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Abstract
(2008)

This thesis presents a study of the cyclotomic BMW (Birmanrdkami-Wenzl) algebras, intro-
duced by Haring-Oldenburg as a generalization of the BMVélallgs associated with the cyclotomic
Hecke algebras of typ€&'(k, 1,n) (also known as Ariki-Koike algebras) and typeknot theory in-
volving affine/cylindrical tangles.

The motivation behind the definition of the BMW algebras mayttaced back to an important
problem in knot theory; namely, that of classifying knotaddinks) up to isotopy. The algebraic
definition of the BMW algebras uses generators and relabagsally inspired by the Kauffman link
invariant. They are closely connected with the Artin braidup of typeA, lwahori-Hecke algebras
of type A, and with many diagram algebras, such as the Brauer and Tyyhéeb algebras. Ge-
ometrically, the BMW algebra is isomorphic to the Kauffmaangjle algebra. The representations
and the cellularity of the BMW algebras have now been extehsstudied in the literature. These
algebras also feature in the theory of quantum groupssstai mechanics, and topological quantum
field theory.

In view of these relationships between the BMW algebras amdral objects of “typel”, several
authors have since naturally generalized the BMW algberasther types of Artin groups. Motivated
by knot theory associated with the Artin braid group of typeHaring-Oldenburg introduced the
cyclotomic BMW algebrasz” as a generalization of the BMW algebras such that the Aribiki
algebrah,, . is a quotient of8%, in the same way the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of tybis a quotient of
the BMW algebra.

In this thesis, we investigate the structure of these algelnd show they have a topological
realization as a certain cylindrical analogue of the KaaffnTangle algebra. In particular, they are
shown to beR-free of rankk™(2n — 1)!! and bases that may be explicitly described both algebtyical
and diagrammatically in terms of cylindrical tangles aréagted. Unlike the BMW and Ariki-Koike
algebras, one must impose extra so-called “admissibititd@ions” on the parameters of the ground
ring in order for these results to hold. This is due to potmtirsion caused by the polynomial relation
of orderk imposed on one of the generators®f. It turns out that the representation theoryZéf
is crucial in determining these conditions precisely. Tégresentation theory oB% is analysed in
detail in a joint preprint with Wilcox inl45] (http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0611518). The admissipili

conditions and a universal ground ring with admissible peaters are given explicitly in Chapter 3.


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0611518

The admissibility conditions are also closely related ®éRistence of a non-degenerate Markov
trace function of%* which is then used together with the cyclotomic Brauer algglin the linear
independency arguments contained in Chapter 4.

Furthermore, in Chapter 5, we prove the cyclotomic BMW atgshare cellular, in the sense
of Graham and Lehrer. The proof uses the cellularity of thikiAfoike algebras (Graham-Lehrer
[16] and Dipper-James-Math&8]] and an appropriate “lifting” of a cellular basis of the RiFKoike
algebras intaZ”, which is compatible with a certain anti-involution &f*.

Whenk = 1, the results in this thesis specialize to those previoustaldished for the BMW
algebras by Morton-Wasserm&3(0], Enyang B], and Xi [47].

Remarks:

During the writing of this thesis, Goodman and Hauschildsiy also attempt similar arguments
to establish the freeness and diagram algebra resultsonedtabove. However, they withdrew their
preprints [L4,[15, due to issues with their generic ground ring crucial tarthieear independence
arguments. A similar strategy to that proposedld]] together with different trace maps and the
study of rings with admissible parameters in Chapter 3, ésluis establishing linear independency of
our basis in Chapter 4.

Since the submission of this thesis, new versions of thesgripts have been released in which
Goodman and Hauschild-Mosley use alternative topologindlJones basic construction theory type
arguments to establish freeness%f and an isomorphism with the cyclotomic Kauffman Tangle
algebra. However, they require their ground rings to be tagnal domain with parameters satisfying
the (slightly stronger) admissibility conditions intrackd by Wilcox and the author i§]. Also,
under these conditions, Goodman has obtained cellulastylts.

Rui and Xu have also proved freeness and cellularity restlien & is odd, and later Rui and Si
for generalk, under the assumption thatis invertible and using another stronger condition called
“u-admissibility”. The methods and arguments employed aangty influenced by those used by
Ariki, Mathas and Rui3] for the cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras and involvedbastruction of
seminormal representations; their preprints have recéetn released on the arXiv.

It should also be noted there are slight differences betvleemlefinitions of cyclotomic BMW
algebras and ground rings used, as explained partly abovihefmore, Goodman and Rui-Si-Xu use
a weaker definition of cellularity, to bypass a problem disred in their original proofs relating to

the anti-involution axiom of the original Graham-Lehrefidgion.
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CHAPTER O

Introduction

The Birman-Murakami-Wenzl (BMW) algebras, conceived peledently by Birman and Wenz|
[4] and MurakamiB1], are defined by generators and relations originally iresplry the Kauffman
link invariant of 21]. The BMW algebras are closely connected with Artin braidugps, Iwahori-
Hecke algebras of the symmetric group, and Brauer algebiragact, they may be construed as
deformations of the Brauer algebras obtained by repladiegsymmetric group algebras with the
corresponding lwahori-Hecke algebras.
Definition 0.1. Fix a natural numbern. Let R be a unital commutative ring containing untsg, ¢, A
such that\ — A\™! = §(1 — Ap) holds, where) := ¢ — ¢~1. TheBMW algebra®, := ¢,.(q, \, o)
is defined to be the unital associatiealgebra generated by, ..., X*! ande, ..., e,_; subject

to the following relations, which hold for all possible vakiofi unless otherwise stated.

Xi— X' = 6(1—-¢)

XX, = X;X; for |i — j| > 2
XiXinXi = XinXiXip
Xie;, = €X; for |i — j| > 2
ee; = eje for |i — j| > 2
Xie, = eX; = g
X Xje;, = eje; = ¢ X;X; for|i —j| =1
€iCi+16; = €

2 _
e = AQ@Z’.
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The relations above are an algebraic version of geometiations satisfied by certain tangle
diagrams in th&Kauffman tangle algebr&T,,, an algebra of (regular isotopy equivalence classes of)
tangles om strands in the disc cross the interval (that is, a solid d@immodulo the Kauffman skein
relation; see Kauffmar2l] and Morton and Traczyk29). In particular, the relations(; — X; ' =

d(1 — e;) reflects the Kauffman skein relation which is typically preted as:
N/ \ _ N\
K X - 5[ > < N }
Naturally, one expects the BMW algebras to be isomorphich&oKauffman tangle algebras and,

indeed, Morton and Wasserman establish this isomorphiimt(ated below) in3Q] and, as a result,
show the algebra is free of rafikn — 1)!! = (2n — 1) - (2n —3)---3 - 1.

1 1—1 7 +1:4+2 n
1 i—1 ¢ 141742 n
A4
€; —
/\

The representation theory of the BMW algebras has beenestinyi various authors. Birman and
Wenzl [4] construct a nondegenerate Markov trace on the algebrg tisenKauffman link invariant.
The existence of this nondegenerate trace together with tiwnm the Jones Basic Construction the-
ory (see Jone<2[]] and Wenz| 2]) allow them to derive the structure of the algebra in theegien
semisimple setting. They prove that the algebjas generically semisimple with irreducible repre-
sentations indexed by Young diagrams of size- 2f, where0 < f < |[2]. Wenzl 43| provides
sufficient conditions for the BMW algebras to be semisimpiéoreover, Rui and SiJg] recently
produced a criterion for semisimplicity of the BMW algebm&r an arbitrary field.

The Iwahori-Hecke algebra of the symmetric group is a quoted the BMW algebra. Using
this connection, several authors have determined anadogfuesults about the representations and
characters of the lwahori-Hecke algebras for the BMW algebi~or example, Enyan@][and Xi
[47] both exploit the fact the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of the syatmie group is cellular, in the sense
of Graham and LehreilF], to investigate the cellularity of the BMW algebra. Xi sh®what certain
analogues of the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis for BMW algebraslistl by Fishel and GrojnowsKi]],
Morton and Trazcyk29] and Morton and Wassermead], are in fact cellular. Xi’s basis is constructed

using certain diagrams calletinglesand a basis of the Iwahori-Hecke algebra. On the other hand,
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Enyang produces a basis indexed by certain bitableaux &ed gh explicit combinatorial description
of his cellular basis. Further results can also be found iwétaon and Ranill8] and Leduc and Ram
[27].

It is not surprising that several authors have since geiseththe BMW algebras for arbitrary
simply laced Artin groups (see Cohen etd)] and defined affine (see Goodman and HauschB) [
and cyclotomic (see Haring-Oldenbudf]) versions. Also, degenerate versions of these algebras ex
ist in the literature; recently, Ariki, Mathas and R3] [defined and studied the representation theory
of “cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl| algebras”, which are quotgeaf Nazarov’s degenerate affine BMW
algebras/32]. Other quotients and specialisations of the affine andotgohic BMW algebras have
also appeared in the literature, such as the cyclotomicaéBréaee Rui and Yu39]) and cyclotomic
Temperley-Lieb algebras (see Rui and X¥]). The BMW algebras and the algebras we have men-
tioned above also play a role in the study of quantum groupanym field theory, subfactors and
statistical mechanics.

Motivated by typeB knot theory and the Ariki-Koike algebras, Haring-Oldergpintroduced the
“cyclotomic BMW algebras” in[19]. They are so nhamed because the Ariki-Koike algebgad],
which are also known as cyclotomic Hecke algebras of t¥pk, 1,n), arise as quotients of cyclo-
tomic BMW algebras in the same way as the lwahori-Hecke a#gehrise as quotients of BMW
algebras. They are obtained from the original BMW algebsaadiing an extra generatdt satis-
fying a polynomial relation of finite order and imposing several further relations modelled on type
B knot theory. For examplég; satisfies the Artin braid relations of tyge with the generators(;,

.., X,_1 of the ordinary BMW algebra. The cyclotomic BMW algebras é&sdepresentations in the
generic case were studied by Haring-Oldenbdgj, [Orellana and Ranf33], Goodman and Hauschild
Mosley 14,/15.

When thisk™® order relation on the generatdris omitted, one obtains the infinite dimensional
affine BMW algebras, studied by Goodman and Hauschild3h [This extra affine generator may be

visualised as the cylindrical braid of tygeillustrated below.

L

™

Given what has already been established for BMW algebras,tiiten conceivable that the cy-

clotomic and affine BMW algebras be isomorphic to appropratalogues of the Kauffman tangle
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algebras. Indeed, by utilising the results and technigéiédaston and WassermaiB(] for the or-
dinary BMW algebras, this was shown to be the case for theeaff@rsion, over an arbitrary ring,
by Goodman and Hauschild idJ]. The topological realisation of the affine BMW algebra isass
algebra of (regular isotopy equivalence classes of) “dffiargles onn strands in the annulus cross
the interval (that is, the solid torus) modulo the Kauffmkeis relations. A precise definition is given
in Chaptei 4. In proving this isomorphism, they also obtabasis analogous to a well-known basis
of the affine Hecke algebras.

This thesis is concerned with the study of Haring-Oldenisucgclotomic BMW algebras. In
Chaptef 1, we introduce these algebras and derive somghgfmaivard identities and formulas perti-
nent to the next chapter. A natural problem to address fishether these algebras are always free.
We expect that the cyclotomic BMW algebrag’ should be free of rank™(2n — 1)!!. Chaptef® is
concerned with obtaining a spanning set#f of this cardinality.

Many difficulties, in particular regarding linear indepemndy, arise in the case of the cyclotomic
BMW algebras. Due to the™ order polynomial relation imposed on the extra genertoone can
easily obtain torsion on elements associated with certaiglés on two strands. In order to fix this
problem, this suggests additional “admissibility” asstioms should be imposed on the parameters
of our ground ring. In Chaptét 3, we devote our study to theasgntation theory of8* at then = 2
level to determine precisely the form of these assumptidlis.give these admissibility conditions
explicitly and provide a “generic” (or universal) grounahgi R, in the sense that for any ring
with admissible parameters (see Definition| 3.3) there isiquenmapR, — R which respects the
parameters. ChaptEl 3 contains results specific tavthe 2 algebraz’ proven in 5] by Wilcox
and the author, under a slightly stronger notion of admilstgibA particular result in 5] shows that
admissibility ensures the freeness of the algeBfaover R. These results are stated but incompletely
proved in Haring-OldenburdLB)].

Goodman and Hauschild Mosle$4] attempt to follow the same type of arguments they used
in [13] to establish freeness aB* and show that the cyclotomic BMW algebra is isomorphic to a
cyclotomic version of the Kauffman tangle algebra. Usinggdammatical arguments, they obtain a
second basis of the affine BMW algebra which then restrictarally onto a spanning set oB~,
different to ours, also of cardinality’(2n — 1)!!. However, they withdrew their preprint due to issues
with their generic ground ring crucial to their linear in@gglence arguments. It turns out that the

generic ground ring?, constructed in Chaptét 3 fulfills the properties requiredtf@ir arguments.
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We also discuss in Chapter 3 the relationship between oiwmof admissibility and that used by
Goodman and Hauschild Mosle{/].

In Chaptef#, we then follow a similar path to that/Ia] to prove freeness of8* over our alter-
native ground ring?, and a basis theorem fo8* over a general ringz with admissible parameters,
hence showing#” is R-free of rankk™(2n — 1)!l. In proving this, we also establish an isomor-
phism between the cyclotomic BMW algebras and the cyclotdtauffman tangle algebras defined
in Chaptef 4.

In Chaptei’b, we investigate the cellularity @f*. The Brauer, Iwahori-Hecke, Ariki-Koike and
BMW algebras are all cellular algebras, in the sense of Gnadrad Lehrer16]. The theory of cellular
algebras provides a unified axiomatic framework for unéeding several important algebras, includ-
ing the (non-semisimple specialisations of) Iwahori-Healgebras. Inlg], Graham and Lehrer show
that cellular algebras have naturally defireadl representationsvhose structure depends on certain
symmetric bilinear forms. Given a cellular algebra, thetagba general description of its irreducible
representations and block theory as well as a criteriondioisimplicity. Using a known cellular basis
of the Ariki-Koike algebra$),, i, we first obtain an appropriate “lifting” of a slight modifitan of this
basis into%" which is compatible with a certain anti-involution &*. Then using this new basis we

L
proveZ, is a cellular algebra.



CHAPTER 1

The Cyclotomic BMW Algebras

In this chapter we introduce the cyclotomic Birman-Murakakienzl algebrasz®, as defined by
Haring-Oldenburg in19]. As seen in Definition 111 below, the defining relations of tigebraz”
consist of the defining relations of the BMW algelifa (see Definitioi 0J1) and further relations in-
volving an extra generatdf which satisfies a polynomial relation of orderThrough straightforward
calculations and induction arguments, we establish skwseful formulas and identities between spe-
cial elements of the algebra. These results will then be esthsively in the next chapter, which will
involve many lengthy manipulations of certain productshie algebra. Throughout let us fix natural
numbers: andk.

Definition 1.1. Let R be a unital commutative ring containing un#s, qo, ¢, A and further elements
qi,...,q—1andAy, ..., A,_; suchthath — \=' = §(1 — Ay) holds, where) := ¢ — ¢ ..
Thecyclotomic BMW algebraz® .= %% (q, \, A;, ¢;) is the unital associativB-algebra generated by
Y XF . XF andey, ..., e, 1 subject to the following relations, which hold for all pdsisi

values ofi unless otherwise stated.

X, - X' = 6(1-¢) 1)
X.X; = X;X; for|i — j| > 2 (2)
XiXinX; = XinXiXin (3)
Xie; = ¢ X; for|i — j| > 2 (4)

€i€; = €56 for |2 - ]| >2 (5)
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Xiei, = X, = N (6)
XiXje;, = eje; = ¢, X;X; for|i—j|=1 (7)
€i€i+1€; = € (8)

e? = Ape; 9)

k—1
YE o= Y gy (10)
X,\YX\Y = }Zf:;(lyxl (11)
YX, = XY fori > 1 (12)
Ye, = ¢Y fori > 1 (13)
YXYe, = Aleg = VXY (14)
erY"e, = A,e foro<m<Ek-—1. (15)

Remark: Observe that, by relationsl(1) arid(10), it is unnecessamydade the inverses df’
and X as generators of" in Definition[1.1.

The definition of* given here is a slight modification of the original definitigiwen by Haring-
Oldenburg[lL9], in which thek!" order polynomial relatiori (10) on the generatois Hf:(Y —pi) =
0, where thep; are units in the ground ring. Under this stronger relation, thg in relation [10)
would then be the signed elementary symmetric polynomiatheé p;, whereqy, = (—1)*' ], p:
is invertible. However, we need not impose this strongeympamial relation ony” (that is, it is not
necessary for us to assume t@fzo q;y’ splits in R), until Chaptefb.

Definegq, := —1. Thean:0 ¢;Y7 = 0 and the inverse of may then be expressed as a linear

combination of non-negative powers Yfas follows:
k—1
Y h=—q'! Z ¢i1Y".
=0

Using the defining:*" order relation ot” and [I%), there exists elements, of R, for all m € Z,

such that

61Ym61 = Amel. (16)

We will see later that, in order for our algebras to be “wedhbved”, thed,, cannot be chosen inde-

pendently of the other parameters of the algebra.
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Observe that there is an unique anti-involution* — %" such that
Y*=Y, X /=X, and ¢ =g, (%)

for everyi = 1,...,n — 1. Here an anti-involution always means an involut&yalgebra anti-
automorphism.

Also the following defines a®k-algebra isomorphism
@Z((L )\7 Ai7 QZ) — ﬁfz(q_lv )‘_17 A—i7 _Qk—iqal) :

Y'—>Y_1, Xz '_>Xi_17 e; —r €;.
Foralli = 1,...,n, define the following elements cB":

Y/ = Xi—l ce X2X1YX1X2 Ce Xi—l-

)

Observe that these elements are fixed undemhartti-involution.
We now establish several identities in the algebra whichhelused frequently in future proofs.
Let us fixn andk. The following calculations are valid over a general riRgvith any choice of the

above parametetd, ..., Ax_1,q90, -, Qr_1,q, \.

Proposition 1.2. The following relations hold ir*:

(@) For all 4,
X2 =1+0X; — o) (17)
and
eiXipe; = X le;. (18)
(b) Forall jandi # jorj — 1,
X;Y] =Y/X; and ¢Y] =Ye. (19)
(c) Forall s andy,
YY) =YY, (20)
(d) Forall 4,
Y/X:Y/e; = A te; = Y/ XY, (21)

(e) For all : andp,
eiY;/fl = €Z‘Y/ P and Y;/flei = Y/ _pei. (22)

3 K3
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Proof. The quadratic relation in part (a) follows by multiplyindatgon (1) by X; and applying rela-
tion (6) to simplify. Equation[(18) is proved below.

€iXit16; @ A le X Xge
@

-1
= A\ eieit16;

-1
= A €;.

The first equation in part (b) follows from the braid relasd@), [3) and[(12) and the second follows

from relations[(%),[{7) and_(13).
Part (c) follows from part (b) and the braid relatiénl(11).

We prove (d) by induction on > 1. The case where= 1 is simply relation[(14). Now assume (d)
holds for a fixed. Then

Y/ XinYien = XY/XiXin XY Xiein
@ XY/ X1 Xi XY Xieia
@ XXV XV X1 Xiein
@ X XY/ XY ejeiq
PO N TX Xy reiein
(.18

-1
AT €t

The second equality of part (d) now follows immediately bylgpg the anti-involutiong) to the
first. Moreover, part (e) follows from parts (c) and (d), remieering that’; , = X;Y; X;. U

The most important and useful property of tHéis their pairwise commutativity. Here are some

useful identities involving th&”/, X; ande; which shall be used extensively throughout later proofs.

Proposition 1.3. The following equations hold for all

€i€it1€it2Yi = Ti+2€i€it1€i+0, Wherey; = X, e; orY/; (23)

XiXiy1vi = %inXiXip1, wherey; = X;ore;. (24)
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Proof. We prove[(ZB) in the three stated cases.

€i€i+1 ei+2Xi = ei€i+1Xiei+2

0.8
0.8

-1
eiXH_l €it2

eiXi+2€i+1 €i+2

I

Xi42€i€it1€i12.

€i€i+1€i42€; = €;€,41€;€;12
= €i€i42
= €i€;12€;+1€i42

= €i42€i€i+1€;42.

&

/ !
€iCiy1€i42Y; = €Y €164
/-1
€iYi+1 €i+1€i+2

!
€i3/;+2€i+1 €it2

B O o

)/;/.;_261'62'4-161‘-‘,-2-
Equation[(24) follows clearly from relations|(3) ard (7).

Lemma 1.4. The following hold for any and non-negative integer.
XY/P =Y/l X, — 523@/:’1 Y/P- S—i—éZY/SleZ Y/
XY P =YX, +6ZYJ+‘1 Yy Z ey
XY =vihX 622’& SY’S+6ZYJ+”18 Y
XY TP =YX +6ZY;/+1$Y 525/1;18 Y

XYl = VX 8 VI -6 Y Ve,

s=1 s=1

—s)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)
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p p
XY/ =YX =6 YTV 46 Y ey (30)
s=1 s=1
p
XY =YX 6 Yy - 5§:Y”@Zﬁs (31)
s=1
XY =YX 62 YUY Z AR iy (32)
XY/pX Y;/fl . 52}//—’?1 /;D SX + 62 +162 /;D D' (33)
_ p—1
XY/PX; =Y/~ 5ZXY/SY,’+P1 * +5ZXY’S Y (34)
XY "X, = }gf+5§:xﬁ?x/v(—5§: Y/ Pe Y 70X, (35)
s=0 s=0
p p
XV PX = VI 40 XY TV =6y D XY e (36)
s=0 s=0

Proof. We obtain the first equation through the following straightfard calculation. For ajp > 0,

1
XY/ = Vi XY
@ Y/ XY/p_l (5Y/ Y/p—l (5Yl Ip—1
= Fi ALy —O0X a1y + i+1€iYi
= VAXYPE — oYY oy Ay

- 5YZ+1Y;/ID_1 + 5}/;;162‘1/;/1)_1

p—1
= V/PIXY] =6y Y/ Y S+5ZY/8162 y/re

i
s=1

= Y1 X - 621@’51 Y/ S+5ZY’iez

proving equation[(Z5). Multiplying equatiof_(25) on thetlbly YZ’H” and the right byy; ~” and
rearranging gives equatidn (26). Applyim) to equationd (25) and (R6) and rearranging then produces
equations[(29) and (B0), respectively. By usihg (1) and gplnchange of the summation index

s — p — s, one easily obtains equations (27),1(28). (31) (32) fegunations[(25)[(26)[_(29) and
(30), respectively.
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Using equations (25) and ([17), we obtain

X,Y/PX; = Y/P X2~ 525{5 Y7 X, +5Z 1o e Y/ PTX

_Y;/Jfl 521/2/_51 /p SX _'_523//3162 /p s)(27

proving equation[(33). Applyings) to (33) and a straightforward change of summation now gives
equation[(34). Similarly, using equatidn [26) am)l, ©ne obtains equationis (35) aindl(36). O

Lemma 1.5. For all integersp, the following hold:

(1) &Y/ Pe; € (YY;% .Y/ e;);

(1) X;Y;Pe; € <Y81Y2,82 LYy sie, ‘ |sil < |p| >;
() eY/PX; € {eY*1Y;* ... Y"1V | |si| < |p|), where(J) denotes thék-span ofJ.

Proof. The relation[(I5) and thé'™ order relation ony” tells us that, for any integer, e,Y?e, is
always a scalar multiple of;, hence showing part (I) of the lemma for the case1.

Now, for all p > 0, equation[(2b) implies that

lepel

p p
}/2/le€1 ) Z Y;SYP_Sel + ) Z Y’Q/SelYp_sel

s=1 s=1

Il

p p
)\Yé/p61 -0 Z Y*2/syp—s€1 + ) Z Y’Q/SelYp_sel

s=1 s=1

p p
L T ) D) () o B S

s=1 s=1

Similarly, by equationd (26)[ {6) and (16),

p p
XiY Pey = \YPey +6Y Y ¥e; — 5y A Y%, forallp > 0.

s=1 s=1

Observe that—p| = |p| and whenl < s < p, we havels|,|p — s

p — 2s| < |p|. HenceX;,Y?e; €
(Y™ey | |m| < |p| ), for all p € Z, proving part (I) of the lemma for the case-= 1.

We are now able to prove (I) and (lI), for all integers> 0, together by induction oty which will
in turn involve inducting o > 0. Both hold trivially forp = 0, sincee? = Age; and X;e; = e, for
all i.

Now let us assume thal; ;" ¢;_ € (Y'Y, . Yty tite, } |si—1| < |r|) and

(2

ei 1Y/ e 1 € <Y31Y2/32...Y/SZ *¢;_1), forall r > 0, ande;Y/7e; € (Y1Y5* .. Y/_Sfle,-> and

15— !
XY/"e; € (YOY5 %2 Y, Y %y | ]s] <
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Forallp > 0,

I'p - !/ /p—1
€z‘YZ~ € = eiXi—IY;‘_lXi—IY;‘ €;

p—1 p—1
@ 'p Ip—sy/Is I'p—s /s
= €in'—1Yi_1Xi—1€i+5E e Xi1Y, 217 62'—55 e Xi—1Y; ) Tei1Y; ey
s=1 s=1
@
L I'p -1 Ip—sy/s Ip—s /s
= e X;1Y; 1 X, e +0 E e, Xi1Y; 1 7Y %e; — 0 E e Xi—1Y; ) Tei1Y; ey
s=0 s=0
p—1 p—1
@ ) /
= eiei X, YU X e+ 0 e XYY e —6) e Xi Y[ e Y e
s=0 s=0
k] Z”‘l Z’“
—= I'p —1 —1 Ip—Sy /s Ip—s /s
= 62'6,'_1}/;-_1XZ- Xi_1€i—|—5 €iXZ'_1Y;-_1 Y; 6,'—6 €iXZ'_1Y;-_1 e,-_lYl- €;
s=0 s=0
p—1 p—1
/s Ip—s /s
= €;€;— 1Y 16i— 1€2+5 E 62 i— 1Y GZY ) E 62 i— 1Y 1 61 1Y €;, (37)
s=0 s=0

by relation [7) and Proposition 1.2.

Let us consider the first term in the latter equation aboveinByction oni,
ei_l}/;l_plﬁ_l c <Y81)/582 e Y;-/_Séizei_l> .

Therefore, by relatior (8),

'p s1V// 82 18i—2
6i6i_1Y;-_16i_16i c <Y YVZ e Y_é 6,’> .

Now let us consider the second term in the RHS of (37).0Fxs < p — 1.

e X 1Y 5eY/PT° = eiei 1 XY fe Y/ P®
(E—[bezel VXY e Y PTS — Seiei 1Y P Y P T0 + Seseirei Y S Y PO
By induction onp and equatior (19),
eiei 1 XY %e, Y P®

€ <6i€i_1ym1Y2,m2 .. .Y’mZ 1Y/ml ,p s } |mg| < s >

i1
Y Y e Y e ] <ol
22 <e,-leY2/m2 LY Y T e Y P | |m| < |s] >

(2
m Im I'm;_o I'p—s+m;—1—my;
_ <y Y™ Y R, e Y P STm \mi|§\s\>.

11—
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Therefore

eiei—lXiY;'/seiY;‘,_pl_S c <Ym1y*2/m2 - .}/;’_W;z‘fz}/;/_lil—8+mz'71—miei> )
Also, by (22), [(19) and {8),

eiei 1Y Se YTt = e Y/ P 28
Moreover, by induction omp,

rp—s (8 )
eiei16,Y; e Y, P = e Y %e, Y PP

c <Ym1y*2/m2 o }/;’_”ibi71+p—56i> )
Thus, forall0 < s <p-—1,
eiXi_ly*i/seiy;/_pl—s c <Y811/é/s2 . Kfi716i> .

Hence the second term in the RHS of equation (37) i&iftY; > ... Y, " "e;).
Finally, by induction on and using[(2R)/[{19) and](8),

€z‘Xz'—1YZ_pl_S€i—1Yi,S€i € <€iYm1Yg/m2 .. -Y,-/_?Flei—ﬂ/;/sei ‘ |mi—1| < Ip - S| >
e<wmgmannﬁHﬂQHmFﬂg@—sQ.

Thus the third term in the RHS of equatién¥(37) i ¥i*1 Y, > ... Y "¢, ).

11—

Also, for all p > 0, equation[(2b) implies that
XY{Pe; = Y/P X — 5§:ngrwsa+5§:YﬁQ'ps,

(@@ )\Y/ Pe 5zy/p 2S€z+5zy/ Sel /:n $e ei.

The first term above is clearly it *1Y;*> ... Y'Y/ %e; | |s] <

—pl=lpl.
Regarding the second term above, sifncel s < p, [p — 2s| < |p|, so it is also an element of
(Y*rY7% Y'Y/ %€ | |si] < |p|). Moreover, we havé < p — s < p — 1 < p, so by induction
onp,
Y;/—seiy;lp—sei e <Yvi/—sym1)/2/m2 o Y'i/_Tflbif1ei>
C Yy, YT Y e | s < (vl )

Therefore, for alp > 0,

XY € (YY) Y e s < ol
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and
;Y Pe; € (YUY, Y/ e
Let us denotef : B* (¢~ A1 ALy, —qriqy ') — B¥(q, N, A, ¢;) to be the isomorphism ak-
algebras defined by
Y=Y Xie X7 e
Note that{ mapsY; to its inverse.
We have shown above that, for all > 0, ¢;Y;7e; € (YY;* .. .Yi’_“”{*lei>, as an element of
BE(q N AL —qeiqt). Therefore, using,

&Y, Pe; € (YUY LY ey, (38)

(2

as an element a®*(q, A\, A;, ¢;), forall p > 0.

Furthermore, our previous work also shows that, as an eleofie#” (¢, A1, A_;, —qe_iqy ),
XiY{Pe € (YYy™ Y Y Ve | |si| < Ipl)

Thus, applyingf,
X7 e € (YUY LYY e | [ < Il ).
as an element a*(q, \, A;, ¢;).
However, by relation(1)X, 'Y Pe; = X;Y; Pe; — 6Y] Pe; + de; Y/ Pe;. By (38), the last two terms

are clearly in(Y*1Y;*2 ... Y, "'Y/*¢; | |s;| < |p| ). Hence, as an element @ (¢, \, A;, ¢;),
XY e € (YYy ™YY Ve | [si < [l )

This concludes the proof of (1) and (ll) for all integersApplying () to part (II) immediately gives
part (111) of the Lemma. O

Notational conventions

We now take the opportunity to fix some “standard” notatiobeaised throughout.

If Risaring asin Definition1]1, we may usé* (R) or " for short to denote the algeb#é® (¢, \, A;, ¢;).
If J is a subset of a-module,(/) is used to denote thB-span ofJ. Finally, for a subset C R,
we denotgS) , to be theidealgenerated by in R and only omit the subscrig if it does not create

any ambiguity in the current context.



CHAPTER 2

Spanning sets of8”

In this chapter, we produce a spanning set#ff(R) for any ring R, as in Definition L1, of
cardinality k" (2n — 1)!! = k"(2n — 1) - (2n — 3)---3 - 1. Hence this shows the rank ¢#* is at
mostk™(2n — 1)!!. The spanning set we obtain involves picking a basis of thkiKwike algebras,
which we define below. We note here that our spanning sersliffom that obtained by Goodman
and Hauschild Mosley in1{].

Definition 2.1. For any unital commutative ring and¢’, qo, ..., qx—1 € R, leth, ,(R) denote the

unital associativé-algebra with generatof&™, 75, ..., T, and relations

Ty, = TVTyT T,
TTinT; = TiTiTin fori=1,...,n—-2
T, = T, for |i - j| > 2

k—1
Ty = Z%‘Té
=0

7 = (¢ -1)T;+q¢ fori=1,...,.n—2.
Hereb,, , denotes the Ariki-Koike algebras, as introduced indepetigédy Ariki and Koike in
[2] and Broué and Malle irid]. They are sometimes referred to as the ‘cyclotomic Heclelaks of
type G(k, 1,n)" and may be thought of as the lwahori-Hecke algebras cooredipg to the complex
reflection groupZ/kZ) ! &, the wreath product of the cyclic groufy kZ of orderk with the sym-
metric groupS,, of degreen. Indeed, by considering the case whgnr= 1, ¢o = 1 andg; = 0, one

recovers the group algebra G£/k7Z) 1 &,,. Also, it is isomorphic to the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of
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type A,,_; or B,,, whenk = 1 or 2, respectively. These algebras feature extensively initéature.
For example, Ariki and Koiked] prove that it isRk-free of rankk"n!, the cardinality of Z/kZ) 1 &,..
In addition, they classify its irreducible representasioand give explicit matrix representations in the
generic semisimple setting. Also, Graham and Leltél &nd Dipper, James and Math&} prove
that the algebra is cellular.

Now supposeR is a ring as in the definition of8* and letq’ := ¢*>. Then, from the given
presentations of the algebras, it is straightforward tastiath,, . (R) is a quotient of%* (R) under

the following projection

Ty, @ﬁ — bk
Y — 1T,
X, — ¢, forl1<i<n-—1
e; — 0.

Indeed, %% /I > 1,,, as R-algebras, wheré is the two-sided ideal generated by this in %% (R).
(Remark: due to relation|8), it is straightforward to seat tie ideall is actually equal to the two-
sided ideal generated by just a single fixe)d Our main aim in this chapter is to obtain a spanning
set of 4%, for any choice of basigy,, , for b,, ;. For any basi€y, ;. of b, 1, let @nvk be any subset
of #* mapping ont®y,, ;. of the same cardinality. Also, for any < n, there is a natural map
Bt — B Let B* denote the image o under this map; it is the subalgebra@f generated by
Y, Xq,...,X,_1,e1,...,e_1. Observe tha& priori it is not clear that this map is injective; i.e., that
t@f’ is isomorphic toF. In fact, over a specific class of ground rings, this will fmilas a consequence
of freeness of* which is established in Chapfer 4. Finally, ﬁk be the image ofy; ;. in Z~.

Theorem 2.2. The set of elements of the following form spa#fs

181\ 82 Isf
)/;1 )/;2 )/;f ()(Z ...le_lejl...en_Qen_l)

- (Xip o Xjaeg, o enagenapi) X2

(en_2f+16n—2f .. '6thhf_1 . -ng) s

Ity 1t It
(en_len_Q...ethhl_l...Xgl) ngf Y;DQ LYyt

g1 7’
wheref = 1,2,...,[§], i1 > i > ... > 5,91 > g2 > ... > gy and, foreachn = 1,2,... f, we
requirel < i, < jm <n—2m+1,s1,...,80t,....tp € {|E] = (k=1),..., 4]} and y("~2/)

is an element o5, _q;. .
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In a later chapter, we will show that, under additional agstions on the ground ring, picking an
appropriate ‘lifting’ of a certain basis of, ; leads to a cellular basis oB*.

Supposé > 1. Leti andj be such that < j < [ andp be any integer. Define
wl =YX, ... X, 1¢;...¢
Then Theorerh 212 says that the algeBfais spanned by the set of elements

S1 Sr (m—2f)( . tr * t1 *
Q=1 Y m—2f+1X (%fhf,n—2f+1) ce (aglhl,n—l> )

with conditions specified as above. Diagrammatically (& Kauffman tangle algebra onstrands),

the product’., may be visualised as a ‘tangle diagram’ witlpoints on the top and bottom row such

ijl
that theit" and(j + 1)*® are joined by a horizontal strand in the top row. The rest efdtagram
consists of vertical strands, which cross over this hotigisstrand but not each other, and a horizontal

strand joining the'" and (I + 1) points in the bottom row. We illustrate this roughly in Figil

Al

FIGURE 1. A diagrammatic intepretation of);, = X;... X; i¢;...¢; as a tangle on strands.

below.

Using this picture visualisation, one may then use a sttighiard calculation to show that the span-
ning set of Theoremn 2.2 has cardinality(2n — 1)!!.

The following lemma essentially states that left multiption of ana?. ., chain by a generator of

mjl

%’H yields anothet chain multiplied by ‘residue’ terms in the small@f , Subalgebra. Specifically,
it helps us to prove that thB-submodule spanned k{wfﬂ%”“ L }is aleft ideal of,%’fH, in particular

whenp is restricted to be within a certain rangeko€onsecutive integers.
Lemma 2.3. Fory € {X,e}, m < landp € Z,
Ym0y € <a§;,l<@f_l ‘i' > min(i, m), [p'| < |p| andp’p > 0 unless’ = m> :

In fact, the only case in whichip < 0 occurs is the cas&;a”.,, where; < j <l andp € Z.

ijl?
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Proof. Letp be any integer and fix, 7, 7 andl.

Henceforth, letl’ := <a§’,},l<@7{‘f_1 }z” > min(i, m), [p'| < |p| andp’p > 0 unless’ = m>. In all the
following calculations, it is straightforward in each cdsecheck that the resulting elements satisfy
the minimality condition required to be a memberiaf

The action ofe,,.

The action of,,, on afjl falls into the following four cases:

(1) ey Y PX,, ... €...e, Wherem < j <,
(2) em - Y Pe,, ...e;, Wwherem = j </,

) em -y, Wherem +1 < j <1,

(4a) e, - oy, wherem < i — 1andi < j </,
(4b) e, - af;;, wherem > iandi < j <.

(1). By Lemmd L5 (Ill),

enY P X .6 e € (€Y Y, Y Xy g eg | [sm| < D))

€ (emXmp1---€j...e (Y. Y, yem) } sm| < |p|)

@ {em e (XY XL XY emY 7t YY) | sl < [pl )

Herem < j —1 <1 — 1, so the term in the brackets aba¥e’’, ... X/} | X 1Y Y, 7' Y is
in B . Henceg,,Y/?X,,...e;...e, € <oz2ml,%7l’“_l> CT.
(2). By Lemmd15 (I),

! ! _
emY Pe,, . ..ej...e € <Y31Y232 LY e .el>

€ <a9nml"%jlk—1> g T>

sinceY*1Y,* ... Y, € #F |, asm < lin this case.

m
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(3). By equations[(22)[{19) andl(7),

p _ !I—p )
6mam+17j’l = emYm Xm+1 N R
/] —
=emXmt1..-€...Y, P

= em-a (X XL XY €T

. We want to prove ot € T, wheni £ m, m+ 1 andi < j <[. This is separated into the
4). Wi tt that f’]lTh ) land: < j <. Th ted into th
following two cases.

@ Ifm<i—2<I[-2,thene, € @f_l commutes pasifﬂ. Henceemafjl = afjlem eT.

(b) On the other hand, th > i + 1 then:

Whenm < j,

emozfjl =YX Xon2emXm-1Xm (Xins1 ... €j...€)
@

W) 1p
=Y, PX;. . . Xpsemem_1 (Ximt1...€...€)

_ Ip
= emXmil---€j...€ (YZ X;.. .Xm_2em_1)

B et (X X XY (VIPX, . Xoposmns)

which is an element df’, sincem <[l —1andj —2 <[ — 2.

Whenm = j,

p 'p
EnQ . = Y; Xz e Xm_geme_lem ... €

ijl
1 AMWYPXG L X sl e

=em. .. efANYPX L X ),

which is an element df’, sincem —2 =j7—2 <[ — 2.

Whenm > j,

em0l =Y/ P X Y 0€mCm_1€mEmy1 - - €, Wherey could beX ore,

ijl
®)

N— /'p
=Y P X Ym—2lmlmt - - - €

=€n...€ (Yi/pXZ-...ym_g) ceT.

We have now proved that,a;;, € T', forallm < ,i < j <, andp € Z.
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The action of X,,,.

The action ofX,,, on o, falls into the following four cases:

(A) X -y, Wherem +1 < j <1,
(B) X, - Y. Pe,, ...e;, wherem = j </,
C) X, - Y)PX,,...e;...e, Wherem < j <[—1,

(D1) X,, - Ozfjl, wherem <i—1landi < j </,

(D2) X, - a7y, wherem > i andi < j <.

(A). Whenp is a non-negative integer, using equatians (29), (22) [a8ydives

D
Xy 5

P
!/ I'p—sy//s
:Ymemva...ej...el—l—éE Y Y Y1 €
s=1

p
Ip—s /s
-0 E Ymp emYm+1’}/m+1...6j...€l

s=1

P
=Y PX,...ej...¢ —0—523%11%1“ NG (Yﬁ’_s)
s=1

p
_ 52 Vb e, e (X X0 XY,
s=1

where~,,,1 could be eithelX,,; ore,,,;. Observe thatifl < s < pthen0 <p—s<p-—1, hence
|s|, |p — s| < |p|. Also, in this caseyn < [ —1andj — 2 < [ — 2 so the expressions in the brackets

above are indeed elementsﬁ‘f_l. Hence, foralim + 1 < j <[, we haveX,,-a;, ,,,, € T.
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Also, by equationd(30),(22) and {19),

X, a P

m+1,7,1

_ /= ! —s\/!s—p
—Ymem7m+1...ej...el—5E Y Y Ym1 €€
P

! —s 1s—p
—|—5§ Y, CenY i Ymg1 o€ €
! — /s—p !/ —s
:Ymem...ej...el—(SE Ym+17m+1 €. .el(Ym )

p
+0Y Vi e e (X XL XY

Observe that wheh < s < p, we have that —p < s—p < 0 so certainly—s| = |s| and|s—p| < |p|.
Again, sincen <[ —1andj — 2 <[ — 2, the expressions in the brackets above are indeed elements
of " ,. Hence, foralin +1 < j <1, X,,, - by €T,

(B). By Lemmd1.5(Il) and equatiof (119),

XonYolem. ..o € (Y Y, Yo, e | |si] < |pl)
e (agn (V1Y) [ sm| < [pl) €T, sincem <.

(C). Whenp is a non-negative integer, using equatidns (34), (22) (1

XY P Xy 6. €

_v'p E : 1sy\/!p—s
—Ym+1Xm+1---ej---€l_5 X Y Ym+1Xm+1 €5 ... €

+5ZX Ve YIP X1 €5

p—1

I'p I'p—s /s

= m+le+1"'ej"'€l_5E XmYm+1Xm+1---€j---€l(Ym)
s=1
p—1

/s /s—

—|—(5E XmYmeme+1...ej...el(Ym p)
s=1

@ Yol X1 €joer =6 Y X Yol X ey e (V,)))

p—1

+6Y X Yitem e (X0, X0 XYY

J m+1
s=1
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The first term in the above equationd§ , | ;, € T'. In the second summation term, we have elements
of the form X, Y, " Xoi1 ... €. .. el@f_l, wherel < u < p — 1. By case (A) above and since
lu| < |p|, we know therefore the second term islinMoreover, by case (B)X,.Y, *e,, ...e; € T for

all1 < s <p-—1,sothe third term is also iif.

Hence, for alln <1 — 1, we haveX,,Y, P X,,...e;...e, € T.

Similarly, using equation$ (36),(22) and (19),

XY P Xy €.

p
=Y Xty 0 XY P X e e (Y))
s=0

+4 zp: XYy Sem e (X X XY
s=0

The first term in the above equationd§,, ;;, € 7. The second summation term involves elements
of the form X, Y " Xorp1 .. €5 ..el@l’f_l, where—p < u < 0. By case (A) above and since
lu| < |p|, we know therefore the 2nd term isTh Moreover, by case (B)X,,Y,. e, ...e, € T for
all 0 < s < p, so the third term is also if.
Hence, foralln <i-1, X,,Y,7X,,...e;...¢ € T. We have now proved that, whetheis positive
or negative X .o}, ;; € T
(D). We want to prove thaKmafﬂ € T,wheni #m, m+ 1,7 < 57 <[l andpis any integer. This is
separated into the following two cases.

(D1). If m <i—2<1—2 thenX,, € ", commutes past;;,. HenceX,,o7;, = of; X € T

(D2). On the other hand, i > i + 1 then again we have the following three cases to consider:

Whenm < j </,

Xmafjl = Y;'/pXi .. Xm—ZXme—le (Xm—',-l N EEE 61)

@ Y;/pXi e Xm—ZXm—leXm—l (Xm+1 e €5 61)

@ }/;/pXZ' e Xm—2Xm—1Xm e €j e el(Xm—l)-

This is an element of asm < j < [in this case so\,,_; € @l’f_l.

Whenm = j </,

XmOijl = }/;/pXi . Xm—2Xme—lem ... €
)

/
= }/;pXi'--Xm—26m—1€m...el :aé._ ’ eT.
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Whenm > j,

Xmaly = Y/PX; . YmaXmCm_1€mems - - - €, Wherey could beX ore,

@

i Vb 2 -1
=Y "X oYm—2X, 1emCmt1 - €

@

L) v 1p Ip
=Y PXi o oym—eXmo1lmemyr e — 0Y P X L Ym—2€memtt ... €

'p
+ (5}/; XZ v Ym—26m—1€EmEms1 - . - €]

@ Y;’pXi e Ym—2Xm-1€mCmatl - - - € — 0€m€mit - - - € (Yi/pXZ- .. .’ym_g)

'p
+ 5}/; XZ v Ym—26m—1€mEm+1 - - - €.

Observe that;?X; ... v,_s € B¥ , asm < [ in this case.

Furthermore, ifn — 2 > 5, then~,,_» = ¢,,_» and

P _yIp -1
Xmaiﬂ =Y, "X, .. em26m_ibm...€ (Xm—z)

— 0€mCmait - - - € (Yi/pX,- . .€m_2) +8Y "X e nm1bm ... €.
Otherwise, iftm — 1 = j, then~,,_» = X,,_» and

P _ P
Xmaiﬂ =Y, "X, .. X elm_i1€m...€

— 0€mCmi1 - - - € (Yi/pX,- . .Xm_2) +6Y/PX; . X o€m_16m ... €1

We have now proved thatforath < [ and: < j <[l andp € Z, Xmozfjl eT. O

The following lemma says, for a fixddthe R-span of alla%l@f_l is aleft idealof 1@5{‘;1, whenp

lies in a range ok consecutive integers.

Lemma 2.4. Fix somel. Supposé® < K < k and let
P={-K,-K+1,...,k— K—1}.

The R-submodule

L:= <of.’ B |pe P>

ijl
is a left ideal of %, ,.

Proof. We want to prove that is invariant under left multiplication by the generators@%fﬂ, namely
Y,Xl,...,Xl,el,...,el.
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If © > 1, Y commutes with?.

».- Otherwise, when = 1, Ya?, = o?}", so clearly, by thé:" order

Qg s
relation onY’, L is invariant under left multiplication by *!. We will show by induction onn < [
that L is invariant undetX,,, ande,,,.

Supposd. is invariant undetX,,, ande,,, for m’ < m. Note that whenn = 1, this assumption is
vacuous. Then in particulak is invariant underX;n1 = X,y — 0 + de,y for all m’ < m. Moreover,
this impliesL is invariant undet’/*! = (X,, ;... X;Y X; ... X,,,_1)*.

Thus for allp’ € Z,

/

v o =Yl e L. (39)
Forv,, € {X., e} andp € P, LemmdZ.B implies that
Vmiyy € <af,,j,l<@f_l |i' > min(m, i), |p'| < |p|andp’p > 0 unless’ = m>
C (allu By | W) < lpl andp'p = 0) + (ot B, )

The first set lies in,, as if [p'| < |p| andp’p > 0, thenp € P impliesp’ € P. By (39) above,
< mﬂ%l’f 1> C L. Thusy,,af;, € L, whencey,,L C L andL is a left ideal of B, . O

Now we fix K := |21 |. Whenk is odd, K = 2! and wherk is even K = 222, The rangeP in

Lemmd2.4 becomes

e S LR C

For % odd,

and fork even,

P={-K, . . K+1}.

We are now almost ready to prove Theofen 2.2. A standard wslydw that a set which contains
the identity element spans the entire algebra is to shovwannsp left ideal of the algebra or, equiva-
lently, show that its span is invariant under left multiplion by the generators of the algebra. With
the previous lemma in mind, we observe that ‘pushing’ a ganethrough each chain may distort
the ‘ordering’ of then chains (the; > i, > ... > iy requirement in the statement of Theorem 2.2).

Motivated by this, we first prove the following Lemma.
Lemma2.5.Ifi < gandp,r € P,

P P’ r Zk v . 1o
G 10 pi—2 € <%/,j/,zag',h’,l—2<@z—3 | > iandp',r' € P> :
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Proof. Observe that, by Lemnia 2.4, = <a§ﬁh,l_2@5{€_3\r’ € P> is a left ideal of " | therefore it
suffices to prove that, for all< g andp, r € P,

A0 g = (VPXi. . ej...e) (Y Xy en...e))

€< i ,l@l la,h,l LB 5 >dandp',r €P>

Letusdenot< i lla,h,lz 13\1 > ¢ andp’, reP>byS

If g > j, then
Ir Ir
€j...€ (Y;] Xg...eh...el_g) = Yg+2Xg+2...eh+2...elej...el_1el
® ..
= Y9+2Xg+2...eh+2...elej...el_g.

Thus, using the commuting relations (2), (4) and equafi®, (1
/
Offjla;’hJ 2 — Y;+2Xg+2 o e 6h+2 P 6l}/;- pXi e Xj_lej P 6l_2
— D
= a;+2,h+2,lai,j,l—2'

Note thatg + 2 > j > 7 in this case. Hence, when> j, we haveozﬁ,”jloz;h’l_2 €s.
Now suppose on the contragy< j. Whenr is non-negative, we have the following:

Oé%la;h’l_z = (Y;/pXi...Xg...Xj_lej...el) (}/;TXQ...Gh...el)
Y/pX - Xg Y/T 0+1g 10{2 hl—2

19
25
= YXi X (Y4 Xy) g a0 s

- 5ZYZ-IPX,-...X9_1 (Yglf-lylr 8) Qgy 50 ghl 2

s=1

+ 0> YN X (Y)eY) ) by 508 s

=

v p 0
Yg+1%ﬂ%,h,l—2

r
s I'p
- 5§ gy aYi Xio - Xgo10g535

s=1

T
I'p /s 0 r—s
+ 5§ YirXi o XgaYohieg0g 10 o

Observe that if- € P is non-negative, then because< s < r, itis clear thats € P andr — s <

r—1<K,hencer —s e Pand|r —s| < K.



On the other hand,

27
p - 28 iy 00
Qi 1¥ pi—2 = YirXi. . Xg- (Yg+1 )ag+17j,lo‘g7h,l—2
s
I'p 1s—ry//—s 0 0
+ 0 VX Xy (YVETY] ) a0
I'p /s—r !/ —s
_5§ VitXi Xg (Y 1 ng ) Qgt1,5,1%,h,1—-2
s=1

:Y/TP

0
g+1 Yj1% h1—2

/P
+5§ :ag+lyl Xio Xg10ghy o

I'p 0
_6§ :Yz Xio o Xy Y+1 CgPgi1,5, ghl 2’

If —r € P, thismeans-r € {—K

ands — r € P. To summarise, whetheris positiveor negative

i o €Y a0, o+ (o, YPXG L Xy a5 | s € Plr—s| < K)
H (VX XYy egg oo | s € Plr —s| < K) . (40)
We now deal with each term df (40) separately.
The firsttermisy; 1 of,ad , = Y 1, Y ad,00 ) .
Ifh<j—2(s0i<g<h<j—2),then
agﬂag’h7l_2 == (XZ e Xg .

. .XhXh+1 .. .Xj_16j .. .6l) (Xg .

5

.. Xh_16h ce 6l_2)

(Xg+1 e Xh6h+1 e ej_g) (Xz Ce Xj_ng_lej

IS

. 6[) <6j_2 Ce €l_2)
(Xg+1 Ce Xh6h+1 e 6j_2) (Xz Ce Xj_36j_16j 2€; . 61) (Ej_l e 61_2)

<. €592€51... 6l) (X, ce Xj_36j_2 . 61)

- (Xg+1 e Xh€h+1 .

_ 0 0
= Qg pt11% 212

Asi < g+1,Y;" commutes with), , ., ,, by equation[(T9). Thus we have shown thiglty o) g0 =
Oy 1 hy11%% 0o IS @n element of, whenh < j — 2
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Now supposé. > j — 1. Then, using equatiof (R4) far> j, we have the following:

oz?jloz;h,l_z = (Xg—l—l---Xj—l) (XZ-...Xg...Xj_lej...eh...el) (Xj_l...eh...el_2)

=]

(X1 X)) (X X X ey enoe) (XKoo .en .. e)

+5(Xg+1...Xj_1) (Xi...Xg...Xj_gej...eh...el) (Xj_l...6h...61_2)

—5(Xg+1...Xj_1) (XZ'...Xg...Xj_26j_16j...6h...6l) (Xj_l...eh...el_g)

([Zb@ (X1 X)) (Xs .. Xy  Xjoej 165 cep...e) (Xjo1...en...e-2)
O (X1 Xjrey el (Xiw o Xjoa X1 e e1z)
— 0 (Xgt1--- Xjo1) (Xjq - ceppo.oe) (Xio o . Xjoej1...en...€)
@@ (X1 - XjXj..e) (X  Xj o€ 1. .ep...€)
O (X1 Xjrey e (Xiw o Xjoa X1 e es)
— 00Xt engo. e (Xgpr - Xjo1) (Xo oo Xjoej1. e ... €1-2)
@

0 0 0 0 0 0
Oyt hy2,1% j—1,0—2 T 5ag+1,j,lai,h,l—2 - 5aj+1,h+2,lai,g,l—2'
Therefore, wheh > j — 1,

/v p 0
Yg+1%jz%,h,z—2

T P r D Ir 117

Qi hr21j_10-2 T 0 Qgi1,5,1% hi—2 — 0Yyy +1%+1 h+2,1% g1—2°

However, sincgy < j, Y, I, commutes witt9,, ,,,,. Moreover, ag) <1 -2,V € ,%7{“_1. Thus
Yy abal,, o € S. So far we have proved that the first term 0f](40) is a membes,dor all
possibilities, j, g, h wherei < g < j.
We now need to shodess ,, Y77 X, ... Xy 10075 _,|s € P,Jr —s| < K) C S. But this follows
immediately from the definition of, asr—s € PandY;"X;... X,_, € %" ,,sincei < g—1 < [-3.
Finally, we now proveY; " X; ... X, 1Y]5 00 al% s € Plr—s| <K) CS.
Leto :=Y/"X;... X, 1Y+leg 0 10— Wheres € Pandlr — s| < K.
By equation((V)¢,al,, ;= eg...e (X5 ... XL X, "), Then

ggl

Lemmd2.B implies that

-1 7 ! 2k
Xy Qgpi—2 € <a§/h/z_2%’z_3 |9 > g,1p] <|r'| andp’r’ > 0 unlessy’ = g> :
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wherer’ = r — s. Observe that’ andr’ could be of different signs, but &as— s| < K, we know that

|p'| < K. This allows us to apply Lemnia 2.3 repeatedly to get

-1 1 ok
Xy Xg+1X Qppe € < 'hfz—2'%l—3 lg" > g,p] < K>-

Therefore

S <Yz/sz'Xi+1 X Y/+104 gla "hl— 2'%l 3|9 > 9, |p\ < K>

23
= <Y;/pXiXi+1 o X Y+1O‘g 142 h+2, laggl’%l 3 q9 >y, |p | < K>

®
= <Y;/sz‘Xi+1~~-X Y+1ag+2h’+21aggl 2@l 319 > g, 0] <K>

< <a§+2h'+2ly XiXisr o Xg Y5000 0% 510 > g, |p|<K>

Nowi < g <1—2,80Y/"X;X;y,... X, Y] € P . Note thaty’ +2 > g+2 > iandp € P.
Thuso € S.

Therefore we have now proven that each term arisinig ih (40)3s for alli, j, g, h wherei < g <
j. This concludes the proof of LemrhaR.5. O

Henceforth, we implicitly require € P whenever we writexfjl. For allm > 0 andl > 2m, let

us define the following subsets &f*. Note that these amgot R-submodules.
g R s s Sm
Vi = {0l 00 s 00 imominy - @Nd
R S S Sm . . .
Vim = {aill’jhl_lai;j%l_g O ot ‘ 11 >0y > ... > zm} .
If m > 1/2, we letVy}, =V,,, be the empty set.

If U, and U, are subsets aofg*, let U U, := (ujus|u; € Uy, us € Us); i.€., the R-span of the set
{u1u2\u1 S Ul,UQ S UQ}

Lemma 2.6. For all  andm, V}!, B} ,,, is a left ideal of}.

Proof. We prove the statement by inductionen Whenm = 0, we haveV’, = {1} soV}/, ' B, =
t@f and the statement then follows trivially.
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Suppose that: > 1 and assume the statement is truesfor- 1. Note that! > 2m > 2. By the
definition of V¢

L,m?

we have

k179 opk _ gk p g 2k
B V},m% = (%, O‘ij,z—l‘/}—z,m—r%l—m)

[—2m

N

(B V1B o), DY LemmdZH,
C (a2 Ve ymr P a), by induction,

_ 19 gk
_V} ’%l—2m7

, M

as required. O

Lemma 2.7. For all / andm, we hav%?m@f_Zm = VimBE, .

Proof. By definition, Vi, C V/, hence%?m@f_Zm O VimP, . It now remains to prove the
reverse inclusion. We again proceed by inductiomonn the casen = 0, the statement merely says
B¢ = %F. And whenm = 1, the statement is clearly satisfiedig =V, ;.

Supposen > 2 and that the statement is true faf < m. By definition ofV/ , we have
Ve gglk_% = <afj,z—1vzg—2,m—1<@lk—2m>-

, M

It therefore suffices to show

P g Zk 2k
az,j,l—lvz—zm—v@l—zm C VimPBom: (41)

for 1 < i < [. We will prove [41) by descending induction enSupposel(41) holds for afl such

that: < ¢/ < [. Observe that when= [ — 1, the inductive hypothesis is vacuous. By inductiomen

%g_z,m_lﬁf_zm = 1_27m_1élk_2m, thus the LHS of((4]1) is spanned by the set of elements of tme fo
S Sm Nk
O‘f,j,z—l%;hl—g = -%mjmz—zmﬂf%}l—zm
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wherei, > i3 > ... > i,,. If i > iy, then we already have> i, > ... > i,,, SO this is a subset of
%,m@f_zm by definition. On the other hand,if< i, then

P 82 Sm ok
O 1113 - - - Yri 1 om 1 Bl —am

C o

2

S92 g Nk
j,l—laigjgl—?)Vl—4,m—2’%l—2m

/

P r! 2k g 2k y .
= (%/j/l—1O‘g'h'l—sf%}l—4vl—4,m—2f%}l—2m |i' >4), bylLemmd2b

N

N

P r’ g Zk y }
(%/j/z—1O‘g'hfl—3‘/}—4,m—2f%}l—2m |7 >1), bylLemmd2pb

/

<O‘f'j/z—1vlg—2,m—1f%}f—2m K

N

C W,m@f_zm. by induction on.
Thus (1) holds. Henc&’, Z} ,,, = Vim Bl y. O

Recall
B | Bre, 1B = by
andm : BF — b, is the corresponding projection. Recall;; was an arbitrary subset oBf
mapping onto a basky, ; of h;, and|W, x| = |2W,|. We can define afk-module homomorphism
& by — Y by sending each element 9, ;. to the corresponding elementﬁhk. Thusm ¢, =
idy, .. Note that wheri = 0 or 1, we have an isomorphism : ;" — b, with inverseg,. And, for
[ >2,
Bl = (k) + Bier1 B

Thus

BE =Y+ Bre B, forl>2, (42)

whereﬁlvk is the image ofy; (b, 1) in 2. Also,
bor =2 and by, = B (43)

Lemma 2.8. Let];,, = W,mé[k—Zm‘/}Tm'

(@) I, is a two-sided ideal Q@l’“

(b) Forl > 2m + 2, we have

2k Zk *
‘/l,m%[_zmel—Zm—lﬁl_Qm g ]l,m+1~

I,m

(c) For any fixedM, I; s = Zsz Vz,mgz—zm,kVﬁm and is spanned by elements of the form

t1 )*
g1h1l—1 )

S1 *

Sm tm
Qg1 -O‘imjmz—zmﬂX(O‘gmhmz—zmﬂ) e

(cv
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form > M, iy >is > ... > iy G < Gm—1 < ... < g1, andy is an element AY;_o,, k.

Proof.  (a) By LemmdZ2l, we havg,, = me@f_m i+ Thereforel, ,, is a left ideal of A by
Lemmd 2.6. Becausepreserves the subalgelﬂ%@_zm, thusly,, = I, SO ,, is also a right
ideal.

(b) Supposé > 2m + 2. We have

_ 0 0 0
Cl-1€1-3 - €l—2m—1 = 14 11 10 371313 Of_om_11-2m—1,—2m—1 € Vim+1-

Thus

—m—1 *
e—1€1-3 - Cl—om—1 = Ag" T (er—1e1-3 . .. €1—am—1)(€1—1€1-3 . . . €1_2m—1)

*
S w,m+l‘/l7m+1 g ]l,m—i-l-

Sincea;;, = Aalafﬂel, by relation [(15), an@d; commutes With@f 1» by equations[(4)[(5)

and [@9).V,. . Br o,, = Vi Br o, €1-1€1-3 . . . €1_am+1. This implies

*

Zk 2k * 2k 2k
‘/l,m%l—zmel—%n—l‘@l—%n Lm — w,m%l_Qmel—lel—i} e 6l—2m-i—16l—2m—1<@l—2m Im

ok ok *
- va%l—%n]l,m-i'l'%l—%n Im

g Il,m—l-l’

using that/; ,,,,1 is a two sided ideal i@l’“ as shown in part (a) above.
(c) If m > M, thenl — 2m < [ — 2M so the given elements are clearly contained, in. For a

fixed m, they span the set
W,mgl—2m,k‘/2:km-

It therefore suffices to prove that

Ly C Y VimDi—2m iV (44)

m>M

We prove this statement by induction ba 2M. If [ — 2M < 2 then

Zk * w *
[LM = Vl,M@l—wf LM — Vl,Mle—2M7le,M, by (@)
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Now supposé — 20/ > 2 and assumé; 5,1 C ZszH Vi’mHl_Qm’kVﬁm. Then using[(42)

and part (b) of this Lemma we have that

2k *
Ly = ViuBlonViu
@2) - * 2k 2k *
= VimbiomixViy + VinBlomer—avm 1B o Viou
T *
C  VimbiomiViy + Lo

ind. hypo. ~ . ~ .
S VimbiomxVin + E Vimbi—2m Vi,

m>M+1
w *
= E ‘/l,mbl—Zm,k‘/;7m7
m>M

proving part (c).

O

In particular,I,,, = B by definition, so wheri = n andm = 0, statement (c) of the previous

Lemma implies that2* is spanned byuy ™2™ v*|u, v € Vym, x"2™ € W, _sm }, hence proving

Theorem 2.P.



CHAPTER 3

The Admissibility Conditions

In the previous chapter, we obtained a spanning se£’obver an arbitrary ringz and hence we
can conclude that the rank g8 is at mostk™(2n — 1)!!. Before we can prove the linear independence
of our spanning set, we must first focus our attention on tipeesentation theory of the algebra
%5 (R). Itis here that the notion of admissibility, as first intregd by Haring-OldenburdP], arises.
Essentially, it is a set of conditions on the parame#ys .., Ax_1, 9, ..., qx-1,¢, A in our ground
ring R which ensure the algebr#} (R) is R-free of the expected rank, namely?. It turns out that,
if Ris aring with admissible parametefs, ..., A,_1,qo, ..., qk—1, ¢, A (See Definition_3.3) then our
spanning set fogeneraln is actually a basis.

In Section 3.1l, we establish these “admissibility” coratis (see Definitioh_3l3) and construct
a #5-moduleV of rank k (see Lemm&3l7). These results are containe@®h [n which Wilcox
and the author are able to ugeto then construct the regular representationZjf and provide an
explicit basis of the algebra under a slightly strongeramodf admissibility. These results are stated
but incompletely proved in Haring-Oldenburg9]; specifically, additional arguments are needed to
prove Lemma 25 of19]. We take a slightly different approach and the argumentoffer in [45]
correct this problem. Goodman and Hauschild Mosley alsdysthe representations of the= 2
algebra in detail in15]. However, they construct the moduleassumingr is a field in whichd # 0
and the roots of thé'" order relation and their inverses are all distinct. It is tharoting here as an
aside that, strongly influenced by the methods and prooftheocyclotomic Nazarov-Wenz| algebra

in Ariki et al. [3], they find that the existence of this (irreducibledimensional}-module leads
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them to formulate a second (different) type of admissipiibndition. For more details, we refer the
reader to Goodman and Hauschild Mosl&g|[and Ariki et al.3].

It is non-trivial to show that there are any non-trivial adsible rings; in other words, that the
conditions we impose are consistent with each other. In@&e8t1, we also construct a generic (“uni-
versal”) ground ringR, with admissible parameters which we will show satisfies dggirements of
an admissible ring as defined in Goodman and Hauschild M@&key1q and allows us to follow a
path similar to their trace arguments to establish linedefrendence of our spanning set in Chapter
[4. It is important to clarify the different notions of admilsifity used in the literature. We discuss in
Sectiori3.R the relationship between our admissibilityditions and those used by Haring-Oldenburg
and Goodman and Hauschild Mosley.

For this chapter, we simplify our notation by omitting theléx 1 of X; ande;. Specifically,

%% (R) is the unital associativéz-algebra generated by*!, X*! and e subject to the following

relations:
k—1
YE o= Y gy (45)
=0
X—X7 = §(1—e) (46)
XYXY = YXYX (47)
Xe = de = eX (48)
YXYe = Ale = eYXY (49)
eYme = Ap,e, for0<m<k-—1. (50)

Recall, in Lemma&1l5, we showed

XYPe =AY Pe—§ i YP %e 4§ i A, Y %e, forallp>0.
s=1 s=1
Using this and thé'" order relation orl, it is straightforward to show the left ideal o8% gener-
ated bye is the span of Y’e | 0 < i < k — 1}. As a consequence of the results in Goodman and
Hauschild [L3], the set{Y"’c | i € Z} is linearly independent in the affine BMW algebra and so it
seems natural to expect that the §&te | 0 < i < k — 1} be linearly independent in the cyclo-
tomic BMW algebra. For this purpose, we need to impose aulditirestrictions on our parameters

A07 s 7Ak—17q07 <o qek—1,4, A
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3.1. Construction of a Generic Ground Ring with Admissible Rirameters

Our aim now is to construct @5-moduleV of rank & which is isomorphic, aggy-modules, to
precisely theR-span of{Y?e | 0 < i < k — 1}, hence proving théY’e | 0 < i < k — 1} are indeed
linearly independent.

Let V' be the freek-module of rankk with basisvg, vy, ..., vi_1.

Define a linear mapy” : V — V by

Yv, = vy, for0<i<k-—2, (51)
k—1

Yo = Z%’Ui- (52)
i=0

Sinceg, is invertible, this guarantees thtis invertible, with inverse

Y Vi = Vi—1, for 1 S 1 S k— 1, (53)
X k—1

Y vy = —q! Z qi410;- (54)
i=0

Also Yivo = fori =0,...,k — 1. Definev, = Y v, for all integerss. Note that in particular, this
means

—1

~l

vy = vs_q, forallseZ. (55)

The definition ofY v;,_; gives
b l
Z qlY vg = 0.
=0

For any integet, applying?i to this gives
u l
> aY v =0. (56)
=0
Also Y is invertible for any integefand, as{vy, v1, ..., vx_1} is a basis fol/, the set

I —I —l
{Y Vo, Y U1y ... 7Y Uk’—l} = {’Ulv Vi41, - - 7Ul+k—1} (57)

is also a basis fov’.
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Now let us define linear maps, F : V — V by

Xvy = A, (58)
Xo, = AW, (59)
Xv;, = ¥V X — 600+ 641Y ‘vp, for2<i<k—1, (60)
Ev; = A, for0<i<k-—1. (61)

SinceA™! = X\ — 5+ J A, in R, substituting = 1 into (60) reproduce$ (59). Also, note that the image
of the mapFE is Im(E) = (v,), where remember hexg/) denotes thez-submodule (o) spanned
by the setM/. Furthermore, let us denote by the mapX — § + 6 E. Thus [59) and(60) become

Xu, =YV 'Wo,_,, fori<i<k-—1. (62)

Our aim is to show thal’ is actually azs-module, where the action of the generatgrsX ande
are given by the mapg, X andE, respectively. In order to prove this, we requife WY = = X.
By equations[(53) and (62), this relation automaticallydsabno,, . . ., vx_1, SO we need only ensure
that

YWY = Xy = 0.

For convenience, we write the left hand side relative to #émd{ vy, v_1,...,v1_1}. Let

k-1
(?_IWY_I — X)vg = —qy " Buo — Z o vy,
=1

where andh,; are elements of. We now calculatgg andh;, for 1 <[ < k — 1, explicitly.
By definition, since\™! = X\ — § + 6 A,, we havelV v, = A\~'y, and

WUZ' = (X ) + (5E)’U2 @ Y_IWUZ'_l - 5Ui + (SAZ‘UQ,

for1 <i <k — 1. Itis then easy to verify the following by induction én
Claim: For0<I<k-1,

!
Wuo=X1v,+9 Z(Az+1—w1—i — Up_9i42). (63)

i=1
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Indeed, whert = 0, the RHS of equatiod (63) is simply v,. Moreover, forl <[ < k — 1, if the
formula holds forl — 1 then

WU[ = Y_IW’Ul_l — 5'Ul + 5Aﬂ)0

i=1

| -1
ind. hypo. - 71 (A‘lv_lH +0 Z(Az_ﬂh—i - Ul—2i+1)> — v 4 0 Ao

55 N
= )\_1U_l + ) Z(Al—iv—i — 'Ul_gi) — (S'Ul + 6A1'U0

i=1

!
Ao 46 (Ap—vi—i — Vimaisa) + 0(Awe — )

1=2

!
= N +6 ) (Am—vimi — Vissita),

1=1

as required. Thus

k
—1e——-1 (B —1—
—qY WY vy =Y Wg QUI—1
=1

-1

63 ;1
=V a [)\_lv—l-i-l +6 (Ao — 'Ul—2i+1)]

1=1

k -1
@ Z qr [)\ ll)_l + 6 Z(Al—iv—i — Ul_gi)
=1

i=1

56, k—
= \" Z qQU_ N k+5Zqu Alv_; — v_y)
=1

=1 =1

k—1
= A\~ quvﬁ—)\ "y quvzk+5ZZQlAz iU_i — Ul—2)

i=1 l=i+1

= A7 126_1121 1+ AT qolz% 10— l+5z<z @A z) v
=1 \l=i+1
- 52_: Z Q@ VI—2i

i=1 [=i+1

=1/ k-
= A7 ZC_IJUH-)\ 9% Z% lvz+5z<zqr+z/1>vl
—52261101—21'-

i=1 [=i+1
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For now we focus on the last term. Liet= 22 — ¢, wheree = 0 if £ is even and if %k is odd. That is,
let 2 .= [£].
Then

k-1 k k-1 k 1 k
_52 Z QU2 = —52 Z QUI—2; — 52 Z QU1—2;

i=1 l=i+1 i=z l=it+1 i=1 1=i+1
(@) k-1 &k z—1 1
= -0 E E QU—2; + 0 E E QUI—2i
i=z 1=i+1 i=1 1=0
11— z—1 22
:—5§ E Q2z lUl+5E E q2i—1V—1
1=z [=2i— =1 =1

k+e—2 min(l,z—1)

k—2 L1455
:_52 Z G2i— lUl+5Z Z q2i—1V—1-

l=€ i=max(l+1,z) =1 i= [ ]
Substituting this into the above expressionfapY WY vy, we obtain the following:

(YWY = X)ug

k—1 1 k-
BB ovwo + 23S (@ + gy g ivd — ANy e + > <Z qr+zAr> v

=1 =1

k—2 L#J k+e—2 [ min(l,z—1)
—52 Zq2zl Uz+5z ZCDZI vy

l=e t=max(l+ ]

k—1

Observe that the second last inner sum above is zero Wheh — 1, as is the last, provided= 0.

We can therefore change the upper index of the outer sum-td in both. Now, equating coefficients

in the above equation implies that

B=qgA—qg '\ +(1—€)d (64)
andforl=1,...,k—1,
k—1 \_LJ min(l,z—1)
hy = )\_1(% + qo_lqk_z) +0 Z 14, — Z q2i—1 + ZC]m . (65)
r=1 i=max(l+1,z) i= [ 1

We now continue to study these equations in further detait.&m here is to provide a “generic”
ground ringR, for which V' is a %% (R,)-module. As discussed above, we requirehah= 0 in R in
order to show! is a %% (R)-module. However, in the following calculations, we dentoate that a
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particular linear combination of thedg's is § multiplied by an elemenk; of R. Therefore, it would
make sense to impose stronger conditions on the paramét&rbyreplacing some of the equations
h; = 0 with h; = 0. For convenience, we define

ho:=A— A"+ 5(Ag — 1). (66)

Now supposd <[ <z—e. Thenk —[=2z—¢—12> 2,50

U’C—— min(k—1,z—1)
hiet = A+ go ') +90 Z Griha1Ar = Qi +Z Qi+l
t=max(k—[+1,z) [k Al

k=151

= A" Hge1+ g5 @) +9 Z%urk Ar =Y i k+l+z Q2i—k+1

i=k—l+1 i=k—| Lk |

|k |
2
= AN gr+ a0 @) + 0 qu+k 1Ar qu 2z+l+z Qr—2i+1 |

i=k—z+1

using the change of summation» k& — i. Sincek =2z — ¢,k — 2+ 1 = z+ (1 — €), which allows

us to rewrite the last sum above as

|_l+kJ |_l+kJ

L
Z (k—2i41 = Z% 9i4l — (1 — €) Q2241 = Z% 21 — (1 — €)q.
ko

=z

Hence

B = A" (qe_1 + qo_ltﬂ)

|45

+ 0 qu+k 1Ar qu 2i41 T Z Qh—2i+1 — (L =€) | - (67)
=31
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In addition, [64) -[(66) implies that

— By ' + hoq

k—1 |_l+kJ min(l,z—1)
= AN G+ 0 D A — D i+ thz z
r=1 i=max(l+1,2)

— A+ AN g — (1 —€)dqy g+ Agp — A+ 6(Ag — l)qz

k—1 |_l+kJ min(l,z—1)
=0 Z QT-HAT + Qle - Z G2i—1 + ZqZ: l
r=1 i=max(l+1,2)

—g-1-9g 'a| +a "N o+ ¢ a)

Now! < z —e < z. If [ = z, thenk is even and

Ll+kJ min(l,2—1) Ll+kJ Ll+kJ
- Z q2i—1 +Zq22 I — —Z%z 1+ Z q2i—1 = Z G2i—1 + Z q2i—1-
1=max(l+1,z) i=[ 2] 1=z+1 i= [ 1 2]

On the other hand, f < z, we have

I+k 14k
5] min(l,z—1) L5~ l
- Z q2i— z+ZQ2z 1= Z q2i—1 + Z q2i—1-
i=max(l+1,z) "2 i=z Z:’—é]

Thus, in either case, the above becomes

— Bgy 'q + hoq
k-1 | !
=0 ) A+ @A — D g+ Y Gia—a—(1—eg'a
r=1 i=z il

+ qo_l)\_l(%—z + qo_llﬂ)

l+kJ

k—1
=4 ZQr+lA Z%H—Z%z— 1—5)% aQ
r=0

+ ¢ "N e + a5 @)
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Therefore, using equatioh (67), we obtain

Qo Pt — i+ Bay ta — hoa

! -1 L%
=g N G+ ') 060" | D Gkt Ar =D G2+ Y Ghaip — (1= €y

r=1 z:]’%] 1=z

|5k | -1

-9 quHA ZC_I2”+ZC_I2”—(1—€)% a| —a N g+ g0 ')
1=z er—l

Hence we have shown that, for< | < z — ¢,
Q@ "hi—1 — i+ Bay 'q — hoqr = 6}, (68)
where

l k—1
Z q(]_qu+k—lAr - Z q7‘+lA7‘
r=1 r=0

|1

(9o ' Gr—2i41 + G2i—t) + Z (¢o " Gr—sitt + Q2i1)- (69)

41 =z

N
|
—

%

Before proceeding we first prove a simple lemma which will bediin a later proof to showis

not a zero divisor in certain rings.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose a commutative rirgjcontains elements andb, such that: is not a zero

divisor in .S andb + S is not a zero divisor ir6/aS. Thena + bS is not a zero divisor irb/bS.

Proof. Suppos€a + bS)(z + bS) = 0 for somez + bS € S/bS. Thenax € bS, soax = by for
somey € S. Thus, as an element 6f/aS, (b + aS)(y + aS) = 0. This impliesy + aS = 0 since
b+ aS is not a zero divisor irt/a.S, by assumption. Hence, = az for somez € S. Furthermore,
ar = by = azb, SOx = zb sincea is not a zero divisor irb. Thereforer + bS = 0 anda + bS' is not
a zero divisor inS/bS. O

It is easy to see that always factorises a$, 5_, where ifk is odd,
By=qA—1 and - =g At+1

and wher¥k is even,

Br=qr—q ' and B_=gqg'\"+1
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For convenience, we denotly := (5. At this point, we wish to remind the reader that for a subset
J C R, we write(.J) , to mean thédealgenerated by in R. Sometimes the subscript may be omitted

only if it is clear in the current context.

Lemma 3.2. LetQ := Zg*' M g qus - a1, Ay Ar - A
Foro € {0,+, -}, let

- <Bo,h0,h1,...,hz_e,hll,hé,... h/ > Q

? Z—€

and
R, :=Q/I,.
Then

(a) the image ob is not a zero divisor ik, for o € {0, +, —};
(b) for o = +,

R[N =2 Z[¢, N qr, . g [0 [(0TIAT =5+ 1),

(c) for o = +, thering R, is an integral domain;
d) Ihy=I.n1_.

Proof. (a)Sinced = ¢ —¢~' = ¢ (¢ — 1)(¢ + 1), to prove (a) it suffices to show thatt 7 is not a

zero divisor, forr = £1. For1 <[ <k —1, let

LHkJ min(l,z—1)
ZQT+IA - Z q2i—1 + qu 1 € Q (70)
t=max(l+1,z) "2]
Then [65) says that
hi=A""q+q ‘qpt) + 6B, forl <i<k-—1. (71)
over Z[¢*', \* g2t a1, . . ., 1], the B, are related to thel; by an affine linear transformation;
specifically, the column vectdi3;), wherel = 1,...,k — 1, is equal to a matrlxslr)l =1 multiplied

by the column vectofA4,) plus a column vector of;'s. Moreover,s;,. = 0, unlessl + r < k and
si- = qr = —1, whenl +r = k. Thus(s,.) is triangular, with diagonal entrieg, = —1, so it is

invertible. Therefore we may identify with the polynomial ring

Q=2Z[¢" M o a1, .. que1, A, By, Ba, . .., Br_4]. (72)
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Now, whenl <[ < z — 1, (€9) and[(7D) implies that

L%ilJ min(k—1,z—1)
M= 'Beata' D, Giki— @G Gk
t=max(k—I+1,z) i= ’—k l-|

-1 |

bt
= @A = D> (@ Gerir + i) + > (@ it + gi)
r=0 i=[L] i=z

2k !
([ZG) =] mln(k l,z—1)
= o Britaqp Z Goikrl — o Z q2i—k+1
t=max(k—I+1,2) i= [k Al
LHkJ min(l,z—1)
~Bi—qdo— Y g+ Z% l
t=max(l+1,z) = (2]
-1 L%

(qo Qe—2i+1 + Qi) + Z Q0 Y 9itl + Q2i—1)

i=[4] ==

Hence

h; € q()_lBk—l + Z[qi17 )‘i17q(:)|:17q17 .. '7qk—17A3:17 B17 327 ety Bz—1]7

for1 <l <z-1.Thus

Q= Q/ (R Ry, B ) Z 2N a1, AT, By, B, ..., Ba .

Indeed, ifl < [ < z—1,thenifkiseven (hence = 0andz+1 < k-1 < k — 1),
quotienting by theh; expresses the elements_,, ..., B, , respectively, as elements of the ring
Zlgt N 5t qr, - g1, A, By, By, ..., B._4]; similarly, if k is odd (hence = 1 andz <
k—1<k-—1),thenB,,..., B,_; may also be expressed in the quotient as elements of the ring
ZgE N gt g, Qe AT, By, By, ..., Ba_)

In particular,q + 7 is not a zero divisor if);. By using Proposition 311 recursively, we aim to
show thaty + 7 does not become a zero divisor, as we quotient by furtherrgeas of/,.
If we setq + 7 = 0thend = 0, hence by[(E5)h; = A\ (q + 3 qr_i), for anyi. So for any
1 <1< z-1,we have that

Q/< /1, z17h17"'7h’l—17q_'_7->9

12

/(a4 a0 ' ar—1)s (@2 + @0 " ar—2) - - (-1 + @0 " Gh—131), 4 + T,

12

Z[)\il,qaﬂ,ql, .. .,qk_l,Aa—Ll, By, By, ..., B,_].
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Certainlyh; = A\~ (q+q, ' qx—;) is not a zero divisor in this ring, so repeated applicatioRrafposition

[3.1 proves thag + 7 is not a zero divisor in
Q= Q1/ (hy, .. .,hz_1>Ql =Q/ (W), Wy Wy by hay o 1)
Moreover, the above argument (with= ) says that
Qo /(q+ 7‘)92 =~ ZDF i qn, e, AT By By, ... B. .
Observe thatho, 8,), = (hy, Bs), Where
ho:=ho—¢g' B=A"gg" = 1) + (A — 1~ (1 —e)gy ).

Suppose first that is odd, thenR, = 2/ (hg, 5,) = Q2/ (hy, B5). Certainly, we know thak{ =

A!(g; % — 1) is not a zero divisor in the polynomial rirf@, /(g + T)q,- Moreover,

Q2/<h/07q + T>522 = Z[)‘ilvqaﬂaqla cee 7Qz—67A6tlaBla BZa .. -aBz—e]/<q0_2 - 1>

= (Z[qal:l’ q1s -y Qz—e A(:;:lv Bl) 327 e Bz—E]/(QO_Z - 1>)[)\i1]

is a Laurent polynomial ring in. Now, in this ring,3, is one ofgoA — gy ' A™1, goA — 1 or gy ' A~ — 1.

In every case, it has an invertible leading coefficient aslgmmnial in \, so it is not a zero divisor in
Q/(hg,q + 7)q,- Now, because + 7 is not a zero divisor inf2, andhy is not a zero divisor in the
polynomial ring€2, /(g + 7)., , Propositio 311 implies that+ 7 is not a zero divisor irf2,/ <h{))02.

Then applying Propositidn 3.1 again shows that 7 is not a zero divisor if2y/ (h{, 5,) = R,, SO

Q9

we have proven (a) whehis odd.
Now supposé is even, themR, = Qs/ (5,, ho, h., h’z)ﬂz. Equation[(6B) then gives

oh, = (qo" = Dh= + 85" ¢. — ho.
D5 gyt - 0B~ (A -1 3] in©

Since) is not a zero divisor inf2, this implies
.= (g" = 1)B. — (Ao — 1 = ). (73)

We first aim to show thag + 7 is not a zero divisor i)y /(h., b, hy),, . Suppose

(¢ + 7)x = ah, + b, + chy,
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for somea,b,c € Q,. Ford € €, letd denote the image of in Qy/(q + T)g,- Then h, =
AN+ a5'q), = (g — 1)B. — (Ao — 1 — g5 )g., andhy = A\"Y(gy > — 1). So we have

aX g+ D)g+0[(¢g" =B, — (Ag—1— g5 )g:] +eA " Hgg? — 1) = 0.

In particular,q, ' + 1 dividesb [(¢;' — 1)B. — (Ao — 1 — ¢5 ')¢.]. Becausély/(q + 7)., is just the
polynomial ringZ A\, ¢i*, qu, . . ., ¢z, AT, By, By, . .., B.] (shown above)g, ' + 1 dividesb. Thus
b=bA"1(¢g" + 1), for someb; € s, and so

ag. + by [(g0" —1)B. — (Ao — 1 — g )] + gy — 1) = 0.
Rearranging then gives
(" —1) [B.+¢] =q. [bi(Ag—1—¢q3") —a] .
Now qo‘1 — 1 andg, are coprime as elements@Qt/ (¢ + T>QQ, so there exists g € (), such that
B, +¢é=¢cq. and
(Ao —1—q')—a=c(g' —1).
We may now write
a=b(Ag—1—q")—ci(ggt = 1) + (g + 7)ay,
b=X"g"'+1)b + (¢+7)by and
c=c1q, — b B, + (g + 7)ea,
for someas,, by, c3 € (5. Thus
(¢ + 7)x = ah, + bh, + chy,
=b [(Ao—1—qg .+ X gy " + 1)K, — B.hy]
+ 1 [g:hy — (g5 = 1)hz] + (g + 7)(azhs + bk, + cohy).

It is straightforward to verify thaf(Ay — 1 — g5 ")h. + A" (g5 " + 1)h, — B.hy] = 0, using the def-
inition of A{ and equationd (71) an@ (73). Also, by definition/df and h;, we know thatéh, =
(@ — 1)h. — q.h},. Hence the above reduces to

(q+ 1)z = —dcr B, + (¢ + 7)(azh, + boh!, + cohy)

= (q+7) [—q (g — T)erh, + ash. + boh, + cahy] -
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asé = ¢ (¢ + 7)(¢ — 7). Earlier we showed that+ 7 is not a zero divisor iff),, SO

x = agh, + byl + cshy — ¢ (q — 7)erhl, € (h, b, hf)

Q"

That is,q + 7 is not a zero divisor iy /(h., h’, hg), . Finally, by a similar reasoning as in the
odd casej, is not a zero divisor if2y/{h., h’, hy, g + 7). A final application of Proposition 3.1
therefore shows that+ 7 is not a zero divisor i,/ (3, ho, h., h’z>92, thereby completing the proof
of ().

(b) For the momenty € {0, +, —}. We now give a concrete realisation of the riRg[§—!]. Let

I,[671] denote the ideal dR[5~!] generated by,. A standard argument shows that
Ro[07"] = (/1,)[07"] = Qo] /L,[07].

By equation[(6B)hx_; = dqoh] + qohy — Ba — qohoqr € I,[071, for 1 < [ < 2z — e. Thus the
ideal inQ[6~'] generated by, and allhg, hy, . . ., h_1; must also be contained i [§~']. Conversely,

sinced is invertible inQ2[6~!], equation[(68) also shows that
h; € <5o’,h07h1’...7hk_1>9[671], for1 <[l<z-—e
Thus

Ia[(s_l] = <507 hOv h17 ey hk—l)

Q1"

In Q[6~1], the equationd, = 0 are equivalent to
Ay = N5,
and B, = -5 "\ Yg+q'tg), for1l<i<k-—1.

Let Q3 := Q[0 ]/ {(hg, by, ..., hk_l)mrlr Then we have expressely and By, ..., By_q in 23 as
polynomials ing™, A*' 5!, q1, . .., qr_1 andé—*. Therefore, by[(72),

Qs 2 Z[g N i g, ][0TI =TI D).
Moreover,
Ry (577 2 Q51,067 = QU5)/ (g, oy b aca) = (Bl
Now suppose = +. Theng, can be “solved” foi; !, so
R, (67N = Z[¢ N qr, . g [0 [(0TIAT =5+ 1),

completing the proof of (b).
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(c) Observe that the ring[¢=!, A=Y, q1, ..., @] [0 ][(07* A~ — 671X + 1)~!] above is obtained
from an integral domain via localisation, henBg[¢~'] is also an integral domain. Now, we have
already proven in part (a) thatis not a zero divisor ink,, therefore the mag, — R,[07'] is
injective. Sincek, embeds intd?,[d '], statement (c) now follows immediately.

(d) Becaused, = .0, itis clear thatg, € I, N I_, thus all generators of the ideg] are in
I,NnI_.Hencely, C I, NI_.

Finally, note thatQs = Z[¢*', M ¢t a1, ..., qe_1][0[(6* A" — 67*A 4 1)7'] is obtained
from a UFD (unique factorisation domain) by localisationgas therefore also a UFD. Suppose that
r €I, NI_ C Q. Thenz vanishes ink. and hence ifR.[6!] = Q3/ <ﬁi)93. So the image: of «
in )5 satisfies

T € (Bi)a, N(B-)o, = (B+B-)a, = (B)a,
sinces, andj3_ are coprime if2;. Thusz maps ta) in Ro[d '] = Q3/ (5)93. SinceR, embeds into
Ro[671], the image ofr in Ry must also bé). Thatis,» € I,, hencel, N I_ C I,, completing the
proof of (d). O

Definition 3.3. Let R be as in the definition of8* (see Definitiori 1I1). The family of parameters
(Ao, .-, Ar_1,q0, - - -, qr-1,q, A) is calledadmissibleif

B=ho=hy=...=hyc=H =h=. . =h__=0.

Forallo € {0,+, —}, R, is a ring with admissible parameters, by definition/pin Lemma3.2.
Furthermore R, is a “universal” ring with admissible parameters as denranst in the following
proposition. This result allows us to deduce future redwytsnitially proving them forR, and then

specialising to another ground ring with admissible patanse

Proposition 3.4. Let R be as in Definitiof 1]1 with admissible parametégs ..., Ai_1, qo, - - - Qu—1,

g and\. Then there exists a unigue m& — R which respects the parameters.

Proof. There is a unique ring map : 2 — R which respects the parameters. Furthermore, the

admissibility of the parameters iR is equivalent to
p({(B,ho, hyo oy ha_e, By, R )q) = 0.
That is, the map kills I, C 2 and hence factors throudhy. O

We now proceed to prove that the fr&-moduleV is in fact a%%(R,)-module. For now let us

assume that we are working ovgs and denotez5 (R,) simply by %5.
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Recall the map¥’, X andE : V — V defined at the beginning of this section. Now, by equation
(€8), we haveh,_; = 0in Ryfor1 <[ < z—e Thush; =0forall0 <[ < k — 1. Then, by our

argument earlie” WY ' = X holds on all oft’ and hence rearranging gives
YXY=W=X-§+JE.

ThusYXYX — XYXY = [YXY,X] = [§E, X], where[ , | denotes the standard commutator of
two maps.
Sincelm(E) = (vy) and X v, = v, by definition,

Im([0E, X]) C (vo) - (74)
LetN :=YXYX — 1. Then

IN,Y]= NY - VN

Il
=
>~
)~<
S
h<

|
=
>~
~
>

and

Therefore, by[(74),
Im([N,Y]) C {(v;) and Im([N,Y ]) C (v). (75)

Observe that

VXY Xvg = AWXY0p = \WXv, =AYV ) = v
and
VXV X0, = VXV AV ) = AW X vy = A1V () = oy,
henceNvy = Nv; = 0.
Lemma 3.5.
Nu, € (v, vy,...,u_1), foralll>1, (76)

and

Nuv_,, € <v0, v_1,... ,v_(m_1)> , forallm > 0. (77)
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Proof. We have already establishéd, = Nv; = 0 above. To prove the first assertion, we argue by

induction onl. Assume that > 2 andNv,_; € (vy,vs,...,v,_2). Then
Ny, = [N, Y]’Ul_l + YNUl_l € <’U1> + <’U2, ceey Ul_1> ,

by (78) and the inductive hypothesis. Thi$; € (vq,...,v_1) forall i > 1.

The second assertion is similar. Assume> 1 andNv_,,_) € <v0,v_1, e ,v_(m_2)>. Then

Nv_,, =[N, Y_l]v_(m_l) + Y_INU_(m_l)

€ (vo) + (V-1 V-9, Vo (m-1y) s

by (75) and the inductive hypothesis. S_,, € (vo, v_1, ..., v_(m_1)) for allm > 0.

O
Lemma 3.6. Y XY X is the identity map of".
Proof. We are required to show thatv; = 0 fori = 0,1,...,k — 1. We proceed by induction on
The cases = 0 and: = 1 have been established above. Supposetkat < k& — 1 and
Nvoszlz...:Nvi_lz(]. (78)
Since{v;_1,v;_a,...,v;_} IS a basis fol/, by (57), we have that
Vi € (Vim1,Vim2, -+, V0, U1y - -5 Vi) -
Together with our inductive hypothesis {78), this implies
N'Ui EN <’U07'U—17 s 7’Ui—k>
g <’U07'U—17"'7,Ui—k+l> ’ by ([D)
However [(76) states thaVv; € (vy,vq,...,v,_1). Again using that{v;_1,v; o, ..., Vi1, Vik}

forms a basis fol/,
<U1,’U2, - 7Ui—1> M <U0, V_1,... 7Ui—k+1> = 0

ThereforeNv; = 0. So by induction oni, we have proved thavv; = Oforall0 < i < k — 1, as

required. O
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Lemma 3.7. (cf. Lemma 25 of Haring-Oldenbufd9])

The following relations hold oi':

=0
Xw = WX =1 (80)
XE = ME = EX (81)
XYY — XVXT (82)
EY"E = A,E, forallo<m<k—1, (83)
EYXY = YXYE = \'FE (84)

Furthermore,V is a %% (R,)-module with the actions of, X, X ! ande onV given by the map¥,
X, W and E, respectively.

Proof. The k'™ order relation[(79) is immediate frorn (56). As a consequericeemma 3.6,

Clearly, this implies

XW = XVXY =Y (VXY X)Y =Y ()7 = 1.

Sinced is not a zero divisor iRy, by part (a) of Lemm&a 312, and sinEadg, (V) is a freeRy,-module,
it follows that X commutes withE. Thus, using(61) and (58),

EX = XE = \F,

proving [81). Equatiori(83) follows easily from (51) afd)(6Eurthermore, sinc&€ XY = W, (80)
and [81) imply[(84). The last assertion of Lemimd 3.7 now feddmmediately. O

Theorem 3.8. The mapy : V' — spang {Y’e | 0 < 7 < k — 1} which mapsy; to Y'e defines a
5 (Ry)-module isomorphism.
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Proof. Let U := spang {Y’e | 0 < i < k — 1}. Itis clear thatp : V — U is a surjectiveR,-
module homomorphism. Recall thétis a left ideal in%%. We can therefore define.&%-module

homomorphism) : U — V by
Y(a) = a(Ay'v), foralla e U.

Then
Y(o(vy) = Y'e(Agtvy) = Yoy = vy,
for0 <i < k—1, sothat)y is the identity. Since» is surjective, it follows that) andy are inverses.

Therefore they are bot#%-module isomorphisms. O

Hence, as a direct consequence of Thedreth 3.8, th¢set | 0 < i < k — 1} is linearly
independent. A more direct proof of this is given as foIIov\BupposeZﬁ?;‘O1 B;Yie = 0, where

B; € Ry. Considering the action of both sides angives

k-1
A(] Z Bﬂ)i =0.
1=0

But A, is invertible andv, . . ., v,_; are linearly independent ovél, so eachs; must be0.

We have established that =~ R} is a free Z5(Ry)-module. Now, for a general ringg with
admissible parameter,, ..., Ar_1,qo, - - ., q—1, ¢, A, the map given in Propositidn 3.4 allows us to
specialise fromR, to R. ThusV ®p, R = R* is a%k(Ry) ®r, R-module. It therefore becomega
free 25 (R)-module via the mapsl (R) — %5(Ry) ®r, R. In other words, we have now established

the following result.

Corollary 3.9. TheR-moduleV @, R, which shall also be denoted b¥; is a R-free %5 ( R)-module.

Henceforth we assumg& to be as in Definition_111 with admissible parametéys. .., Ax_1,

q0s - - > Qk—1, g @NdA.

3.2. Comparison of Admissibility Conditions

It is important to remark here that our definition of admiggipdiffers from the various no-
tions of admissibility arising in Haring-Oldenburg9] and Goodman and Hauschild Mosléw[15.
However, ifd is not a zero divisor, the above equations are equivalertdset obtained by Haring-
Oldenburg. In contrast, Goodman and Hauschild Mosley irapainitely many relations which are
polynomials in the4;’s. We now shed some light on their relations and demondti@teour admissi-

bility conditions relate to theirs. Specifically, we provat all of their relations hold i®,. This then
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allows us to replace their invalid generic ground ring witht &, and proceed with a similar argument
from [14] to prove linear independence of our spanning set for gémera

The algebrasz” are defined slightly differently by Goodman and Hauschildsig in [14].
Specifically, suppos&’ is a commutative unital ring containing unilg, po, . . ., pr_1, ¢, A and fur-
ther elements;, for j > 1, such that\ — A\=' = §(1 — 6,) holds, whered = g — ¢~*. They initially
consider the affine BMW algebra ové¥, in which e;Y7e; = 6;eq, for all j > 1, and define the
cyclotomic BMW algebra to be the quotient of this by the idgaherated by thé™ order relation
Hfz‘ol(Y — p;) = 0. (In this situation, as noted in Chaplér 1, thén relation [10) would become the
signed elementary symmetric polynomials in thewhereq, = (—1)*~'[]. p; is invertible). They
then proceed to defirte ; € R’ for j > 1 so that

61Y_j61 = H_jel.
More precisely, from our proof of Lemna 1.5, we know that

p p
X1Y_p61 = )\Yp61 + 0 Z Yp_2861 ) Z Yp_s61Y_s61,
s=1

s=1

for all p > 1. Then multiplying on the left hand side lay gives

p p
)\61Y_p61 = )\61Yp61 + ) Z 61Yp_2861 -0 Z 9p_861Y_561.

s=1 s=1
Now, applying a change of summatiem— p — s, we obtain

p—1 p—1
Ae1Y Pep = Nper + 0 Z e Y Pe; —§ Z Ose1Y " Pe;.

s=0 s=0

Moreover, since\™* = X\ — § + §6, in R/, this implies

p—1 p—1
1Y Per = Nlper + 00 ) e Y Pey — 6N eV ey, (85)
s=1 s=1
Thus defining_, for p > 1 inductively by
p—1 p—1
0_p = X0, + XY 0z — 6X Y 0.0,
s=1 s=1

we see that, Y Je; = 6_jeq, forall j > 1.

On the other hand, recall thit satisfies the following equation

k
> g Y =0. (86)
r=0
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Therefore forall integerss,
k
Z grelY e = 0. (87)
r=0

If we assume; # 0in %5 (R’) and that#} (R’) is torsion free then the above results would imply
certain relations hold amongst the infinite number of patamséd,, wherej € Z. This motivates
the following definition, which is precisely the definitiori admissibility given by Goodman and
Hauschild-Mosley inl14]. In order to distinguish the two different notions of adsikslity, we shall

rename theirs to “weak admissibility”.

Definition 3.10. Let R’ be a commutative unital ring containing units qo, ¢, A and further elements
¢, ---,q—1 andg;, for j > 1. The parameters at’ areweak admissiblé the following relations
hold:

i) N=X"1=06(1-06y),whered =q—q}

(i) E’;”:O ¢:0-+s = 0, for all s € Z, where forp > 1, the element_, is defined by

p—1 p—1
O_p = N0y + XY brey — OA Y 0.0, (88)
s=1 s=1

Now we are able to show that by extending the parametert® all integers; appropriately, the
A; satisfy the equations dfy given by [88).
Recall the relatior (15) of the algebra which states that

erY™e, = A,eq, forallm=0,... k—1.

and thatY” satisfies the relation

k
Z .Y =0.
r=0

Therefore forall integerss,
k
Z gre1Y ey = 0.
r=0

This motivate us to make the following definition:

Definition 3.11. Define A; inductively forj < 0 andj > k so that

k
> qjAj =0, forallseZ. (89)
j=0
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Proposition 3.12. Let R be as in Definition 1)1 with a set of admissible paramet&ys. . ., Ax_1, qo,

.+, @e—1, ¢ @and X (see Definition_313). Furthermore, fgr< 0 andj > k, let A; € R be given by
Definition[3.11. Then the parameters Bfare weak admissible, in the sense of Definifion 13.10, (by
identifyingd; with A;, for all j € Z).

Proof. We are now required to prove the following recursive relagibold for allp > 1:

p—1 p—1
Ay =NA,+00)  Agy — 60> AA,. (90)
s=1 s=1
Recall ourk-dimensional#} (R)-module V, with basis{vy, . .., v;_1}, where the action of the

generatory’, X; ande; were described by the maps X andE, respectively.

Claim: For alls € Z, Ev, = EY vy = Asuvp.

By equation[IEB)Eff:O ¢, Y vy = 0, for all s € Z. Sincev; = Y, by definition, this implies that
S Gvrs = 0, henceS*_ ¢.Ev,,, = 0, for all s € Z. Together with equatiofi(89), this shows

that
k
qu (Evrgs — Arysvo) =0, forall s € Z.

r=0
But we know, by definition off}, Ev, — A,uy = 0, forall s = 0,...,k — 1. Thus, by induction
on s, it must be zero for all integers, verifying our claim. Note that, in particular, this impdie
Ev_p = A_pv, forallp > 1.
Now, since we have proved is a %5 (R)-module, in particulaX Ev, = EXwu,, for allp > 1.
Using equation (25) and Lemrha B.6, a straightforward catan shows

p—1

p—1
Xv, =1, +0 Z Ay_v_; =96 Z Up—2
i=1 i=1

p—1 p—1
= )\_lv_p + 6 Z Agvs_p— 9 Z Vos—p-
s=1 s=1

Therefore, by our claim above,
p—1 p—1

EXv, = A"Aug+ 0> AAug— 0> Ag_ptp.

s=1 s=1

On the other hand,

XEv, = A,Xvg @ AA .
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Thus, asy, is a basis elemenk Ev, = FXwv, implies that

p—1 p—1
My =ATA +0> AA, =6 Ax,
s=1 s=1
p—1 p—1
S A, =NA 0N Ay, -0 AA,

s=1 s=1
which is precisely equatiof (P0). Hence, by setting= A, for j > 0, we have proven the parameters

¢\ o, -- -, q,—1 andd; are weak admissible, completing the proof of the Propasitio O



CHAPTER 4

The Freeness o8”

Recall in the introduction we mentioned that the BMW algsl¥a are isomorphic to the Kauff-
man tangle algebrdsT,, and are of rank2n —1)!! = (2n—1)-(2n—3)-...-1, the same as that of the
Brauer algebras. The Brauer algebras were introduced hyeB{5] as a device for studying the rep-
resentation theory of the symplectic and orthogonal grpapd are typically defined to have a basis
consisting of Brauer diagrams, which basically look likegkes except over and under-crossings are
not distinguished. The BMW algebras are a deformation oBtfagier algebras comparable to the way
the Iwahori-Hecke algebras of typg,_; are a deformation of the group algebras of the symmetric
groupS,,. Alternatively, the Brauer algebra is the “classical lihof the BMW algebra or Kauff-
man tangle algebra in the sense one just “forgets” the nati@ver and under crossings in tangles
diagrams and so tangle diagrams consisting only of versitahds degenerate into permutations. In
fact, by starting with the set of Brauerdiagrams (see Section 4.2), together with a fixed ordering o
the vertices and a rule for which strands cross over whicé oay easily write down a diagrammatic
basis of the BMW algebr&,,; for more details on this construction, we refer the readéiérton and
Wassermand(Q] and Halverson and Rarid§].

The affine and cyclotomic Brauer algebras were first intreduloy Haring-Oldenburgl], as
classical limits of their BMW analogues in the above sendee dyclotomic case is studied by Rui
and Yu in B9] and Rui and Xu in[Bg]. (There is also the notion of@-Brauer algebra for an arbitrary
abelian group, introduced by Parvathi and Savithri iB84]). The cyclotomic Brauer algebra is,

by definition, free of rank™(2n — 1)!!. Therefore we would expect the cyclotomic BMW algebras
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to be of this rank too. The main aim of this chapter is to esthlthe linear independence of our
spanning set, obtained in Chaptér 2, initially ovey, the “universal” ground ring with admissible
parameters constructed in Lemmal 3.2. To achieve this gealjs& a modification of the arguments
made in Section 6 of Goodman and Hauschild MoslE,[which were adapted from Morton and
Traczyk 29 and Morton and Wasserma@(]. We require the existence of a trace @ ( R,) which,
using its specialisation into the cyclotomic Brauer algelis shown to be non-degenerate. This will
prove the linear independency of our spanning set.

This chapter is set out as follows. We begin with a brief idtrction on tangles and affine tangles
and define the cyclotomic Kauffman tangle algebras throhghatffine Kauffman tangle algebras.
From here, we introduce the cyclotomic Brauer algebras asdaate with it a trace map. Using
the nondegeneracy of this trace, given by a result of Pareath Savithri [B4], we are then able
to establish the nondegeneracy of a trace on the cyclotoid/Balgebras over a specific quotient
ring of R,, for o € {0,+,—}. From this, we then deduce that the same result holds foe tthese
rings. In particular, this implies that we have a basis&if R, ), thereby provingZ*(R) is R-free for
all rings R with admissible parameters. Moreover, as a consequentesé results, we also prove
the cyclotomic BMW algebras are isomorphic to the cyclomiauffman tangle algebras. These
results verify the claims made in Goodman and Hauschild 8ddH] for rings withweak admissible

parameters.

Definition 4.1. An n-tangleis a piece of a link diagram, consisting of a union of arcs atfichite
number of closed cycles, in a rectangle in the plane sucltlieatnd points of the arcs consistrof

points located at the top amdpoints at the bottom in some fixed position.

An n-tangle may be diagrammatically presented as two rowsveftices and strands connecting
the vertices so that every vertex is incident to precisely stnand, and over and under-crossings and

self-intersections are indicated. In addition, this deagmmay contain finitely many closed cycles.

Definition 4.2. Two tangles are said to mnbient isotopidf they are related by a sequenceRxi-
demeister movesf types I, Il and Il (see Figurel 1), together with an isotagthe rectangle which
fixes the boundary. They aregularly isotopicif the Reidemeister move of type | is omitted from the

previous definition.

One obtains a monoid structure on the regular isotopy etpriga classes af-tangles where

composition is defined by concatenation of diagrams. As imeedl in the introduction chapter, the
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FIGURE 1. Reidemeister moves of types I, Il and Ill.

algebra of these tangles together with a skein relation mgritom the Kauffman link invariant is a
diagrammatic formulation of the original BMW algebra.

The tangles which appear in the topological intepretatidh@affine and cyclotomic BMW alge-
bras feature in typés braid/knot theory. Affine braids or braids of type (see Lambropoulol2H],
tom Dieck §0] and Allcock [1]) are commonly depicted as braids in a (slightly thickengdinder,
or a (slightly thickened) annulus, or as braids with a flagp&ssentially, braids om strands of type
B are just ordinary braids (of typ&) onn + 1 strands in which the first strand is pointwise fixed; this
single fixed line is usually presented as a “flagpole”, a thiedd vertical segment, on the left and the

other strands may loop around this flagpole.

Definition 4.3. An affine n-tangleis ann + 1-tangle with a monotonic path joining the first top and

bottom vertex, which is diagramatically presented by thgpitde mentioned above.

The diagram shown in Figule 2 is an example of an affit@ngle.

FIGURE 2. Affine 2-tangle diagram.
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Two affinen-tangles are ambient (regularly, respectively) isotoptbeéy are ambient (regularly,
respectively) isotopic ag + 1-tangles. Note that, as the flagpole is required to be a fixeabtonic
path, the Reidemiester move of type | is never applied to #gpble in an ambient isotopy. As with
ordinary tangles, the equivalence classes of affitangles under regular isotopy carry a monoid
structure under concatenation of tangle diagrams.ieﬁenote the monoid of the regular isotopy
equivalence classes of affinetangles.

Forj > 0, let us denote by; (the regular isotopy equivalence class of) the non-sédfrgecting
closed curve which winds around the flagpole in the ‘posgiese’; times. These are special affine
0-tangles which will feature in definitions later. Observattf, is represented by a closed curve that

does not interact with the flagpole. The following figure skixatesO;:

FIGURE 3. Os.

Using this monoid algebra of affinetangles, we may now define the affine and cyclotomic BMW
algebras. We remark here that the definitions differ sligtatithose given in Goodman and Hauschild
[14]; the difference is that their initial ground ring involvas infinite family of 4;’s, for every; > 0.
Instead, here we define the algebras over a inghder the same assumptions as in the definition of
2" and taked;, wherej > k, to be elements aR defined by equation (89).

The figures in relations given in the following two definitgimdicate affine tangle diagrams which

differ locally only in the region shown and are identical ertivise.

Definition 4.4. Let R be as in Definitiori_1]1; that is, a commutative unital ring tedming units
Ao, qo, - - - qe—1, ¢, A and further elementd,, ..., A,_; suchthath — A\=! = §(1 — 4,) holds, where
d =q—q~*. Moreover, let4; € R, for all j > k, be defined by equation (B9).

Theaffine Kauffman tangle algebré[@n(R) IS the monoidR-aIgebraR@n modulo the following

relations:
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(1) (Kauffman skein relation)

(2) (Untwisting relation)

/b:)\‘ and \P:)\l

(3) (Free loop relations)
Forj > 0,

whereT II ©, is the diagram consisting of the affimetangle7” and a copy of the loo®;

defined above, such that there are no crossings betWeeni O ;.

Remark: An important case to consider is the affinndangle algebré/{TO(R). If relation (3) is
removed from the above definition, a result of Tureaé€$] [shows that the affin@-tangle algebra is
freely generated by th®;, wherej > 0, and embeds in the center of the affinéangle algebra. This
motivates relation (3) in the above definition. This thenvsstlﬁo(R) = R.

Recall the affine BMW algebrﬂ?n(R) over R is simply the cyclotomic BMW algebra” ( R) with
the cyclotomick™ order relation on the generatbromitted. Goodman and Hauschiltid prove the
maps given in Figurel4 determine &halgebra isomorphisn} between the affine BMW and affine
Kauffman tangle algebras.

We write ), &; and&; for the images of the generataY§ X; ande; under@, respectively. In

particular, the image of; is exemplified in Figurgl5.

Definition 4.5. Let R be as in Definitio 4]4. Theyclotomic Kauffman tangle algebr&T” (R) is

the affine Kauffman tangle algeb?@n(}%) modulo the cyclotomic skein relation:
> giyi=o.
r=0 et
The interior of the disc shown in the above relation represspart of an affine tangle diagram isotopic

to )" (see Figur€l4 fop)). The sum in this relation is over affine tangle diagrams Wwhiiéfer only in

the interior of the disc shown and are otherwise identical.

By definition, there is a natural projection : @N(R) — KT*(R) and a natural projection
Tp - t@n(R) — %¥(R). Moreover,i) : t@n(R) — @H(R) induces ank-algebra homomoprhism
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1 1—1 i +1 1+2 n
1 1—1 i +1 1+2 n
€; /—— ‘ .

FIGURE 4. The isomomorphism between the affine BMW and affine Kaufftaagle algebras.

\

FIGURE 5. The affinei-tangle associated with the elemefjt

¢ B¥(R) — KT*(R) such that the following diagram dt-algebra homomorphisms commutes.

12) —

B,(R) —— KT,(R)

“l yt

B (R) —— KTF(R)

Moreover, because is an isomorphism, this implies : %*(R) — KT*(R) is surjective. Further-
more, the homomorphism commutes with specialisation of rings. More preciselyggia parameter
preserving ring homomorphisf#, — R, we can conside#”(R,) as anR;-algebra and construct
the R,-algebra homomorphism, : #%(R,) — %%(R,), which sends generator to generator. The

ring homomorphism also extends tcdRa-algebra homomorphism : KT*(R,) — KT*(R,). Then
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itis easy to verify that) o, = 1, o+ holds on the generators ¢*( R, ), hence we have the following

commutative diagram ak,-algebra homomorphisms:

BE(R)) —"— BE(R»)

wl lw (91)

KT*(R;) —*— KTX(Ry)

n

Remark: The tangle analogue of thg)(anti-involution described at the beginning of Chapter
is then just the anti-automorphism BT* (R) which flips diagrams top to bottom. In partic-
ular, it fixes), X; and&;. Furthermore, the map of affine tangles that reverses adisargs, in-
cluding crossings of strands with the flagpole, determimeis@morphism fronKT? (¢, A, A;, ¢;) —
KT (g7 A Ay, —gemige V).

4.1. Construction of a Trace on%*

We now work our way towards a Markov trace on the cyclotomicBMlIgebras, via maps on the
affine BMW algebras, as described in Goodman and HausciBld Dbserve that, there is a natural
inclusion map from the set of affinen — 1-tangles to the set of affine-tangles defined by simply

adding an additional strand on the right without imposing famther crossings, as illustrated below.

Furthermore, the maprespects regular isotopy, composition of affine tangle rdiang and the re-
lations of@n, so induces arR-algebra homomorphism: @H_I(R) — @H(R). Moreover, it
respects the cyclotomic skein relation, hence induceB-atgebra homomorphism: KT* | (R) —
KT (R).

There is also a “closure” mag,, for the affine Kauffman tangle algebras, from the set of affine
n-tangles to the set of affine — 1-tangles, given by closure of the rightmost strand, astiiéued
below.

We definez,, : @H(R) — @n_l(R) to be theR-linear map given by

en(T) == Aytel, (T).
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Moreover, taking these closure maps recursively productaca map on@n. We defines, :

KT, (R) = KTo(R) = R by

1 2 . n—1 n
N FU IO DR l..
cl, :
||| ........ Il
I IO Y IR ... ]
ET :

In particular, these closure and trace maps respect thetoyeic skein relation, therefore induce
analogous maps, : KT*(R) — KT* (R) ande, : KT*(R) — KT#(R). Now, using Turaev’s
result and the conditions for weak admissibility (see D&6ni3.10), one can show th&iT4 (S) = S,

for any ring.S with weak admissiblparameters. Hence we have a trace map
e, : KT*(S) — S.

In particular, by Proposition 3.12, this also holds for aimgmwith admissiblgparameters.

Remark: Observe that, o . is the identity onKT* ,, hence the map : KT* | — KT* is
injective and we may naturally regaf@T*_, as a subalgebra &T”. However, it isnot clear,a
priori, that the analogous map %#* |, — %" defined byY — Y, X; — X, ande; — ¢; is injective.

Remark: The mapx, is sometimes called a&bnditional expectatioh see Goodman and Hauschild
[13] for more detail. Also, for a ring with admissible or weak admissible parameters, the trage ma
e, : KTF(S) — § satisfies certain properties and is usually callddaakov trace This terminology

originated in Jone20]. For more details, we refer the reader to Goodman and Hadgdl3,/14.
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Taking the closure of the usual braids of typgor tangles) produces links iff®. In the typeB
case, closure of affine braids and affine tangles yields limkssolid torus. This leads to the study
of Markov traces on the Artin braid group of tyfde and, moreover, invariants of links in the solid
torus. Various invariants of links in the solid torus, amgdas to the Jones and HOMFLY-PT invariants
(for links in S3), have been discovered using Markov traces on the cyclatétacke algebras; see,
for example, Lambropoulol2B] and references therein. Kauffman-type invariants fokdim the
solid torus can be recovered from the Markov trace on theaaBiM\W algebra. This is discussed by
Goodman and Hauschild id.g].

The trace map OKTI‘Q commutes with specialisation of ground rings, in the follogvwsense. Sup-
pose we have two rings; andS; with weak admissible parameters and there is a parametspieg

ring homomorphisnw : S; — S,. Then the following diagram of; -linear maps commutes.

KTZ(Sl) i) 51

ml l (92)

KT (Sy) —= S,

Indeed, becaus€T" (S, ) is spanned ove$, by affinen-tangle diagrams, it suffices to chegk ¢ =
e, o n¢ on affinen-tangle diagrams, by thé;-linearity of . and definition ofp,. This then follows
becausel, and the isomorphisfTZ(S) = S commutes with specialisation. The former is easy to
verify, as it suffices to check on diagrams, and the lattelgigresince the isomorphisiTE(S) — S
is inverse to the natural inclusion ma&p— KT%.

Using this trace on the cyclotomic Kauffman tangle algepvas are now able to define a trace
on the cyclotomic BMW algebras, over any riggwith weak admissible parameters, by taking its
composition with the diagram homomorphisim %*(S) — KT*(S) described on pade 52.

Definition 4.6. For any ringS with weak admissible parameters, define $hiknear map
£, =¢c 00 : BS) = 8.

Note that, in particular, we now have a trace map#inover any ring witradmissiblegparameters,
by Propositiorn 3.72.

Now, by the commutative diagranis {91) ahdl(92), it is easy#otbat,, commutes with speciali-
sation of rings as well. In other words,$f andS; are two rings with weak admissible parameters and

v : S1 — Sy is a parameter preserving ring homomorphism, then theviatip diagram ofS; -linear
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maps commutes.
BE(S) —2 5,

nbl l (93)

BE(Sy) —2 S,
In the next section, we will show that for a particular ringmadmissible (and hence weak admissible)

parameters, this trace map is in fact non-degenerate. For this, we consider its ratatigp with a

known non-degenerate trace on the cyclotomic Brauer adgebr

4.2. Cyclotomic Brauer Algebras

For a fixedn, consider the set of all partitions of the 48t 2,...,n, 1,2’ ..., n’} into subsets of
size two. Any such partition can be represented Byauern-diagrant that is, a graph obn vertices
with then top vertices marked by1, 2, ... ,n} and the bottom vertice§l’,2’,... n'} and a strand
connecting verticesandj if they are in the same subset. Given an arbitrary unital catative ring
U and an element, € U, theBrauer algebraB,, is defined to be thé&/-algebra withU-basis the
set of Brauem-diagrams. The multiplication of two Brauerdiagrams in the algebra is defined as
follows. Given two Brauern-diagramsD; and D,, let D3 denote the Brauet-diagram obtained by
removing all closed loops formed in the concatenatioWofind D,. Then the product ob; and D,
is defined to bedj D5, wherer denotes the number of loops removed.

The Brauer algebras have been studied extensively in thatitre. For example, the generic
structure of the algebra and a criterion for semisimplicityB,, have been determined; see Wenz|
[42], Rui [35] and Enyang10] and references therein.

The Brauer algebra is the “classical limit” of the BMW algelin the sense th&,, is a special-
isation of the BMW algebr&, obtained by sending the parameteio 0. Under this specialisation,
the elementX; is then identified with its inverse; this is equivalent to mimg the notion of over and
under-crossings im-tangles. In a similar fashion, the cyclotomic Brauer algsh(also termed the
“Z-Brauer algebras” in Goodman and Hauschild MosB])[ may be thought of as the “classical

limit” of the cyclotomic Kauffman tangle algebr&&T* . The following definition is taken fronilH].

Definition 4.7. A k-cyclotomic Brauern-diagram (or Z,-Brauern-diagram) is a Braueti-diagram,
in which each strand is endowed with an orientation and letdly an an element of the cyclic group
Zy = Z/KZ. Two diagrams are considered the same if the orientationstifaad is reversed and the

Zy-label on the strand is replaced with its inverse (in the grdy).

An example of &-Brauer5-diagram is given in Figuriel 6.
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FIGURE 6. Example of &-Brauer5-diagram.

Now let R, denote the polynomial ring[AZ", Ay, ..., A|x/2]. The following rules define a mul-
tiplication for these diagrams. Firstly, given t#g-Brauern-diagramsD; and D,, concatenate them
as one would for ordinary Brauer-diagrams. In the resulting diagram, horizontal stranéstical
strands and closed loops are formed. For each compositelstrave arbitrarily assign an orientation
to s and make the orientations of the componentsfodm the two diagrams agree with the orientation
of s by changing th&.,-labels for each component efaccordingly. The label of is then the sum of
its consisting component labels. Finally, #or=0,1,...,|%], letr; be the number of closed loops
with label+d, modk. Let D; o D, denote th€Z,-Brauern-diagram obtained by removing all closed
loops and define

Dl . D2 = (H A2d> Dl e} DQ.
d

Definition 4.8. Thecyclotomic Brauer algebrdor Z,-Brauer algebralBF (R, ) is the unital associa-

tive R.-algebra withR_-basis the set df.-Brauer diagrams, with multiplication defined bgbove.

We now proceed to show that : #*(R.) — R, is a nondegenerate trace, using an analogously
defined trace oﬂBﬁ(Rc). Rather then considering this trace directly1d]] Goodman and Hauschild
Mosley instead consider the traceusing a so-called ‘connector’ map from the cyclotomic Kendh
tangle algebras to the cyclotomic Brauer algebras.

Just as in the context of tangle algebras, one has a closyrelyfaom Z,-Brauern-diagrams to
Zy-Brauer(n — 1)-diagrams given by joining up the verticesandr’. In addition, any concatenated
strands formed in the resulting diagram are labelled adcgried the same rule as for multiplication
in the algebra. Also, ifi andn’ are joined in the original diagram, then closure will resaléa closed
loop with some labell € Z;, whered = 0,1,..., |£] which is then removed and replaced by the
coefficient4,. We defines,, : €BF(R.) — CBF_(R,) by e,(D) := Aj'cl, (D), for aZ,-Brauer
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n-diagramD. Thens. := ¢, 0---0 ¢, IS atrace map
. CBF(R,) — CB(R,) = R...

The following lemma is due to the work of Parvathi and Savi{iBd] on G-Brauer algebra traces,

for finite abelian groupé:. A sketch of its proof is given in Goodman and Hauschild Mp$IE]].

Lemma 4.9. The tracee, : GB’;(RC) — R. is nondegenerate. In other words, for evely €
CBE(R,), there exists al, € CB*(R.) such thate.(d,d,) # 0. Equivalently, it says that the deter-
minant of the matriXe.(D-D")) , ,,, whereD, D' vary over allZ,-Brauern-diagrams, is nonzero in
R..

4.3. Nondegeneracy of the Trace o8* over R,

Let us fixo to be+ or —. Inthe ringR,, putq := 1, A := +1, depending on the sign of, ¢p := 1
andg; := 0, foralli =1,...,k — 1. Also, let4;, wherej ¢ {0,...,|%|}, be such thatl,, = A,
andA_,, = A,, hold for allm € Z. Then it is straightforward to verify that, by identifyirtg with
A;, the conditions of weak admissibility in Definition 3110 aaisfied. Hencé, is a ring with weak
admissible parameters ¢, ¢; and A, as defined above.

Furthermore, recalling the definition &f, from Lemma 3.2, we have natural surjective ring ho-

momorphismsk, — R., for o = +, given by:

s:R, = R.
A= £l
g — 1 (=di—0)
qp +— 1
g +— O
A = Ay

Certainly,c defines a map) — R.. It is easy to verify that the image ¢f, andh; unders are
zero, foralll = 0,1,...,z — €. Also, by (69), theh; are mapped tol,_;, — 4; in R, but these are
simply all zero, asd; = A, = A_, . in R.. Thus the generators @f indeed vanish under the map
¢, hence the above defines a ring homomorphismR, — R.. As an immediate consequence of
this, we also have a surjective m&p — R., which factors througlR,. Observe that, by Definition

[3.3, the existence of this map is equivalent to the admiggiloif the parameters iR. chosen at the
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beginning of this section. Hence, by Proposifion 8.12, giwes an alternative proof thal. is a ring
with weak admissible parameters.

We have arR,-algebra homomorphisth: %*(R,) — CB%(R.), given by Figuré&l7, in which only
non-zero labels on strands have been indicated.

1 2 n

X;, — ) j|
1 1—1 i i+1 42 n
o
e; +rH—
N\

FIGURE 7. The isomorphisng : #*(R.) — CBF(R,).

It is known that the cyclotomic Brauer algete®” := CB*(R.) is generated by the diagrams given
in Figure[7. (We refer the reader to Rui and X38] for a full presentation). Hencg is surjective.
Moreover, we already have a spanning set of giz@n — 1)!! of %*(R,), given by Theorem 2]2.
Since¢ is surjective, this maps onto a spanning se€®. But CB” is of rankk"(2n — 1)!!, by
definition, hence the image of our spanning setff( R.) is in fact a R.-basisof CBF. Thus, as
R.-algebras#”(R.) = CB*, under¢.

We now compile the above information into the following dizug.
B(R.) —— CB}(R.)
% l (94)
KTi(R) —— R
Let us now prove that the diagram above commutes. Take aais§y € CBF. Then the map

e, 0o E71(D) is essentially the trace of the diagram obtained by ‘sejpeyall the non-zero labels
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from the rest of the diagram and replacing them with appateranalogoud’-type diagrams. In
KTE(R.), over and under-crossings do not matterzso v o ¢~(D) is reduced to disjoint closed
loops (around the flagpole), which are then all identifiedi{& (R.) = R.) with a product ofA;’s,
where: depends on the original labels in. This produces precisely the same result as taking the
traces.. of D, as required.

Our aim now is to utilise the above information to show thatspanning set of8* (R, ) is linearly
independent, by proving, : #*(R.) — R.is nondegenerate. From this, we are then finally able to

n

prove that#” (R,) is Ry-free of rankk™(2n — 1)!1.

Lemma 4.10. Suppos€ T} is a spanning set o (R,) consisting ok™(2n —1)!! elementd’, such
that{(Tp) = D, whereD is aZ,-Brauer diagram. Thedet (¢, (Tp,Tn,)), p, # 0, hence the trace

e, B*(R.) — R.is nondegenerate.

Proof. Consider the matriXe, (In, 1p,))p, p,» Where Dy, D, vary over allZ;-Brauer diagrams.

Recalle,, = ¢, o ¢, by definition. Since, o ¢ = ¢, o £ (see[(94)), therefore
det (5@ (TDlTDQ))Dl,DQ = det<51r ° 7vb<TDlTD2)) = det<5c © g(TDlTD2>) = det<5C(D1D2)) 7£ 0,
by Lemmd4.D. O

SinceR, is an integral domain, the matrix,, (7, n,)) 5, p, is invertible over the field of frac-
tions of R.. Thus the se{Tp, | D is aZ-Brauer diagrarhis linearly independent ovek.. In partic-

ular, this implies the spanning set.@f"(R.) given in Theoreri 212 is a basis over.

Theorem 4.11. (1) The spanning seBy, of Z*(R,) given in Theorerh 22 is a basis ovAy.
Thus%"(R,) is Ry-free of rankk™(2n — 1)!!.
(2) ¥ : B*(Ry) — KT (R,) is an R,-algebra isomorphism.

Proof. As discussed above, we have specialisation nigps» R, — R.. Also, we have a surjection
B (Ry) — BE(R,) = CB". Thus, for everyZ,-Brauern-diagramD, let us choose elemerif$, €
A" (R,) which are mapped t® under this surjection. Then, by (93) above and Lenimal 4.1, th
determinant of the trace matrix := det (¢, (1p,Tp,))p, p, € Fo has a nonzero image iR., and
hence inR,.

Now supposevz = 0, for somex € Ry. BecauseR,, is an integral domain, by part (c) of Lemma
3.2, the image of in R, must be zero, for both = + and—. Hencex € I, N I_. However, part (d)
of Lemma 3.2 states thd§ = I, N 1_, so it follows thatx € Iy, hencer = 0 in Ry. That is,w is not

a zero divisor inR,.
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In addition, by definition ot,,,

det (ET (¢(TD1 )¢(TD2 ))) = det (‘?@ (TDl TDz ))Dl Do

is not a zero divisor inky. This implies that the set of all(7p) is linearly independent oveR,.
HenceKT* (R,) containsk™(2n — 1)!! linearly independent elements. However, by surjectivityp
the image ofB, in KT*(R,), under the mag, is also a spanning set &T" (R,). Hence it must
also be linearly independent and of sizé€2n — 1)!!. ThusBg, is a basis of8*(R,), proving (1) and
(2). O

Recall Propositio_3l4 which states that any riRgwith admissible parameterd,, ..., Ax_1,
do, ---» Qe—1, ¢ @nd A\, admits a unique ma@, — R. Therefore it makes sense to consider the
specialisation algebra&” (Ry) ®r, R andKTF (R,) ®, R. The following result shows that these are
in fact isomorphic to the algebrag® (R) andKT* (R), respectively, and hencg*(R) = KT*(R).

Corollary 4.12. Let R be a ring with admissible parametess, ..., Ar_1,qo, ..., qx—1, g and . Let

Br denote the set of all

51 —(n—2m)( Tm )*

Sm
ai1j1,n—1 e Oéimjm,n—Zm—i—lx Smitm,n—2m+1

(@G )"

wherem > 0,4 > iy > ... > iy, Sm < Sme1 < ... < s1, andy"~2™ is an element O%H_Qm,k.
ThenBy is an R-basis of #*(R) and its image undet) : %%(R) — KT%(R) is an R-basis of
KT*(R).

Furthermore, %" (R) = %"(R,) ®r, R andKT*(R) = KT*(R,) ®z, R, as R-algebras, and
¥ . B*(R) — KT*(R) is an R-algebra isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the canonicdt-algebra homomorphis®8*(R) — %%(Ry) ®r, R. Certainly, it is
clear that this is a surjective homomorphism. Thus the intdgiee spanning sét, of %% (R) spans
B*(Ry) ®p, R. However, by Theoreim 4.11 above, we have already#fdtR,) @z, R is R-free of
rankk™(2n — 1)!!. ThereforeBy, is a basis 08" (R) and #*(R) = %*(R,) ®r, R.

Itis clear thatkT* (R) andKT* (Ry) ®r, R are isomorphic, aR-algebras. Similar reasoning also
shows the image dj undery is a basis oKT* (R).

Finally, we have also proven that

Bi(R) = BE(Ry) @, R = KTk(Ry) ®p, R = KT (R).
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Recall we noted earlier that it is not cleapriori that%* | (R) is a subalgebra of8*(R). This
now follows as a direct consequence of the isomorphigiiR) = KT (R). Furthermore, we may
henceforth identify} with 2.

Finally, to help the reader visualise our basis of the cyrtot BMW algebras, the isomorphism

1 mapsa? ol 5 4, considered as an elemen to the tangle shown in Figufe 8.
4,6,6%1,3,4

17

FIGURE 8. The affiner-tangle associated with the elemerft; ;o ;, € 5.



CHAPTER 5

The Cellularity of "

The theory of cellular algebras was developed in a well-kmpaper of Graham and Lehréiq)].
Cellular algebras are a special class of associative agetafined by aell datumwhich includes a
distinguished basis with certain multiplicative propestihat reflect the ideal structure of the algebra
and an anti-involution of the algebra. The principal mdima for their work comes from Kazhdan
and Lusztig’s study of Iwahori-Hecke algebras in typeand B [22]. In particular, the multiplicative
and combinatorial properties seen in the Kazhdan-Lusasgstfor Iwahori-Hecke algebras and the
“Robinson-Schensted correspondence” in the tymase is encapsulated in an axiom for a cell datum.

A cellular basis of an algebra’ gives rise to afiltration a7, with composition factors isomorphic
to the ‘cell modules’ (or ‘standard modules’) of. Moreover, all of the irreduciblel-modules arise
as quotients of these cell modules by the radical of a symertatnear form defined by the structure
constants of the cellular basis. Thus one obtains a compbet@metrisation of (the isomorphism
classes of) the irreducible’-modules. In addition, important questions, for exampgarding the
semisimplicity and quasi-heredity of the algebra, are ceduo linear algebra problems involving this
bilinear form.

The general theory of cellular algebras allows one to dethfoemation about their representation
theory, even in the non-semisimple case in most cases. Ote &y features of cellular algebras
is that the cellular structure is preserved under speatahis. Thus, in this way, the representation
theory of an algebra under its generic semisimple setting Ineaused in many cases to understand

non-semisimple specialisations of the algebra.
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In [16], Graham and Lehrer prove the cellularity of the Brauer ltgs, the Ariki-Koike alge-
bras, the (generalised) Temperley-Lieb algebras and Jtarasular” algebras. Since then, cellular
structures have been discovered for many other importgebehs. Examples include the BMW al-
gebras, cyclotomig-Schur algebras, cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras aagrdm algebras such
as the cyclotomic Brauer and Temperley-Lieb algebras aagbdhntition algebras. (For example, see
[3,18,[9,[28] 37, 39, 46, 47 Also, there is an alternative (equivalent) ring-themrend basis-free
definition of cellularity, as given by Konig and Xi ii2§].

This chapter is concerned with the cellularity of the cyoioic BMW algebras. As previously
mentioned, Enyandd] and Xi [47] utilise the already well-known cellular structure of theahori-
Hecke algebras of typa to prove the BMW algebras are cellular. Given that the BMWehlgs and
Ariki-Koike algebras are cellular, one is naturally leadagk whether the cyclotomic BMW algebras
are also cellular.

Two different cellular bases of the Ariki-Koike algebra wegroduced in Graham and Lehrég]
and Dipper et alg]. By using a particular “lifting” of a slightly modified veisn of these bases for the
{x¥} of Theoreni 2.2, we show that our basis#f is a cellular basis. A nice feature of our proof is
that we need not be explicitly concerned with a particuldiuta basis of,, ,; we need only use the
fact that it is cellular with the natural anti-involutionéthe existence of this lifting map.

In order to use the cellularity of the Ariki-Koike algebrage must work over a ringR in which
the £** order relatioan:O q;y’ splits; that is, we require the relatin[fz_l(Y — p;) = 0to hold,
for invertible parameterg; € R. (Thus theg; appearing in relatior (10) now become the signed
elementary symmetric polynomials in the in particular,gy = (—1)** ], p; is invertible). For the
purposes of cellularity, we will therefore restrict oursdaf ground rings further to “split admissible”
rings (see Definitiof 515).

Definition 5.1. Let R be a unital commutative ring. An associatiRealgebrags is cellular with cell

datum(A, M, C ) if it satisfies the following conditions:

(C1) A is afinite partially ordered set (poset), and associateld @ath\ € A is a finite setM ()
such that the set
C={C}|XeAands, te M(\)}

is anR-basis of« .

(C2) The map is an anti-involution, i.e. afk-linear involutory anti-automorphism, ¥ such that

(Cs)\,t) "= Ct),\s'
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(C3) If A € Aands, t € M(\) then, for alla € <7,

aCyy = > ra(s,8)Co,  moda/(< \)

sEM(N)

where the coefficients,(s’, s) € R do not depend ohand wherez' (< \) is theR-submodule
of o7 generated by Cy, | © < A andu,v € M(u)}.

Remark: As an aside note, we remark here that it is possible to work antextended definition
of cellular algebras; Wilcox44] removes the assumption thatcontains an identity element and that
the indexing setd/(\) are finite. Wilcox also introduces the notion of “conjuga¢fidar algebras”
(see 4]). Observe also that, by definition, cellular algebras arpiired to be finite dimensional. In
Green [L7], the concept of cellular algebras is generalised to irdiditnensional cellular algebras.

Also, recently Kénig and Xi24] have introduced the notion afffinecellular algebras.

Let us now recall the definition of the Ariki-Koike algebras;. from Chapter R, with the additional
assumption that the'"-order relation on the generat®y splits over the ground ring. Suppo®&eis
a unital commutative ring with invertible parametet®,, p; ..., pr—1. Thenb, ; := b, ,(R) is the

unital associativ&R-algebra generated &, 75, ..., T, subject to the following relations:

TOT1 TOT1 = T1 TOT1 TO
LT, = TinTiTiw fori=1,...,n—2
TT, = T,T, for [i — j| > 2
IS (T —p) = 0
T = (¢* - 1T+ ¢* fori=1,...,n—2.

7

The following result is proved in Graham and Lehi®&g][and Dipper et ald]. In both papers however,
the invertibility of the parametersy, p1, ..., pr_1 iS not required. We require this condition as we

assume the generatgrof %" is invertible, which is given by the invertibility af, = (—1)** ], p.

Theorem 5.2. The Ariki-Koike algebray,, ,(R) is cellular for any unital commutative rin@ with

invertible parametersg, po, p1 . . ., Pr_1-
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Now supposeR is as in Definitiod LI1, such that tié&" order relationZ?:0 ¢;y’ splitsinR. Then

recallh,, »(R) is a quotient of*(R) under the following projection

Ty, @Z — bk
Y — 1T,
X, — ¢'T,, for1<i<n-—1
e; — 0.

Following Ariki and Koike @], define elements,, ss, ..., s,, € b, inductively bys, := T, and
s; == q *T;_1s,_1T;_ if i > 1. Hences; = m,(Y/), for all :. Consequently, this shows that theare
pairwise commutative. Fdr=1,2,...,k, let

t—1

filz) = [ [ (@ = py)-

J=1

If :{1,...,n} — {1,..., k} is any function, define
pri= HfT(i)(Si) € b k-
i=1
The symmetric groug,, acts on the set of functions: {1,...,n} — {1,..., k} by composition;

TW = TOowWw.

Consider the se¥l of non-increasing maps : {1,...,n} — {1,...,k}. ThenM is a set of orbit

representatives for this action. For eack M, the stabiliser
S(r) ={we,|Tw=r1}

is a standard parabolic subgroup®f. Observe thab(7) = &;-11)) X Sj-1(2)] X ... X S—1(p)]
and is generated by the simple transpositifns= (i i + 1) | 7(i) = 7(i + 1)}. Consider the set
D(r) of distinguished (shortest) left coset representatives{o) in S,,. Then

D(t) ={w e &, | w(i) < w(j)foralli, 5 such that < jandr(i) = 7(j)}.

Lastly, given a reduced expressiof) . ..o;, forw € S, letT,, :=T,, ... T;; it is well-known from
standard Coxeter group theory that the relations of thebaégensurd’, is independent of the choice
of reduced expression far. Furthermore, as for the cyclotomic BMW algebras, there matral
anti-involution* of b, ;, (the same that appears in a cell datun,pf) determined by;* := T;, for alll

i=0,1,...,n—1. ThenT; = T, ands! = s,. And, since the;; are pairwise commutative, thé
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are also fixed by. (By abuse of notation, we do not distinguish between*tasti-involution onb,, .
with the* anti-involution of % defined by) in Chaptef1L).
By the arguments given in Graham and Leht] and Ariki and Koike P],

B=A{T;pT.,Ts | 7€M, dy,dy € D(7) andw € S(7)}.
is anR-basis off),, ;. By Lemma (3.3) of2], the elemenp™ commutes withl, if w € S(7). Thus
(T 0" T Ty,)" = T3 Ty1p Ty, = Ty p Ty T, (95)

soB is setwise invariant undér

Recall, on pageé 31, we chose an arbitr®module homomorphism,, : b, — %* such that
¢, = idy, . However, in general, the invariance Bfunder* may not be preserved under such a
map¢,. Indeed, one may be tempted to consider the map which eskgfieplaces’ alls; andT;
with Y/ and X}, respectively, angd™ and7,, with their appropriate analogu&s and.X,,, respectively,
in %%, Unfortunately,Y” and X,, do not necessarily commute, hence the invariancB ahder*
would be lost when mapped t8"*.

Our aim now is to “lift” B from b,,, to a set in%* which is still compatible with the anti-
involution on%* defined byi) on pagéB. In other words, we desire/ammodule magb : b,,;, — 2%
such thatr,¢ = idy,, , and

p(b") = ¢(b)" (96)
forall b € b, ;. Due to theR-linearity of ¢, it suffices to define> on B such that[(96) holds for all
beB.

Now, in B, equation[(9b) implies that the eleméfjt p™ 13, T4, is invariant undet if and only if
d; = dy andw is an involution inS(7). Thus we may expred8 as a disjoint uniorB; 11 B, 11 B;,

whereB; = B3 and
B, := {T:p"T,Ty | 7 € M, d € D(r) andw = w™" € S(7)}.

Forb € B,, let ¢(b) be an arbitrary element of ' (b). If ¢ € Bs, thenc* € B,, so we may define
¢(c) = ¢(c*)*. Then, for allb € B, we have

o(b") = o((07))" = o(b)",

as(b*)* = b. On the other hand, if € B; then, by definition,



78 Chapter 5. The Cellularity of %*

Thus [96) holds o, 1T B;. It now remains to define@ onB;. For this, we draw on the following
standard result from Coxeter group theory, provedllyy Proposition 3.2.10]:

if w is an involution in a Coxeter grou” then there exists an element W such that (uwu=!) =
{(w) — 20(u) anduwu~" is central in some standard parabolic subgroup. Specifidalthe case of

the symmetric group this can be restated as follows.

Proposition 5.3. Let o; denote the simple transpositighi + 1) € &,,. Supposer € &, is an

involution. Thenw has an expression of the form

w = u_10i10i2 Ce O U
wherei,, ;1 > i, + 2, forallm = 1,2,...,1 — 1, andu is an element o6,, such that/(vwu="') =
l(w) — 20(u), wherel(v) = [{ (i,7) | i < jandwvi > vj }|.

Let us fix € M and consideb := T;p"T,,7, € B,, wherew € S(7) is an involution. By

Proposition 5.8y has a reduced expression of the form
w = u_lailaiQ cL O3,
wherei,, 1 > i, +2forallm=1,2,...,1 — 1. Thus
b="T;p Ty1Ts, Ty, ... Ty, T Ty

By definition of*, T,-» = T'*. Sinceu™! € S(r), we know thap™T;,-1 = T,,-1p” and so, ad € D(r)

is a coset representative, the above expressiohtfecomes
b="Tip To, Ty, ... Ty, Tua. (97)

Moreover, since(7) is a parabolic subgroup @%,,, any reduced expression ferc S(7) involves

only generators of(7). Hence we must have;, € S(7) and7(i,,) = 7(i,, + 1), for allm =

m

L,2,...,01. Thus fr4,)(Sip) frim+1)(Sim+1) IS @ Symmetric polynomial i;, ands;,, ;. We can

im

therefore rewrite™ as

l
p= [ H fT(i)(Sz’)] [H g (i, + Sm+1>5m5:’m+1)]
iFim,im+1 m=1

forallm

for some polynomialg,,(x, y). Thus, substituting intd (97) above gives

!
H fT(i)(Si)] [H Gm(Sin, + Sipet1, Siv Sim+1) 1

iZim,im+1
forall m

m=1
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As X;, does not necessarily commute with in %%, we now instead use the following result to
help us define(b) in order to satisfy[(96).

Lemma 5.4. For all i, we have X;,Y/Y/ ] = 0and[X,, Y/ + Y/ ;| = §[Y/,;, e;], where[ , | denotes
the standard commutator of two elementsAf.
Proof. We have
XYYl =YL X7 1Yz/+1 YinYiX: =YY/, X,
by equation[(20) of Propositidn1.2. Also,

Xi(Y) + Yz,+1) = Yz/+1X + XZY Xi

DD 1 X 5!+ 8 e+ VIXs 4 6X,Y!Xi — eV X,

II=

(Vi +Y))Xs + 0[], el

Therefore, applying Lemmnia 5.4 recursively, we obtain

(X, (Y + Y (YY) = Z(Yz/ + Y)Y el (Y + Y ) YY)

c=1

Y

Y, 0> (Y Y ) eV + Y )

c=1

by equations(20) an@ (22) of Proposition]1.2. Rearrandtrig,gives

T

Z(Yi/ +Y ) T e (Y + Y )

c=1

XY+ Y/ ) (YY) +0 Vi

= (YY) (Y + Y )X+ oY),

Z(Y;, + Y)Y + Y )T ] .

c=1

Thus the right hand side of the above equation is an elemett'dfs; + s;11)"(sis:+1)°T;) which is
invariant under. In addition, it is in the subalgebra generatedy e;, Y/ andY; . Therefore, for
eachm, there exist$,, € (X; e, Y

im>

Y;,.+1) which is invariant undet, such that

Wn(bm) = gm(s'lm + Sim"f‘l? Simsim‘i‘l)j—‘im‘

Now let us define

(D) X;zd[ I #o

iFim,im+1
forall m

oo [f10] e

m=1
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whereX, := X, X,, ... X, € 2" for areduced expressien, o , ...o,, of v € &,.

AS iy > iy + 2, all thebd,, commute with one another arﬂi#m,imﬂ fr@(Y;) commutes with
Hﬁn:l b, by equations[(19) and (R0). Thusb) is invariant under and maps td underr. Hence
o(b)* = ¢(b) = ¢(b*), as required. Now that we have defing@), for all b € B, we extendp to
all of b, » by R-linearity. To summarise, we now have a maph,,, — %% such that the following

diagram commutes.
bnk(R) - % (R)

bk (R) - %:(R)

Sincen was arbitrary, we have maps : b, — %/ satisfyingm¢, = idy, , which commute wittt.
Now that we have the existence of such mapwhich are compatible with theanti-involutions, we
are able to proceed with proving the cellularity#f.

Definition 5.5. Let R be as in the definition of8* (see Definitiom 111). Then the family of parameters
(Ao, .-, Ar_1,q0,---,q1-1,4, A) is said to besplit admissiblaf they are admissible (see Definition
B:3)andthere exists unity; € R such thay* — 357 q;97 =[], (y — i)

Henceforth, we restrict to ground ringswith split admissible parameters), . .., Ar_1,qo, - - -, Gr—1,
g and\.
Let (A;, M, Cx) be a cell datum foh, , and

{C?’t | AE Al, s, te Ml()\)}

be a cellular basis df; .. LetC?}, denote the image ef,(C?,) in 2%. Observe that, by our construction

of ¢; above,
(C207 = (@ (C2)" = & ((C2)7) = 4l CR) = O (98)
Define
[n/2]
A= ]_[ Apom.
m>0

We extend the partial orders oy to a partial order om\ by declaring that\,,_s,, < A, _s, for
m > m/. For each\ € A,_,, C A, defineM(\) := V,,,, x M,_s,()\) and, for each pair of
(a,s),(b,t) € M(N), let

C();l,ﬁ)(b,t) = O/C’th*.
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Theorem 5.6. Let R be as in Definitioh 515. The algebrd® (R ) is cellular with cell datun{A, M, C, *)

defined as above and cellular basis
{C();z,s)(b,t) ‘ A€ A7 (CL,5), (b7 t) < M()‘>}

Proof. By Theorem 2.,

{C()t\z,s)(b,t) | A€ A7 (CL,5), (b7 t) S M<)\)}

is a basis of4*. Hence (C1) is satisfied. We already know thats defined bys), is an anti-involution
of %*. Moreover, by[(9B), we see that

(Caz,s)(b,t))* = (O’C’th*) = thAJ T = Cé) t)(a,s)>

so that (C2) holds. It now remains to prove the multiplicataxiom (C3) holds. Supposec %*.
Letl =n —2m, and fixa\ € A; C A and(a,s) € M(\) = V,,.n x My(N). By Lemmd 2.6V, ,,, BF

is a left ideal of#*, therefore

ra = E a;T;,

%

for someq; € V,,,, andzx; € %F. Becausd, ;. is cellular, there exists,, (,,)(u,s) € R such that

m(z)Co € Y Ty (u,8)Co + (Clhy | € Ayandp < X),

uEMl()\)

for anyt € M;()\). Recall that#re,_1 %} is the kernel ofr, : B} — b, ;.. Therefore

xlgbl(C'Qt) S Z Tm(xi)(uaﬁ)gﬁl(cit)

uEML(A)

+{(a(Cyy) | € Ayandp < A) + Bl e 1B

Hence

2,Cp € Z P (4, 8)Co+ (Chy | € Ayandpu < ) + Be,_15/ .
uEML()\)
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Thus, for all(b, t) € M(X), we have

.T,’Cém)(b#) = xaC’;tb*
= Z aixiC’th*
€ Z Z Ty () (U, s)aic_'itb*

i ueM;())

+ <ai05£/b* | n e Al and,u < )\> + ai%fel_l,%fb*.

C D> D Tran)Ch e
i ueM;(\)
+ <Céfzi,s’)(b,t’) | ne Al and/,L < )\> + V"vm‘%lkel—l‘@lkvrim‘ (99)

By parts (b) and (c) of Lemnia 2.8,
Vo Bl e 1BV € Ly
= (C(‘;,ﬁ,)(b,ﬁt,) |1 € Ap_omr Wherem' > m + 1)
< <Cétz’,5’)(b’,t’) | 1< A),

by definition of the partial ordering oft. Combining this with[(9B) above, we therefore have
xc();z,s)(b,t) < Z Z Tm(:ci)(uaﬁ)c();zi,u)(b,t) + <C&/,5/)(b/,t/) | < )‘>>
i ueM(\)

proving (C3) and completing the proof of the Theorem. O

At this point, it would be natural to use the general theorgefular algebras given in Graham
and Lehrer[16] to further study the representation theory and structfitggfy including completely
describing its irreducible representations over a field @gigrmining a criterion for semisimplicity.

This detailed study will hopefully feature in future work.
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