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TEMPERLEY-LIEB, BIRMAN-MURAKAMI-WENZL AND ASKEY-WILSON
ALGEBRAS AND OTHER CENTRALIZERS OF U,(sly)

NICOLAS CRAMPE?, LUC VINET*, AND MERI ZAIMI**

ABSTRACT. The centralizer of the image of the diagonal embedding of U, (sl2) in the tensor product
of three irreducible representations is examined in a Schur—Weyl duality spirit. The aim is to offer
a description in terms of generators and relations. A conjecture in this respect is offered with
the centralizers presented as quotients of the Askey—Wilson algebra. Support for the conjecture is
provided by an examination of the representations of the quotients. The conjecture is also shown
to be true in a number of cases thereby exhibiting in particular the Temperley—Lieb, Birman-—
Murakami—Wenzl and one-boundary Temperley—Lieb algebras as quotients of the Askey—Wilson
algebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

The objective of this paper is to establish precisely the connections between the Askey—Wilson
algebra and the centralizers of the quantum algebra U, (slz) such as the Temperley—Lieb and Birman—
Murakami—Wenzl algebras.

In previous works, the connections between the Racah, Temperley—Lieb and Brauer algebras
and other centralizers of sl were studied in the spirit of the Schur-Weyl duality [4]. In a similar
fashion, the Bannai-Ito algebra was connected to the centralizers of the superalgebra osp(1|2), and
in particular to the Brauer algebra [1]. The present paper generalizes the results of [4] by examining
their ¢-deformation.

The Askey—Wislon algebra was first introduced in [22] and is defined by three generators sat-
isfying some g-commutation relations. This algebra encodes the properties of the Askey—Wilson
polynomials [I3] and is related to the Racah problem for U,(slz) [§]. Due to this connection, a cen-
trally extended Askey—Wilson algebra can be mapped to the centralizer of the diagonal embedding
of U,(sly) into U,(slp)®* [21, 9]. In the g-deformation of the universal enveloping algebra of sl to
the quantum algebra U, (sly), the Askey-Wilson algebra plays a role analogous to that of the Racah
algebra.

From the Schur-Weyl duality, the centralizer of the diagonal embedding of U,(sly) in the tensor
product of its fundamental representation is connected to the Hecke algebra. In the case of the
threefold tensor product, the centralizer is known [I2] to be isomorphic to the Temperley—Lieb
algebra [20], which is a quotient of the Hecke algebra. In fact, the algebra U,(sly) has infinitely
many finite irreducible representations, labeled by a half-integer or integer spin j. In the case of the
tensor product of three spin-1 representations, it is also known [16] that the centralizer of U,(sly)
is isomorphic to the Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebra [11], which is a ¢-deformation of the Brauer
algebra. However, in the general case of three irreducible representations of spins ji, jo and j3, an

algebraic description of the centralizer is not known.
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The present paper provides an attempt to describe the centralizer of the image of the diagonal
embedding of U,(sly) in the tensor product of any three irreducible representations in terms of
generators and relations, by using the connections with the Askey—Wilson algebra. It is first shown
that there is a surjective map (between generators) from the Askey—Wilson algebra to the centralizer.
This statement corresponds in invariant theory to the first fundamental theorem [14]. A conjecture
is then proposed in order to obtain an isomorphism between a quotient (given in terms of relations)
of the Askey-Wilson algebra and the centralizer of U, (sly) — this relates to the second fundamental
theorem in invariant theory [I4]. The conjecture is proved for three spin—% representations, in
which case the Temperley—Lieb algebra is obtained explicitly as a quotient of the Askey—Wilson
algebra. Similarly, for three spin-1 representations, it is shown that the conjecture holds and that
the Birman—Murakami—Wenzl algebra is isomorphic to a quotient of the Askey—Wilson algebra.
The conjecture is also verified for three spin—% representations, and for one spin-j and two spin—%
representations, for j any spin greater than % In the latter case, it is shown that the centralizer is
isomorphic to the one-boundary Tempereley—Lieb algebra [17, [I8] 19].

The plan of this paper is as follows. Section [2] gives the precise connection between the centralizer
of U,(sly) and the Askey—Wilson algebra. Subsection 2.1 presents the quantum algebra U, (sl2) and
its properties. The centralizer of U,(sly) in U,(sl2)®* and the intermediate Casimirs are defined in
Subsection [Z21 A homomorphism between the centrally extended Askey—Wilson algebra AW (3)
and this centralizer is given in Subsection 23] Section [ is concerned with the representations of
elements in U,(sly)®®. The finite irreducible representations of U,(sly) and their tensor product
decomposition rules are recalled in Subsection B.Il Subsection introduces the object of main
interest, that is the centralizer of the image of the diagonal embedding of U,(sly) in the tensor
product of three irreducible representations. Section [l aims to describe this centralizer in terms of
generators and relations. Subsection .1l maps AW (3) to this centralizer, and this is shown to be a
surjection in Subsection The kernel of this map is discussed in Subsection [4.3] and a conjecture
proposing that a quotient of AW (3) is isomorphic to the centralizer is formulated. Subsection 4]
contains the proof that the conjecture does not depend on the ordering of the three spins ji, o, j3.
In order to support the conjecture, Section [B] studies the finite irreducible representations of the
quotient of AW (3). The remaining sections contain the proofs of the conjecture for some particular
cases. Section [0 focuses on the case j; = jo = j3 = % It is shown in Subsection that the
conjecture holds in this case, and the precise connection with the Temperley—Lieb algebra is given
in Subsection [6.2] Section [7] considers the case j; = jo» = j3 = 1. The proof of the conjecture is given
in Subsection [7.Il An isomorphism between the quotient of AW (3) and the Birman-Murakami-
Wenzl algebra is obtained in Subsection [[.2l The conjecture for the case j; = jo = j3 = % is proved
in Section B Finally, Section [@ studies the case j; = j for j = 1, %, and jo = j3 = % The
conjecture is verified in Subsection [0.1 and the connection with the one-boundary Temperley—Lieb
algebra is described in Subsection [9.2]

2. CENTRALIZER OF U,(sly) AND ASKEY-WILSON ALGEBRA

In this section, we recall well-known properties of the quantum algebra U, (sly) to fix the notations.
Then, the definition of the centralizer of the diagonal embedding of U,(sly) in U,(sly)®? is recalled
and its homomorphism with the centrally extended Askey—Wilson algebra AW (3) is presented.
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2.1. U,(sly) algebra. The associative algebra U, (sly) is generated by E, F and ¢ with the defining
relations
(2.1) ¢"E =qE¢", ¢"F=q'F¢" and [E,F]=[2H],,

where [X], = qj__qq;x. Throughout this paper, ¢ is a complex number not root of unity. There is a

central element in U,(sly), called quadratic Casimir element, given by
(2:2) P=(q—q'PFE+qg® +q ¢

There exists also an algebra homomorphism A : U, (sly) — U,(sly) ® U,(sly), called comultiplica-
tion, defined on the generators by

23) AE)=Ex¢?+¢d"oFE, AF)=Fo¢?+¢d"®F and A(¢")=¢"@q".
This comultiplication is coassociative
(2.4) (A®id)A = (id® A)A = A®)

We define the opposite comultiplication A% = g o A, where o(z ® y) = y ® z, for x,y € U,(sly).
It is a homomorphism from U, (sly) to U,(slz) ® U,(sly) different from A. Both are related by the
universal R-matrix R € U,(sly) ® U,(sly) satisfying

(2.5) A(z)R = RAP(z) for x € Uy(sly) .

The universal R-matrix also satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation

(2.6) Ri12R13R23 = Ras3Ri3R12 -

We have used the usual notations: if R = R*® R,, then Rijs = R*Q®R,® 1, Ro3 = 1 @ R*® R,
and Ri3 = R*® 1 ® R, (the sum w.r.t. « is understood).

2.2. Centralizer of U,(sly) in U,(sly)®®. The centralizer €3 of the diagonal embedding of U, (sl,)
in Uq(5[2)®3 is

(2.7) €y ={X € Uy(s,)® | [A®P(2),X] =0, Vo€ Uysh)}.

This centralizer is a subalgebra of U,(sly)®® and we want to describe this subalgebra with some
generators and defining relations. Let us first give some elements of €3 by using the Casimir
element I which is central in U,(sly). We define the following Casimir elements of U, (sly)®?

(2.8) H=I'wlal, Lh=1I'w1, 3=11xT.
These elements are central in U, (sl3)®* and thus belong to €3. We also define the total Casimir
(2.9) T = AT .

This element belongs to €3 because [A®(T), A®@(z)] = A®([T,2]) = 0 for all x € U,(sly). Let us
notice that I'jp3 is central in €3 since it is also an element of the diagonal embedding of U,(sls).

We then define the intermediate Casimirs associated to the recoupling of the two first or the two
last factors of U, (sly)®?
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One uses the properties of the comultiplication to show that I'j5 and I's3 are in €3; indeed, for all
x e Uq(ﬁ[g),

(2.11) T, AP (@) = [AD) @ 1, (A ®id)A(z)] = (A®id)[T ®1,A(z)] =0,
(2.12) o, A(z)(:)s)] =1AMl),[deA)A(@)]=>1dA)[1e,A(z)]=0.
In the limit ¢ — 1, it can be shown that the element

(2.13) T3=Y» Ta®1®I",

where A(T') =3 ', @ '*, belongs to the centralizer of U(sly) in U(sly)®. However, this is not the
case for the quantum algebra U, (sly). This difficulty that arises in the ¢-deformation of the algebra
Ul(sly) was addressed in [2] where a definition of the third intermediate Casimir element of U, (sls)
is provided with the help of the universal R-matrix. It is shown in [2] that the following elements

(2.14) Y =RulaRy = Ry TisRas

(2.15) I =RolaRay = Ry TR

are in the centralizer €s.

2.3. Connection with the Askey—Wilson algebra. The intermediate Casimir elements I'jo,

D3, Fg%) and Fg? do not commute pairwise but satisfy certain relations which are identified as those
of the Askey—Wilson algebra AW (3).

Definition 2.1. The centrally extended Askey—Wilson algebra AW (3) is generated by A, B, D and
central elements oy, ao, ag and K subject to the following defining relations

[B, D]q o 109 -+ OégK

2.16 A+ =
(216) ¢ —q? q+q
D, A K
(2.17) gy DAl _mosta
¢ —q q+q-
A B K
(2.18) py By most o
¢ —q? q+q

where [X,Y], = ¢XY — ¢ 'Y X. We also define the element D' € AW (3) by the following relation
B A] oo + OéQK
2.19 D'+ B, A, =
(219) ¢ —q? q+q
The algebra AW (3) has a Casimir element given by
(2.20) Q = qA(a100+a3K)4+q ' Blagas+a1 K)+qD(ajas+ oo K)—¢* A —q 2 B* —¢*D* —qABD .

The connection between the centralizer €3 defined by (2.7) and the Askey—Wilson algebra is given
in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. The map ¢ : AW (3) — €5 defined by
(2.21) plai)) =T, p(A)=T12, p(B) =Ta , p(K) =T,
s an algebra homomorphism. We deduce that

(2.22) o(D)=TY , (D) =T .
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The homomorphism has been proved in [§]; a direct computation shows that the intermediate
Casimir elements satisfy all the relations of AW (3). Relations (2.22]) have been proved more recently
in [2] and a simpler proof of the homomorphism using the universal R-matrix has also been given.
Let us remark that a similar proof has also been simplified in the case of the Bannai—Ito algebra
and the centralizer for the super Lie algebra osp(1|2) [6].

Using (2.18) to replace D in (2.16]) and (2.I7), one shows that the following relations provide an
equivalent presentation of AW (3) which will be useful for later computations

(2.23) % =(¢+q¢ A+ (cuas + aK)B — (¢ + ¢ V) (a1as + asK)
20 (Pl 2 (et aaK)A - (g asas + k)

Furthermore, noticing that [X, [V, X],], = [X, Y], X], and using the element D’ defined in (219,
one finds that (Z23) and (224) imply

(D', B, a1 + as K

2.25 A+ - ,
(2:29) ¢ —q q+q!

A D K
(2.26) p+ A0l _ axosta

¢ —q q+q!

Relations (2.19), (2.25) and (2.26) provide another Zz symmetric presentation of AW (3).

Remark 2.1. Upon performing the affine transformation X = (q—q_1)2)~(—|—q+q_1 on the elements
X =A,B,D,D' a;, K of AW(3), one sees that relations ([2.23)~(2.24) can be written as

(2.27)  [B,[A,Bl], =(¢+qY) (—B2 —{A, B} + (K + @1 + ag + a3)B + (61 — K)(a5 — 5@)
+(g—q1)*(@ds + @K)B |
(2.28)  [[A, Bly, A, =( )

(-A? —{A, B} + (K + dy + s+ ag) A + (a3 — K) (& — 5@)
+g— g ) (@b + aK)A

where {X, Y} = XY +YX. By taking the limit ¢ — 1 of (227) and 228), one recovers the

defining relations of the Racah algebra used in [4]. Relations (Z18) and 219) are transformed into

-1

[A,B]q ~ o~ ~ q+q - - _ ~ ~ ~ ~
(229) m:al 3+a2K+m(a1+a2+a3+K—A—B—D),
B, A - e U
(230) q[_qlql:Oleég‘l—OégK‘l—ﬁ(al+a2+a3+K—A—B—D,).

In the limit ¢ — 1, the elements D and D' are equal, and the images by ¢ of ([229) and ([2.30)
both reduce to the well-known linear relation I'y + I'y + I's + ['193 — I'1o — 93 — I'13 = 0 that holds
in U(sly)®3.

3. DECOMPOSITION OF TENSOR PRODUCT OF REPRESENTATIONS AND CENTRALIZER

In the previous section, we introduced the centralizer €5 of the diagonal embedding of U,(sl;) in
U,(s12)®* and showed the connection of this subalgebra of U,(sly)®® with the Askey—Wilson algebra
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AW (3). We now focus on the corresponding objects when each U,(sly) in U,(sl2)®® is taken in a
finite irreducible representation.

3.1. Finite irreducible representations of U,(sly). The quantum algebra U,(sl;) has finite ir-
reducible representations of dimension 2j 4 1 that we will denote by M;, with j = 0, %, 1, %,
The representation map will be denoted by =; : U,(sly) — End(M;). We will use the name spin-j

representation to refer to M;. The representation of the Casimir element (2Z2)) in the space M; is

(3.1) m(T) = x;lp41  where x; = ¢¥ ! 4 ¢7%,

and Iy;44 is the 25 +1 by 2j +1 identity matrix. We define the following sets, for three half-integers
or integers ji, jo and js

(3.2) T (1, 72) = {71 — J2l, |1 — gl + 1, ., g1 + ja}
(3.3) TGrgeds) = | TG js) -
JET (41,52)

Notice that there are no repeated numbers in J(ji,J2,73), and this set is invariant under any
permutation of ji, 7o and js.

For ¢ not a root of unity, the tensor product of two irreducible representations of U,(slz) decom-
poses into the following direct sum of irreducible representations

(3.4) My, eM,= @ M.
JET (41,52)

Similarly, the threefold tensor product of irreducible representations of U,(slz) decomposes into the
following direct sum

(3.5) My @ M, @ My, = € d;M;,
JE€ET (J1,52,33)

where d; € Z~ is the degeneracy of M; and is referred to as the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient.

3.2. Centralizer of U,(sly) in End(M;, ® M;, ® M;,) . From now on, we fix three half-integers
or integers ji, j2 and js. The centralizer Cj, ;, j, of the diagonal embedding of U, (sly) in End(M;, ®
sz ® MjS) is

(3.6) Cirojngs = {m € End(M;, ® M, @ My,) | [1), .55 (AP (2)),m] = 0,V € Uy(sh)} ,

where we have used the shortened notation 7, j, 5, = 7, @7, ®;,. This centralizer as a subalgebra

of End(M;, ® M;, ® M,,) is the object of interest of this paper. In the next section, we conjecture

a presentation of this centralizer in terms of generators and relations by using the connections with

the Askey—Wilson algebra AW (3). Let us first recall some known properties of this centralizer.
The knowledge of the centralizer permits to write the decomposition rule (3.5) as follows

(3.7) My®M,oM,= & MV,

J€T (41,52,73)
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where V; is a finite irreducible representation of dimension d; of Cj, j, . The set {V; | j €
J (J1, 72, J3)} is the complete set of non-equivalent irreducible representations of C; In par-
ticular, one deduces that the dimension of the centralizer is

(3-8) dim(cjl,jzdé) = Z d? :

JET (1,52,33)

1,J2,J3*

These representations V; are explicitly given in Subsection

We now define the images of the centralizing elements ([2.8)—(2.10) and (2.14)-(2I3) of U,(sl)®?
in the representation End(M;, ® M,;, ® M;,) as follows

C3 - Cj17j27j3
[, 15, Thas = Gy, Cij, Chas

Therefore, C;, j, j, contains the elements C;, C;; and Cia3. According to (B.1]), the elements C; are

(39) 51,542,453

simply constant matrices of value x;, for 7 = 1,2,3. The intermediate Casimirs Cja, Cys, Cfg) and
C’%) and the total Casimir Cy93 of Cj, j, ;, can be diagonalized if ¢ is not a root of unity.

Since (s is the Casimir associated to the recoupling of the two first factors of the threefold
tensor product of Uy,(sly), one finds (using the decomposition rule (3.4)) that its eigenvalues are
x; for j € J(j1,j2). Similarly, the eigenvalues of Cys (resp. Ciaz) are x; for j € J(ja,j3) (resp.
J(j1,J2,73)). The same argument cannot be applied directly to the intermediate Casimirs Cfg)
and CS,) since they are not trivial in the space 2. However, the element C}3 defined in (2.13) only
couples the spaces 1 and 3 such that its eigenvalues are y; for j € J(j1,73). From the definitions
[(214)) and (2.I5]), we see that Cfg) and Cg},) are both conjugations of C'3 by an R-matrix. Hence,
their eigenvalues are the same as those of C13. The previous discussion implies that the minimal
polynomials of the intermediate Casimirs and the total Casimir take the following form

(3.10) H (Cia—x;) =0, H (Cas —xj) =0, H (Craz —x;) =0,

JET (j1,32) VISVAGPIE! J€T(j1,32,33)
0 1
(3.11) [[ €@-xp=0. ] @@-x)=0.
JE€T (j1,33) JET (j1,33)

Because (g3 is central in Cj, j, j,, it can be diagonalized simultaneously with Ciq, Cas, C’fg) or
C’%). Therefore, one gets the following minimal polynomials

(3.12) H (Cia3 — C12—m) =0, H (Cia3 — Co3 —m) =0,
mEM(j1,52,53) meEM(j2,3,41)
(313) H (0123 — CS) — m) =0 s H (0123 - C}é) - m) =0 5
mEM(j1,3,52) meEM(j1,3,52)
where
(3.14) Margode) = | e—xilt e TG b} -
JET (Jasjv)

In the previous set M(jq, Jv, jc), there are no repeated numbers.

Before concluding this section, let us notice that if one performs the transformation given in
Remark 2.1 on the Casimir element I' of U,(sly), its value in the representation End(M;) is x; =
[7]4l7 + 1],- By construction, similar results hold for the eigenvalues of the transformed elements
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C~’Z~, C’ij and C~'123. In the limit ¢ — 1, the minimal polynomials of these transformed elements thus
reduce to the ones discussed in [4].

4. ALGEBRAIC DESCRIPTION OF THE CENTRALIZER Cj, j, j,

Take 71, jo and j3 to be three fixed half-integers or integers. This section contains an attempt
to give a definition of the centralizer C;, j, j, in terms of generators and relations. We rely on the
connection with the Askey—Wilson algebra AW (3).

4.1. Homomorphism with AW (3). The intermediate Casimir elements C;, C;; and Cj93 belong-
ing to Cj, j, j, satisfy the defining relations of the Askey—Wilson algebra as stated precisely in the
following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. The map ¢ : AW (3) = Cj, j,.j, defined by
(4.1) ¢lai) =Ci, ¢(A)=Cra, ¢(B) =Ca, ¢(K)=Chas,

15 an algebra homomorphism.

Proof. The result follows from the fact that ¢ is the composition of two homomorphisms ¢ =
Ty jarjs © ¢, Where ¢ is defined in Proposition 2.1 0O

We recall that C; is xj, = ¢**'+¢ %! times the identity matrix. Therefore, it can be identified

as the number x;,. Let us also emphasize that ¢(D) = 0{3) and ¢(D') = C{é). Moreover, the image
by ¢ of the Casimir element Q of AW (3) defined in (220) is equal to an expression involving only
central elements [§] :

(4.2) P(Q) = CF 4 CF + C5 + Chps + C1C2C5C23 — (¢ + ¢~ 1)*

4.2. Surjectivity. We now show that the intermediate Casimir elements C;, Cia, Co3 and Cia3
generate the whole centralizer C;, j, j,-

Proposition 4.2. The map ¢ : AW (3) = Cj, j,.j5 1S surjective.

Proof. To reach that conclusion, we prove that the dimension of the image of ¢ is at least Z dz,

€eJ(j1.42,53)
the dimension of C;, j, j,. Let £ € J(j1,J2, js) and

(43) Sz(jlaj%j?)) = { ] € j(jlan) | te j(]>]3) } :

From the definition (3.2)), we deduce that S¢(j1, j2, j3) = {Jmin, Jmin + 1, - - -, jmax} With

(44) jmin - maX(Ul - j2|a |]3 - €|) and jmax - min(jl + j2aj3 + ﬁ) .

The cardinality of this set is dy = jmax — Jmin + 1. We denote by MZ’ the vector space spanned by
the highest weight vectors of the representations M, in the decomposition (B3.5]). The dimension of
M/ is d; and we can choose d; independent vectors v; € M," with j € 8%(j1, ja, j3) such that

(45) Ty ogs (AP (BN =0, w4, 55 (AP (¢M)o; = ¢'v; . Chagvy = xevj ,  Cravy = x50y
and

(4.6) Cagvj = Z QG kVk

keSt(j1,52,33)



ASKEY-WILSON ALGEBRA AND CENTRALIZERS 9

where o are complex numbers. The elements Ci and Cy3 are the images by ¢ of A and B.
Therefore, they satisfy the Askey-Wilson algebra. It is enough to determine the constants o as
shown previously in [22]. We reproduce this computation in the particular case needed here. We
define the constants

(4.7) 0= Xj X+ XgsXe s b= XpXjs T XsXe and ¢ = Xj Xj5 + X Xe -

We act with relation (224) on the vector v; (for j € S*(ji1, ja, j3)) and project the result on vy with
k # j and on v;. We get

(4.8) (1 + &+ 21glj + Klalk — = Ualk = j + 1], )z = 0.
cx; — bxo .

4.9 = —5——o5— for j#0.

(4.9 o=

The projection on v; is trivial if j = 0. From relation (4.8]), we deduce that o, = 0 for j €
S'(jr, 2, ja) and k # j+ 1,5 — 1, .

Then, we act with relation (2.23) on the vector v; and project the result on v;_o,v;_1, ..., V42
The projections are trivial except the one on v; which gives the following relation

. . 1
(4.10) 25 + 3Jqj jriviy — (25 — Ugaj-1 4051 = %(C — Xj%)% + XoX; — @,

with the boundary conditions «;_, ;.. 1 = 0 and a;,. j...+1 = 0. By using (£9), one can show
that the recurrence relation (£I0) and the boundary condition o, ;...+1 = 0 imply

) [l —rldi + 7o) s

Q5 051 = - - - for ]7&0 )
T 25 — 1]4[2412[25 + 1],

where r1 = j1 — jo, 7o = j3 — €, 13 = j1 + jo+ 1 and ry = £ + js + 1. We see from (44]) that the
second boundary condition «;, ;. 1 = 0 is automatically satisfied if jn;, > 0. In the case where
Jmin = 0 (which only happens if j; = j» and ¢ = j3), the limit j — 0 of (AI1]) vanishes. Moreover,
we can deduce from (LI0) that ago = Xj, Xjs/Xo, Which is the limit j — 0 of (4.9).

To conclude the proof, we notice that equation (4.4)) implies that the R.H.S. of relation (£.11]) is
never zero for juim < 7 < Jmax, and that the eigenvalues of C5 are pairwise distinct. Therefore, for
a given ¢ € J(j1, ja, j3), Ci2 and Chy generate a vector space of dimension d7. O

4.3. Kernel. The map ¢ defined in the Proposition [4.1] is not injective since there are non-trivial
elements of AW (3) that are mapped to zero, as seen from the results (B.10)—(BI3). We want to
provide a description of the kernel of the map ¢ in order to find a quotient of AW (3) that is
isomorphic to the centralizer Cj, ;, ;;. Let us first define a quotient of AW (3).
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Definition 4.1. The algebra AW (j1, js, js3) is the quotient of the centrally extended Askey—Wilson
algebra AW (3) by the following relations

(4.12) O = Xji »

(4.13) I[I A-xw=0. [I B-xp=0. J] &E-x)=0,
JET(J1,42) JET (j2.73) VISVACTINPIEY!

(4.14) IIT ®=-xp=0, J] (©»'-x)=0,
JE€T (j1,33) JET (41,33)

(4.15) [] &-4-m=o0, [T &®&-B-m=o0,
meM(j1,52,53) meEM (j2,53,41)

(4.16) [] &-D-m=o0, [] &-D-m=o0,
meEM(j1,3,52) meEM(j1,53,52)

(4.17) Q= x?l + Xi + X?g + K% + X XjaXjs K — (g + ),

where we recall that D and D' are defined through [2I8)—([219), and Q is defined in ([220).

Let us emphasize that all the relations (4.12))—(4I7) are in the kernel of the map ¢ in view of the
results of Subsections and [4.J] We are now in position to state a conjecture that proposes an

algebraic description of Cj, j, ;.

Conjecture 4.1. The map ¢ : AW (j1, j2, j3) — Ciy jnjs given by

(4.18) P(A) =Crz2, ¢(B) =Ca, ¢(K) = Chas ,
15 an algebra isomorphism.

To support this conjecture, we remark that by taking the limit ¢ — 1 (as described in Remark
21)) of relations (ZI2)—(I0), we recover the conjecture proposed in [4] and proved in numerous
cases. Let us notice that in this limit, the two relations in ({.I4]) reduce to only one relation, and
similarly for the two relations in ({.I6]). The relation (4.I7) involving the Casimir element of AW (3)
is new and will be useful when we discuss the representations of AW (ji, j2, j3) in Section

From the previous results, we know that ¢ is a surjective homomorphism. It remains to prove
that it is injective, which can be done by demonstrating that

(4.19) dim(m(jlaj27j3)) < Z d? = dim(cjhjz,ja) :
JE€T (41,32,33)

To simplify the demonstration of ([AI9), we can decompose AW (j1, js,j3) into a direct sum of
simpler algebras. Indeed, let us introduce the following central idempotents, for k € J(j1, 2, j3),

K —x,

r€J(41,32:33)
r#k

which satisty KCp/Cp = 05 oKk, Z Kr=1and KK, = K K = xxKr. We deduce that

k€T (j1,52.3)

(421) W(jla]éaji’)) = @ Ickm(jbj%j?))lck .

keJ (j1,j2,43)
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Then, confirming inequality (4.19) amounts to proving the following inequalities, for k € J (j1, jo2, j3),
(4.22) dim (K, AW (41, Ja, 33) i) < df .

The algebras K AW (41, Jo, J3) Kk are simpler to study than AW (ji, ja, j3). Roughly speaking, they
correspond to replacing in the defining relations of AW (j1, j2, j3) the central elements «; (resp. K)
by x;j, (resp. xx). One thus gets two annihilating polynomials for A (similarly for B, D and D’)

(4.23) II A-x)=0, [T @-x+m=o0,
€T (j1.52) meM(j1,52,53)

which reduce to only one, i.e.
(4.24) [T “-x)=o0,

JETF(41,42,53)
with jk(jmjl”jc) = {] € j(jaajb) | Xj € {Xk —m | m € M(ja>jb>jc)}}'

In fact, in the quotient of C;, j, j, where Cia3 = X%, the minimal polynomial of Cs is

(425) H (012 — Xj) =0 5

JE€Sk(j1,52,33)

where we recall that (see proof of Proposition [4.2))

(4.26) S Jar o Je) = {5 € T(as 5o) | k € T (G de) } -
Similar results hold for Cos, 0{3) and Cg). Let us emphasize that
(427) Sk(javjbujc) C jk(jaujbajc) )

and that the cardinality of S*(j,, s, Jj.) is equal to dp and does not depend on the ordering of
Ja, Jb, Je- This discussion suggests the definition of another quotient of AW (3).

Definition 4.2. The algebra AWk(jl,jg,jg), where k € J(j1, J2,J3), is the quotient of the centrally
extended Askey-Wilson algebra AW (3) by oy = x;, and the following relations

(4.28) K =Xk,
(4.29) [I @-xp)=0, J] B-x)=0,

FES*(j1,42,73) JES*(j2,43,51)
(4.30) I[I @-xp=0, J] @-x)=0.
JESE(j1,73,42) JESF(41,73,52)

Let us remark that the four annihilating polynomials (4.29)—-(Z£30) are of degree d;. These quotients
lead to another conjecture.

Conjecture 4.2. The direct sum

(4.31) AW (1 jogs) = @D AW (i, jos ja)

k€T (j1,52,33)

is isomorphic to Cj, jy s
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As for Conjecture [4.], the proof of this conjecture reduces to showing that
(4.32) dim (AWk(jl, o, jg)) <2

In view of (A2T), we see that Conjecture is true if Conjecture [£1]is. Moreover, in this case,
AW (ji1, jas js) i isomorphic to kAW (1, jz, ja) K.

To conclude this section, let us emphasize that both conjectures presented above would provide
an algebraic description of the centralizer C;, ;, j,. A strategy to prove these conjectures would

be to establish inequalities (£.32)) and then to derive the isomorphism between AWk( J1s J2, j3) and
Ke AW (31, 32, 33) K.

4.4. Invariance under permutations of {ji,j2,73}. The algebras involved in Conjecture [4.1]
depend on the choice of three spins j;, 7o and j3. We now show that it is sufficient to check the
conjecture for only one ordering for the spins ji, jo and j3.

Proposition 4.3. Let j1, jo and j3 be three positive half-integers or integers. If Conjecture 4.1 is
true for the sequence of spins {j1, j2, js}, then it is also true for every permutation of j1, j2, js-

Proof. For any two representation maps m;, and m;, of U,(sly), it is known that there exists an
invertible matrix P such that for all z € U,(sly) we have (7, @7, )(A(x)) = P~ (7, @7;,) (A(2)) P.
Therefore, from the definition of the centralizer (3.0) and the coassociativity of the comultiplication
(24)), we deduce that for any permutation o of the symmetric group &s, Cj, j, ;s is isomorphic to
Cja(1)7j0(2)7j0(3) : .

We must now show that the quotiented Askey—Wilson algebra AW ( Jo(1), Jo(2)s ja(g)) is isomorphic
to AW (j1, j2, j3) for any permutation o € S3. Since &3 is generated by the transpositions (1,2)
and (1, 3), it suffices to prove the isomorphism for these two transformations.

The following maps are algebra isomorphisms

o1+ AW (Js, o, 1) — AW (41, J2, J3)
(4.33) $1(a1) = asz, ¢1(az) = ag, ¢1(asz) = ay, ¢1(A) =B, ¢1(B) = A, ¢1(K) =K ,

¢2 : AW (j2, 1, J3) — AW (41, J2, J3)
(4.34) Pa(a1) = ag, Pa(az) = a1, da(as) = az, ¢a(A) = A, ¢2(B) = D', $2(K) =K .

To see the homomorphism for the defining relations of AW (3), it is easier to work with the symmetric
presentations (ZI0)-(2T19) and ([Z25)-(226). By noticing that ¢;(D) = D’ and ¢o(D) = B, the
homomorphism immediately follows. In order to preserve relation (4I2]), the central elements «;
have to be permuted in the same way as the spins j;, which is the case for the two maps given
above. For the quotiented relations (II3)—(I6]), the homomorphism is checked by observing
that j(jmjb) = j(jbaja)> M(ja>jb>jc) = M(jbajaajc) and that j(jmjbajC) is invariant under any
permutation of its entries. The R.H.S. of relation (£I7]) is invariant under any permutation of the
elements «;. By using relations (2.16)—(2.19) and (2.25)—(2.26]), it is straightforward to show that
$1(22) = Q and ¢(§2) = Q, which proves the homomorphism for relation (4.I7). Finally, since the
maps ¢; and ¢, are surjective and invertible, they are bijective. 0
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5. FINITE IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATIONS OF AW (jy, j2, j3)

To support Conjecture 1], we want to show that the sum of the squares of the dimensions of all
the finite irreducible representations of AW (1, ja, j3) is equal to the dimension of the centralizer.
This result implies that Conjecture E1lis true if and only if AW (41, jo, j3) is semisimple. Moreover,
if AW (j1,j2,73) is not semisimple, the previous result proves that the missing relations (if there are
any) in the kernel of ¢ are in a nilpotent radical of AW (ji, ja, j3).

To identify all the finite irreducible representations of AW (j1, jo, j3), we use the classification
of the representations of the universal Askey-Wilson algebra given in [10] and look for the ones
where the different relations of the quotient are satisfied. The universal Askey—Wilson algebra A,
introduced in [21], is generated by three elements A, B, C' and has three central elements «, 3, 7.
There is a surjective algebra homomorphism from A, to the quotient of AW (3) by o; = xj,, with
the following mappings

(5.1) A—»A, B—B, C—D,
(5.2) A= Xp X T X B 5 B0 XaXgs T Xa s 7= XaXgs T X5 K -

We deduce that the quotient of AW (3) by a; = X, is isomorphic to the quotient of A, by the rela-
tions (=X, Xi2)/Xis = (B—XjaXjs)/Xin = (Y—Xj1 Xjs)/ Xjo- We can therefore use the representation
theory of A, in order to determine all the finite irreducible representations of AW (41, jz, j3)-

The finite irreducible modules of the universal Askey—Wilson algebra A, for ¢ not a root of unity
are classified in [I0]. They are given by the isomorphism classes of the n + 1-dimensional modules
Va(a, b, ¢) defined in [I0], for n > 0, under certain conditions on a, b, ¢ (see Theorem 4.7 in [10]). In
the representation V,,(a, b, ¢), the central elements «, § and v of A, take the following values

(5.3) a=((@""+g" Na+ta )+ O+ (c+ch,
(5.4) B=(""+¢" Hb+bH+(c+tecHla+al),
(5.5) v=@"" g e+t e Flata )b+

The characteristic polynomials of A, B,C € A, in this representation are (see Lemma 4.3 of [10])
Ka(X)? Kb(X)> KC(X)7 with

(5.6) Ko (X) =[(X = (@ e+ g a™)).

i=0
The Casimir element of the algebra A, is given by
(5.7) qAa+ ¢ 'BB + qCy — ¢*A? — ¢72B? — ¢°C* — ¢ABC .

It is straightforward to compute the value w of this element in the representation V,,(a, b, ¢) by using
the representation matrices given in [10]. One gets

w= (@M +q¢" ) +(@+a )P+ b+ + (c+c )
(5.8) +(@" g e+ a )b+ (e ) — (g +a7)?
We want to find all the irreducible representations of A, that pass to the quotient AW (jy, j2, js)-

By comparing the annihilating polynomials of the elements A, B, D € AW (j1, jo, j3) given in (L.I3])—
({.14)) with the characteristic polynomials (5.6]), we get the following restrictions for the inequivalent
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representations V,,(a, b, ¢) to pass to the quotient :

(5.9)  0<n<min{ji +j2 — [j1 — Jol, Jo + Js — |2 — Js|, 1 + s — |71 — Ja|} ,

(5.10) a=g* "t p=gtt | o= gt for x,y, z integers or half-integers,

(5.11) =gl <z<h+ie—n, |fa—Ul<y<jp+is—n, |[J—-G5l<z<i+i—n.

We recall that K is a central element with the annihilating polynomial given in (4.I3]). Therefore,
K has to be a constant equal to y, for some ¢ € J(ji, j2,j3) in any irreducible representation of
AW (41, ja, j3). We also recall that the Casimir element Q of AW (3) satisfies relation ([@.IT) in
the quotient AW (ji, j2, j3). From this discussion and from the results (£.2)—(E.3), (5.7), (G.8) and
(510), we deduce that the following equations must hold so that the representation V,,(a, b, ¢) passes

to the quotient AW (j1, ja, j3) :

(5.12)  XoXot+z + Xp+2Xet2 = X5 Xjo T Xis X0
(5.13)  XoXytz + Xot2Xaot2 = XjiaXjs T X X0 5
(5.14)  X2Xotz + Xat2Xy+2 = X5 Xjs T Xia X0 5
(5.15) ng + X?c+g + XZ+3 + X§+g X2 Xat B Xyt 2 Xt = Xi + Xi + Xi + X7+ X5 X Xis X
In the case of three identical spins j; = j» = j3 = s, we find by using mathematical software
that there are only 192 possible solutions for x,y, z, n to the system of equations (5.12)—(5.15). The

only solutions respecting conditions (5.9)—(5.11]) and corresponding to inequivalent representations
Va(a, b, c) are

(5.16) n=20, r=y=z=s—1, if (<s,
(5.17) n=3s—1/{, r=y=z=0—3s, if (>s,
(5.18) n=s+/0, r=y=0,z=s5—1/(, if (<s,
(5.19) n=s—0(—1, r=y=0,z=s+1+1, if (<s—1,

and any permutation of x,y, z in the previous equations is also a solution.

Since K = x, for £ € J(j1, Jo, j3) in some irreducible representation, the annihilating polynomial
of K — A given in (4.15)) implies that the annihilating polynomial of A reduces to the relation (4.24))
in this representation. If the set J*(ji, jo, j3) is equal to the set S(ji, jo, j3), then this reduced
annihilating polynomial for A leads to the constraint

(5.20) max(|71 — Jo|, |73 — ¢]) <z < min(j; + jo, js +£) — n .

Similar results hold for the annihilating polynomials of B (resp. D) and the constraints on y (resp.
z). In the case of identical spins j; = jo = j3 = s, this implies that s — ¢ < z,y,2 < s+/{ —n
for ¢ < s,and ¢ —s < z,y,2 < 2s —n for £ > s. The only solutions remaining are (5.16) and
(5.I7). For s half-integer, we do not find any cases where J*(s, s, s) # S%(s, s, s). For s integer, as
a consequence of the fact that 0 € M(s, s, s), we find J*(s, s, s) \ S(s,s,s) = {¢} if { < s/2, and
otherwise the previous set is empty. We have verified numerically the sets J(s, s, s) \ S*(s, s, s)
given above for at least s = %, 1,...,10. In any case, the upper bound on the values of z, y, z remains
the same, and we still conclude that the only solutions are (5.16]) and (5.17). Therefore, the sum of
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the squares of the dimensions n + 1 of all the irreducible modules of AW (s, s, s) is

1
(5.21) Yo+ + Y Bs—L+1)7= 525+ (25 +1)°+1)
LeT (s,8,8) LeT (s,8,8)
I<s {>s
which is equal to the dimension of the centralizer dim(Cs s ) = Z dg
LeJ (s,8,s)

Let us remark that for j; = jo = j3 = 2, 1., 2 , we used mathematical software to test all the
possible integer values for x, y, z, n such that the restrictions (5.9) and (5.11]) and the three equations
(BEI2)-(E14) are respected. The only solutions we found are those given in (5.I16)—(5.19). Hence,
equation (B.10]) is perhaps not necessary if one wants to find all solutions for z,y, z, n integers.

Let us also notice that in the general case where ji, jo, j3 are any three fixed integers or half-
integers, we find at least 192 solutions to the system of equations (0.12)-(5.14) with n integer and
x,y, z integers or half-integers. If these are the only such solutions, then it is possible to argue (in
a similar manner as for the case of identical spins) that the sum of the squares of the dimensions of
the irreducible representations that pass to the quotient AW (jy, ja, j3) is also equal to the dimension
of the centralizer C;, j, js-

Finally, we notice that in the representations V,,(a, b, ¢), the element D" of AW (3) has the same
characteristic polynomial K.(X) as the element D. Therefore, the second relations in (£.I4]) and
(#16]) do not provide any additional constraint on the values of n,a, b, c.

6. QUOTIENT AW/( %, %) AND TEMPERLEY-LIEB ALGEBRA

1
2

In this section, we consider the case j; = jo = j3 = 5 and show that the quotient AW(z, 2 2) is
isomorphic to the centralizer Cl 11, which is known to be the Temperley-Lieb algebra. We give an

explicit isomorphism between AW(% 5 —) and the Temperley—Lieb algebra.

6.1. AW(3,3,3) algebra. From the definitions (3:2)-(B.3) and (314, we find the sets

() o303

111
(62) M (5,5,5) :{X% _X17X% _X17X% _XO} .
The degeneracies are d1 = 2 and d3 = 1. We find from (B.8]) that dim (C; 11 ) = 5. The central

clements «; of AW (3,1, 1)

we perform the transformation X = (¢ — ¢ 1)2X + ¢+ ¢ * on the elements X = A, B, D, D', K, as
in Remark 2.1] and we define the shifted central element G = K + [1/ 2] By using the sets given

can all be replaced by the constant X1 For computational convenience,
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in (6.I) and (G.2), one finds that the defining relations of AW (3,3, 1) are

N[

1
2

—~
=2
w

~—

[BwiBqupb(—B”—&iBD4%q%wf%GB+[]B

o

~— ~— ~— SN— N— S~—
U:Jz
Ez
S
I
N
[N}
I
—
e
oof
—~
o N——
_|_
~—~
[
_|_
QI
[\e}
S~—
Q
g
_|_
S0
AN

= = O 0 = O Ut
(@)
SN—

~~ Y~ o~ ~ —~ —~ —~
S S PP DD

—
~—

—(q— ¢ )@PA + ¢ B+ ¢*D?*) — ¢[2l(g — ¢ ") (AB+ AD + BD) — q(q — ¢~ ")*ABD
=(q—a¢ @+ (- = ¢2)G - ¢ '[2I]

where
—1

~ o~ ~ ~ qg—q ~ ~
(6.12) D=12,+(@+q¢*G—-A-B- q+q_1[A,B]q,

-1
6.13 D =2 2 G- A-B-1"9 g A, .
(6.13 2], + (¢ + 47 1B, A,

11

We want to show that AW(%, 5, 3) is isomorphic to the centralizer C

111,
27272

N

Proposition 6.1. The relations defining the quotient A (%, %, %) can be given as follows
(6.14) A% = mq;l ) B = [2]qB )
(6.15) ABA = [2],{A, B} - [3],A - [213B + [2],[3], ,

—

(6.16) BADB = [2,{A, B} — [3],B — [22A + [2],[3], .

Proof. The two first relations in (6.5]) directly lead to (6.I4]). The third relation in (6.5]) implies
(6.17) G? = ([22+1)G - [22.

Developing (6.3]) and (64) and using (6.14]), one gets

(6.18) BAB =GB, ABA=CGA.

Expanding (6.7) and (6.8)) and simplifying with the help of (6.14]) and (6.17), one gets

(6.19) GA=2,G+A-2,, GB=1[]2,G+B-[2,,

which implies

(6.20) GAB =[2°G+ AB - 2>, GBA=[2?G+BA-[2*.
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Equations (6.6) and (6.9)—(G.11) can be simplified using the previous relations, and they lead to

(6.21) G=—[2,(A+B)+ {4, B} + 2]
Substituting (6.21]) in (Iﬁ._l_fll) and ([6.20]), one finds

(6.22) = [2]{4, B} = [3],A = 213 B + [2],[3], ,

(6.23) = [2]{4, B} = [3],B — [23A4 + [2],[3], ,

(6.24) GAB = 2]2BA+ ([22+ 1A B 213(A+ B) + [2123],
(6.25) GBA=[22AB + ([22+ 1)BA — 2]3(A+ B) + [2]2]3],

Equations (6.18) and (6.22)-(6.23) imply the relations (€.I5)-(6.16) of the proposition.

It remains to show that the generator GG can be suppressed from the presentation, or in other
words that (6.17) and (6.22)—(6.25]) are implied from the relations of the proposition. Suppose that
relations (6.14)—(6.16) are true and let G' = —[2],(A+ B)+{A, B} +[2];. Multiplying the expression
of G on the left and on the right by A and B, one finds
(6.26) GA=AG=ABA, GB=BG=BAB.

Using (€.15) and (6.16), equations (6.22]) and (6.23) are recovered. Multiplying (6.15) on the right
by B and (6.16]) on the right by A, one finds

(6.27) GAB = ABAB = AB — [2|,B + [2],BAB ,

(6.28) GBA = BABA = BA — 2|,A + [2|,ABA |

from which one easily recovers (6.24) and (6.25]). Finally, it is straightforward to arrive at

(6.29) G? = —[2]%(A+ B) + [22{A, B} - [2,(ABA + BAB) + ABAB + BABA + 2]}

and to use the results (6.27) and (6.28) to recover (6.I7). O
Theorem 6.1. Conjecture[{.1] is verified for j1 = jo = js = 5

Proof. We already know from proposition 4.2 that the map ¢ is surjective. From the previous

proposition, it is easy to show that {1, A, B, AB, BA} is a linearly generating set of AW(;, ;, ;)

Since dim <C%,%,%> — 5, this shows the injectivity of the map ¢. O

6.2. Connection with the Temperley—Lieb algebra. It is known that the Temperley-Lieb
algebra is isomorphic to the centralizer of the diagonal embedding of U,(sly) in the tensor product
of three fundamental representations [12]. Hence, from the results of the previous subsection, the
quotiented Askey—Wilson algebra AW(%, %, %) is isomorphic to the Temperley—Lieb algebra.
Definition 6.1. [20] The Temperley—Lieb algebra T'Ls(q) is generated by oy and oo with the follow-
ing defining relations

(6.30) ot =(q+q o1, o3=I(q+q o,

(631) 010901 = 01 , 020109 — 09 .
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Theorem 6.2. The quotiented Askey—Wilson algebra AW(%, %, %) 15 isomorphic to the Temperley—
Lieb algebra T'Ls3(q). This isomorphism is given explicitly by

(6.32) A= (g+q) —o1,
(6.33) B (qg+q?t)—oy.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to show that the defining relations (6.30) and (6.31)) of T'L3(q) are
equivalent to the relations (6.14)—(G16) of AW (3, 3, 3). O

7. QUOTIENT AW (1,1,1) AND BIRMAN-MURAKAMI-WENZL ALGEBRA

In this section, we choose j; = jo = j3 = 1 and prove that the quotient AW (1,1, 1) is isomorphic
to the centralizer C; ;. In this case, C; 1, is known to be connected to the Birman-Murakami-

Wenzl algebra. We give an explicit isomorphism between AW (1,1,1) and a specialization of the
BMW algebra.

7.1. AW(1,1,1) algebra. We have the following sets

(71) \7(17 1) = {07 172} ) \7(17 17 1) = {07 17273} )
M(L,1,1) = {x1 — x2, X0 — X1, 0, X1 — X0, X2 — X1: X3 — X2} -

The degeneracies are dy = d3 = 1, d; = 3 and d; = 2, and the dimension of the centralizer is
dim(Cy 1) = 15. The central elements «; of AW(1,1,1) can all be replaced by the constant ;.
For computational convenience again, we perform the transformation X = (¢ — ¢ 12X + ¢+ ¢*
on the elements X = A, B, D, D' K (see Remark 2.T)). We recall that the eigenvalues x; are
transformed to x; = [j],[j + 1]4, and we define the constants m; = X1 — Xo, M2 = X2 — X1 and
ms = X3 — X2. The defining relations ([I3)-(@I6) of AW (1,1,1) are written as

(7.3) (¢*+q *)BAB = AB® + B*A — [2),B% — [2],{A, B} + [2],([2]2 — 3)K B + [2]2[3],B ,

(74) (¢ +q?)ABA=BA* + A’B — [2],A* — [2|,{4, B} + [2],([2)2 — 3)K A + [2]23],4

(75) A(A=X1)(A-X2) =0, BB—-x1)(B-x)=0,

(7.6) K(K X)) (K = X2)(K = X3) =0,

(7.7) ( 1)(D —X2) =0, D/(D/— ~1)(D/ —X2) =0,

(7.8) (K —A4+mo)(K—A+m)(K—-A(K—-A—m)(K—A—my)(K—-A—m3)=0,
(7.9) (K —B+mo)(K —B+mi)(K—B)(K—-B—my)(K—-B—msy)(K—-B—m3)=0,
(7.10) (K — D +my)(K — D+ my)(K —D)Y(K —D —m)(K — D —my)(K —D —m3) =0,
(7.11) (K — D' 4+ my)(K — D' +my)(K — D')Y(K — D' —my)(K — D' —my)(K —D' —m3) =0,
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where
(7.12) D = 28], + (22— 3)F - %[A, Bl,-Ai-B.
(7.13) D = 2,030, + (27— ) - %[B, i,~A-B.

Theorem 7.1. Conjecture 4.1 is verified for j; = jo = j3 = 1.

Proof. We already know from proposition that the map ¢ is surjective. We only need to prove
that it is injective in this case.
We define the set

(714)  S=1{1,A,B,A* AB,BA, B>, A°B, ABA, AB? BA® BAB, A’B* ABAB, BABA} .

Using relations (7:3)-(Z.6), it can be shown that S, = SUKSUK2SU K38 is a linearly generating
set for AW (1,1,1). We can construct the 60 by 60 matrices A,, B, and K, corresponding to the
regular actions of A, B and K on the set S,. Knowing that A,, B, and K, have to satisfy (Z.3)~(Z8)
and the first relation of (7.7)), we find 32 independant relations between the elements of S, and we
can reduce the generating set to

(715) S = SUR{1, B, A% AB, B2, A°B, ABA, AR, BAB, AB%, ABABY U K*{ A%, A2B}

We repeat the procedure and construct 28 by 28 matrices corresponding to the regular actions on
S!. Only using again (Z.3)—(7.6) and the first of (Z.1]), we can reduce the generating set to

(7.16) S' = SU{K, KB, kA% KAB, KB KB, KABA, KA, KBARY .

We repeat and construct 24 by 24 matrices. At this point, relations (3)-(Z.17) are already satisfied.
We must use relations (7.8)—(7.I0) to reduce the generating set to

(7.17) S" =SU{K,KA?> KB*} .

We repeat one last time by constructing 18 by 18 matrices and we use (Z3)—(7II) to find 3
independant relations which allow to reduce the generating set to S. It can also be verified that
the matrices of the regular action satisfy the defining relation (A7) involving the Casimir element
2. We made the previous computations by using a formal mathematical software.

From these results, we have that S is a linearly generating set for AW (1,1,1) with 15 elements.
Since dim (C; ;1) = 15, we conclude that ¢ is injective. O

7.2. Connection with the Birman-Murakami—Wenzl algebra. It is known [16] that the
Birman—-Murakami-Wenzl algebra is isomorphic to the centralizer of the diagonal embedding of
U,(sly) in the tensor product of three spin-1 representations. Hence, from the previous theorem,
the quotiented Askey—Wilson algebra AW (1,1, 1) is isomorphic to the BMW algebra.



20 N.CRAMPE, L.VINET, AND M.ZAIMI

Definition 7.1. [I1] The Birman—Murakami-Wenzl algebra BMW3(Q, 1) is generated by invertible
elements s1 and sy with the following defining relations

(718) 5152851 = S951S52 ,

(719) €181 = S1€1 = ,u_lel y €959 = S9€9 = M_leg s

(7.20) e155e1 = pey , egsies = ey, €==+1,
—1

(721) eizl—F, 221,2.

Theorem 7.2. The quotiented Askey—Wilson algebra AW (1,1,1) is isomorphic to the Birman—
Murakami—Wenzl algebra BMWs(q?, q*). This isomorphism is given explicitly by

AW(1,1,1) — BMWs(¢*, ¢*)
(7.22) A (q+q (s —q %)+ (g+q Y%t
(7.23) B (q4+q H(sa—q %) + (q+q ).

Proof. The algebras AW (1,1,1) and BMWs(q?,¢*) are both isomorphic to Cy 11, hence they are
isomorphic to each other. It can be verified that the image of A (resp. B) in End(M{®) is equal to
the image of the R.H.S. of ([.22)) (resp. (7.23)), which justifies the explicit mapping. The inverse
map is given by

(7.24) s g Mq+ g )P =g (g H )T 2 DA+
(7.25) s2q q+q ") B —¢

AT(3 3 3
8. QUOTIENT AW (3,3, 5)
In this section, we take j; = jo = j3 = % and show that the AW(%
the centralizer C% 3.3

From the decomposition rules of the tensor product, we find the sets
3 3 333 13579
(81) j(§7§) _{0717273} ) j<§7§7§) _{575757575} )

333
3505 ) = IX§ = X3 X7~ X3, X3 — X2 X5~ X3, XE — X2 X3 X1,

, %, %) algebra is isomorphic to

(8.2)
X2 = X3, X2 — X2, X2 — X1, X2 — X0, X1 — X2, X1 — X1} -
The degeneracies are d 9 = 1,d 1= d 1= 2,d 5 = 3 and d 3 = 4, and the dimension of the centralizer
is dim (C
In order to prove the injectivity of the map ¢ in this case, we will use the strategy described in
Subsection 4.3 and show that

(3 3 3 33 3
. i a’ada < P 57970 :
(8.3) dim <leAw (2,2,2) ICk) <d, Vk €j<27272)

) = 34. The central elements a; of AW (2,3 2) are each equal to the constant y 3.

3 3 3 =
5:50% 2’2’2)
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We recall that for each £ € J (2, o 2) the central element K is replaced by the constant xj in

the algebra, K, AW (§ % %) Kk, and the annihilating polynomials for A (similarly for B, D and D’)
reduce to

(8.4) [I “-w-=o.
e (3.4.9)

where 7% (3,2.3) ={j e T(3.2) |xye e —m | me M (3,2,2)}}. Once again, we perform
the transformation X = (¢ — ¢ ")2X + ¢+ ¢ ' on the elements X = A, B, D, D', K (see Remark
[21]). Therefore, one finds that the following relations hold in the algebras ICkAW (%, %, %) K -

o k=32
(8.5) A=B=y;.
o k=1
(8.6) BAB = [23{A, B} + [32(—2[22A + (¢" + ¢ * = 1)B + [2]3)
(8.7) ABA = 2P{A, B} + B2(—222B + (¢" + ¢ * = 1)A+ [2]3) ,
(8.8) (A=) (A=%3) =0, (B-—x)(B—xXs)=0,
(8.9) (D=X2)(D=X3)=0, (D' =xXo)(D' —xX3)=0
o k=3
(8.10) (¢* +¢7*)BAB = AB? + B*A — [2],B? — [2],{A, B} + (2[2]4%s + (¢" +¢7)(Xs + 3))B ,
(8.11) (¢* +¢7*)ABA = BA® + A’B — [2],A% — [2],{A, B} + (2[2]yXs + (¢" +¢7)(Xs + X3)A
(812) (A=X)A—-X)(A=%3) =0, (B—xX1)(B—xX2)(B—xs)=0
(8.13) (D—=x)(D=X2)(D—X3) =0, (D' =x1)(D' = X2)(D' = X3) = 0
o k=3
(8.14) (¢* + 4 *)BAB = AB® + B*A - [2],B° - 2]{A, B} + 2(2], + ¢* + ¢ X2 B,
(8.15) (¢* +¢*)ABA = BA® + A*B — [2],A* — [2],{A, B} + 2([2], + ¢* + ¢ )X A,
(8.16) AA=)A =) (A=%) =0, BB-x1)(B-%)(B-x:)=0,
(8.17) D(D =)D =%2)(D—=X3) =0, D'(D' —51)(D' = %2)(D' — %3) =0
o k=1
(8.18) (6" + 9 %) BAB = [3],([21,{A, B} = 2254+ [2]) + [2](¢" + ¢ ) B ,
(8.19) (¢* +q *)ABA = [3],([2],{4, B} = 2[22B + [2]2) + [2]3(¢* + ¢ A,
(8.20) (A=) A=%X2) =0, (B=x)(B—-x2)=0,
(8.21) (D—=x)D=xX2) =0, (D'=x1)(D'—x2) =0
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For each value of k, the elements D and D’ are given by

(¢" + q‘4)( (a—q)

(8.22) D= 3 Xz + Xe) + 2%z 9 A, Bl,-A-B,
(8.23) D = (‘14[;7]3_4)(&; +Xi) +2Xs — %[B,/ﬂq—ﬁ—é.

Theorem 8.1. Conjecture 4.1 is verified for j1 = jo = jz = 3

Proof. Since we already know that the map ¢ is surjective, we only need to prove (83]). For the
case k = 3, all the elements are constants and dlm(lC AW (2, 55 ;’) Ko ) = 1. For the case k = 3

(resp. k = 1), one uses (822) in the first relation of [R9) (resp. (@])) to find (after some

2
simplifications using the defining relations ) BA = —AB + z,(A + B) + x,, for some constants
and 7o that can be computed. Therefore, 1n both cases we see that a linearly generating set is
given by {1, 4, B AB} For the case k = 2, we used formal mathematical software to show that
{1,A,B, A, AB, BA, B>, AB? BAQ} is a generating set. Similarly, for the case k = 2, a generating
set is given by {1, A, B, A2, AB, BA, B*, A®, ABA, AB* BA® BAB, B3,A?’B,A2BQ,AB3}. From
these results and the degeneracies dj, given at the beginning of the section, we see that (83]) holds,
which concludes the proof. O

Let us notice that the defining relation (AI7) of AW (4, j2, j3) which involves the Casimir element
Q of AW (3) has not been called upon in the previous proof It is straightforward to verify that this
relation is satisfied in each of the algebras K, AW ( ) K by using the relations given above.

9. QUOTIENT AW(j, 5 5) AND ONE-BOUNDARY TEMPERLEY—-LIEB ALGEBRA

In this section, we consider the case j; = j, for j = 1, 2,2, vy and jo = J3 = % We show that
the algebra AW (j, ;, ;) is isomorphic to the centralizer C. IRe
phism between this quotient of the Askey—Wilson algebra and a specialization of the one-boundary

Temperley—Lieb algebra.

We also find an explicit isomor-

9.1. AW (j, %, %) algebra. From the tensor decomposition rules, we find the sets

1 11 11 11 . .

11
M (j, B} 5) = {11 — Xj+1o X5 = X 1o Xg+1 — Xj—15 Xj—1 — Xj—%} = {ma, ma, mz, ma}

11 .
M (57 57]) = {Xj+1 — X1, X5 — X1, X5 — X0y Xj—-1 — X1} .

The degeneracies are d;_y = dj;; = 1 and d; = 2, and the dimension of the centralizer is
dim(C 1 1) = 6. The central elements «; take the values a; = x; and s = a3 = X1 in the quotient

AW (5, % 2, 2) As in the previous sections, we perform the transformation X = (g q_l)zX +q+q!
on the generators X = A, B, D, D', K (see Remark 2.1)). The defining relations of AW (j, 55 2) can
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be written as follows

(9.1) BAB= (x;— [24[1/2]2) B+ KB,

(9.2) ABA=a,{A, B} —a;B + asA+ K(A—ay) + a4 ,

(93) (A=X_)(A=xu1) =0, BB-2)=0, (K-x-1)E =) (K~=x1)=0,
(94) (D=x_)(D=X;1) =0, (D' =x;_1)(D' = xj51) =0,

(95) (K=B=%m+x)K-B-%+0)(K-B=3)(K-B—-X1+%)=0,

(K-=A-m)=0, [[(K-D-mj)=0, J[EK-D-m)=0,

—~
=]
D
~—

==

9.7) Q=2+ 2X2% + K%+ XjXQ%K — X2,

where
(9.8) p=lC E;]q_2) (K + %) + 2%, — la—a) [_Q]q_l) [A,B,-A-B,
(9.9) D’:ng]j_%(f(+f<j)+2>z%—%[B,/ﬂq—/’i—é,

(9.10) Q=q(A+ D)x1(x; + K) + ¢ B +x;K) - ¢°A® — ¢ *B* - ¢"D* — ¢ABD |
and where we have used the following constants

; 1 : 3
BT PR IS VETh1F

¢ +q7 ¢ +q?
2] . _
a3:q2_'_qq_2(2X%_[2]Q[j+ ] )+X] ) a4—a1([]+ ] —|—X%)
ML= XG4 = Xjek s M2 =X~ Xl o M8 = Xger — Xol s T = X1 T XL -

Proposition 9.1. The quotient AW (j, %, %) can be presented with the following relations
(9.11) A% = (¥,- 1+>zj+1>21—>zj X1, BP=12,B
(9.12) BAB = [2]{A, B} = [25A — (G + 312+ [ — 3] - 1)(3— 2l) -

Proof. We first show that the relations (@.I)—(@.6) imply the relations of the proposition. The two
equations in (O.I1) follow directly from (©9.3). We also deduce from the first relation of (9.3) that

i i_+ . 27 = 1]4[25 + 3]
01 () (g ) - B
Since the R.H.S. of the previous relation does not vanish for 57 > %, it can be used in (©.2)) to find
(9.14) K ={A B}~ ({51 + X32) B — 21, A+ (1+[20) (25 + Balbla + %5-1) -

Using (0.14) in [@.8) and ([@.9), and then substituting in (@.4), one obtains expressions for ABAB

and BABA in terms of the elements 1, A, B, AB, BA, ABA and BAB. By using (3.14) and the
expressions for ABAB and BABA in the third relation of (0.3), one gets (T12).



24 N.CRAMPE, L.VINET, AND M.ZAIMI

Finally, we want to show that (@.II) and (@12) imply the defining relations of AW (j,1,1). To

that end, we suppose that the relations of the proposition are true and we define the element K as
in (@.14). It is then straightforward to verify that K is central and that (O.I)—(@.7) hold. O

Iw

Theorem 9.1. Conjecture 4.1 is verified for j1 = j and jo = js = 3, where j = 1,2,2, ...

27 » 2

Proof. We already know that the map ¢ is surjective. From the previous proposition, we conclude

that {1, A, B, AB, BA, ABA} is a generating set for AW j, 2 1.1). Therefore, dim (AW (j,1,1)) <
dim (Cj, 1 %> = 6, which shows the injectivity of @. O

9.2. Connection with the one-boundary Temperley—Lieb algebra. On the basis of the find-
ings for the limit ¢ — 1 [4], one might expect that the centralizer in the case of one spin-j and two
spin—% will be isomorphic to the one-boundary Temperley—Lieb algebra. We can indeed confirm
that this algebra is recovered as a quotient of AW (3).

Definition 9.1. [I7, I8, [19] The one-boundary Temperley—Lieb algebra 10T Loy(q,w) is generated by
oo and o1 with the following defining relations

(9.15) op = &UO , o= (q+q oy, o000 =01 .

[w—1],
Theorem 9.2. The quotiented Askey—Wilson algebra AW (j, %, %), forj=1,3 55 2..., is 1somorphic
to the one-boundary Temperley—Lieb algebra 10T Ly(q,2j + 1). This isomorphism is given explicitly
by

/.11
(9.16) A X1 = [24)400
(9.17) B (2], — oy .

Proof. 1t is easy to see that the map ¢ is bijective. The homomorphism can be directly verified
from the relations of the proposition O

10. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES

Summing up, we have offered a conjecture according to which a quotient of the Askey—Wilson
algebra is isomorphic to the centralizer of the image of the diagonal embedding of U,(slz) in the
tensor product of any three irreducible representations. It has been proved in several cases, and we
thus obtained the Temperley—Lieb, Birman—Murakami—Wenzl and one-boundary Temperley—Lieb
algebras as quotients of the Askey—Wilson algebra. In the limit ¢ — 1, the results of the paper
[4] are recovered. We have provided further evidence in support of the conjecture by studying the
finite irreducible representations of the quotient of the Askey—Wilson algebra, more particularly in
the case of three identical spins.

Proving the conjecture in the case of three arbitrary spins ji, jo, 73 would be an obvious con-
tinuation of the work presented here. If true, this conjecture would provide a presentation of the
centralizer of U,(sly) in terms of generators and relations for any three irreducible representations.
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We could first consider, more simply, the case of three identical spins j; = jo = j3 = s. As for
1

the Temperley-Lieb (s = 3) and the Birman-Murakami-Wenzl (s = 1) algebras, we expect that
the centralizer for any spin s will be linked to a quotient of the braid group algebra.

In [3], a diagrammatic description of the centralizers of U,(gl,,) has been proposed. It is based on
the notion of fused Hecke algebras. Developing a connection between this diagrammatic approach
and the Askey—Wilson algebra could prove fruitful.

Throughout the present paper, we assume ¢ to be not a root of unity. This choice allows to
decompose the tensor product of irreducible representations of U, (sly) into a direct sum of irreducible
representations (see Subsection B.1]). As a consequence, the matrices C;, C;;, Ca3 are diagonalizable
and their minimal polynomials are those discussed in Subsection 3.2l It could be interesting to study
the centralizer when ¢ is a root of unity and to examine how the quotient of AW (3) is affected.

Another generalization of the results presented here would be to consider the n-fold tensor product
of irreducible representations of U, (sly) and to connect the centralizer to a higher rank Askey—Wilson
algebra AW (n). The approach using the R-matrix proposed in [2] should be helpful for this purpose.
In fact, a simpler starting point could be to generalize either the conjecture given in [4] by studying
the connection between the centralizers of sl and a higher rank Racah algebra, or the one given
in [I] by examining how centralizers of 0sp(1|2) relate to the higher rank Bannai-Ito algebra BI(n)
(see [6]).

Yet another direction to generalize the results of this paper would be to study the centralizer
of the diagonal embedding of g or U,(g) with g a higher rank Lie algebra. A first step in this
direction was made recently in [5] where the centralizer Z5(sl3) of the diagonal embedding of sl3 in
the twofold tensor product of sl3 has been identified. A proposition similar to Proposition [4.2] has
also been proved in that case. A quotient of the algebra Zy(sl3) that describes the centralizer for
any representations of sls has still to be investigated. We hope to report on some of this issues in
the future.
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