7 is similar to
the case of cellular algebras, but we need to use Corollary 4.18 which does not hold
in the general setting of standardly based algebras.

5.4. For (A e) € Qy, we denote by T (resp. ﬁf) the image of x € Z(9) (resp.
bz e ti2/()‘75))) under the natural surjection Z0e) 5 T (resp. 1708 ﬁZM).
We define a bilinear form 8 : ‘L™ x L9 — R by B(*z,7) = B('x,y), where
B tZ0e) x Z() 5 R is the bilinear form defined in 4.4. It is clear that 3 is
non-degenerate.
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For a left /*module “M, we regard Homp(*M, R) as a right 7/ *-module by
the standard way. For (A &) € Qp, we define an R-module homomorphism & :

LX) - Homp (L™ R) by &(z) = B(—, 7). Similarly, we define an R-module
homomorphism *® : jjL()‘6 — Homp(L™) R) by ‘@(*F) = B(*T,—). Then we
have the following lemma.
Lemma 5.5. For (A, ¢) € §, the following holds.

(i) @ : f(i’e) — Hompg( ﬁZ£A’€), R) is an isomorphism of right izj{iva-modules.

(ii) @ : FLOE) — HomR(L(’\ <) R) is an isomorphism of left o/“-modules.
In particular, we have dimpg LO = dimp ELe),

Proof. One sees that @ is a homomorphism of right o/ “-modules by the associativity
of the bilinear form 3 ([DR, Lemma 1.2.6]). Since (3 is non-degenerate, @ is injective,

thus is a non-zero map. Since Homg( 1L () , R) is a simple right o -module, we see
that ® is an isomorphism. The proof for ﬁCD is similar. O

For (A ¢) € Qo, let P*4) be a projective cover of L), We congider the
multiplicity of L(#+) ((1,€") € Q) in P*2)and denote it by [PXe) : L] -
Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. For (A e1), (i, e2) € Qo, we have

(5.6.1) [ﬁ()"el) : Z(“’”)]gg& = Z [ﬁZ(V’E) : ﬁZ(A’“)]Ja . [2(”’5) : EW@’]J&.

(ve)EQ

Proof. Let AT = {A;, Ag, -+, A} be such that ¢ < j if \; > \;, and set 70 =0 if
(A, ) € Q. By the general theory of standardly based algebras ([DR]), P*<1) has a
filtration

PO = Moty 2 Moy 2 Mg—1,1) 2 -+ 2 M11) 2 M) 20

such that Mo /Mi_o ey = PO @ 512009 @p Z00€) where € + ¢/ = 1. This
implies that

(PO Te] - = 3 dimp (B0 @, iZ0)) . [Z0) ; Toed)]
(v,e)eQ

Thus it is enough to show that dimp (ﬁ(’\’al) ®{Jaﬁ2(”ve)) = [ﬁZ(”’a) : @Wﬂ]&;&. We
have

ﬁ(A’El)(X)JfZ(V’E) = HomR(ﬁ(’\’sl)@JfZ(”’s), R) = Hom , (ﬁ()"“), Homg( 17, R))
as R-modules by the universal adjointness of property of Hom and ®. Thus we have

dimp (}3(’\’61) ®£;aﬁ2(”’a)) = dimp (Homﬁ;a (}3(/\’81), HomR(ﬁZ(”’E), R)))

= [HomR(ﬁZ(”’a),R) : Z(/\’al)}&;&
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= [HomR(ﬁZ(”’a),R) : HomR(ﬁz()"El), R)]Ja,

where the second equality follows from the general property (e.g. [M, Corollary

A.16]), and the third equality follows from Lemma 5.5. Since R is a field, we have
[Homp(*Z"9, R) : Homp(*L*) R)] -, = [FZ9) . fLO=D] .

Thus the proposition is proved. 0

For (X, ) € Qo, let 1P he the projective cover of 8L Then we have

(562) [ﬁﬁ(A,el) : ﬂz(u,sz)]&;a _ Z [Z(V,e) : E(A,a)]&% . [ﬂZ(V,e) . ﬁZ(%Q)]ﬂH'

(v,e)EQ

in a similar way as in Proposition 5.6. By comparing the right-hand side of (5.6.1)
with the right-hand side of (5.6.2), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.7. For (A, 1), (i, e2) € Qo, we have

[P Z(uvez)]ja = [fPUe2) ﬁZ(A,al)]ja‘

Remark 5.8. Lemma 5.5, Proposition 5.6 and Corollary 5.7 hold for any standardly
based algebra in the general setting.

5.9. For (X ¢),(u,e’) € Q, we say that (\,e) and (u,e’) are linked, and denote
by (A, e) < (u,€) if there exists a sequence (X, &) = (A1, e1), (M2, €2), -+, Mk, E) =
(11,€') such that Z*i<) and Z*+15+1) have a common composition factor for i =
1,---,k—1. Then the relation < turns out to be an equivalence relation on 2. We

have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.10. For () e), (i, €’) € Q, the following holds.

(i) All of the composition factors of Z(e) lie in the same block.
(i) (N, &) 2 (u, &) if and only if ZX%) and Z=) belong to the same block.

Proof. (i) Let L") and L#22) be composition factors of Z*). Then we have
[Z0); Led] o0 for i = 1,2.

In the case where ¢ = 0, we have 1 = g9 = 0 and a(\) = a(u1) = aus) by
Proposition 3.5 (ii), (iv) and Proposition 4.11. Thus by Corollary 4.18 (i), we have

[ﬁz(A,O) . ﬁL(m,O)]ja — [Z()"O) . L(Mlvo)]Ja £ 0.
Combining this with Proposition 5.6, we have

[f)(m,o) : E(m,o)]ja > [ﬁZ(XO) : ﬁZ(Hlvo)]ja . [Z(MJ) : Z(uz,O)]ja £ 0.
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Thus P and P20 have a common composition factor Z(W’OL This implies that
P10 and P29 belong to the same block since P#19) and P29 are principal

indecomposable modules of &7“. It follows that L9 and L#29 lie in the same
block.

Next we consider the case where ¢ = 1 and one of the £1,¢, is equal to 1. We
may assume that ey = 1. By Corollary 4.18 (iii), we have

[ﬁz()\,l) . ﬁL(ul,l)]ja — [Z()‘vl) . L(”l’l)]ja £ 0.
Combining this with Proposition 5.6, we have

(n1,1) . T luze2)] ~ > (87N L 8T (w1 1)) N(Avl). (p2,e2
(B, Flone] L > (700 ST L (Z0) Temen)] - 2,

This implies that L) and L®#222) lie in the same block by a similar reason as in
the case of ¢ = 0.

Finally, we consider the case where ¢ = 1 and €1 = g9 = 0. If a(\) # a(y;) for
some %, say ¢ = 1, then we have

(FZOD  FEmO) L [ZON  Fm0) 2
by Corollary 4.18 (ii). Combining this with Proposition 5.6, we have
[p (p1,0) L(uzo] > [ﬁZ(M) . ﬁz(mo] _ [Z(Al - (B2, O)LZZa £ 0.

This implies that L9 and L*29 lie in the same block by a similar reason as in
the case of ¢ = 0. If a(\) = a(p1) = a(p2) then we have

[Z00) . Z(‘””O)]ﬁ;& = [Z00) ; w0,
= [Z()"O) e ACHE L(M,O)]ﬂa
= [Z0D Z(““O)]ja
#0 (fori=1,2)

by Proposition 3.5 (iii) and Proposition 4.11. This implies that L0 and L0
lie in the same block by the the result of ¢ = 0. B

(i) By (i), it is clear that if (X, &) & (u,&') then Z*9) and Z®<) belong to the
same block. We show the converse. Suppose that Z(9) and Zwe) belong to the
same block. Then a composition factor L) of Z4) and a composition factor Lre)
of Z(®<) lie in the same block. This implies that P*2) and pPle) belong to the same
block. Thus there exist sequences X\ = Aj, Ao, -+ , Ay = U, € = €1,89,++ ,6 = &'
such that PXi€) and PQi+1€i+1) have a common composition factor L), By
Proposition 5.6, one sees that there exists (71,£1) € €2 such that

[FZ0s) L0 o0, [Zime) s L) S o,
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and there exists (72, £2) € Q such that
[ﬁZ(Tmz) : ﬁz()‘i+175i+l)]ja £ 0, [Z(Tz,az) : E(Vi,aél)]ja £ 0.

By Proposition 3.5 (iii), Lemma 1.5 and Proposition 4.12, we have a(7;) # a();) if
g1 = 1 and € = 0, and we have a(7my) # a(\;41) if e2 = 1 and ¢ = 0. By Corollary
4.18, we have

[2(71,61) . z()\iﬁi)]ja — [ﬁZ(Tlﬁl) . ﬁz()\iﬁi)]ja £0,
[Z(rg,ag) : E(AHI’QH)]%E _ [ﬁZ(Tg,az) . ﬁz()‘i“’eiﬂ)]gga £ 0.

Thus we have

) & (12,9) & Ny, €040) forany i=1,-- k—1,

i

()‘ivgi) < (7'1751) < (Vivg

and we have (A, &) ~ (u,€’). The proposition is proved. O

For A € A%, if (A,0),(\,1) € Q then Z*9 is an &*submodule of Z*D (see
Proposition 4.13). Thus we have (\,0) < (A, 1) by Proposition 5.10. Therefore,
we can define the equivalence relation = on A" by A & pif and only if Z Ae)

(e =0,1) and Z) (¢/ = 0,1) belong to same block of &7, Let At/ be the set of
equivalence classes on A7 with respect to the relation . The following result gives

a classification of blocks of &7¢.

Corollary 5.11. There ezists a bijective correspondence between A%/~ and the set
of blocks of o7 .

Moreover, we have the following relations among blocks of <7, /* and .

Theorem 5.12.
(i) For \,u € A, X & p if and only if X = p. In particular, A*/. coincides
with AT /.
(il) For A\, u € AT N2y and a(X) = alp) if and only if X < p.
Proof. (i) follows from Theorem 4.17. (ii) also follows from Theorem 4.17 by taking
Proposition 3.5 (v) into account. O

Remarks 5.13.

(i) We can also prove that all the composition factors of #Z(*) (\e) € Q)
lie in the same block in a similar way as in the proof of Proposition 5.10. Thus,
for (A, €), (') € Q, if (A, ) 2 (u, &) then {Z*9 and #Z(<) belong to the same
block of .7/ , where the relation %8 is defined in a similar way as in the case of right
standard modules but by replacing the right modules by left modules. However one
can not prove the converse since it may happen that [#Z1D ; #L(10)] 7o = 0 even if
[ZOD : L10)] ~ 2 0. (Consider the case of a(\) = a(p).)

(ii) We see easily that A\ < p if (A\,e) & (u,€’). But we can not show (\,e) <
(p,€') even if X £ p. For example, it happens that [ZM0) © L] o £ 0, [ZA0)
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LWV e =0,[Z20D L0 o =0 and [Z0Y : L] 0 #£ 0 even if W : L¥],, # 0
and [W* : L], # 0. In this case, we have A < pu, but we don’t know whether
(A, 0) 2 (i,1) or not.

5.14. Let

(5.14.1) 7= P Br

reAt/o

be the block decomosition of &/ as (1.14.1), and ey be the block idempotent of .o
such that ep,;zi Br for I' e AT/ ..

Put B‘}i = BrN/® for I' € A*/.. Then B2 is a two-sided ideal of % We
have &/® = =P, era/® from the decomposition of the unit element of <7 into the
block idempotents 1., =) ep. Thus we have ep.o/* C Bf. This implies that

(5.14.2) o= P B

reAt/~

In fact, this decomposition gives the block decomposition of /® since the number

of blocks of &/® is equal to the number of blocks of & by Theorem 5.12 (1).
Similarly, put B = BrNe/® for I' € A" /.. Then B¢ is a two-sided ideal of
o/“, and we have

(5.14.3) 7= P By

reAt/~

However, (5.14.3) does not give the block decomposition of &7 in general (see
Remark 5.13 (ii)). Hence, B¢ is a sum of some blocks of 7.

Let B} be the image of BF under the natural surjection 7 — ", which
coincides with the image of B under the natural surjection &/¢ — </". Thus we
have

(5.14.4) By = B}/ (BEna*(Q)) = B/ (By:n «7%(Q)).

On the other hand, put X* = {a(N\) |\ € AT}, For I' € AT/, n e XT, put
I, = {A A € I"such that a(\) = n}. Then, by Theorem 5.12 (ii), we have the

block decomposition of Ea;

(5.14.5) - P P s,

IreAt/o neX+

where we put E;ﬁn =0if A & A for any A € I,. By Theorem 5.12, we see that, for
Ned, 7z belongs to @, ¢ x+ B;I if and only if Z*0 belongs to B%. This implies
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that

(5.14.6) Bl = P B, forI'eA/..

neXx+

Summing up the above arguments, we have the following commutative diagram
for each I" € AT/ ;

B%<;—+73?<;—+ Br

B(IJi = @ B(ljiw’
neX+t

where By (resp. B, E?n) is a block of & (resp. &%, &), but B% may not be a
block of .o7'*.

Remark 5.15. By Proposition 1.15, B is a cellular algebra with a cellular basis
Cr = {b)|s,t € T()\) for some A\ € I'} such that b}, = ¢}, mod &/¥* in &/. Then
one may expect that B (resp. B%) is a Levi type (resp. parabolic type) subalgebra
of By with respect to the map «. But there exist some problems to overcome.

(i) Does it hold that c)e, = ¢ if and only if ble, = b for N\ € I, t € T(N\), p €
A7

Note that ep = > peol, Guer gives a decomposition of ey into orthogonal idempotents

since er is an element of the center of &7, and that b)e, = b2 if and only if ble,er =

b, since bl er = b).. The “if part” in (i) always holds since b, = ¢, mod &V* and
caey is equal to ¢y or zero. However, “only if part” in (i) is not clear.

(ii) Does Cr N Bf: (resp. Cr N B2) give a cellular basis of B (resp. a standard
basis of Bf) ?

If (ii) holds, then we have Cr N B¢ :~{b§t\5,t € I(\¢) for some A € I', e = 0,1}

and Cr N BE = {02 (s,t) € I(\,e) x J(A, ) for some A € I', e =0, 1}.
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