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Abstract

Let k be a field of characteristic 0, let C be a finite split category, let a be a 2-cocycle of
C with values in the multiplicative group of k, and consider the resulting twisted category
algebra A := k,C. Several interesting algebras arise that way, for instance, the Brauer
algebra. Moreover, the category of biset functors over k is equivalent to a module category
over a condensed algebra cAe, for an idempotent ¢ of A. In [2] the authors proved that
A is quasi-hereditary (with respect to an explicit partial order < on the set of irreducible
modules), and standard modules were given explicitly. Here, we improve the partial order <
by introducing a coarser order < leading to the same results on A, but which allows to pass
the quasi-heredity result to the condensed algebra cAe describing biset functors, thereby
giving a different proof of a quasi-heredity result of Webb, see [26]. The new partial order
< has not been considered before, even in the special cases, and we evaluate it explicitly for
the case of biset functors and the Brauer algebra. It also puts further restrictions on the
possible composition factors of standard modules.

arXiv:1405.0976v1 [math.RT] 5May 2014

1 Introduction

Suppose that k is a field and that C is a finite category, that is, the morphisms in C form a finite
set. Suppose further that « is a 2-cocycle of C with values in k*. Then the twisted category
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algebra k. C is the finite-dimensional k-algebra with the morphisms in C as a k-basis, and with
multiplication induced by composition of morphisms, twisted by the 2-cocycle «; for a precise
definition, see B.Jl In the case where the category has one object only this just recovers the
notion of a twisted monoid algebra.

In recent years, (twisted) category algebras and (twisted) monoid algebras have been in-
tensively studied by B. Steinberg et al., for instance in [12], as well as by Linckelmann and
Stolorz, who, in particular, determined the isomorphism classes of simple k,C-modules in [20].
As a consequence of [20, Theorem 1.2] the isomorphism classes of simple k,C-modules can be
parametrized by a set A of pairs whose first entry varies over certain finite groups related to C
(called mazimal subgroups of C), and whose second entry varies over the isomorphism classes of
simple modules over twisted group algebras of these maximal subgroups.

For convenience, in the following we shall suppose that k& has characteristic 0, but this
condition can be relieved, as we shall see in Theorem [£3l Moreover, we suppose that the
category C is split, that is, every morphism in C is a split morphism, see B.Ij(a). It has been
shown by the authors in [2] and, independently, by Linckelmann and Stolorz in [2I] that the
resulting twisted category algebra k,C is quasi-hereditary in the sense of [6]. In [2] we also
determined the standard modules of k,C with respect to a natural partial order < on the
labelling set A of isomorphism classes of simple modules, which depends only on the first entries
of pairs in A and is explained in

Since k,C is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <), it is also quasi-hereditary with respect
to any refinement of <, and the corresponding standard and costandard modules are the same
as those with respect to (A, <). This is an immediate consequence of Defintion 2] below.

In this paper we introduce a new partial order < on A such that the partial order < is
a refinement of <. We shall then show in Theorem [3] that the algebra k,C remains quasi-
hereditary with respect to this new partial order. Furthermore, we shall show that the standard
and costandard modules of k,C with respect to the two partial orders coincide, and we shall
give explicit descriptions of these modules. The partial order < seems more natural than the
initial one, since it depends on both entries of the pairs in A, and it allows to pass the hereditary
structure to idempotent condensed algebras ¢ - koC - €, for €2 = ¢ € k,C, in a particular case
we are interested in and that is related to the category of biset functors, see Section [l In
Sections [l and [l we shall give a number of possible reformulations and simplifications of the
defining properties of the partial order < that are particularly useful when considering concrete
examples.

It is known, by work of Wilcox [27], that diagram algebras such as Brauer algebras,
Temperley—Lieb algebras, partition algebras, and relatives of these arise naturally as twisted
split category algebras and twisted regular monoid algebras; for a list of references, see the
introductions to [2, 21]. Our initial motivation for studying the structure of twisted category
algebras comes from our results in [I], where we have shown that the double Burnside algebra of



a finite group over k is isomorphic to a k-algebra that is obtained from a twisted split category
algebra by idempotent condensation. The latter result is also valid for more general algebras
related to the category of biset functors on a finite section-closed set of finite groups; see [1]
Section 5] and Section [7 of this article. Therefore, in Section [ and in Section B we shall apply
our general results concerning the quasi-hereditary structure of twisted split category algebras
to the algebra related to biset functors just mentioned and to the Brauer algebra, respectively.
In doing so we shall, in particular, derive new information about decomposition numbers of the
algebras under consideration, since our partial order < is in general strictly coarser than the
well-known partial order < on A.

Moreover, in Theorem [T.7] we recover and slightly improve a result of Webb in [26] stating
that the category of biset functors over k is a highest weight category, when the underlying
category of finite groups is finite. The key step towards the latter result will be showing that
our newly introduced partial order < behaves particularly well with respect to this particular
idempotent condensation, whereas the finer order < does not; see Example

Many known examples of twisted split category algebras k,C arise from categories equipped
with a contravariant functor that is the identity on objects and that gives rise to a duality
on the category of left k,C-modules. Such a duality, in particular, sends standard modules
to costandard modules, and allows for further simplifications of the partial order < on the set
A. We shall analyze this duality in detail in Section [6] and apply these general results to our
concrete examples in Section [f] and Section [§
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2 Quasi-Hereditary Algebras

In the following, k& will denote an arbitrary field. We begin by briefly recalling the definition and
some basic properties of a quasi-hereditary k-algebra needed in this article. For more details and
background we refer the reader to [6] and [I1, Appendix]. Unless specified otherwise, modules
over any finite-dimensional k-algebra are understood to be finite-dimensional left modules.

2.1 Definition (Cline—Parshall-Scott [6]) Let k be a field, and let A be a finite-dimensional
k-algebra. Let further A be a finite set parametrizing the isomorphism classes of simple A-
modules, and let < be a partial order on A. For A € A, let Dy be a simple A-module labelled
by A, let Py be a projective cover of D)y, and let I be an injective envelope of D).

(a) For A € A, let Ay be the unique maximal quotient module M of P\ such that all

composition factors of Rad(A) belong to the set {D,, | © < A}. Then Ay is called the standard
module of A with respect to (A, <) labelled by A.



(b) For A € A, let V) be the unique maximal submodule N of I such that all composition
factors of N/Soc(IN) belong to the set {D, | u < A}. Then V), is called the costandard module
of A with respect to (A, <) labelled by .

(¢) The k-algebra A is called quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <) if, for each A\ € A, the
projective module Py admits a filtration

0=PY cpVc...cpP™ =p,

satisfying the following properties:
(i) ™)l e AL and
(i) if 1 < g < my then P;\q)/P)(\q_l) = Ay, for some p € A with A < p.

The notion of a quasi-hereditary algebra can be defined equivalently in terms of costandard
modules:

2.2 Proposition ([11, Definition A2.1, Lemma A3.5]) With the notation as in Defini-
tion [21] the k-algebra A is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <) if and only if, for each
A € A, the injective module I admits a filtration

0=1"c1Vec...ci™ =1,

such that
(i) IV > v,, and
(i) if 1 < g < ny then I)(\q)/l)(\q_l) =V, for some p € A with A < pu.

2.3 Dual modules. (a) Suppose again that A is a finite-dimensional k-algebra. For any left A-
module M, we set M* := Homy (M, k) and view M* as a right A-module via (A-a)(m) := A(am),
for A\ € M*, a € A, and m € M. Similarly, if N is a right A-module, the k-linear dual N* is a
left A-module. If A labels the isomorphism classes of simple left A-modules then it also labels
the isomorphism classes of simple right A-modules: if D) is the simple left A-modules labelled
by A € A then we choose D3 to be the simple right A-module labelled by A. The dual Py of the
projective cover of Dy is an injective envelope of DY, and the dual I of the injective envelope
of Dy is a projective cover of D}. Moreover, if < is a partial order on A and if Ay (respectively,
V) is the corresponding standard (respectively, costandard) left A-module labelled by A € A,
then V3 (respectively, A%) is the corresponding standard (respectively, costandard) right A-
module labelled by A. Using Proposition one sees that A is quasi-hereditary with respect to
< in the left module formulation if and only if A is quasi-hereditary in the similar right module
formulation.

(b) Suppose further that there is a k-algebra anti-involution —° : A — A, that is, —° is a
k-linear isomorphism of order 2 that satisfies (ab)® = b°a®, for all a,b € A. Then, given any



finite-dimensional left A-module M, its k-linear dual M™ also carries a left A-module structure
via

(a-f)(m):= f(a®-m) (a€A, feHomg(M,k),meM). (1)
We denote the resulting left A-module by M°. Note that (M°)° = M = (M*)* as left A-modules.

If A is the group algebra kG for a finite group G, then we have a canonical anti-involution
induced by the map G — G, g — g~ !. By abuse of notation, in this particular case we still
write M* for the left A-module M°. So, in this case, M* can mean a left or a right kG-module,

and we shall clarify this when necessary.

Let A be a set labelling the isomorphism classes of simple left A-modules, and let < be a
partial order on A. For A € A, the dual Dy of the simple left A-module D), is again a simple left
A-module, so that there is some \° € A with DY = Dy.. Moreover, the dual Py of the projective
cover Py of D) then is an injective envelope of D}. Imposing an additional assumption on the
poset (A, <), the duality also relates standard modules to costandard modules as follows.

2.4 Proposition Retain the assumptions from [2.3. Suppose further that, for all \,u € A, one
has A < p if and only if \° < p°. Then, for each A € A, one has A-module isomorphisms

Ag\ = V)\o and Vg\ = A)\o .

Proof Let A € A. By definition, A is the largest quotient module of Py such that all composi-
tion factors of its radical belong to {D,, | # < A}. Hence Aj is the largest submodule of Py = Io
such that all composition factors of its cosocle belong to the set {D}, | p < A} = {Dye | u < A}
Since, by our hypothesis, 1 < X if and only if 1° < A°, this shows that A = V..

The second isomorphism in (a) follows analogously. a

2.5 Remark Keep the assumptions as in 2Z3|(b). In the case where, for every A € A, one has
DS = D,, the quasi-hereditary algebra A is usually called a BGG-algebra, see for instance [7} [16].

Idempotent condensation of a quasi-hereditary algebra results again in a quasi-hereditary
algebra if the simple modules annihilated by the idempotent form a subset of A that is closed
from above. The following proposition makes this more precise. It is an immediate consequence
of Green’s idempotent condensation theory, [15 Section 6.2], and [I1, Proposition A.3.11]. We
shall use it in Section [[to show that, in certain situations, biset functor categories are equivalent
to module categories of quasi-hereditary algebras.

2.6 Proposition Assume that A is a quasi-hereditary k-algebra with respect to (A, <), and let e
be an idempotent satisfying the following condition: If A\ < p are elements of A and if eDy # {0}
then also eD,, # {0}. Set A’ := {\ € A | eDy # {0}} and set A’ := eAe. Then, as \ varies
over \’, the A’-modules eD) form a complete set of representatives of the isomorphism classes



of simple A'-modules, and A’ is a quasi-hereditary algebra with respect to (A’,<). Moreover,
for A\ € A, the corresponding standard A’-module is given by eA()), and the corresponding
costandard A’-module is given by eV ().

3 Twisted Category Algebras

In the following we recall some properties of twisted category algebras from [2] 20], 21]. Through-
out this paper we shall choose our notation in accordance with [2]. In particular, we shall use
the following notation and situation repeatedly.

3.1 Notation (a) Let C be a finite category, that is, the morphisms in C form a finite set
S := Mor(C). We shall henceforth suppose that C is split, that is, for every morphism s € S,
there is some ¢t € S with sotos =s.

Let k be a field. A 2-cocycle a of C with values in k* assigns to each pair of morphisms
s,t € S such that sot exists in S an element «(s,t) € k* such that the following holds: whenever
s,t,u € S are such that uoto s exists, one has a(uot, s)a(u,t) = a(u,tos)a(t,s). The twisted
category algebra k. C is the k-vector space with k-basis S and with multiplication

; {a(t, s)-tos iftos exists,
8=

0 otherwise,

for s,t € S. For the remainder of this section, we set A := k,C. The set of all 2-cocycles of C
with values in k* will be denoted by Z2(C, k*). If C’ is a skeleton of C and o’ is the restriction
of a to C’ then k. C' is Morita equivalent to k,C.

(b) Following Green in [I4], one has an equivalence relation _# on S defined by
st SosoS=50tolS,

for s,t € S. The corresponding equivalence class of s is denoted by _#(s), and is called a
Z -class of C. One also has a partial order < s on the set of #-classes of C defined by

A (5) <y (1) S0 J(s)oSC So f(t)os, (2)

for s,t € S. Note also that ¢ (s) < s #(t) if and only if Sos0S C SotoS. From now on,
let Si,...,S, denote the #-classes of C, ordered such that S; < # S; implies ¢ < j.
Since C is split, every #-class S; of C contains an idempotent endomorphism e;, that is,
e; € Endc(X;), for some X; € Ob(C), and e; o e; = e;: one can, for instance, take e; := s; o t;,
for any s; € S; and any t; € S such that s; ot; 0 s; = s;.
Note that
el = ale;e) e



is an idempotent in the algebra A, whereas e; itself is in general not.

(c) Fori=1,...,n,denote by I'¢, the group of units in the monoid e; o Endc(X;)oe;, and set
Je, = (e;0Endc(X;)oe;) \T,. The 2-cocycle « restricts to a 2-cocycle of the group I'¢,, so that
one can regard the twisted group algebra k,I'¢, as a (non-unitary) subalgebra of A. Moreover,
for each i = 1,...,n, one has the following k-vector space decomposition of the k-algebra e} Ae}:

el Ae; = e;Ae; = ko, ® ke, ; (3)

7

note that here kT, is a unitary subalgebra and kJ,, is a two-sided ideal of €] Ae}.

(d) In accordance with [2], we also define

S<i:=JS and Ji:=kSq, (4)

J<i

fori = 1,...,n, and we set Jy := {0}. By [2, Proposition 3.3], this yields a chain Jy C J; C
- C J, = A of two-sided ideals in A.

3.2 Remark In the special case where C is a category with one object, one simply recovers the
notion of a twisted monoid algebra. The property of being split is then usually called regular,
see for instance [12].

3.3 Simple modules and standard modules. For each i € {1,...,n}, let ¢; € S; be an
idempotent endomorphism, and let T(; 1), . .., T{;,) be representatives of the isomorphism classes
of simple k,I'c,-modules. For ¢ € {1,...,n} and r € {1,...,1;}, denote by T(Z-,T,) the inflation of
T{;,r) to e;Ae; with respect to the ideal k.J,, and the decomposition (3]). Consider the A-modules

Ay i= A€ @ e Ty and Dy i= HA(Agy) - (5)

The isomorphism classes of A(;,y and Dy; ), respectively, are independent of the choice of the
idempotent e; € S;.

3.4 Theorem ([20, Theorem 1.2]) The modules D(;,y (i =1,...,n,7=1,...,l;) form a set
of representatives of the isomorphism classes of simple A-modules.

3.5 Remark Suppose again that i € {1,...,n} and r € {1,...,l;}. By the general theory of
idempotent condensation, see [15, Section 6.2], one has the following isomorphisms of e} Ae/-
modules:

€;

P D =T = Ay (6)

in particular, the idempotent €} of A annihilates every composition factor of Rad(Am)-



3.6 A partial order. By Theorem B4l the set A := {(i,r) | 1 < i < n,1 <r <}
parametrizes the isomorphism classes of simple A-modules. Moreover, one has a partial order
< on A that is defined as follows:

(i,?‘) < (], S) = Sj </ Si, (7)
for (i,7), (j,s) € A. With this notation we recall the following result.

3.7 Theorem ([2, Theorem 4.2]) Suppose that the group orders |I'c,|,...,|.,| are invert-
ible in k. Then the k-algebra A = k,C is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <). Moreover, for
(i,7) € A, the standard A-module labelled by (i,r) is isomorphic to A .

An independent proof of the quasi-heredity of k,C can be found in [2I, Corollary 1.2].

4 Main Theorem

Throughout this section, we retain the situation and notation from BIland B3l Additionally, we
assume that, for each ¢ = 1,...,n, the order of I'., is invertible in k, so that the twisted group
algebra kI, is semisimple. By Theorem 3.7, A = k,C is quasi-hereditary with simple modules
D; »y and standard modules A; ..y, (i,7) € A, where A is endowed with the partial order < from
1.0l

In the following we shall introduce a new partial order << on A such that the partial order <
defined in is a refinement of <. We aim to show that A is also quasi-hereditary with respect
to (A, <), and that the standard and costandard modules do not change.

4.1 Definition For (i,7),(j,s) € A, let f; ) € kal'e; and f(; 5 € kal'e; be the block idempo-
tents corresponding to the simple modules T{; ) and T{; ), respectively. We set

(4,7) C (4,8) == (i) S5 < 4 Si, and
(1) S - - o) € Ji-10v S0 i Say € i1

Here J;_; C J; are the two-sided ideals of A defined in (). This defines a reflexive, anti-
symmetric relation C on A. The transitive closure of the relation C on A will be denoted by <.
This is again a partial order on A.

4.2 Remark (a) Note that the partial order < on A defined in (7)) is indeed a refinement of
the new partial order <.

(b) One can show that the partial order < on A does neither depend on the choice of the
idempotent e; in S; nor on the chosen total order 51, So,..., S, of the _#-classes.

(c) We emphasize that the relation C in Defintion 1] is in general not transitive; we shall
give explicit examples later in Section [7l and Section [§l The condition in Definition .1I(ii) can



be reformulated, and can often be simplified; see Sections [l and 6l In Section [6] we shall, in
particular, establish criteria for the conditions f(; ) - J; - f(js) € Jj—1 and f(j) - Jj - fir) € Jj—1
to be equivalent.

We are now prepared to state and prove our main result:

4.3 Theorem Suppose that the group orders |I'c,|,...,|Te,| are invertible in k. Then the
twisted category algebra A = k,C is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <). Moreover, the
A-modules A,y ((i,7) € A), as defined in (3), are the corresponding standard modules.

Proof We shall use Definition 2.1 and proceed as in [2]. That is, we shall show that, for each
(i,7) € A, the A-module A(;,) satisfies (i) and (ii) below, and that the projective A-module
P; ) admits a filtration

_ pO) (mir) _
0=Pin C CHipy = Pin

satisfying (iii) and (iv) below:
(1) Hd(A(z,r)) = D(i,r);
(if) [Rad(Ary): Dapl # 0= (1,t) < (i,7);
My Mir—1) ~
(iif) P((M) )/P((w) = A

(iv) 1<qg<mgy) = pY

(i’r)/P(gr_)l) = A(j,q), for some (j,s) € A with (i,7) < (4, s).

Condition (i) has already been verified in the proof of [2] Theorem 4.2]. To show (ii), let
(4,7),(I,t) € A be such [Rad(A;,)) : Dayl # 0. Since A,y is the standard A-module (see
Theorem B.7)with respect to (A, <) labelled by (i,7), we already know that S; < s S;. We shall
show that f ) - Ji - fir) € Ji-1, so that (I,t) C (4,7), and thus (I,t) < (3,7).

Recall from (@) that e;- D 4) = €j-Aq 4y = T14) as e;Aej-modules. Moreover, note that f; .-
Ty = Tiir), since f; ;) is the block idempotent of k,I'e, corresponding to the simple module
T(;ry and T(; ) is just the inflation of T(; .y to ejAe;. Analogously, we have f(; ) - T = T
This implies, in particular, that fi 4 Dy = fane;Dagy 7 {0}, and thus also f(; - Ay # {0},
since we are assuming [A; ) : D(;4)] # 0 and since multiplication by f; ) is exact.

Now, writing f(; ) as a sum of pairwise orthogonal primitive idempotents in ei Ael, there is
a summand f; ) in this decomposition such that f(;,) - T # {0}. By [24, Theorem 1.8.10],
this in turn implies that the e} Aej-module €} Ae; - f(; ) is a projective cover of T(; ,y. Thus, as we
have seen in the proof of [2, Theorem 4.2], the A-module A - f; .y is a projective cover of Dy; .,
so that we may from now on suppose that A - f; .y = P -

Next consider the following chain of A-modules from [2] (12)]:

{0y =Jo furmy ST fumy S ST fum S i fry = A Fliry = P - (8)



As we have shown in the proof of [2] Theorem 4.2], there is an A-module isomorphism

Aiwy Z T furmy/Jie1 - Fam = (Ji/Jic1) - Flir -

Consequently, we have now proved that

{0} # fauy - (Ji/Tic1) - Famy = Fany - (Jif Tic1) < Fary * Fiiry »

and therefore f(; ;) J;- fir) € Ji—1, implying (I,t) C (é,7), and thus also (I,t) < (i,7), as desired.
This settles the proof of (ii).

It remains to verify conditions (iii) and (iv). To this end, we consider the chain () of
A-modules again. Since we already know that Ay, = J; - f(i,r)/z]i_l . f(i,r), it suffices to
show that (§) also satisfies (iv). We argue along the lines of the proof of [2, Theorem 4.2]:
if j € {1,...,4 — 1} is such that S; £ » S; then J; - f(i,r) = Jj_1- f(im)' So suppose that
je{l,...,i—1} is such that S; < 7 Si, and let M be an indecomposable direct summand of
the A-module J; - f(i,r)/Jj_l . f(i,r). Then, by [2, Lemma 4.4], there is some s € {1,...,[;} with
M = A ). Arguing as above, we deduce f(; ) 'T(m) = T(m) # {0}, and e} - A ) = T(m) as
e Ael-modules. Thus f(; ) - A s) # {0}, and

{0} # fiis) - (Ji/Tim1) * Fary = Fiisy - (Ji/ Tim1) « Fiiwy - Fii)

so that f( ) - Jj - fur) € Jj—1. Since we are assuming S; < s S;, this implies (i,7) C (4, s),
hence also (i,7) < (4, s), proving (iv). [l

4.4 Costandard modules. At the end of this section we should like to tie up some loose
ends and comment on the costandard A-modules with respect to the partial orders < and < on
A.

To this end, first note that if B is any finite-dimensional k-algebra and f is a primitive
idempotent of B then

Hd(Bf)" = Hd(fB) as right B-modules and Hd(fB)* = Hd(Bf) as left B-modules.  (9)

In other words, if D is a simple left B-module belonging to a particular Wedderburn component
of B/J(B) and if D’ denotes the simple right B-module belonging to the same Wedderburn
component, then D’ & D* as right B-modules.

Next, observe that everything that was proven in Theorem [A.3] for left modules over the
twisted split category algebra A can also be proved for right A-modules. More precisely, for
(i,r) € A, consider the simple right k,I'c,-module T; (/i,r) belonging to the same Wedderburn

component as the simple left koI'e,;-module T{; ) and let T (’Z r) denote the inflation of T, (’Z r)

10



to e/ Ae; with respect to the decomposition e,Ae} = koI'c, @ kJe,. Moreover, define the right
A-modules
Al(’i,?“) = T( r) ®e’Ae’ €; A and D(Z ) = Hd( (4, 7”)) (10)

Then, in analogy to [20, Theorem 1.2], the modules D (i (i,7) € A, form a complete set of
representatives of the isomorphism classes of simple right modules Moreover, with respect to
both the partial orders < and < on A, the standard right A-module labelled by (i,7) € A is given
by A/(i,r)' As well, A is quasi-hereditary with respect to these partial orders in the formulation
for right modules, in a symmetric sense to Definition 211

Note also that applying (@) to the algebras B = k,I'¢, and to B = e} Ae], respectively, shows
that

I A

Tin =710

i)

as right koI'¢,-modules, and T('Z-J,) = (T(i,r))* as right e Ae}-modules. (11)

Note also that (T(Z-,T))* = TEZ; as right e} Ae}-module, so that we may simply denote this module
by T(?r)’ to avoid too mafly symbols.

Finally, assume that f(; ) is a primitive idempotent of e; Ael; occurring in the decomposition
of the block idempotent f; ,y with f(i,r)T(i,r) # {0}. Then also f’(i,r)f(w) # {0}. From [2, Theo-
rem 4.2] we know that A f(i,T) is a projective cover of D(; .y, and, arguing completely analogously

with right modules instead of left modules, we also deduce that f(i,T)A is a projective cover of
DEZ. »y- Thus, by @), we obtain

D( = Dy; ) as right A-modules. (12)

i) —

Consequently, we have:

4.5 Corollary Suppose that the group orders |, |, ..., |, | are invertible in k. For (i,r) € A
the corresponding standard right A-module, with respect to both < and <, is given by A’(Z 1
(I0). Furthermore, with respect to both < and <, the costandard left A—modules V(i) and the

/

costandard right A-modules V(Z. ry are given by

v(i,r) = Home;Ae;(eéAv T’(z,r)) and v/i,r) = Home;Ae; (Aeév T’(t,r)) :

Moreover,
/! ~ * / ~ *
Gr) = Vi and Vi 5 = AG

(3,7

as right A-modules.

Proof The first statement has already been derived in [£4l Now let (i,7) € A. Again, by the
considerations in 4.4} the module A’( ) is the right standard A-modules with respect to < and

<. Let [(;,) denote an injective envelope of the simple left A-module D;,y. Then I (*i,r) is a

11



projective cover of the simple right A-module Daw), and thus of DZM)’ by ([I2]). Therefore, V’(k r)
is a quotient of I (i,r) Such that each composition factor of Rad( ’(kl.’r)) is of the form D o = DE )
with (j,s) < (i,r), and V’(*Z r) is the largest such quotient. For otherwise, by taking duals again,
I(; ) would have a submodule M strictly containing V(;,) such that the composition factors
of M/Soc(M) are of the form Dy; ;) with (j,s) < (4,7), which is not the case. Therefore, both

A’(l ") and V?Z. -y are standard right A-modules with respect to < and <, with head isomorphic
/

to DEZ = DZ*Z. - But this implies A’(i = E‘Z ") Similarly, one shows that A; ;) = ( 0 T))*.
Finally, by the usual adjunction isomorphism and (LI, we obtain that

v(i,r) = ( /(i, )) Homk(T( ) ®6’Ae’ € A k) Home;Ae; (e;AvHomk(T(/i,rﬁ k))
= Home;Ae; (eiA7 T(z,r))

as left A-modules, and similarly one obtains an isomorphism V’(W,) = Hom 4/ (Ae, T (t'n“)) of
right A-modules. [l

5 Reformulations of the relation C

We retain the notation from Section 4l Thus, we assume the notation and situation from B.1]
and B3], and also assume that, for every idempotent endomorphism e in C, the group order
IT¢| is invertible in k. Thus, the corresponding twisted group algebra k,I'. will then again be
semisimple. For every (i,r) € A, let f;,) denote the primitive central idempotent of koI,
satisfying f; . T(ir) # {0}, or equivalently, T(“;.m) fary # {0}, The following proposition gives
equivalent reformulations of one of the two conditions in Definition [d4.I]ii), concerning the relation
C and the resulting partial order <{ on A.

5.1 Proposition Let i,j € {1,...,n} be such that S; < s S;. Then, for (i,r),(j,s) € A, the
following are equivalent:
Q) fary - Jj fis) € Jj-1;
(ii) there is some t € S;Ne;o0Soej with f;,) -t fij s # 0 in A;
(iii) there exists a non-zero (kal'e;,kalc,)-bimodule homomorphism from firykale, ®
f(J’s)k Pej to e/ (A/J] 1)
(iv) there exists a non-zero (kal'e;, kal'e;)-bimodule homomorphism from T(;,) ® T ) to
(A/J] 1) _]’
(v) T, 7,) ® T{; ) Is isomorphic to a direct summand of the (kaTe;; kal'e,;)-bimodule
(A/J] 1) _]’
(Vi) far - (A Jj-1) - fij,s) 7 {0}

12



Proof (i) <= (ii): Note first that we have

fary i fGs) £ Jj—1 9 It €S fary t- fie) & Jj-1-

So, suppose that ¢ € S¢; is such that f; ) -t fi;5) ¢ Jj—1. Then t' := ¢; ot o e; is such that
t'€ejoSoe;NSejand fi,. -t fj) = fir) -t fijs) & Jj—1. But if ' was contained in some
J-class S; with [ < j then we would get f; ) -t fG,s) € Jj—1, which is not the case. Thus
t' € e; 0 S 0e; NS, which gives

3:5)

f(z',r) - Jje f(j,s) Z Ji-1 & dt e Sj NeoSo € f(iﬂ“) -t f(j,s) ¢ Jj-1. (13)

Now let t € SjNe;oSoe;. Then f;,)-t- f(;s) is a k-linear combination of elements of the form
t;otot;, for suitable t; € I'c, and ¢; € I', ;- Fix such elements ¢; and t;. Then we have

SotOS:SoeiotOEJOS:Soti_lotiototjotj_loSQSotiotothSQSotOS,

hence f(tiotot;) = Z(t) = S;, that is, fi,) - t- f(s) € kS;. Since kS; N J;_1 = {0}, this
finally yields

f(iJ,) “Jj- f(jﬁ) ZJi1e3dteSjNeoSoe;: f(i,r) -t f(jﬁ) #0,

proving the equivalence of (i) and (ii).
(i) = (iii): Let a € fr) - Jj - fij,5) ~ Jj—1. Then the map

P: f(i,r) : karei & f(j,s) : kocrej — f(i,r) : (A/Jj—l) : f(j,s) - eg(A/Jj—l)e;‘

given by p(z ® y) = zay + Jj_1, for © € fi.y - kal'e, and y € f; o) - kal'e; = kal'e; - f(56)5
is a (kal'e;, kale;)-bimodule homomorphism with ¢(f(; ) @ f(5) = fur - a- fe) + i1 =
a—+ Jj_l 75 Jj_l.

(iii) = (i): Suppose that ¢ is a non-zero (koI'e,, kal'e;)-bimodule homomorphism from fi; ..y -
kole, ® f(js) - kal'e; to €;(A/Jj—1)ej. Then 0 # o(fur) @ fij5) € faw) - (A/Tj-1) - fj.s) C
e;(A/Jj_l)e;. Note that Af(jﬁ) - Ae;-f(jﬁ) - ij(j,s)- Thus also f(i,r) -A- f(j,s) = f(in’) Jj- f(jﬁ),
and we obtain f(; .y - Jj - fjs) £ Jj-1.

(iii) <= (iv) <= (v): Since k,I'¢, and k,I'c; are semisimple k-algebras, the category of
(kale;, kale j)—bimodules is semisimple and the bimodule f(; ;ykal'e; ® f(js)kal'e; is isomorphic
to a direct sum of copies of T{; ) ® TGS). The assertions (iii)—(v) are now clearly equivalent.

(i) <= (vi): This follows immediately from f(;,) - A f;.o) = fiir) - 5 fij,s)- [l

Similarly to the proof of the previous proposition one proves the following symmetric result:
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5.2 Proposition Let again i,j € {1,...,n} be such that S; < y S; and let (i,7),(j,s) € A.
Then the following are equivalent:

() fGs) i fary € i1

(ii) there is some t € SjMejoSoe; with fij et fir) #0in A;

(iii) there exists a non-zero (kol'c;,kq Fez) bimodule homomorphism from f(; skal'e; ®
f(z,r)k Fez to €; (A/JJ 1)

(iv ) there exists a non-zero (kole;, kal'c,)-bimodule homomorphism from T(; ) ® T3

A ) to
(v) T(] S) ® T,y is isomorphic to a direct summand of the (kal'e;, kale;)-bimodule
A

(vi) f(js (A/J;-1) - fur) # {0}

5.3 Remark Suppose that i € {1,...,n} and that the restriction of « to I'¢, is a coboundary,
that is, that there exists a function p: e, — k* such that a(t, ') = p(t)ut )u(t o t')~L, for all
t,t" € T'¢,. Then we have a k-algebra isomorphism

kole, = kDo,  t pu(t) - t, (14)

where t € T',, and where kT, denotes the (untwisted) group algebra of I, over k. In particular,
this holds if the restriction of o to I'¢, is the constant function with some value a € £*. In this
case u can also be chosen to be the constant function with value a.

If also j € {1,...,n} and if the restriction of a to I'¢; is a coboundary then we have k-algebra
isomorphisms
kale, @ kole; = ke, @ kL, = k[Le, x T, ]. (15)

We may and shall then identify every left koI'e; ® kol'¢;-module with a k[I'e, x I'¢;]-module.
Moreover, we shall always identify every (kI,,kI.,)-bimodule M with the left k[l'., x T'¢ ]-
module M defined by (z,y) -m:=x-m-y ! forme M,z €T, ye Ic;. Note that, under
these identifications, the (koI';,kal'e;)-bimodule T(; ) ® TGS) becomes the left k[I'e, x T'¢,]-
module 7{; ) ® T(*j’s).

In our applications to biset functors and Brauer algebras we shall see that the restrictions of
the relevant 2-cocycles to the maximal subgroups I'c, of the respective categories are always 2-
coboundaries (in fact, even constant). Before simplifying the first condition in Definition [£.1J(ii)
further in this situation, we introduce a last bit of notation.

5.4 Notation Let i,j € {1,...,n} be such that S; <  S;. Then the set S;Ne; oS oe; carries
a left I'c; x I',-set structure via

(x,y)-t:::potoy_l (xEFei,yEFej,tESjﬁeiOSOEj).
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In fact, clearly zotoy ! €e;0S0e;, and xotoy t e S; = _#(t),sincexzotoyte€Sotos

andt=z"ltoxotoy toyeSoxotoy toS. We denote the stabilizer of t € S;jNe;oSoe;

by stabr, xr. (t), or simply by stab(t) when no confusion concerning the groups is possible.
Note that, analogously, the set Sj Nejo Soe; carries a left I'e; X I'¢;-module structure.

5.5 Corollary Leti,j € {1,...,n} besuch that S; < s S;. Suppose that « restricts to constant
2-cocycles on I, and on I, with values a; and aj, respectively. Moreover, let (i,7), (j,s) € A.

(a) Assume that a(x,t) = a; and a(t,y) = aj for all x € T'e;, t € SjNe; 08 0e;, and
y € I'e;. Then one has f; - Jj- f;s) € Jj-1 if and only if there is some t € S;Ne; oS oe; such
that T(; ») ® T(’;. 5) is isomorphic to a direct summand of the permutation k[['c; x T'¢;]-module

Fei X Fej
Indstab(t) (k)’

(b) Assume that a(y,t) = a; and a(t,x) = a; for all y € T, t € S;NejoSoe;, and
x € Ie;. Then one has f(; ) Jj- fir) € Jj-1 if and only if there is some t € SjNejoSoe; such
that T ) ® T(*Z. " is isomorphic to a direct summand of the permutation k[l'c, x I'¢,]-module

I‘ej X Fei
Indstab(t) (k).

Proof We identify every (koI'e;, kale,)-bimodule with a k[I'e; x I'¢,]-module as indicated in
Remark 5.3l To prove (a), we first observe again that Jje; = Ae};, and we deduce that the cosets
in A/J;_1 of the elements of SjNe;oSoe; form in fact a k-basis of e;(A/Jj-1)e’. The hypothesis
in (a) implies that under the resulting k[I'c; x I'¢,]-module structure, this k-basis is permuted
by I'¢, x Ie; in the same way as in[5.4l Thus, we obtain a k[I'¢, x Fej]—module isomorphism

FeixFe.
ei(A/Jj-1)ej = @Indstab(t) (k)
t

where ¢ varies over a set of representatives of the I'e, X I'c-orbits on SjMe;0Soe;. Now assertion
(a) follows from Proposition [B.IKv).
Assertion (b) is proved analogously using Proposition [l

6 Duality in Twisted Category Algebras

Again, we retain the notation from Section @l Thus, we assume the notation and situation from
B and B3] and also assume that, for every idempotent endomorphism e in C, the group order
IT¢| is invertible in k, so that Theorem (3] applies.

In this section we shall show that the partial orders < and < defined in and in Defini-
tion A1 behave well under a natural notion of duality introduced in Hypotheses This will
allow us to apply Proposition 2.4l If « restricts to particular coboundaries on the groups I',,
then we shall show that the two conditions in Definition .IIii) are equivalent.
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We shall need the following hypotheses, which will be satisfied in many instances, and, in
particular, in the two applications we are interested in; see Sections [7] and Bl

6.1 Hypotheses For the remainder of this section, suppose that there is a contravariant functor
—°:C=>C Satisfying the following properties:

i) X° =X, for every X € Ob(C);
ii) (s°)° =s, for every s € Mor(C) = S;
iii) so0s®o0s=s, for every s € Mor(C) = S
iv) a(s,t) = «a(t®,s°), for all s,t € S,
(v) e =¢;, fori=1,...,n.
Given any subset M of S, we set M° :={s°:s€ M}.

(
(
(
(

6.2 Remark Note that, given a contravariant functor —° : C — C with properties (i)—(iv)
above, we can always choose the idempotents eq, ..., e, such that they satisfy (v), by setting
e == s; 057, for any s; € S;.

As immediate consequences of Hypotheses we obtain the following, which will be used
repeatedly throughout this article.

6.3 Lemma (a) The functor —° : C — C induces a k-algebra anti-involution

—° A= A, ZassHZasso,

seS seS

where ag € k, for s € S.

(b) Forie{l,...,n}, one has S; = SY, and thus J; = J?, where J; is the ideal in A defined
in ().

(c) Forie{l,...,n} and x € T, one has x° =z~ 1.

Proof Part (a) is a straightforward calculation. For (b) note that Hypothesis [6.I](iii) implies

A (s°) < g F(s), and (ii) then implies 7 (s) < y Z(s°). Thus #(s) = #Z(s°), and both
assertions in (b) are immediate from this.

For (c), let i € {1,...,n}, and let X; € Ob(C) be such that e; € Endc(X;). Then, for
x €T, we have 2° = (e;oz0e;)° = ef 0oz oe) = e;0x° 0e;, thus 2° € e; 0 Endc(X;) oe;. Since
x € I'¢,;, there is some y € I'e, with z oy =e; = yoz. Hence

yroxt=e =10y,

so that also 2° € I',, since e = e;. Moreover, by Hypothesis[G.Iiii), zoz° is then an idempotent
in the group I, implying = o 2° = ¢;, thus 2° = z71. [l
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6.4 Dual A-modules. (a) We apply the conventions from [23] to the k-algebra involution
—°: A — A from Lemma [6.3a). Thus, whenever M is a left A-module, its k-linear dual
becomes a left A-module M°, via ().

(b) Suppose that B is a (not necessarily unitary) k-subalgebra of A such that B° = B. Then
the k-algebra anti-involution —°: A — A restricts to a k-algebra anti-involution of B, and thus
also the k-linear dual of every left B-module N becomes a left B-module, which we again denote
by N°.

By our Hypothesis [6.1[(v) and Lemma [6.3[(b), this is, in particular, satisfied if B is one of
the algebras e, Ae} or k I, fori=1,...,n

(c) Again suppose that B is a k-subalgebra of A such that B® = B. Let M be a left B-
module, and let f be a central idempotent in B. Then f° is also a central idempotent in B, and
one easily checks that the restriction map

oM = (f-M)°, o= olrum, (16)

defines a left B-module isomorphism.

So, in particular, if B = kuI'¢,, for some i € {1,...,n}, and if f;, is the block idempotent
of kqI'e; corresponding to the simple module 7(; ;) then f("w) is the block idempotent of k,I'¢,
corresponding to the simple module T (3'77“)'

(d) Suppose now that f € A is an idempotent such that f° = f, let B := fAf, and let M
be a left A-module. Then the restriction map

f-M = (f-M)°, o olru, (17)
is a left B-module isomorphism.

6.5 Notation As before, for each (j,5) € A, we denote by A;,) and V ;) the standard A-
module and the costandard A-module, respectively, labelled by (j, s) with respect to (A, <) and
(A, Q), as defined in (@) and determined in Corollary In accordance with 23] for (i,r) € A,
we denote by (i,7)° € A the label of the simple A-module D‘(jw,). Analogously, let r° € {1,...,[;}
be such that T(; o) = T(OZ.’T) as kqI'¢;-modules.

With this, we now have:

6.6 Proposition For (i,7), (j, s) € A, one has
a) Agrype = Aej ®e’ Ac, (Z ry = & A(j o), thus (i,7)° = (4,7°);
b) (i,7) < (4, ) if and only if (i,7)° < (J,5)°%;
c) (i,r) < (4,s) if and only if (i,7)° < (j,5)°;

d) A(z r) V((JZ ) and v(i,r)c’ = A?i,r)'

<
d

non

(
(
(
(
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Proof Since T} r) = Tiiroy a8 kol'e,-modules, we have M := Aé, Q! Ae!, T(‘; r) = Aoy as A-
modules. In order to show that (i,7°) = (i,7)°, recall that every standard module is determined
by its head, and the isomorphism class of D(; ,oy = Hd(M) is determined by the property

i .

as e; Ael-modules. Note that here we applied (7)) with f = €, to derive the third isomorphism.
So, altogether, this implies D(; ;o = Dy 0y and A pyo = A0y = M, proving (a). From this,
assertion (b) follows immediately.

From (a), [6.4lc), and Lemma [6:3[b) we now obtain

(4,7) C (4,8) & Sj < ¢ Sy and (f50) - Jj - fi8) € Jj—1 0v f(j0)- Ji - fliwy £ Jj—1)
= Sj </ S; and (f(Oj’S) . Jj . f(ow,) ,@_ Jj_l or f(oim) . Jj . f&s) ,@ Jj_l)
& (1,7°) C (4,5%) & (6,7)° C (4, 5)°,
which proves (c).
Assertion (d) follows from (a), (b), and Proposition 2.4 a

6.7 Corollary Let i,j € {1,...,n} be such that S; < y S; and suppose that « restricts to
constant 2-cocycles on I'e; and on L, with values a; and a;, respectively. Assume further that
one has a(z,t) = a; and a(t,y) = a; for allz € Te;, t € SjNe;o0Soej, andy € I'e,. Then, for
(4,7),(j,s) € A, one has f(; ) - Jj - fj.5) € Jj—1 if and only if f(; ) - Jj - fimy € Jj-1-

Proof Recall that, by Lemma [6.3|b), we have
T Ji fam € i1 [ - Ji [s) € Ji-1- (18)

By Lemmal6.3(c), the simple left kT'.,-module T’ (OZ. r) associated with fé’l. ") is equal to T(’g ") Thus,
by Proposition 5.1l and Remark 5.3 we obtain

f(oi,r) . Jj . f&s) Q Jj_l = Homk[FeiXFej}(T(ﬂ;,r) & T(j,8)7 eé(A/Jj_l)e;-) 75 {0}
& Homyp, xr, 1(Tii,r) © T 4, (€i(A/ Tj-1)€})") # {0}

The last equivalence holds because k[I'¢; x I'¢,] is semisimple.
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But, as in the proof of Corollary 5.5, the k[, x T'¢;]-module ej(A/.J;—1)e} is a permutation
module, and thus self-dual. Hence e;(A/J;-1)e; = (ej(A/Jj-1)e})* as k[I'¢; x I'¢;]-modules.
Altogether, this implies

fo.9) - J5 - fary € Ji—1 & Hompr, e, (T, © T ), ei(A/Jj1)e;) # {0}
< firJi fhs) € -1,

where the last equivalence again follows from Proposition B.11 [l

7 Application I: Biset Functors

In this section we shall apply our results from Sections M Bl and [6 to the case where the twisted
category algebra is the one introduced in [Il, Example 5.15]. This category algebra is closely
related to the category of biset functors, as observed in [I]. The goal of this section is to reprove,
via a different approach, a result due to Webb in [26] stating that the category of biset functors
over a field of characteristic zero is a highest weight category. We shall also give an improvement
on the relevant partial order on the set A of isomorphism classes of simple modules. Here we
only deal with the case that the underlying category of finite groups has finitely many objects.
This is sufficient for many purposes, as established in [26].

We begin by recalling the relevant notation as well as some results from [I] about the cat-
egory C we need to consider. The connection to biset functors will be given in more detail in
Remark From now on we suppose that k is a field of characteristic 0.

7.1 Notation (a) Given finite groups G and H, we denote by p; and ps the canonical pro-
jections G x H — G and G x H — H, respectively. Moreover, for every L < G x H, we set
ki(L) :=={g9g € G| (9,1) € L} and ko(L) := {h € H | (1,h) € L}, so that k;(L) < p;(L), for
1=1,2.

Note that, by Goursat’s Lemma, we may and shall from now on identify every subgroup L
of G x H with the quintuple (p1 (L), k1(L),nr,p2(L), ka(L)), where ny, is the group isomorphism
given by

e p2(L)/ko(L) = pi(L) [k (L), hka(L) = gki(L),

whenever (g,h) € L. The common isomorphism class of p1(L)/k1(L) and pa(L)/ko(L) will be
denoted by ¢(L).

Furthermore, in the case where p1(L) = G = H = py(L) and k1(L) = 1 = ko(L), we have
1z, = a for some automorphism « of G, and we also denote the group L by A, (G); in particular,
for v = idg, this gives Ay (G) = A(G) :=={(9,9) | g € G}.

If g € G then the corresponding inner automorphism G — G, x — gzg~ ', will be denoted
by ¢4, and we also set Ay(G) := A, (G).
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By a section of a finite group G we understand a pair (P, K') such that K < P < G.

(b) Let C be a category with the following properties: the objects of C form a finite set of
pairwise non-isomorphic finite groups that is section-closed, that is, whenever G € Ob(C) and
(P, K) is a section of G then there is some H € Ob(C) such that P/K = H. The morphism set,
for G, H € Ob(C), is defined by

Homc(H,G) :=Cqu:={L|L<GxH},
and the composition of morphisms in C is given by
LoM:=LxM:={(9,k) e GxK|3heH:(g,h)€L, (hk)e M},

for G,H,K € Ob(C), L € Cou, M € Chyk. For L € Cgp, let L° := {(h,g9) € Hx G| (g,h) €
L} € Chyg. The category C is finite by construction, and split since L x L° « L = L, for any
G,H € Ob(C) and L € Cg g; see [I, Proposition 2.7(ii)]. Note that, by the last statement
in B.Ia), the assumption that the objects of C are pairwise non-isomorphic groups is not a
significant restriction.
By [1l, Proposition 3.5], we have a 2-cocycle x € Z%(C,k*) defined by
_ |ka(L) N ky (M)

K(L, M) := i ) (19)

for G,H,K € Ob(C), L € Cq,g, M € Cy . The resulting twisted category algebra k,C will
be denoted by A, for the remainder of this section. Moreover, we denote the objects of C by
Gy,...,G, such that |G;| < |Giqq], for i = 1,...,n — 1, and we set S := Mor(C). Note that
mapping L € Cg g to L° € Cy g gives rise to a contravariant functor —°: C — C satisfying the
properties (i)—(v) in Hypotheses with respect to the 2-cocycle k of C. Concrete idempotents
e1,...,e, will be determined in Proposition [Z.3] below.

7.2 Remark Biset functors on C over k are related to the twisted category algebra A = k,C as
follows. For each i =1,...,n, weset &; := 3 . Ag(Gi) = |Z(Gi)|- X nermn(ay) Da(Gi) € €} A€,
and we set € := ec := Y . ;. Then e1,...,e, are pairwise orthogonal idempotents of A, €
is an idempotent of A, and the left module category of the k-algebra £Ae is equivalent to the
category of biset functors on C over k; see [1I, Example 5.15(c)] for more detailed explanations.
By Theorem [4.3] we know that A is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <), using the notation
from Sections [3] and [l

Our goal is to show that also the condensed k-algebra eAe is quasi-hereditary. Recall from
Green’s idempotent condensation theory (see [I5, Section 6.2]) that the simple modules of € Ae
are of the form ¢ - D(; ), with (i,r) € A such that ¢ - D;,) # {0} and that any two distinct
such indices (4, ) result in non-isomorphic simple e Ae-modules. Thus, the labelling set A’ of the
isomorphism classes of simple e Ac-modules can be considered as a subset of A in a natural way.
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Moreover, by Proposition 2.6, it suffices to show that the idempotent e satisfies the following
property: If (i,7) < (j,s) are elements in A and if ¢ - D; ,y # {0} then also - D(; 4 # {0}. This
will be done in Theorem [Z.7l The main reason for introducing the partial order < in Section M is
that this property is not satisfied for the partial order <, as we shall see in Example below.

The following proposition establishes quickly the set A for the finite split category algebra
A = k,.C and the subset A’ C A.

7.3 Proposition (a) For L,M € S, one has # (L) = ¢ (M) if and only if ¢(L) = q(M). In

particular, the elements e; := A(G;) € Cg, ¢, €S, withi =1,...,n, form a set of representatives
of the ¢ -classes of C. For ¢ = 1,...,n, we have e = ¢;, where —° : C — C is the functor in
Z2(b).

(b) Fori € {1,...,n}, the element e; is an idempotent and I'., = {Ay(Gi) | a € Aut(G))};
in particular, Aut(G;) = T, via the map a — A, (G;). Moreover, the 2-cocycle k € Z*(C,k*)
restricts to a constant 2-cocycle on ', with value |G;|™!, and the k-linear map

EoTe, — kAut(G), Ao(Gy) = |Gi|™ - a, (o € Aut(Gy)) (20)

defines a k-algebra isomorphism. If also j € {1,...,n} and L € Cg, g, then k(e;, L) = |G| ™.
(c) For (i,r) € A, one has ¢ - D(; ,y # {0} if and only if Inn(G;) acts trivially on T(; ), when
viewed as kAut(G;)-module via the isomorphism in (b).
(d) Fori=1,...,n, weset S; := #(e;). Then, fori,j € {1,...,n}, one has S; < y S if and
only if there is a section (P,K) of G; with G; = P/K. In particular, the ordering G1,...,Gy
has the property that if #(e;) < y #(e;) then i < j, as required in[3.1|(b).

Proof Assertions (a) and (b) follow immediately from [I, Proposition 6.3, Proposition 6.4], [20],
Lemma 2.1], and the definition of «.

Part (c) follows immediately from [1, Corollary 7.4] and its proof.

To prove part (d), note that, in the notation of [[I, we have e; = (Gj,1,id, G, 1). Suppose
first that S; < y Sj, that is, S*e; xS; C S xe; xS, by BI(b). Thus e; = L x ej *x M, for some
L,M € S. But this implies that G; is isomorphic to a subquotient of G}, see [Il, Lemma 2.7].

Conversely, suppose that there is a section (P, K) of G; such that P/K = G;. Then e :=
(P,K,id, P,K) is an idempotent in C with #(e) = #(e;) = S;, by part (a). Moreover,
e=exej*re, thus SxexS C Sxej* S, implying S; = _Z(e;) = Z(e) <y F(ej) =S5;. U

7.4 Notation (a) Fori e {1,...,n}, let e; := A(G;) and set S; :== _# (e;), as in Proposition [Z.3l
In consequence of Proposition [[.3] Si,...,S, are then precisely the distinct _#-classes of C, and
e; is an idempotent endomorphism in S;, for i € {1,...,n}.

Also, for i € {1,...,n}, we shall from now on identify the group I'¢; with the automorphism
group Aut(G;), and the twisted group algebra k.I'., with the untwisted group algebra kAut(G;),
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via the isomorphisms in Proposition [.3[(b). In particular, every k.I'c,-module can and will from
now on be viewed as a kAut(G;)-module.

(b) Suppose that 7,j € {1,...,n} are such that S; < s 5;, so that we have the I'c, x T, -
action on S; Ne; * S * e; introduced in 5.4l Thus, via the isomorphisms I'e; = Aut(G;) and
L, = Aut(Gj), we also have a left Aut(G;) x Aut(Gj)-action on S; Ne; * S * e; via

@A = AQ(Gy) % L Ap-1(Gj) (o€ Aut(Gy), B € Aut(Gj), L € SjNe xS xe;).  (21)

As before, we shall denote the stabilizer of L € S in Aut(G;) x Aut(G;) simply by stab(L),
whenever ¢ and j are apparent from the context.

7.5 Remark (a) By Proposition [T.3[b), we are able to apply Corollary So, suppose that
(i,7),(j,s) € A are such that S; < » S;. Then, by Corollary 6.7, Proposition 5.1l and Proposi-
tion (.21 the following are equivalent:

() fary i fo,s) € Jj-13

(i) foe) - Ji farm € Ji-1;

(iii) there is some L € SjNe; * S xej with f; .y L+ fj¢) # 0;

(iv) there is some M € S;Nej* S xe; with f(; - M- fi0) # 0.

Note also that the set SjNe; * S xe; consists precisely of those subgroups (P, K, n,Gj,1) of
Gi x G;, where (P, K) is a section of G;, and n : G; — P/K is an isomorphism.

(b) In the proof of Lemma [7.6] below we shall often only be interested to see whether certain
products of elements in A = k,C are non-zero, without determining the coefficients at the
standard basis elements explicitly. Therefore, given a,b € A, we shall write a ~ b if there is
some A € k* such that a = \b.

With this convention we, in particular, deduce the following description of the block idem-
potent f(; ,y of kTe;: view T(; .y as a simple kAut(G;)-module via the isomorphism (20), and let
X(i,r) be the character of Aut(G;) afforded by T{;ry- Then the corresponding block idempotent
of kAut(G;) is

X(i,r (1) _
f(/i,r) = # Z X(iﬂ")(a 1)a7
)

u?v|Aut(G;)| CAT(G,

where x(; ) = w(¢y + -+ 4+ 1by) is a decomposition into absolutely irreducible characters over a
suitable extension field of k. Thus, applying (20)) again, we get

Gil - x@m(1) 1 .
. = /- ; Aa i) ir Aa 1) - 22
o = G X0 MG~ B el HoG. )

The next lemma will be the key step towards establishing Theorem [I.7] our main result of
this section.
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7.6 Lemma Let (i,7),(j,s) € A be such that S; < s S;, and suppose that L € SjNe; xS *e;
is such that f(; - L f(js) # 0. Then one has
(a) stabaut(a)xaut(c;) (L) - (1 X Inn(Gj)) < (Inn(G;) x 1) - stabayg(a,)xaut(c;) (L);
(b) if Inn(G;) acts trivially on the simple kAut(G;)-module T}; ) then Inn(G}) acts trivially
on the simple kAut(G;)-module T(; ).
Proof For ease of notation, set A; := Aut(G;), A; := Aut(G;), I; := Inn(G;), and I; := Inn(Gj).
Since L € SjNe; xS *ej, we deduce from Proposition [Z.3 that L = (P, K,n,Gj,1), for some
1<K <QP<G,

To prove (a), note first that stab(L)(1xI;) and (I; x1)stab(L) are indeed subgroups of A; x A,
since I; < A; and I; < A;. Note further that it suffices to show that 1 x I; < (I; x 1)stab(L).
For (o, 8) € A; x A;, we have
(o, B) € stab(L) < Aq(Gi) * L*x Ag-1(Gj) = L
~ (a(P),a(K),@ Onoﬂ_lanal) = (P7K7777Gj71)7
where @ is the isomorphism P/K — «(P)/a(K) induced by a.
Now, given § € Inn(Gj), there is some g € G; with 8 = ¢,. Let h € P < G be such that

n(g) = hK, and set a := ¢;, € Inn(G;). Since h € P and K < P, we get a(P) =P, a(K) = K
as well as

(@onop ) (z) =an(g " zg)) = a(h™ K -n(z) - hK) = hK - h™ 'K -n(z) - hK - h ™' K = (z),
for all x € G;. Thus («, B) € stab(L), and

(1,8) = (a, 8) - (a™1,1) € stab(L)(L; x 1),
implying 1 x I; < stab(L)(I; x 1). This proves assertion (a).

To prove assertion (b), recall from (22]) that

firy ~ D X (@ HAG)  and  fg~ D Xs(B HAG)),
aEAZ' ﬁEAj

and recall from Remark that

e = |2(Gi)| - Y DalGy) (23)

a€l;

is an idempotent in k.I'¢, that, up to a non-zero scalar, corresponds under the isomorphism in
[0) to the principal block idempotent of kI;. Since I; < A;, the element &;, viewed in kA;,
is stable under A;-conjugation. Thus, €; is a central idempotent of k.I'¢,. Similarly, €; is an
idempotent in Z(k.Ic;).
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Now, assume that I; acts trivially on 7(; ), but I; does not act trivially on 7{; ;). Then we
get 0 £ & Tipy = €if (i) - Liy), thus €;f( ) # 0 and

ifry ~ far) ~ frEi-

On the other hand, we have
€ f(.5) = 0= fij0)5
for otherwise we would have €; f(; 5) ~ f(js) ~ f(j.s)€j» and so I; would act trivially on T{; ) =
TG,s)  Tiis) = €5 f(.s) - 1(j,s)> contradicting our assumption.
Therefore, we also have 0 = f(; ) - L- fj5€; and 0 # f; 0y - L~ fis) ~ €ifiry - L~ fij,9)-
Our final step will be to show that

(X(i.r) X X(s)» Dstab(z)(1x15) = 07 (X(ir) X X(j.5)> 1) (I x D)stab(L) » (24)

which will then, by (a), lead to a contradiction completing the proof of (b). Here 1 simply
denotes the trivial character of stab(L)(1 x I;) and (I; x 1)stab(L), respectively.

By (22) and (23]), we have
0=Ffurm L fomgi~ D, D > Xanla xgsB ) @8 Ag(Gy)

a€A; BEAJ' gEGj

- Z Z Z X(i’r)(a_l)X(j,s)(,B_l) . (avcgfloﬁfl)L

a€A; BEA; geG;

=3 3 S xml@ xg(8) - @)L (25)

acA; BeA; geGj

Fixing (ao, 80) € Ai x A;, the coefficient at (*0-%)L in (25 equals

Z X(i,r)(a_l)X(j,s)(ﬁ) = Z Z X(i,r)(a_l 0 aal)X(j,s)(Cg © 60 © T)
a€A; 9€G; (o,7)€Estab(L)
5€Aj
9€G;
(0’69’105)1;:(&0760)1;

=Y > X oo )X (BooT o)

9€G; (o,7)€stab(L)

~ Z X (i,r) (0

(o,7)€stab(L)(1x1;)
= (X(i.) X X(3.9)) (a0, o) - (stab(L)(1 x [;))T) .

Here (stab(L)(1 x I;))" := 32, 1 estab(r)(1x1,) (05 T) € k[Ai x Aj].

“oagh)x (s (BooT)

24



Hence, altogether this yields

0=Ffar L-foom~ D (an X Xus) ((@,8) - (stab(L)(1 x [))¥) - 2L,
[Aixﬁﬁ’/@tib@ﬂ

where [A; x A;/stab(L)] denotes a set of representatives of the left cosets A; x A;/stab(L). Thus,

we have 0 = f; ) - L - f(j¢¢; if and only if (Xzi,r) X X(j,s)) ((a, B) - (stab(L)(1 x I;))*) = 0, for

all (o, 8) € A; x A;. By [I, Lemma 7.3], the latter condition is in turn satisfied if and only if

(X{i.r) X X(j9)) ((stab(L)(1 x I;))™) = 0, that is, if and only if (X{; ;) X X(j,s)> Dstab(r)(1x1;) = 0-
A completely analogous calculation gives

0#cifir - L-fo~ D, (Gim X XGas) (0, 8)((Ii x Dstab(L))*) - AL,

(a.f)e
[Ai X A]‘ /stab(L)}

so that 0 # &;f(;») - L - f(j5) holds if and only if there is some (o, 8) € A; x A; with (X’(kZ )
X(j,s)) ((e, B)((I; x 1)stab(L))*) # 0. By [I, Lemma 7,3] again, this is equivalent to (x; ")
X(j,s)) (((Ii x 1)stab(L))*) # 0, which is equivalent to (X?i,r) X X(j,8)s 1) (1, x D)stab(z) 7 0-

To summarize, we have now established (24]), which completes the proof of assertion (b). U

X
X

7.7 Theorem For i € {1,...,n}, let &; := [Z(Gi)| - X pemn(c,) Dal(Gi), and let further € :=
ec =y i€ (see Remark[7.2). Then the following hold:

(a) The twisted category algebra A = k,C is quasi-hereditary, both with respect to (A, <)
and to (A, <). For (i,r) € A, the corresponding standard and costandard A-modules A;,y and
V(i) with respect to both < and < satisty

A(72,7’) = Ae; ®e;Ae; T(i,r) and v(72,7’) = Home;Ae;(e;Av T(z,r)) = (Ae; ®62A62 T(i;,r))o

with respect to the anti-involution —°: A — A from [Z1(b).

(b) Suppose that (i,r),(j,s) € A are such that (i,7) < (j,s). If €+ D,y # {0} then also
e Dy s # {0}

(¢) The element € is an idempotent in A. Moreover, the condensed algebra cAe is quasi-
hereditary with respect to the partial order induced by < on A" := {(i,7) € A | - D,y # {0}}.
The corresponding standard and costandard modules are precisely the modules A’(i Py = E AVERS!
and V’”) i= ¢ - Vi, respectively, for (i,r) € A'. For every (i,r) € A, one also has an
isomorphism (V’(Z T))O = A’(i e = A’(i o) of e Ae-modules.
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Proof Assertion (a) is immediate from Theorem [£.3] Corollary [£5] Proposition [6.6] and the
properties of the duality functor —° : C — C, see the last paragraph of [[I(b). To prove
(b), let (4,7),(j,8) € A be such that (i,7) < (4, s), that is, there exist m € N and suitable
(i0,70) = (4,7), (11,71)5 -« oy (f—15Tm—1), (bm,Tm) = (4, 8) € A such that
Siq+1 </ Siq and f(iq,rq) ’ Jiq+1 ’ f(iq+1,rq+1) «@ Jiq+1—la

for all ¢ =0,...,m —1. Since € - D; ) # 0, we deduce from [1, Corollary 7.6] that Inn(G;) acts
trivially on T(;,). By Proposition B.I(b) and Lemma [Z.6(b), Inn(G;, ) acts trivially on T(;, ;)
Thus €- D, ) # 0, by [1, Corollary 7.6] again. Iteration of this argument implies ¢ - Dy; ) # 0,
as claimed.

As already mentioned in Remark and shown in [I], ¢ is an idempotent in A. More-
over, for every i = 1,...,n, we have ] = > ;. Ag(Gi)° = > e, Ag-1(Gi) = €, and thus
also €° = e. Assertion (c¢) now follows immediately from (a), (b), Proposition 2.6, (I6]), and
Proposition [6.6](a). a

7.8 Remark (a) Theorem [T.7(a) remains true if one only requires that the morphisms of C
satisfy the slightly technical condition (10) in [I]. But the assumption of C being section-closed
was needed in [I, Corollary 7.6], and thus in the proofs of Lemma [[.6] and Theorem [Z.7|(b)—(c).
So if C satisfies condition (10) in [I] and is section-closed then parts (b) and (c¢) of Theorem [7.7]
still remain true.

(b) Part (c¢) of Theorem [[.7] gives a different proof of one of the main results of Webb in
[26 Section 7] in the case that C is finite. Lifting the finite case to the infinite case is possible
using standard techniques. In fact, if C' C C is a full subcategory whose objects are again closed
under taking subsections then all the constructions for C’ arise from those of C by multiplying
with the idempotent ec/.

In order to compare our approach with the one in [26], we first claim that if eD(; ) # {0}
then this module corresponds to the simple biset functor Sg, 7, ,, (in the notation in [26]). In
fact, by [4, Theorem 4.3.10 and Lemma 4.3.9], SG;, 1., 18 characterized by the following two
properties:

(i) Gi has minimal order among all group G; € Ob(C) with the property that Sg; 1, ,, (G;) #
{0}, and

(i) S, (Gi) = T(; ) as kOut(G;)-modules.

To prove the claim, recall from [26] that evaluation of a biset functor at a group G; translates
into multiplying the corresponding e Ae-module with €;. Suppose that € - D(; .y # {0}. Then,
by [I, Corollary 7.6], Inn(G;) acts trivially on 7(;,y, so that T{;,) can be viewed as a simple
kOut(G;)-module. Now, Dy, .y satisfies property (ii), since

eieDir) = €D = eieiDiiry = &il(ir) = Tiy)
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as kOut(G;)-modules, by (@). In order to prove (i), suppose that |G| < |G;], so that S; £ 5 S;.
Thus S; - D(; ) = {0}, by [20, Theorem 1.2, Proposition 5.1]. From this we get

5j5D(i,r) = €jD(i7r) = 5jejD(i,r) = {0} .

Therefore, also the standard modules and costandard modules constructed in [26] must
coincide with ours, since the ones constructed in [26] are the standard modules with respect to
the partial order we call <, and since < is a refinement of . However, knowing that they are
also the standard modules with respect to < is an improvement, since it imposes restrictions on
possible composition factors occurring in the standard modules (see Example [7.9]).

(¢) The standard modules ¢ - A(; ) appear also in [5] as the functors fH,v, see the paragraph
preceding [5, Lemma 4.3] for a definition. There they play an important role in the determination
of simple biset functors, but without any investigation of quasi-hereditary structures. That our
standard modules coincide with these functors can also be seen from their definition using (&).

7.9 Example To conclude this section, we shall illustrate some of our previous results by an
explicit example. We shall, in particular, see that the relation C in Definition £1]is in general
not transitive. Furthermore, we shall show that the partial order < on A is in general a proper
refinement of . Throughout this example, let k := C.

(a) With the notation as in [II], we consider the category C whose objects are the following
finite groups:

Gl = {1}, G2 = Cg, G3 = Cg, G4 = C4, G5 = Cg X Cg,
G6 = 63, G7 = Dg, Gg = Ql4, Gg = 64.

Here, Dg denotes the dihedral group of order 8. In particular, Ob(C) is a section-closed set. We
shall determine the relation C via Corollary 5.5(a), and encode it in Table [l To this end, we
first list, for each G € Ob(C), the isomorphism type of Aut(G) as well as the ordinary irreducible

Aut(G)-characters. The Aut(G)-characters that restrict trivially to Inn(G) are set in boldface,
as these are precisely the characters leading to simple A-modules not annihilated by e.

i ] Gi | Aut(Gy) | Irr(Aut(Gy)) ‘
1) {1} {1} | xaun:=1
2 Cy {1} X(2,1) =1
3 Cs Cy X(3,1) = 1,X(3,2) :=sgn
4 Cy Cy X(4,1) ‘= 1,X(4,2) :=sgn
5| Oy x Oy S3 X(5,1) = 1, X(5,2) 1= 881, X(5,3) = 12
6 S3 GF X(6,1) ‘=1, X(6,2) =881, X(6,3) = V2
7 Dy Dy X(7,.1) = LX(7.2) = T, X(7,8) *= I X(7,4) = 1 X(7,5) = X
8 2y Sy X(8,1) = 1, X(8,2) = 581, X(8,3) = X2; X(8.4) ‘= X3, X(8,5) ‘= X3
9 Sy Sy X(9,1) = L, X(9,2) = 881, X(9,3) '= X2, X(9.4) ‘= X3, X(9,5) ‘= X3
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Here, by abuse of notation, 1 always denotes the trivial character, and sgn denotes the sign
character, for each of the relevant groups. Moreover, v, is the natural character of &3 of degree
2, x3 is the natural character of &4 of degree 3, x5 = x3 - sgn, and x2 is the unique irreducible
G4-character of degree 2.

As for the characters of Aut(Dg) = Dg, we have deg(7) = deg(n) = deg(y/) = 1 and
deg(x) = 2. Moreover, taking Dg to be the Sylow 2-subgroup of &, generated by (1,2) and
(1,3)(2,4), an explicit isomorphism Dg —+ Aut(Dg) is given by the map

(1,2) {8

(1,3)(2,4) —~

— (1,2)

2,4) — (1,4)(2,3)
(1,2) — (1,3)(2,4)
(1,3)(2,4) — (1,2).

¢ : Dg — Aut(Dg);

N—
W

— = =
—~

With  this convention, we get ker(u) = (p((1,2)),0((3,4))),  ker(u) =
(p((1,2)(3,4)),»((1,3)(2,4))), and ker(r) is the unique cyclic subgroup of Aut(Dg) of
order 4.

Now, whenever i,j € {1,...,9} are such that S; < s S;, that is, G; is isomorphic to a
subquotient of G;, we proceed as follows, according to Corollary we determine a set of
representatives of the Aut(G;) x Aut(G;)-orbits on

Sjﬂei*S*ej:{(P,K,n,Gj,l)\KglPéG,-:P/Kng}.

For every such representative L, we decompose the permutation character Indizli((%)XAut(Gj )(1)

)8
constituent of the above permutation character then (i,7) C (j,s). We indicate this (zzvith an
entry 1 in Table [I, and with - otherwise.

As above, if G; € Ob(C) and if x(;,) € Trr(Aut(G;)) restricts trivially to Inn(G;) then we
set the entries involving x(;,) in boldface, since these characters lead precisely to the simple
A-modules not annihilated by €. Note that all characters in the above table are self-dual. So,

in our particular example, we have X’(kj 5) = X(j,s)» for all (j,s) € A.

into a sum of irreducible characters. This determines the relation C: if x(;,) X x ) is a
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For instance, letting ¢ := 9 and j := 6, we have G; = 64 and G; = &3, thus S; < 5 5.
Representatives of the Aut(G;) x Aut(G;)-orbits of SjNe; * S *e; are given by L := A(G3) and
M := (64, Vy,n,S3,1), where V} is the normal Klein four-group in &4 and n : &3 — &,4/V} is any
fixed isomorphism. We have Aut(G;) = Inn(G;) = G; and Aut(G;) = Inn(G;) = G;. Identifying
G; with Aut(G;) and G; with Aut(G;), we get stab(L) = A(S3) and stab(M) = A(S3)(1 x Vy).
Furthermore,

Indii&%(l)zlx1—|—sgn><sgn+X3><1—|—Xg><sgn—|—X2><1/2—|—X3><1/2—|—Xé><1/2,

and
Indgzsgj)(l) =x2 X vy +1x1+sgnxsgn.
(b) Now Table [l shows that the relation C on A is not transitive, since (9,2) = (7,5) and
(7,5) C (1,1), whereas (9,2) Z (1,1).

(¢) From Table [Il we, moreover, see that the partial order < on A is indeed coarser than <:
consider ¢ = 8 and j = 3, so that G; = 24 and G; = C3. The group G; can either be realized
as a maximal subgroup or as a minimal quotient group of 2(4. So we infer that (z,7) C (4, s) if
and only if (i,7) < (4,s), for i =8, 7 =3, 1 <r <5, 1< s < 2. By Table[l] we have

(i,r) © (G s) <= (r,8) € {(1,1),(1,4),(2,2),(2,5)},

whereas (i,7) < (j,s), forall 1 <r <5, 1<s<2.
After condensation with ¢, we obtain (i,7) < (j,s) in (A, <) if and only if (r,s) €
{(1,1),(2,2)}, but (i,7) < (j,s) for all combinations of r,s € {1,2}.

(d) As indicated in Remark [(.2] Theorem [[.7[(b) does, in general, not hold with < instead of
<. To see this in our current example, take (i,7) := (9,1) and (4, s) := (8,3). Then (i,7) < (4, ),
since G; = 2 is isomorphic to a subquotient of G; = &4. From Proposition [Z.3](c) we deduce
that € - D(i,r) # {0}, but ¢ - D(j,s) = {0}.

8 Application II: Brauer Algebras

As mentioned in the introduction, several classes of diagram algebras arise naturally as twisted
category algebras. In fact, in all these examples one deals with monoid algebras, that is, the
underlying category has only one object.

Throughout this section, let n € N, and let &,, be the symmetric group of degree n. Per-
mutations in &,, will always be composed from right to left, so that, for instance, we have
(1,2)(2,3) = (1,2,3) € &,,, whenever n > 3. Moreover, let k be a field such that n! is invertible
in k, and let § € k*.
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8.1 Brauer algebras. Consider the set S of (n,n)-Brauer diagrams; each of these consists
of m northern nodes, labelled by 1,...,n, and n southern nodes, labelled by 1,...,7, and each
node is connected by an edge to precisely one other node. Egdes connecting a pair of nothern or
southern nodes are called arcs, and edges connecting a northern with a southern node are called
propagating lines. In other words, the elements of S can be viewed as equivalence relations of
the set {1,...,n} U{1,...,7n} whose equivalence classes contain precisely two elements.

Given (n,n)-Brauer diagrams t and t’, their composition ¢ o ¢’ is defined by first taking the
concatenation of t above t', and then deleting all cycles from the resulting diagram.

For instance, suppose that n = 6, t = {{1,1},{2,4},{3,2},{4,6},{5,3},{5,6}}, and ¢ =
(L 1).{2.2}, 3.4}, {5.6}. (3.6, {1,5}}. Then we get:

Hence tot’ = {{1,1},{2,5},{3,2},{4,6},{3,6},{4,5}}.

In this way, S becomes a finite monoid whose identity element is the diagram that connects
each pair of opposite nodes by a propagating line.

The map
a: S xS = kX, (1) — omE) (26)

where m(t,t') is the number of cycles in the concatenation of ¢ above ', defines a 2-cocycle of
the monoid S with values in £*. The resulting twisted monoid algebra

Bn(8) = koS (27)

is called the Brauer algebra of degree n over k with parameter 4.

The _#Z-classes of the monoid S have been determined by Mazorchuk in [23]; we shall recall
the result in Proposition below. In order to do so, it will be convenient to use the following
notation: let d := |5 |, and fori = 1,...,d+1, let e; be the diagram each of whose n—2(d—i+1)
leftmost northern nodes is joined to its opposite southern node by a propagating line; the
remaining 2(d — i + 1) edges of e; are arcs, each connecting a pair of neighbouring northern or

southern nodes. That is, e; has shape
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8.2 Proposition ([23, Theorem 7],[27, Section 8]) Keep the notation as in[81l Then, one
has the following:

(a) Brauer diagrams t,t' € S belong to the same ¢ -class if and only if they have the same
number of propagating lines. Moreover, the diagrams e1,...,eq11 are idempotents in S, and
they form a set of representatives of the distinct _# -classes of S. Furthermore,

Fe) <y Flea) <y <y Fleas1).

(b) Fori=1,...,d+1, the group T, consists of those diagrams t € S with arcs

fn—2j+1n—-2j+2}, (n—2j+1L,n=2+1} (j=1,....,d—i+1),

and whose remaining northern and southern nodes are connected by propagating lines. In
particular, there is a group isomorphism

Gni — Feia o = tO’ b (28)
where n; :== n — 2(d —i + 1), and t, is the Brauer diagram in I'., with propagating lines
{0-(1)7 1}7 SRR {O-(nz)an_z}

(c) Fori e {l,...,d+1} and x,2’ € T, one has a(z,z') = a(e;, e;) = 67, in particular,

« restricts to a constant 2-cocycle on I';, and the map
koDe, = kD, t— 0071 ¢ (29)

is a k-algebra isomorphism.
(d) Foreacht € S, let t° be the diagram that is obtained by reflecting t about the horizontal

axis. Then the resulting map —° : S — S, t — t°, satisfies Hypotheses [6.1|(ii)—(v), with respect
to the 2-cocycle « in (26)). In particular, S is a regular monoid.

8.3 Remark In accordance with our notation in Section Bl we again set S; = _Z(e;), for
i=1,...,d+ 1, so that, by Proposition 82(a), Si,...,S¢4+1 are the distinct #-classes of S.
Furthermore, for i = 1,...,d + 1, we may identify I', with the symmetric group &,,, via

the isomorphism (28], and the twisted group algebra k,I'e, with the untwisted group algebra
kS, via the isomorphism in ([29). Note that, since we are assuming n! € k*, we also ensure
that the group orders |&y,|,...,|S,,,,| are invertible in k. Hence, the isomorphism classes of
simple kS,,,-modules are parametrized by the partitions of n;. More precisely, suppose that
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{)\(i,l), e 7)‘(2'711-)} is the set of partitions of n;. Then, for r = 1,...,[;, the simple k&,,,-module
Ty can be chosen to be the Specht k&,,;-module SAG.r) . For details concerning the representa-
tion theory of symmetric groups, we refer to [17] and [1§].

Now, Theorem 3] and Corollary as well as the results from Sections [ and [@ apply,
and we obtain the following result. Here we again set d := | %], so that A = {(i,r) | 1 < i <
d+1,1<r <)

8.4 Theorem The Brauer algebra Bs(n) is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A,<). The
corresponding standard Bs(n)-module labelled by (i,r) € A is isomorphic to Ag,) =
Bs(n)el ®e Bs(n)e, L(i,r), and the costandard Bs(n)-module labelled by (i,r) is isomorphic to
V(i) = Homy g (n)e (€;Bs(n), T(in“)) = A‘EM). Moreover, every simple Bs(n)-module is self-dual
with respect to the map —° : S — S in Proposition and the resulting duality introduced in

2.3} in particular, Bs(n) is a BGG-algebra.

Proof By Theorem 3] and Proposition 82 Bs(n) is quasi-hereditary with respect to (A, <),
and the standard modules are as claimed. Moreover, the costandard modules are as claimed, by
Corollary and Proposition [6.6] taking into account that k.I'e;, = kS,,, and that every simple
kG&,,,-module is self-dual; see [I7, Theorem 11.5]. Finally, since, by Proposition again, D; ,
is the head of A(; ), and DE)M) is isomorphic to the head of Ao & A o) & Ay, We get

Diiry = D - 2

8.5 Remark It has been known that, under our assumptions on k and 9, the k-algebra Bs(n)
is quasi-hereditary, see [19, Theorem 1.3]. The underlying partial order on the set A that is
usually considered is the one in which (i,r) is strictly smaller than (j,s) if and only if j < 3.
As shown in Proposition (a), this partial order coincides with the partial order < from ().
Part (c) of Proposition determines the partial order < from Definition ] explicitly. Here,
fori=1,...,d+ 1, we again identify the subgroup I';, of S with the symmetric group &,,, via
the isomorphism (28)). Furthermore, if j € {1,...,7 — 1} is such that j < i then we denote by
Sy, X (&2)"7 the standard Young subgroup

Sp; X ((nj +1,m5 +2)) x ((nj +3,n; +4)) x--- x ((n; — 1,ny))
of Gy,.

8.6 Proposition Let (i,7),(j,s) € A. Then one has the following:

(a) (i,7) < (j,s) if and only if j < i.

(b) Forallz € T, t € ¢;0S and u € Soe;, one has a(z,t) = §9~*+ = a(u, ). If j < i, then
SjNejoSoe;is a transitive &,,; X &,;-set via the action defined in and the isomorphism
(28). Moreover, in this case one also has e; € S;Ne; 0.8 oe;.

33



(c) One has

(1) <1 (G5) & § < § and Ty | MO,

where M((;)s) denotes the kS,,,-module
MY = Indm (Tii) X kx--x k)
G,s) G X G- x G2\ (4:9) :

Before proving the proposition, we mention (without proof) the following well-known lemma
that will be used repeatedly in the proof below. As usual, given finite groups G and H, we
identify left k[G x H]-modules with (kG, kH)-bimodules, and vice versa.

8.7 Lemma Let G and H be finite groups such that |G| and |H| are invertible in k and assume
that k is a splitting field for G x H. Let M be a left k[G x H]-module and assume that X
is an irreducible left kG-module and Y is an irreducible left kH-module. Then, X ®; Y™ is a
constituent of M if and only if X is a constituent of M Qppy Y .

We are now prepared to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition Assertion (a) is clear, by the description of the _#-classes of S in
Proposition R2(a).

To prove the first assertion in (b), let x € I',, and ¢t € e; o S. Note that cycles in the
construction of x ot can only result from southern arcs of  and northern arcs of t. Since z € I',,
and t € e; 0o S, the diagram of x has precisely d — ¢ + 1 southern arcs connecting consecutive
nodes starting from the right, and ¢ has the d — ¢ + 1 matching northern arcs (and possibly
more, which are irrelevant). Thus there are precisely d — i + 1 cycles, so that a(z,t) = §97F1,
Similarly, we obtain a(u,z) = 671 foru € Soe;.

Now suppose that j < i, so that also n; =n —2(d —j+1) <n—2(d—-i+1) =n; in
particular, &,; < &,,. Since e; = e¢;oe;, we have e; € S;Ne;0S50e;. Now let t € SjNe;oSoe;
be arbitrary. Then ¢ has precisely n; propagating lines, each connecting one of the n; leftmost
southern nodes with one of the n; leftmost northern nodes. In other words, there is an injection
v:{1,...,n;} = {1,...,n;} such that ¢ has the following propagating lines:

{L(l)v i}’ SERE) {L(nj)vﬁj} .

Multiplying ¢ from the left by a suitable permutation in &,,,, we may suppose that ¢(q) < n;,
for all ¢ = 1,...,n;. Then, for 0 € &,, with o(:(m)) = m for m = 1,...,n; and o(m) = m
for m =mn; +1,...,n;, we get e; = o -t. Therefore, S;j Ne; oS oe; is actually a transitive left
&,,-set, thus also a transitive left &,,, x an—set.

It remains to verify assertion (c). To this end, we first determine when (i,7) C (j, s) holds.
Note that the hypothesis of Corollaries and are satisfied by Proposition B.2|(c) and by
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part (b). Therefore, we obtain

Gnl XGn

(i,7) C (4, 8) & j <iand Ty @ T(j 4 |Ind 7 (k), (30)

where L;; := stabeg,,, X, (ej). Note that here we again used the fact that the simple k&, -
module 7}; ,) is self- dual. So by Lemma R7], we infer that

(i,7) C (j,s) & j <iand Tj; ) | k[(Gn, X &y,)/Ls ] ®k6n; Lijs) - (31)

Now suppose that j < i, so that n; —n; = 2(i— j). In order to describe L; j, let first W; ; denote
the subgroup of &,,, defined by

Wm‘ = ((n] + 1,77,]‘ +2), (nj + 1,77,]‘ +3)(nj +2,nj +4), (32)
(nj+1,nj+3,...,nj+2(z'—j)—1)(nj+2,nj+4,...,nj+2(i—j))>.

Then W; ; is isomorphic to the wreath product 20&;_;, and we have L; j = A(S,,;)- (W ; x1) <
&y, X Gy, Thus, writing L; ; as a quintuple as in [.I(b), this gives

Lij = (&n; X Wi, Wi jmij,Gn;, 1), (33)

where Nij - an :> (an X WZ'J)/WZ'J, o (O’, 1)Wi7j.

Consequently, we have shown the following:

(t,7) < (4,s) & Iq €N, (ig,70), ..., (ig,7q) € A: (34)
(i,7) = (io,70) T (i1,71) C -+~ T (ig,7q) = (J, 5)
& dgeN, (ig,70), ..., (ig,rq) €A
j:iq< o<1 <19p=1and
Tigay) | (G, X G )/ Liy i) @k, Thigirmpery 0<P<g=1)
& Elq €N, (ig,70), ..., (ig,rq) € A:
Jj=1g<...<i3 <ip=1and
Lo ro) | K[(Gniy X Gy, )/ Ligin] Ok, o ®rs,, | Kl

g—1 X G"iq)/Liqfhiq] ®k6niq T(iqﬂ“q) '

Suppose that (ig,70),..., (ig,7q) € A are such that j = iy < ... < iy < ig = i. Then
the (kG kS, )-bimodule k[&y, x &y, /Liy] Bk, “'®k6wq,1 k:[Gniq X &n,, [ Lig_yi,) 18
isomorphic to kX, where X is the (&,,, &,,)-biset

-1

X an‘q /Liq717iq) .

—1

X = (Gmo x Gml /Lio,h) XGnil T Xgni(Fl (qu
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For a precise definition of the tensor product of bisets, see [4] Definition 2.3.11]. Since
p2(Liyipsr) = Gmp+ . for p = 0,...,q — 1, the Mackey formula for tensor products of bisets

in [4, Lemma 2.3.24] gives X = &,,, x &,,;/L, where

L= (&ny x Wi,y iy X Wiy g1 X Wig i Wi

ig—1,iq

x W;

Tq—2,lg—1

- X Wlo,zl bl 777 an, 1) (35)

and (o) := (0, 1,..., ) (Wi _y i, X - X Wiy 51), for o € &y, Set W := W, -x W;

1qg—1 'lq 10,01

Then, by [4, Lemma 2.3.26], we also know that, as a functor from k&,;-mod to k‘Gm -mod,

xW
tensoring with kX over k&, is equivalent to Ind XW o Inf . Therefore, this implies
g

Sy

(i,r)<(jys) ©3qeN, j=j,<...<iy<ig=1i: T}, |Indg" W(Infgnj (Tjs))) »

for W= Wi _ i, % - X Wig4, - (36)
Recall again that, by Lemma 7] the condition on the right-hand side of (36 holds if and only

if
T(k);

n; XGn,

S
Ty © Ty | Ind),
here L is the group in (35]), which contains the subgroup

M = (&, x (62)'77,(62) 7,1, 6y,,1), (37)
where 7/(c) = (0,1, )621_', for o € &,,. Hence, if T(;,) @ T |Ind6" XOns ?(k) then
we have T(; ) @ T(; |Ind6nl N (k:) as well. Conversely, if T(; ) ® T(j7s) |IndM i X (k) then

Ty |Ind < (&3)i- J(Infen x(©2)"” (T(Ls))), again by Lemma 87 and [4, Lemma 2.3.26]. But

then we may consider the chain j<j+l1<j+2<...<i—1< 1 and the group W :=
Wit1; X - x Wiiz1 = (62)"7. So our above considerations imply (,7) < (4, s).

To summarize, we have now shown that
Gni 6" X(GQ)

(i,7) < (j,8) & j<i and T, |Ind6njx(6 Ji-

n X (62)

Since Infg, (T(j78)) =T @k® - @k, for j <1, this completes the proof of (c). [l

The next example will show that, also in the case where the twisted category algebra is a
Brauer algebra, the partial order < on A is a proper refinement of <, and that the relation C
in Definition 4] is not transitive.

36



8.8 Example Let n := 6, so that d = g = 3; in particular, there are four _#-classes of S.

Moreover, for simplicity let k := C.

(a) If i = 3 and j = 2 then n; = 4 and n; = 2. The isomorphism classes of simple kG&4-
modules are labelled by the partitions of 4, and the isomorphism classes of simple k&s-modules
are labelled by the partitions of 2. We thus choose our notation in such a way that the simple
kSp,-module T{; ) corresponds to partition A, and the simple k&, ;-module 7}, ,) corresponds
to the partition Ag:

r 1] 2 | 3] 4 | 5 s 1] 2
A @D [E) [ ][a)][A]E] 0%

By the Littlewood—Richardson Rule [I7, Theorem 16.4], we obtain
Indg? e, (T © k) 2= Ty @ Tiz) © Tig) and Indgl e, (T @ k) = Tiig) & Tia)

so that (i,7)<1(j, s) if and only if (r,s) € {(1,1),(2,1),(3,1),(2,2), (4,2)}, by PropositionB.6lc).
On the other hand, (i,7) < (j,s), forall 1 <r <5and 1 < s < 2.

(b) Now let [ := 4, so that n; = 6. Again, we choose our labelling such that the simple
k&g-module T{; ;) corresponds to the partition A; of 6:

t 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
MO ]G] (42)] (413 ]3)]G2D 610 @)] @417 ] @21 ] 07

Using the notation introduced in the proof of Proposition B.6, we have

A(GQ)(W;LQ X 1) with W472 = G6916,,
A(64)(W473 X 1) with W473 = 62,
A(GQ)(W372 X 1) with W372 = 62 .

Ly = stabg,xe,(€2)
L3 = stabg,xs, (€3)
L3 o = stabg,xa, (€2)

Gn; XGn
Recall that, by (30), we have (i,7) T (j,s) if and only if T(; ) ® T{; ) | IndLZ_;X ’(k). By a

character computation with MAGMA [3], we infer that (i,2) C (j,1) and (I,5) C (4,2), whereas
(1,5) Z (5;1).

8.9 Remark Via the partial order < we, in particular, obtain information on the decomposition
numbers of the Brauer algebra Bs(n), that is, on the composition factors of standard modules.
It should be pointed out that further information on decomposition numbers of Brauer algebras
over fields of characteristic 0 can, for instance, be found in [§].
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