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A UNIFORM TRIGONOMETRIC R-MATRIX FOR THE EXCEPTIONAL

SERIES
BRUCE W. WESTBURY AND PAUL ZINN-JUSTIN

ABSTRACT. We give a uniform trigonometric R-matrix for the adjoint representations on
the exceptional series. The exceptional series is a finite list of points on a projective line
with a simple Lie algebra attached to each point. This list of Lie algebras includes the
five exceptional Lie algebras. For L a simple Lie algebra there is a rational R-matrix in
Endy,(®%(L @ I)) which has a quantum deformation to a trigonometric R-matrix. We con-
struct a sixteen dimensional algebra, A9(2), which interpolates the quantum deformations
of the algebras Endy, (®2(L @ I)) and a 287 dimensional algebra, A”(2), which interpolates
the quantum deformations of the algebras Endy(®3(L @ I)). Then we construct an R-
matrix in AY(2) which satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation in A”(%) and which interpolates
the trigonometric R-matrices for the points in the exceptional series.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The proposal that the exceptional simple Lie algebras should form a series originated in
a 1995 preprint by Pierre Vogel which was eventually published in [Vogll]. Heuristically,
this paper constructs a family of rigid symmetric monoidal categories parametrised by the
projective plane. This paper associates a point in the projective plane to each simple Lie
algebra and relates the category at that point to the full monoidal subcategory of the category
of representations generated by the adjoint representation. The five exceptional simple Lie
algebras lie on a line in this plane and the exceptional series consists of the points on this
line which can be interpreted as a Lie algebra.

The exceptional series was then investigated in [Del96], which presented uniform
data for the Lie algebras in the exceptional series. This data includes uniform decompositions
of the tensor powers of the adjoint representation up to the fourth tensor power (and more
generally, uniform decompositions of Schur functors applied to the adjoint representation).
This data also includes linear functions giving the values of the quadratic Casimir on these
composition factors and rational functions giving the dimensions of the composition factors.
We present this data in §2] but only up to the third tensor power as this is all we will
need. The points on the exceptional line are given in Table [I} throughout the paper we say
that C' is an exceptional Cartan type if it appears in the first row of Table [Il The abstract
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decomposition of the second tensor power is (2.1]) and the associated highest weights are given
in (22). The abstract decompositions of the tensor product of the adjoint representation
with a composition factor in the second tensor power are given in (Z3]). The decompositions
in (2I) and (2.3) should be thought of as giving the Bratteli diagram for the centraliser
algebras up to level three. The values of the quadratic Casimir are given in (2.6) and (2.7).
We will work with the quantised enveloping algebras and we give the background on these in
§4.1l The quantum dimensions given in §2.2] using notation introduced in §4.3| are quantum
analogues of the classical dimension formulae in [DAM96]. The classical dimension formulae
are given by reading the quantum dimensions as rational functions. For C' an exceptional
Cartan type let Lo be the Lie algebra. The uniform behaviour is for Lo as a representation
of the automorphism group Aut(L¢). The automorphism group Aut(L¢) is not connected,
in general, as the group of components is the finite group of diagram automorphisms. In
§4.1] we define a Hopf algebra ,(C) such that the category of type I ,(C)-modules is a
quantum deformation of the category of Aut(L¢)-modules.

It is natural to interpret this data as arising from an interpolating category. The seminal
interpolation category is the Brauer category and a recent survey is [SS15]. The proposal that
there is an interpolating category for the exceptional series appears implicitly in [Wes03al,
[Cvi08, Chapter 17] and explicitly in [Del96], [CAM99], [MST24]. Throughout this paper
we work with finite dimensional type I representations of quantised enveloping algebras.
For C' an exceptional Cartan type, the quantum analogue of the adjoint representation is
denoted L¢. The category of invariant tensors, Invy,cy(Lc), is the full subcategory of the
representation category whose objects are the tensor powers, @*L¢, for k > 0. One of the
main problems of quantum invariant theory is to describe, Inv(V), the category of invariant
tensors of V' for a representation V using a graphical calculus. The seminal example is
the Temperley-Lieb category and further examples are [Kup96], [Wes08], [CKM14], [SW24].
Our approach to the interpolating category is that we define a ring k, a graphical calculus
over k and a ring homomorphism 6c: k — Q(q) for each exceptional Cartan type such that
the base change for f¢ gives a graphical calculus for Invy, cy(Lc).

Although the idea of an interpolating category informs this paper it is unknown if an
interpolating category exists. Here we make precise our version which is in the spirit of
versions in [Del96] and in [MST24] but differs in the details. An interpolating category, L, is a
linear ribbon category whose monoid of objects is N. Our choice of the coefficient ring is kp 4,
defined in §4.31 The ring k, 4 is an integral domain and for each exceptional Cartan type, C,
we give s¢ € N and a ring homomorphism 0¢: k, 4 — Q(¢'/*¢). For each exceptional Cartan
type, C, we also require a full ribbon functor Ue: L ® Q(¢"*¢) = Invy,c)(Le) C Uy(C)-
mod. The function field of k, 4 is Q(p,q). There is no loss of generality in assuming that,
taking the base change, L ® Q(p,q), gives a category with zero negligible ideal. We also
require that:

the endomorphism algebras in £ ® Q(p, q) are multi-matrix algebras,

the initial layers of the Bratteli diagram are given by (21 and (2.3)

the initial terms of the sequence given by taking the dimensions of the spaces of
invariant tensors is given by (2.4])

the quantum dimensions in (2.8) and (2.I3]) are the categorical dimensions
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For each exceptional Cartan type, C, the functor V¢: L — Invy ) (Lc) factors through
L @ Q(q'/*¢) /N where N is the negligible ideal of £ ® Q(¢'/*¢). The functor ¥¢: L ®
Q(q¢*/*¢)/JNe — Invy,c)(Lc) is a full ribbon functor, bijective on objects, between categories
with zero negligible ideals and so is an isomorphism.

In this paper, we proceed as if we were constructing an interpolating category. In §3]
we construct, K, the free ribbon category on a trivalent vertex invariant under rotation.
In §4.3] we construct the coefficient ring, k, 4 and in §4.6l we give the full functor, ¥, for
each exceptional Cartan type, C. Then in §8 and §6 we find relations, see Appendix [Al
Denote the monoidal ideal generated by these relations by Z. For each exceptional Cartan
type, C, the functor V¢ factors through k, R /Z. However the category k, &R /Z is not an
interpolating category as we have not shown that any closed diagram can be evaluated using
these relations and so we do not have the key property that Endy, ,7(0) = kpq. However
we are able to construct, in §7.1] a truncated category, L3, with the properties of the full
subcategory of the hypothetical interpolating category, L, on the objects 0, 1,2, 5. This is
sufficient for our purposes.

The Yang—Baxter equation, [8I2] originated in the study of integrable models in statistical
mechanics and quantum field theory; an expository article is [Jim89]. We will refer to a
solution of the Yang—Baxter equation as an R-matrix. Our ultimate goal is to construct an
R-matrix which interpolates an R-matrix, R¢, for each exceptional Cartan type. Solutions
to the Yang—Baxter equation are constructed using the representation theory of the affine
quantum enveloping algebras. Let C be a finite type Cartan matrix and let C") be the
corresponding affine Cartan matrix. The affine algebra is the Hopf algebra Uq(C(l)) discussed
in Section @1l Each representation, V, of Uy(C') gives an element of Endy, () (®*V) which
satisfies the braid relation. Essentially the same construction gives an element Ry (u) €
Enqu(Cu))(®2V), depending on the spectral parameter u, which satisfies the Yang—Baxter
relation in Endy, o) (®°V), see [CPII, Chapter 12]. The vector space Endy;, o) (®%V)
has dimension dim(V)? and so, with very few exceptions, it is not practical to present this
explicitly as a matrix. A more practical approach is to consider the R-matrix as an element
of the centraliser algebra Endy,c)(®*V). The action of U,(C') on L¢ does not extend to
an action of U,(C) (except for C = @, A;, Ay); however there is an action of U,(C™")) on
Lc @ Ic (where 1o is the trivial representation) for C' an exceptional Cartan type. Hence
there is an R-matrix, Rc € Endy, o) (®%(Le ® I¢)) (depending on a spectral parameter, u),
for each exceptional Cartan type. Our aim is to interpolate these R-matrices.

The organisation of the paper is as follows:

In §2 we summarise the background on the exceptional series, we give the uniform rep-
resentations for each point in the exceptional series and the uniform Bratteli diagram. We
then give the linear functions which interpolate the values of the Casimir and the rational
functions which interpolate the dimensions.

In §3l we construct the free ribbon category on a trivalent vertex invariant under rotation.
The morphisms in this category are trivalent graphs drawn in a rectangle. We also allow
crossings and each crossing is either an over or under crossing: so, the category of unoriented
framed tangles is the ribbon subcategory whose morphisms do not have a trivalent vertex.

In §4l we first introduce the quantum groups and module categories associated to an excep-
tional Cartan type. Then we construct the quantum analogue of the adjoint representation as
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C‘ %) OSplB Al A2 G2 D4 F4 E6 E7 Eg
n ‘ /5 1/4 1/3 1/2 2/3 1 3/2 2 3 5
TABLE 1. The exceptional Cartan types

an object of the module category. Then we introduce the ring of scalars with the properties
needed for interpolation categories.

In §5 we find relations in the rank 5 module of diagrams with four boundary points by
two different approaches. In particular, this constructs a rank 5 commutative algebra which
interpolates the algebras End(®%L¢) for C in the exceptional series. These relations are also
given in [MST24, §1.3, §3].

In §6 we construct the category with objects ®'(L), for 0 < ¢ < 3, which interpolates
the categories with objects ®'(L¢), for 0 < i < 3, and C' an exceptional Cartan type.
The algebra End(®3L) is a multi-matrix algebra of rank 80 and we give the irreducible
representations explicitly. Our results for five boundary points are also given in [MST24],
§85].

In §7 we construct the category with objects ®*(L @ I), for 0 < i < 3, which interpolates
the categories with objects ®'(Lc @ I¢), for 0 < i < 3, and C an exceptional Cartan type.
We refer to this as the dilute category of the category constructed in the previous section.
The algebra End(®3(L& 1)) is a multi-matrix algebra of rank 287 and we give the irreducible
representations explicitly.

In §8 we construct the R-matrix. First, this has the properties of an R-matrix, namely it
satisfies the Yang—Baxter equation, crossing symmetry and unitarity. Second, it interpolates
the R-matrix for the points in the exceptional series. Thirdly, in the classical limit, it gives
the rational R-matrix proposed in [Wes03bl §2.3].

In Appendix [Al we give details of the relations.

Our convention is to write maps on the right. Diagrams are read from left to right.

SageMath and Macaulay?2 computations. In this paper, we have tried to make the logic of
all our proofs understandable to a human reader; however, some of the computations may
require the use of a computer. We have performed these computations using the open-source
mathematics software systems SageMath [Dev22] and Macaulay2 [GS], see in particular the
Macaulay?2 tutorial.

2. BACKGROUND

The exceptional series is a projective line over (Q with 10 distinguished points, which are
shown in Table [l Eight of these points are labelled by a simple Lie algebra of the given
Cartan type, and this list of simple Lie algebras includes all five exceptional simple Lie
algebras. There are numerous choices of parameterisations on the line. Our parameter is n
and the label of a point is n.

The parameter n is related to other parameters by

n=m/2+1 n=-—1/\
m=2n—2 A=—1/n

3
I
S«

/6

>«
I
D
S
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The parameter m is the dimension of the composition algebra in the Freudenthal-Tits con-
struction of the exceptional simple Lie algebras (except Gs). The parameter h is the dual
Coxeter number and A is the parameter in [CAM96] and [MST24]. The parameter a in
[CAM96] is a = 1/(6n).

There is a C-linear category associated to each term in the exceptional series. Each
category is semisimple abelian and also rigid symmetric monoidal. For each Cartan type,
C, in the exceptional series, let go be the associated simple Lie algebra and denote the
automorphism group by Aut(gc). The category associated to C' is the category of finite
dimensional O(G¢)-comodules where O(G¢) is the coordinate ring of the algebraic group
Aut(gc). The connected component of Aut(ge), Auto(ge), has Lie algebra go and trivial
centre.

The two points which are not labelled by a simple Lie algebra are n = 1/5 which is
the zero Lie algebra, n = 1/4 which is labelled by the simple super Lie algebra osp(1]2).
The category associated to n = 1/5 is the category of finite dimensional complex vector
spaces. The category associated to n = 1/4 is the category of finite dimensional graded
representations of the Lie superalgebra osp(1]2).

Remark 2.1. The exceptional series has an unexpected symmetry. This symmetry is the in-
volution n +— 1/n. It was observed in [DGO2| that the exceptional series (excluding osp(1]2))
is an increasing sequence of Lie subalgebras of es. Moreover, each pair (1/n,n) gives a dual
reductive pair of Lie subalgebras of es. This suggests that there should be an additional point
on the exceptional series corresponding to n = 4. This point also has the property that the
evaluations of the dimension formulae are positive integers. This point is discussed in [LMOG]
and [Wes06] but since it is not understood we do not include it in this paper.

Let C be the list of Cartan types in the first row.

2.1. Numerology. In this section we review the numerology of the exceptional series pre-
sented in [CAM96]. We only present the results up to the third tensor power as this is all
we need. We write L for the adjoint representation, I for the trivial representation, but
otherwise we adhere to the notation in [CdM96].

The decomposition of ®2L is

(2.1) RPLETGLBY,® Yy & X,

For the Cartan types in Table [I] the highest weights of these representations are

C ‘ 1) OSplB Al Ag G2 D4 F4 E6 E7 Eg
L 2&]1 w1 + wa W2 W2 W1 W2 w1 wsg
(22) Yé 4&]1 2&]1 + 2(4)2 2(4)2 2(4)2 2(4)1 2(4)2 2&]1 2w8
Yy — w1 +ws 2w 2w7 2w, W +wg W Wi
X9 — 3w 3wp wy+wg+wy  wo Wy w3 Wy

The following table gives the decompositions of V ® L for V' a composition factor of ®@3L
which is not a composition factor of ®?L. These can also be displayed as edges in the Bratteli
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diagram.
I'L|Xe Yo YF|A Ys Yy C CF X3
1 1
L|itj1]1 1 1
(2:3) Y5 111 1 1 1 1
X5 111 1 171 11 1
Y 1] 1 111 1 1

The rank of the free k, ;-module Hom/(r, s) only depends on 7 + s since we have raising
and lowering operators. Based on the Bratteli diagram in [CAM96], we know that the ranks
of these k, o-modules for 0 < r + s < 9 should be

(2.4) 012345 6 7 8 9

’ 1 01 1 5 16 80 436 2891 22248

In particular, Hom,_,(r, s) should reproduce these numbers up to r + s = 6.
The values of the Casimir are computed using [Car05, Proposition 11.36].

(2.5) c(A) = (M A +2p)

where the Killing form is normalised so that (6, 60) = 2, where 6 is the highest root.
This gives the following values on the composition factors of ®2L:

v I LY, Y; X
c(V)[0 12n 24n+4 20n—4 24n

(2.6)

Although we will not make use of these, we record the values on the remaining composition
factors of ®*L The values of the quadratic Casimir, c are:

VA v Yy C C* Xy
c(V)|32n 36n+12 24n—12 36n+6 30n—6 36n

(2.7)

For the Cartan types OSpp, A1, Aa, G2, Du, Fiy, Eg, E7, Es, these values interpolate
the values of the quadratic Casimir in the sense that: for each such C' and each V in (2.6])
and (2.7)), the quadratic Casimir acts on V(C') by the scalar given by substituting n = n¢
in ¢(V). This is proved by case by case calculations.

2.2. Quantum dimensions. The following are the quantum dimension formulae. There
are (at least) three methods for computing these. The first method, used in [CAM96], is to
use the branching rules and the rules (1) and (2) in [Del96] to obtain linear relations for
the quantum dimensions. The second method is to use the results of [LM02l §3] which are
obtained from the quantum Weyl dimension formula. The approach in §5.1.2]is to compute
traces of idempotents. It is remarkable that all three methods give the same results.
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The quantum dimensions of the composition factors of L ® L are:
(2.8) dim,(I) =1
6n+1][5n—1][4n]
[n + 1][2 n]
[6n+1][6n+2][5n][4n—2][4n+1][5n—1][3n — 1]

(2.9) dimy (L) = .

(2.10) dim, (X,) = n2]2n+2][3n + 1][2n — 1][n + 1]
. _ [6n][6n+3][5n][4n][4n+1][5n — 1]

(2.11) dimy(¥2) = e F 1En + 2n]n + 2

(2.12) dimy (V) = [6n][6n+1][5n][4n][3n—1][3n— 3]

[2n+2][2n][n —1][n + 2][n + 1]

The quantum dimensions of the composition factors of @3 L were computed by taking the
trace of an idempotent in A(3), see §6l These quantum dimensions have also been obtained
in [MST24], Table 4] and most of these are given in [LM02] §3]. The quantum dimensions of
composition factors which don’t appear in L ® L are:
[6n+1][6n+2][6n+3][5n+1][4n—1][4n][4n—2][5n —1][5n][3n — 3]

[3][2][2n + 1][2n 4+ 2][2n][n — 1][3n + 3][n + 1][n]
[6n][6n+1][6n+5][5n+1][4n+ 1][4n][4n+2][5n — 1][5n]
[2][n + 1][3][2 n + 1][2 n + 2][2n][2 n][3 n]
6n][6n+1][5n][5n—1][4n—1][4n][3n—1][2n — 2][n — 5]
2][n — 1][n 4+ 1][n + 2][2n + 3][2n + 2][2n][3 n + 3]
[6n][6n+1][6n+3][5n+1][4n—1]4n+1][5n—1][3n —1][3n — 3]
n+1]2[2n + 3][2n + 1][2n][n — 1][n + 3]
[6n][6n+2][6n+4][5n+1][4n][4n—2][4n+2][5n—1][5n][3n — 1]
[3][n][2n+4][2n + 1][3n +2][n + 2][2n — 1][n + 1]
[6n][6n+1][6n+2][5n][4n][4n—2][4n—1][4n+1][2n —2][2n — 4]
3][n][2n+4][2n+1][3n+2][n+2][2n — 1][n + 1]

(2.13) dim,(X;) =

(2.14) dim, (V) =

(2.15) dim (V) = —

(2.16)  dim,(A) =

(2.17)  dim,(C) =

(2.18)  dim,(C*) =

3. RIBBON CATEGORY

Tortile categories were introduced in [JS91b] and the definition is algebraic. Ribbon
categories were introduced in [RT90] and the definition is topological (or diagrammatic).
It is folklore that these two definitions are equivalent. It is also shown in [RT90] that the
category of finite dimensional type I representations of a quantised enveloping algebra is a
linear ribbon category.

In this section we construct a free ribbon category. The result that our construction is a
free ribbon category is also folklore but related results are Theorem 2.3, Theorem 3.7 and
Theorem 4.5 in [JS91a] which give diagrammatic constructions of the free monoidal category,
the free braided category and the free balanced category and [Shu94] which shows that the
category of framed tangles is the free ribbon category on one object.

3.1. Pivotal category. A rectangle will mean a rectangle embedded in the Euclidean plane
with horizontal and vertical edges.
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Definition 3.1. A planar diagram is a closed subset D of a rectangle such that every point
in D which is in the boundary of the rectangle has an open neighbourhood equivalent to one
of the open neighbourhoods in (3.1])

o

and every point of D in the interior of the rectangle has an open neighbourhood equivalent
to one of the open neighbourhoods in (3.2).

52) A— X

The equivalence relation is graph isomorphism which preserves

e the cyclic ordering of the edges incident to each vertex
e the over/under marking at each crossing
e the ordered set of input vertices and the ordered set of output vertices

Planar diagrams are the morphisms of a category, P.

Definition 3.2. The set of objects of P is N. A morphism r — s of the category P 1is
an equivalence class of planar diagrams with r boundary points on the left hand edge and s
boundary points on the right hand edge. Composition of morphisms is given by juxtaposing
rectangles. The identity morphisms are rectangles with horizontal lines.

The category P is strict monoidal with tensor product given by stacking of rectangles.
The category P is strict pivotal since every object is self-dual and the functor x: P — P°P
rotates a diagram through a half revolution. The category P is also strict spherical and
spacial and is conjectured to be a free spacial spherical category on a rotationally invariant
trivalent vertex in [Sell0), Conjecture 4.16].

The generators of P are the diagrams in the first row ([B.3]) and their names are given in
the second row.

. B e 52 =

ev co o L

Let o be the braid generator in (8.3]). The braid generator, o, is invertible and the inverse,
o', is given by rotating o through a quarter turn (in either direction).

Recall that a braided monoidal category is a monoidal category with an isomorphism
opv: U®V — V®U for all objects U, V. These morphisms are required to make the

following diagram commute

UV 2% wev

(34) O'W\/l lO'UV
VeU o7 VeWw
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for all objects U, V,W and all morphisms f: U — V. It is sufficient to require that this
holds for each of the generating morphisms in (8:3)) and for V' the generating object.
The conditions that the relations (3.4]) hold for the generators, (83) are shown in (B.35):

— /\—\:\ N
~— AN

X

The quotient of 2 by the monoidal ideal generated by the relations (B.3]) is a braided category.
The ribbon relation is shown in (3.6).

Definition 3.3. The category R_ is the quotient of P by the monoidal ideal generated by the
relations (B.5) and (B.0).

The bar involution on K is the involution on morphisms which switches over and under
crossings.

The category R is a ribbon category but is not the free ribbon category on self-dual object
with a trivalent vertex as the relation (3.7) holds in 2, and this condition is not required for
a ribbon category.

(3.7) -

However, the category R is the free ribbon category on a self-dual object with a trivalent
vertex which is invariant under rotation.

Remark 3.4. The existence of co and ev allows to move boundary points from one side
to the other. It is therefore sometimes convenient to draw diagrams in a disk rather than
a rectangle. The interpretation is that the diagram can be deformed into a rectangle, but
one can freely choose any sequence of adjacent boundary points and declare them to be left
endpoints, the complement being the right endpoints. Of course such a choice should be made
consistently when writing an equality between diagrams; for example, the relations (3.3 can
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be rewritten

1 . 1 . e ™ - ™
- N - N \ r\ /& N P \ N

// // \/ / / \ // y .

(3.8) (\ d = | LN = K L =
/ \\ \ / \\ /
ANV NA L

Recall that a self-dual object in a monoidal category is a triple (V,evy, coy) where V' is
an object of ¥ and evy: V@V — 1, coy: 1 — V ® V satisfy the zig-zag relations.

Definition 3.5. Let V be a ribbon category. The category T(V) has objects tuples (V, evy, coy, py)
where (V,evy,coy) is a self-dual object and py: V @V — V is a morphism such that the
following diagram commutes:

VeVveV M2 ey

1y ®le ler

V®VT)V

A morphism (V,evy,coy, uy) — (W, evw, cow, pw) is a morphism ¢: V. — W such that

(p@p)oevy =evy , coyo(p®@¢)=cow , (d®)ouw = pwoae

The tuple (1,ev,co, ) is an object of A(R) where ev, co, i are the generators in (3.3)).
Let V' be a ribbon category. Define Hom (R, V) to be the category whose objects are rib-

bon functors ® — ¥ and whose morphisms are natural transformations of ribbon functors.
The universal property of R is:

Proposition 3.6. For any ribbon category V, the functor Hom(R, V) — T(V) which sends
O: R — V to the tuple (P(1), P(ev), ®(co), P(u)) is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. 1t is folklore that this can be proved using the method of proof of Reidemeister’s
theorem. There are similar results in [FY89] and [Yet89). O

3.2. Rotation, trace, inner product. Various basic operations can be performed on dia-
gram categories.

Definition 3.7. The rotation map is the linear map, Rot: Homy(r, s) — Homy(r, s), given
by

(3.9) Rot: r{ :

Note that if we think of the diagram as drawn on a disk, then this operation is simply a
rotation by 27 /k, where k = r + s is the number of external endpoints (spaced regularly).
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Definition 3.8. The trace map is the linear map, Tr: Endp(r) — Endp(0), given by

(3.10) Tr: r{; I }}r >

The inner product is the map (-,-) : Homgp(r, s) ® Homp(s, ) — Endp(0) given by
(3.11) (a,b) = Tr(ab)

One has the trace property Tr(ab) = Tr(ba).
In the categories of interest, we expect Endp(0) to be isomorphic to the base ring, and
the inner product to be a perfect pairing between Homy(r, s) and Homyp(s, r).

4. COEFFICIENTS

4.1. Quantised enveloping algebras. The standard set-up for the representation theory
of quantised enveloping algebras is to start with the Laurent polynomial ring, Z[g*!]. The
quantum integers [n], € Z[¢*!] for n € Z are defined by

_ ¢ —q"

q—q!
Definition 4.1. The ring k, is constructed from Q[¢*'] by adjoining a multiplicative inverse
of [n], forn > 1.

The homomorphism ¢: k, — Q is defined by
(4.1) g—1 , [nl;—n

(1],

Remark 4.2. It is more common to use the ring

(4.2) {f/9€Qlq):g(1) # 0}

This is a local ring with field of fractions Q(q) and residue field Q. However, the represen-
tation theory is very similar for these two rings, [Jan96, Chapter 5].

The bar involution on k, is defined by
(4.3) ¢ g™, ], [n),forn€Z

The following is essentially the Definition in [Jan96l §4.2]. A minor innovation is that we
have introduced [H;] generators so that we can specialise to ¢ = 1.

Remark 4.3. Substituting ¢ = 1 gives the Serre relations for U(C) together with the relations
that K? = 1 and K; is central. The type I representations have K; = 1 for all i when q¢ = 1.

Let C be a Cartan type with ® the finite root system and «;, i € I, a set of simple roots.
There is a unique inner product ( , ) on the real vector space R® generated by the root
system ® such that (o, ) = 2 for all short roots. For i,j € I, we have the Cartan matrix

2(ay,
(4.4) Aai05) _

(Oéi, Oéi) Y
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In what follows, we will write (7, j) for (a;, o), 7,j € I. For each i € I, define

(2, 7)
d; =
2
Fori e I, a,n € Z, with n > 0, we define
a —a ad; —ad;
d; 4 — g qg™ —q
q; ‘= q, aj; = —q — ) )
T T A
a alijla—1|;--+la —n + 1]; a
]} = nlaln — 1]i- - 1] — lalla =1 | ki 1
n q; [n]z 0 q;

The quantized enveloping algebra U,(C') is the k,-algebra with generators E;, F;, [H;], K;, K, L
i € I, and relations (for i,j € I)

KK '=1=K;'K, K,K; = K;K;,
KB K" = ¢ E;, KK = q "),
EiF; — FE; = 6;(Hy), (g — ¢ )Hi] = K; — K,
where 0;; is the Kronecker delta, and (for ¢ # j),

1—a;; 1 1—a;j; 1

_ al g — CLZ — Qi —T
> (—1)7”{ ]} B TEE =0, Y (—1>’"{ J} F T =0,
r=0 " qi r=0 " 94

niog, n; € Z, we define K, = [[,.; K;". There is a unique Hopf algebra

For v =% .,
structure on U, (C) such that, for all i € I,

(4.5) AE) =E®1+K;® E;, e(E;) =0, S(E) = —K;'E;,
(4.6) AF)=Fo K '+1®F, e(Fy) =0, S(F) = —EFK;,
(4.7) A(K;) = K; ® K, e(K;) =1, S(K;) = Kt

The bar involution is the involution of U,(C') as a ring given by
(4.8) g—q' , Es—E , FeF |, K-K' | [H]—[H)]

Let v: I — I be a diagram automorphism. This defines an automorphism of U,(C), v: a —
a< for a € U, (C), by

(4.9) E; <y = Ey), Fay = Fyy, [Hi] 9y = [Hyay, K ay = Kfé)’
The algebra I'tU,(C) is the vector space QI' ®¢ U,(C) with multiplication
(4.10) (v@a)(y' ®d) =7y ®(a1y)d

Denote the group of diagram automorphisms by I'. for 7,4 € I" and a,a’ € U,(C). The
coproduct is A(y® a) = (7 ® v)A(a). The unit is 1 ® 1. The counit is ¢ ® €.

Define #,(C) to be the smash product I'f{U,(C). The category U,(C)-mod is the full
subcategory of the category of right [,(C')-modules whose objects are type I U,(C')-modules
and finitely generated free k,-modules. The bar involution extends to an involution on 4, (C)
by v+ v for v € T'.

Proposition 4.4. The category L,(C)-mod is a ribbon category.
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Proof. The category U,(C)-mod is the category of right type I U,(C)-modules. This is a
ribbon category, [RT90], following [Dri89).

The braiding on U,(C)-mod is given by the universal R-matrix. This is an element of a
completed tensor product U,(C)®U,(C). The construction is given in [Jan96, Chapter 7].
An inspection of this construction reveals that it is invariant under the action of I' and hence
gives a braiding on ,(C’)-mod.

The standard ribbon element lies in a completion of U,(C'). By [LR97, (2.15) Proposition],
this ribbon element acts on the irreducible module with highest weight A by the constant

q—<>\,>\+p>

where p is half the sum of the positive roots. It is clear that this is invariant under I'. [

Every Hom space in this category is a finitely generated free k,-module. Taking the
specialisation k, — Q, ¢ — 1, gives the category of finite dimensional representations of the
semidirect product algebra QI' x U(C') extended by central elements K.

The quantum analogue of the adjoint representation is given in [Jan96, §5A.5] (also
[Lus16]). Let ® be the set of roots and let {a; : ¢ € I} be the simple roots. A basis is
the set

(4.11) {vo :a€e ®} I {h;:1 €1}
Fori € I and § € ® with S+ «; ¢ ® and 5 # «;; the i-string of roots through £ is the set
(4.12) {B—Fka; : 0< k< {(B,a;:)}

For a € ®, v, has weight a; and for ¢ € I, h; has weight 0.
For g — k «; in the i-string through 3, put

' R N if k= (8, )
(4 14) E:v P [<5a dl) +1- k]ivﬁ—(k—l)ai if k 7& 0
' A N if k=0
For i € I, put
(415) Evai == hl E hl == [2]2‘1)_0{2. Fz Voy = 0
(416) Ez Vo, = 0 Ez h, = [Q]ﬂ)ai EZ Vo, = hz
and finally, put
(4.17) Eihj = [—(ai,q;)]jve, ,  Fihy = [{ai, ;)] v-q,

The action of I' on the g-deformed adjoint representation goes as follows: if # is the
highest root, then vy = €(y)vg for v € T', where € is a character of I' which is the sign
representation for C' = Ay, Dy, Eg (these are the only nontrivial cases of I' that we consider
below). wy is a cyclic vector for the action of U,(C), so the action of I' is extended to the
whole representation by use of (4.9).
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4.2. Lie superalgebra. Our approach to the Lie superalgebra follows [XZ18] but this sim-
plifies in the case osp(1]2). The details in this case are known to experts but since we did
not find a reference we include a summary here for the convenience of the reader.

Definition 4.5. The quantum group U,(sl(2)) is the Z[q, ¢ ']-algebra with generators
(4.18) E F [H|,K K
and defining relations
KK'=1=K1K
KE=¢FK , KF=q¢q*FK
E'F'— F E' =[H]
(q—q H]=K —-K"
The coproduct, A, antipode, S, and counit, € are:
AEY=F®1+K®FE, AF)=FoK'+10F, AK)=K®K
S(EY=-K'FE, S(F)=-FK, SK)=K"""
e(E) =0, e(F)=0, ¢K)=1

Definition 4.6. The quantum group U,(osp(1]2)) is the Z[q, q~']-algebra with even genera-
tors [H|, K, K™', o, odd generators E, F and defining relations

o’ =1
cEbo=—-F , oFo=-F
cK*¥o=K* | o[H]o=[H]
KK'=1=K'K
KE=9qFK , KF=q'FK

EF+FFE=[H|
(q—q HH =K-K"
The coproduct, A, antipode, S, and counit, €, are:
Alo)=0®0, AK)=KK
AE)=E®oc+K®E, AF)=FK'c+1®F
S(E)=-K'E, S(F)=-FK, S(K)=K' S(o)=o0
e(E)=0, e(F)=0, eK)=1, ¢€(o)=1

Proposition 4.7. There is a Hopf algebra homomorphism 0: Uy (sl(2)) — U,(0osp(1]2)),
q = —q?, given by

0: E'— —(¢ +¢ " oE, 0:F — F,
0: [H) — —(¢ +¢ Hol[H], 0: K"+ o K*
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Proof. This is a direct calculation.
O(K'E") = —(¢' +q~")oKoE = (¢ +¢7")KE
= —q(¢ +¢EK = q(¢ + ¢ 7)o EoK = 0(—qE'K’)

O(E'F —F'E)=—(¢ +¢ ") (0cEF — FoE)
= (¢ +q¢ " o(EF + FE) = —(¢' + ¢ ")o[H] = ([H])

O(F'K')=FoK = —0FK = —qoKF = 0(—q K'F")
0(d =4 H) = ~(a* = ¢2)olH] = oK — K = 0(1' = K
U

4.3. Blow-up. The exceptional series is a set of points on the projective line with coordinate
n. The quantum parameter in §4.1lis q. For the quantum analogue of the exceptional series
we need two parameters which, heuristically, are ¢ and ¢". In this section we define a ring
kp.q which will be our ring of coefficients.

The ring A, 4 is a blow-up of the Laurent polynomial ring Z[p*!, g*!]:

Definition 4.8. The ring A, q is the quotient of Z[p*t,q*!, [n]] by the relation
(@=q ) =(p-p")
For s € Z, the quantum integer [s] is the Laurent polynomial

qs_q—s
S| = ———
i q—q!

(@ =q ")[rn] =[s](p"—p")

For r € Z, define [rn] € A, 4 by

Lemma 4.9.

Proof.
-1 _ -1 pT B p—T o r —r
(@l =@ = a i (E2E0) = - p7)
p—p
For r,s € Z, define [rn+ s] € Ay 4 by
[rn+s] =q°[rn]+p"[s] = q~[rn] +p"[s]
Note that

Q*[rn] +p7"[s] —q[rn] = p"[s] = (q° —q*)[rn] — [s](p" —p7") =0
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4.4. Specialisations. The ring Ap 4 is an integral domain and the field of fractions is the
field of rational functions Q(p, q). The homomorphism A, 4 — Q(p, q) is given by
p—=p , q—4q Vn+ﬂHE%E%%—
We also have the following homomorphisms:
e For r, s € Z there is a homomorphism 0, ;: A, 4 — k, given by
[ur + vs|,
[s]q

e There is a homomorphism ¢ : A, 4 — Z[n] given by

p—¢q,q— ¢, [un+uv]—

p—1,g—1,[un+v]— (un+0v)

For r, s € Z, the following diagram is commutative

er,s
Aqu kq

[ e

Z[n] Q

n—r/s

since both composites are the homomorphism p,q — 1 and [un + v] — (ur + vs)/s.

For n > 0, the cyclotomic polynomial, ®,(z) € Z[z], is an irreducible polynomial of degree
¢(n) where ¢ is Euler’s totient function. For n > 0, ¢*™®,(¢?) € Z[q,¢"'] is invariant
under the bar involution, [EI9). An explicit formula for ¢=¢#™®,,(¢?) is

q—so(n)(pn((f) — H(qd _ q—d)u(%;)
dln

where g is the Mobius function. We will use this explicit expression even it is, a priori, a
rational function. For example, for r, s € Z,

(27 n + 2s] [6 n][n]

:7‘s_i_—r—s7 7:2_1_'_—2
[ n+ s] Pa TP q [3n][2n] P P
The bar involution is the involution of A, given by
(4.19) p—=p lq=q L [rn+s]—[rn+s]

For r, s € Z, the homomorphism 0, ; intertwines the bar involutions.

It is straightforward to check that applying the homomorphism ¢: k, 4 — Q(n) to the
quantum dimensions in (2.8) and (2.13) give the dimension formulae in [CdM96] and [Cvi08],
Chapter 17].

For a Cartan type C' we have normalised so all short roots have squared length 2. Let
de be half of the squared length of all long roots. For C' an exceptional Cartan type we
have do = 3 for C = Gg, d¢ = 2 for C' = OSp,j5, Fy and d¢ = 1 otherwise. Let sc be the

denominator of denc. Then we define 0c: Ay q — Kj1/5c by p g™ and q — gdc.

Example 4.10. The key property of dim,(L) in is that it interpolates the quantum

dimensions in the following sense. For each exceptional Cartan type, C, substituting n = n¢
(from Table[d) in dim,(L) gives
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g O0Spys A1 Ay Gy Dy Fy Es E; Ey
[7I[8]115]  [4l[4]f7] [12][13][20]  [8I[9[13]  [12][14][19]  [20][24][31]
[3][4] (5] (2][2] [2][5](6] 3][4] 4][6 [6][10]

0 B2 B 24
These agree with the quantum dimensions calculated from the Weyl dimension formula.

Define ¥ C Ap 4 to be
Y ={[un+v]:0c([un+v]) # 0 for C an exceptional Cartan type}

Define kp 4 := X714, 4 to be the ring obtained by adjoining a multiplicative inverse for each
element of ¥.. Each element of ¥ is fixed by the bar involution, (£I9), so the bar involution
is defined on kg 4.

For each exceptional Cartan type, C, the homomorphism fc: Ay q — k,1/5c extends to
a homomorphism fc: kpq — K, 1/sc and the homomorphism ¢: 4,4 — Z[n] extends to a
homomorphism 9 : k, ¢ — Q(n).

For each exceptional Cartan type C, the following diagram is commutative

Oc
kpq ——C— K 1/e

zpl lq»—)l

Im(¢) € Q(n) =77 Q

4.5. Multi-variable. In §§ we will need additional parameters.
Given variables ty,...,t; and q, we write Ay, o for the subring of Q(ty,...,t, q) gen-
erated by tf, ... ,tf, g* and
t‘lll .. -tqu“ — tl_al .. .t;akq—a

q—q!

for ai,...,ay,a € 7Z.
There is a homomorphism Ay, 1, q = Q[x1,...,x;] given by t; = 1 for 1 < ¢ < k and

t(fl .. .tqua _ tl_al .. .t;“kq—a
q—q!

= ar X+ -t apXp t+a

for ai,...,ay,a € 7Z.
The bar involution inverts all variables of Ay, , q-

4.6. Functors. For C' a Cartan type, the quantum analogue of the adjoint representation
is an object Lo € Y,(C)-mod. Let Inv(L¢o) C U, (C)-mod be the full subcategory on the
objects ®* Lo for K > 0. In this section we construct, for each exceptional Cartan type, C,
an k,-linear ribbon functor V¢ : k, R — Inv(L¢).

The category Inv(L¢) inherits the structure of a ribbon category from ,(C)-mod. It
follows from Proposition that, to construct the functor 6¢ it is sufficient to construct
an element of the category T'(Inv(L¢)), defined in Definition BH  Over C, the tuple is
(L, eve, coc, ie) where eve is the Killing form, coe is determined by eve since the Killing
form is nondegenerate and ue is the Lie bracket. Taking the split real form of Lo gives a
tuple defined over R and the real form has a rational form (which can be defined by the
Serre presentation) to give a tuple defined over Q. By averaging over I, if necessary, we
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can take this tuple to be invariant under I'. Specialising using the homomorphism v defined
in (A1) is a functor 4,(C)-mod — U(C)-mod. The tuple defined over Q can be lifted to
a tuple defined over k,. This can be seen by an explicit construction, or alternatively, it
can be deduced from the result that Hom-spaces in il,(C)-mod are finitely generated free
k,-modules.

For any exceptional Cartan type, C, the functor Vs is full. This is proved in [ERO06,
Proposition 3.4]. This is a version of the first fundamental theorem of tensor invariant
theory originally stated (without proof) in [Lit44]. The idea that informs this paper is
that the interpolating category, if it exists, can be defined as a quotient of k, R using
the homomorphisms fc: kpq — K 1/5c. In §8l and §6 we find relations on k, 4 R such that
the quotient of k, 4 R by the monoidal ideal generated by these relations approximates an
interpolation category. It is an open problem to determine if there is a finite set of relations
such that any closed diagram can be evaluated.

5. TwWO STRING RELATIONS

In this section we construct a commutative k;, 4-algebra, A(2), which is a free k, o-module
of rank five. This algebra is constructed to interpolate the algebras Endy,c)(Lc ® L¢) for
C an exceptional Cartan type. One can think of A(2) as a subquotient of Endy, «(2), and
so we use diagrams to describe its elements.

These relations are a specialisation of relations given in [Wes15],[Wes22, §5.4] and are also
given in [MST24].

The following relation follows from Hom(0, 1) = 0 which is a consequence of the assump-
tion that I is irreducible.

(5.1) /O- =0

Definition 5.1. The scalars p, 6, ¢ and 7 are defined by the relations:

0-0 &2

(5.2)
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The motivation for these relations comes the observation that, for an exceptional Cartan
type, C, the spaces Hom(L;, ®'L¢) = 0, for i = 0,2, 3, are free k,-modules of rank one with
bases

N
/

/,/ \\ /” A
( ) {
\
Q \
- -

Hence there are relations of the form Definition [5.1] for each exceptional Cartan type and we
are introducing interpolating relations.
These take the values

[6n+1][5n—1][4n]

(53) N WTETS

_ [3n] [6n+2] [4n—2]
(54) O T Bt ] 2]

_ [4n] ([6n+2][4n —2] [3n] a2 [5n]
(5:5) = B ([3n+11 oro1 [ T St [n])
(5.6) ==£%31(p4%—p2q2—-pQ%-qQ—-1—Fq‘2-p‘z%—p‘zq‘Q%—p‘4)

The scalar ¢ is the quantum dimension dim,(L) in (2.§]).
We can also apply the homomorphism ¢: k,  — Q(n). This gives

6n+1)(5n—1)
(n+1)

This dimension formula is given in [CAM96] and [Cvi08, Chapter 17].

The constants ¢ and 7 depend on a choice of normalisation. However they both scale by
the same factor so the ratio 7/¢ is independent of the choice of normalisation, see (5.29). Our
choice of normalisation is dictated (up to sign) by the requirements that ¢, 7 € Z[p*!, q*!]
and ¢, T are coprime and invariant under the bar involution, (£I9). We shall return to this
issue in §8.11 where we shall discuss what happens when we do not impose such requirements
on 7, ¢, leading to a free normalisation parameter in their definition.

(5.7) 5%2( , ¢o—12 | T+—6

Proposition 5.2. The skein relation is

(58) o0 (& 6 / | -
) Gnen] | |
—(q=—q "Pn+1] | | -
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Remark 5.3. All the coefficients are in Apq. Applying the homomorphism : A, 4 — Q(n)
gives the relation

(5.9) (\/\/ - (/\// — 0

Proposition 5.4. The deformed Jacobi relation is

Remark 5.5. Applying the homomorphism ¢ : k, 4 — Q(n) gives the Jacobi relation.

Corollary 5.6.

(5.10)

Proof. Apply the bar involution, (4.19). O
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Proposition 5.7. The relation that expresses the braid element in terms of a basis of planar
diagrams is

(@)2 [n+1] <

(3 n] [2n]

P

. /\_/
\> = S[ 1’ + SU
{ { // /
+ Sk | + Su | + Sy2 |
\

Recall from §3.1] that the bar involution on R is the involution on morphisms which
switches over and under crossings and the bar involution on k; 4 is defined in (4L.19). Since
S~1 is given by rotating S and S~! = S we have

Sr=Sv Sk =5Su Sp=Su
where the bar involution is defined in (£19]).

The coefficients Sy, Sk, Sp2 are:

n+1 _ _ _ _ _
(5.11)  Sr= [ ] ](—p5—p ' p T +p g —p - p
1

T P N

372 —p 0 + p—sq—z)

(5.12) Sk = (—p'a®* —p°q®> +3p° +q° — p’q?

- —q?=2p 7 +p g +p ")

q—dq
=q+q ' —qgp’+(2-q?)[2n] —q [4n+1]

(5.13)  Spyz = [n]

We give two proofs of Proposition 5.2 Proposition 5.4l and Proposition 5.7 The two
proofs differ in their initial assumptions. The first proof is in §5.21 and uses the values of
the coefficients 9,¢,7 and is based on ribbon relations. The second proof is in §5.1] and uses
the values of the quadratic Casimir in (26]) to determine a five dimensional representation

of the three string braid group. The second proof is conceptually simpler as it is based on
linear algebra but requires a computer algebra system for the calculations.

5.1. Representation. We introduce six elements of Endg (2) together with their names in

> D X P PXK

K H S Sl

FI1GURE 1. Elements of two point algebra

Our assumption is that these six elements span A(2). The justification is that, for each
exceptional Cartan type, C, the image of this set under the functor V¢, defined in §4.6|
spans Endy,c)(Lc ® Le).
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For each exceptional Cartan type, C', we can identify the vector spaces Endy, (C)(Lc®L¢)
and Homy, (C)(L¢, ®°L¢) since Le is self-dual. The k1/s-module Homy, ¢y (L¢, ®*Le) has
a right action of the three string braid group, Bs. In this section we construct a represen-
tation By — Ms(kpq) where Ms(k, q) is the 5 x 5 matrix algebra with entries in k,  which
interpolates the actions on Homy () (Lc, ®*Le).

Lemma 5.8. The table (5.14) interpolates the eigenvalues of the braid matrices acting on
®2L¢ for C an exceptional Cartan type.

VI L X, Y, Y3

5.14 =
( ) )\V‘pm % —1 q 2 piq?

Proof. For Vo a composition factor of ®2L¢, Vi is the eigenspace of the braid matrix with
eigenvalue +¢°(tc)=c(Vo)/2 see [Res87, Theorem (1.5)]. It follows from (Z.6), (Z7) that
HC()\V) — :th(Lc)—C(VC)/Q. ]

The five dimensional representations of the three string braid group are classified in
[IMM10, §4] and [TWO1]. There are five representations, up to isomorphism, with the eigen-
values given in (5.14]). Only one is defined over the field of fractions Q(p, q); this is the one we
present below. The other requires the field to be extended by adjoining a primitive fifth root
of unity; we have rejected these representations because the category of finite dimensional
representations of {,(g) is Q(g)-linear, for any semisimple Lie algebra g.

Let P be the antidiagonal matrix

1 ifi+5=6
P, = |
0 otherwise

Define S to be the matrix

q—? 0 0 0 0
p3q~! —p® 0 0 0
(5.15) -1 p3q—p3q~! -1 0 0
-3 O S/ 1 S5 -3 2 2 0
p~3q plog?+1 pPq—pq+p3q pPa® )
9>  —pa+p’a ' —p*q®+p3q p'2+p®q®—p—pa®+pt+q? p’q—pPq~ ! +p°q—p°q p!?

The matrix S has the following properties:
e S has entries in Z[p*t, g*!].
e S is lower triangular with diagonal entries the eigenvalues in (5.14]). (Here, a choice
of ordering of the eigenvalues has to be made.)

e S satisfies (SP)? = p'2.

e S=5"1
Here S is the matrix given by applying the bar involution, (I9), to each entry of S.
Proposition 5.9. The matrix S is uniquely determined by these properties.

Proof. This is a calculation. O

It follows that S; = S and S, = PSP satisfy the braid relation 515,57 = 555155.
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5.1.1. Algebra. In what follows, we group the labels of composition factors as follows:
Ir® = {I}

Irr' = {L}

Irr® = {X,Ys, Y5}

Ir® = {X3,Y3, Y5, A, C,C*}

(5.16)

and Irr<' = |_|;.:0 Irr? .
Consider S as a matrix with entries in Q(p, q). Then S has a spectral decomposition and
this gives a basis of A(2) of orthogonal idempotents 7, R € Irr=? which we write as

(5.17) S =pPr —p°mp +q My, — Ty, + POy

Put K = ¢ 7, and U = 4 m; and note that these are defined over kg 4.

Define U; = d mg and Ky = ¢ 7. Put Uy = PU P and Ky = PK,{P. The element H; is
determined by the conditions H,Uy = KU Us and UsHy = UyU K. Put Hy = PH.P.

Consider the k, 4-algebra map f from k,q (1,U, K, H,S,57') C Endy, (2) to Ms(kpq)
that sends 1,U, K, H,S,S™" to 1,U,, K1, H,, Sy, S;', respectively.

Definition 5.10. The k, 4-algebra A(2) is ko q(1,U, K, H,S,S™1) /Ker f.

The algebra A(2) is a free k, -module of rank 5. Note that, after setting ¢ = 1, H; is
not an element of the subalgebra generated by S;. Therefore H; is not an element of the
kp q-subalgebra generated by 5.

5.1.2. Quantum dimensions. This representations also gives quantum dimensions. The ele-
ment U is a rank one quasi-idempotent so we have a linear map e: A(2) — End(1) =k, 4
determined by Usa Uy = e(aq)Usy for a; € A(2). In terms of diagrams, the conditional
expectation is the linear map given by

(5.18) e :.: — i

The map ¢ on the elements in Figure [Ilis given by

1 U K H § 8t
5 1 ¢ 0 p—12 p12

The conditional expectation is closely related to the trace, see Definition (3.8)); the two
are proportional, and the quantum dimension is given by

(5.19) dim, V = Tr(my) = de(my)
It is clear that these interpolate the quantum dimension for each exceptional Cartan type.

Remark 5.11. The spectral decompositions of S and Sy give two bases of A(2). The
65 symbols are the entries of the change of basis matriz. The tetrahedron symbols are a

modification which gives a symmetric matriz. This calculation appears in [TWOI] and in
[Wes03a].
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5.2. Diagrams. In this section we deduce the relations diagrammatically, following similar
calculations in [SW24]. We take indeterminates 0, p, ¢ and use the function field Q(d, p, ¢).
We obtain relations over Q(p, q) by substituting the values in (5.3]) and deduce the relations
from Proposition [5.2] to Proposition 5.7

The multiplication table of A(2) with respect to the basis in Figure [Ilis shown in (5.20).

U K H S
Ul éU 0 oU pU
(5.20) K| 0 oK TK —-p'K
H| U 71K H?> p3X,
S p12 U _p6 K p3 Xv 52
The aim of this section is to write the structure constants of the algebra A(2) with respect
to the basis in Figure [I as rational functions in 6, p, ¢.

Define a; by (5.26),
ap =p~ ¢ <—p5 L )
p~8+ 6+ ps

Define 7 by (5.28)

p? — p-2
The coefficients of the skein relation, (5.22)), are given in Proposition [5.12]
(P =P+ (p** —p ) (¢ — 1)
(T—¢)0+20—7
(P —p)(6 -1+ (P —p~")
(T—¢)0+20—7
The relation for X, is given in Proposition [5.15]

z =

w =

5.2.1. Figenvalues. The eigenvalue relations give
USzI:l — p:|:12U — S:I:l U
Kszl:l — _p:I:GK — S:I:lK
The relations in §5.1] give
UH=¢9U=HU K*=¢K

5.2.2. Skein relation. The rotation map is defined in Definition 8.7l On A(2) the linear map,
Rot: A(2) — A(2), is given by

(5.21) Rot : :.: o i

The map Rot on the elements in Figure [Ilis given by

1 U K H S S
U 1 HK S' 8§
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Hence Rot has order two.

On the subspace spanned by 1,U, K, H, the eigenvalues +1 each have multiplicity 2. On
A(2), the eigenvalue 1 has multiplicity 3 and the eigenvalue —1 has multiplicity 2. The
alternative is excluded using the bar involution, (4.19).

The three elements (S — S™'), (1 — U) and (H — K) are all in the —1 eigenspace and so
there is a linear relation
(5.22) S-S 1t=2(1-U)+w(H - K)
where the coefficients are to be determined.

Proposition 5.12. The coefficients in the skein relation, (5.22)), are given by
_ =P+ (P —p ) (¢ —7)
(T—¢)0+20—T71
(P =P —1)+ (P —p"?)
(T—¢)0+20—7
Proof. Multiplying the skein relation by U and by K gives
pP—p P =2(1-0)+wp  —p’Hpt=zt+w(t—9)

Solving this pair of equations for z and w gives the result. O

w =

5.2.3. Two string relations.

Lemma 5.13. The following relations hold:

R
\

Definition 5.14. Define the diagram

to be any of the following

p~ (& =—p* | @

Then we define the elements X, and X} by

52 >




A UNIFORM TRIGONOMETRIC R-MATRIX FOR THE EXCEPTIONAL SERIES 27

Equivalently, X, = p 23S H = p2HS and X;, = p?S~ ' H = p>H S~!. The rotation map
extends by Rot(X,) = —Xj, and Rot(X}) = —X,.

Proposition 5.15. The following relation holds:
Xy =a;(1+pU+p'S)+p'H-pK
where the coefficient ay is to be determined.

Proof. We have a relation
(5.24) X, =ar+ayU +axK +agH + agS
where the coefficients are to be determined.
Multiply (5.24) by S~ to get
pH =a; St +p PaylU —p Cax K + pag Xy + ag
Rotating gives
p 3K =a;S+p Pay —p SaxH — plapgX, + asU
Solve for ag X, to get
(5.25) apX, =p Yay +pPasU — K —p2axH +p*a;S

Multiply (5:24]) by ay to get a second equation for ay Xy,. By the assumption that the set
B is a basis the individual coefficients can be compared.
Comparing coefficients of K gives axay = —1. Comparing coefficients of H gives a? =
—p_3aK.
Solving this pair of equations gives
ag=—p , ag=p "

The remaining three equations are

play =plar , plas=play , plas=p a;
These give
ay = p8a1a , as = P4al
0
Corollary 5.16.
Xn=—ar(P®+U+p'S™) —p 'K +pH
Proof. This is given by rotating the expression for X, in Proposition [5.15 0

Next we determine the coefficients ay and 7.

Lemma 5.17. If 1+ p%5 +p'6 #£ 0

(5.26) ar=p o (&)
p~8+ 6+ pb

Proof. Multiplying Proposition 5.15 by U gives
p’¢ = ar(1+p*0 +p'%) +p'¢

Now solve for a;. O
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Lemma 5.18. If (p? —p~2) #0

__Plu(’—p ) +¢

(5.27) b _p-2
Proof. Multiplying Proposition by K gives
(5.28) —p’r=a;(1-p")—pop+p 't

Solve for 7 to get

_a(=p) —po _pla(p’—p ")+ 9
_p3 _ p—l p2 + p—2
O

The two coefficients ¢ and 7 are defined up to a scalar factor. However the ratio 7/¢ is
independent of the scalar factor. Substituting (5.20) in (5.28) gives

(5.29) /o=~ 1 < (P —p™)° 1)

2+p 2 \pP+o+p®

The two entries of the multiplication table, (5.20), which have not been determined are
H? and S?. The entry for S? can be found by multiplying the skein relation, (5.22), by S
and simplifying. The entry for H? can be found by multiplying the skein relation, (5.22), by
H and simplifying.

5.3. Ideals. The functors U¢ preserve additional structure. The categories Inv(L¢) for C
an exceptional Cartan type and the category R have an increasing sequence of ideals which
are preserved by Ve.

These ideals of diagram categories are defined using cut paths, [Wes95], [Kup96], [HR05],
[RW14]. A cut path in a diagram is a path between the two sides of the rectangle which
does not pass through any vertex of the diagram and each intersection with an edge of
the diagram is transversal. The cut length (a.k.a. propagating number) of a diagram is the
minimum number of intersections of a cut path with the diagram. Denote the cut length of
a diagram D by ¢(D).

Definition 5.19. Let D be a diagram category. For r,s > 0 and k > —1, the subspace
Jg)(r, s) € Homyp(r, s) is the linear span of the set of diagrams

I (1, s) = (D € Homop(r, s)|¢(D) < k)

If D and D’ are composable diagrams then ¢(D o D’) < min(¢(D), ¢(D’)). It follows that,
for k > 0, ch ) is an ideal. This defines an increasing sequence of ideals in D

(5.30) OZJé)_l)QJg))QJg)gjg)g...g@
which satisfies

Lemma 5.20. For k,l € N,

(5.31) T8 0 g0 C gD gng g0 g g0 < g

For V' any representation, the ideals of Inv(V'), are defined by:
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Definition 5.21. For r;s € N and 0 < k < min(r,s), let Jgfz(v)(r,s) be the subspace of
Hom (v (7, 5) spanned by the image of the compositions

Hom vy (®7V, @'V) @ Hom vy (®°V, ®°V) = Homuery (R7V, @°V)

for0 <t <k.

Example 5.22. The algebra A(2) has an increasing sequence of ideals

(5.32) 0=JY(2,2)CcJ92,2)cJV(2 2)C P2, 2)=A(2)

The ideal J®)(2,2) is defined as q)_l(JHi’:ZK(Q, 2) N ®(A(2))) where ® is the map making
A(2) a subquotient of Endy, & (2).

The diagram

N4

M\

has cut length 0, the diagram >—< has cut length 1 and the

diagrams

~.

N a
_/\- , k have cut length 2.

Then

~

is a basis of J©(2,2), > < , >—< is a basis of

and

,> <,>—<,I,X 1S a basis of

JW(2,2)
J2(2,2)= A(2).

Define A(2) to be the quotient algebra A(2)/J1(2, 2). It has a basis

B2 PA

5.4. Trivalent diagrams. Instead of taking A(2) to be the quotient of the free module
with basis in Figure [Il by the skein relation, (5.8]), we can equivalently view A(2) as the
free k, o-module with basis {1,U, K, H, H*}. (The expansion of S in the latter basis is the
subject of Proposition[5.7], and one can see that the coefficients (.11)-(5.13) are in ky 4.) The
multiplication table with respect to this basis is given by the table (5.20) (with S omitted)
and the relation which expresses H? in the new basis. The latter is found as follows.

The eigenvalues of H, K and U are:

cigenvalues \ V' | I L

X2 Y'2 }/'2*

H

K
U

(5.33)

¢
0
)

O

— 4n—2 * 6n+2|[n+1
E=(q—q')’n+1] (= _[2[n—1][]n] = [[3—:4-]1[”—:}]
0

0
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The relation for H is therefore

(5:34) (H = (H = OH = ¢') = 56— (0= 6= VU + 2= (r = Olr =) K

Note that 6 and ¢ are not invertible in k, 4, but the ratios above are well-defined; see §A.2]
for explicit values of the coefficients in (B.34]).

Proposition 5.23. A(2) is isomorphic to the kyq-algebra with generators H, K, U and
relations given by (6.34) and

(5.35) U?=6U UK=KU=0 K*=¢K HU=UH=¢U HK=KH=1K

This can be considered as an alternative definition of A(2).

5.4.1. Top part of A(2). If we quotient A(2) by JM (2, 2), we find that A(2) is generated
as a kp q-algebra by H, with sole relation

(5.36) (H=§H-OH-¢)=0
so that another basis of it is , I , >:< . The skein relation (58]
becomes
-1 [6n] -1
(5.37) (¢—q )(H—f):m(S—S )

5.4.2. Bimodules. For future purposes, we define, for i = 0,1, left A(2)-modules, B(2, 1)
and right A(2)-modules, B(i, 2). They are all free rank 1 modules over kg q.

e B(0,2), whose generator is co = C .

It is a right A(2)-module with the obvious relations (cf Appendix [Al):
coH = ¢co coK =0 coFE = dco

e B(2,0), whose generator is ev = ) and similar relations as left A(2)-module.

e B(1,2), whose generator is A\ = { )

It is a right A(2)-module with the obvious relations (cf Appendix [Al):
A =7\ MK =¢X AE=0

e B(2,1), whose generator is p = >— and similar relations as left A(2)-module.
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5.5. Gram determinant. The representation (5.15), p of Bs, has an invariant symmetric
inner product. The inner product is defined in ([I1]). The Gram matrix with respect to the
basis above is

5 1 ¢ 0 ®?
1 6§ 0 ¢ ®?
(5.38) G2)=6|¢ 0 ¢ 719 T2
0 ¢ 19 ¢ ¢7°

¢* ¢* o1* @17 G(by + boT + b3 + baT?)
where the coefficients by, ..., by are given in Appendix [A.2
Proposition 5.24. The determinant of the Gram matriz G(2) is

(530) detGe) < LOn+ABn+ 1] ([6n+1][4n

[n]2[n—|—1] [2n+1] \ [n+1][2n]

(W) () o) (ent) (o) (F=) (i)

The factors in red will be discussed in §7.11

])5[5n1]5 3n—1]

Proof. This is a direct calculation, using computer algebra. U

5.6. Interpolation. We introduce interpolation representations and show that (5.15]) inter-
polates the representations Homy, (C)(L¢, ®*Le) of the three string braid group for C' an
exceptional Cartan type. Let B3 be the three string braid group.

Definition 5.25. An interpolating representation is a k, q-linear representation, p, of Bs
with a symmetric invariant inner product such that:

o The underlying k, q-module is finitely generated and free.

o After the base change k,q — Q(p,q), the representation, p ® Q(p,q), is irreducible
and the inner product is non-degenerate.

e For C an exceptional Cartan type, let pc = p Qq. K175 be the representation given
by the base change 0c: Kpq — K 1/sc. Then there is an isomorphism, preserving the
inner product,

p(g)/Nc = Homuq(c)(L, ®3L)
where N is the null space of the inner product.

Proposition 5.26. The representation of Bs given in (5.I5) is an interpolating representa-
tion.

Proof. The representation is irreducible if the Gram matrix, G(2) defined in (5.38) is non-
degenerate. We have det G(2) ® Q(p,q) # 0 so p® Q(p, q) is irreducible.

For the exceptional Cartan types, C' € {As, G, Dy, Fy, Eg, E7, Eg}, the representation of
Bj corresponding to the action on Homy, (C')(L¢, ®* L) is equivalent to the representation
given by applying the homomorphism 6c: kyq — k,1/sc to all entries of S.

There is a unique five dimensional representation of Bs with these eigenvalues and entries
in Q(q). Since both representations satisfy these conditions, they are isomorphic.

For the remaining exceptional types, C' € {@, OSpy5, A1} we check that the rank of
0c(G(2)) is the rank of the free k 1/..-module Homg, (C)(L¢, ®*Le). O
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Definition 5.27. For k > 0, an interpolating algebra is a k, q-linear algebra, A(k), such
that:

o The underlying ky -module is finitely generated and free.

o After the base change k,q — Q(p, q), the algebra, A(k) ® Q(p,q), is split semisimple
(a.k.a. a multimatriz algebra) and the inner product is non-degenerate.

e For C an exceptional Cartan type, let Ac(k) = A(k) @ k,1/sc be the ks -algebra
gwen by the base change Oc: Ky q — K175 Then there is an isomorphism, preserving
the ideals and the trace map,

Ac(k)/Ne = Endy, (C)(2*L)
where N 1s the null space of the inner product.
Proposition 5.28. The algebra A(2) is an interpolating algebra.

Proof. The underlying k, q-module and inner product are the same as for the representation
in (5.I0). After the base change ky,q — Q(p,q), the algebra has a basis of orthogonal
idempotents. For each exceptional Cartan type, C', the functor 0 gives a surjective algebra
homomorphism 6¢(2): Ac(2) — Endy, (C)(®FL). For the exceptional Cartan types, C' €
{Ay, Gy, Dy, Fy, Eg, E7, Eg}, the inner product is non-degenerate and the homomorphism
0c(2) is an isomorphism.

For the remaining exceptional types, C' € {&, OSpy5, A1} we check that the rank of
0c(G(2)) is the rank of the free k i/:c-module Endy, (C)(®*L¢). Since we can identify
Endy, (C)(®*L¢) and Homy, (C)(Le, ®* L), this is the same as in the proof of Proposi-
tion O

6. THREE STRING RELATIONS

In this section we construct a k, 4-algebra, A(3), which is a free k, ,-module of rank 80.
This algebra is constructed to interpolate the algebras End ., LC)(®3LC) for C' in the excep-
tional series. We also construct an A(2)-A(&) bimodule B(2, 3) which is a free k, ;-module of
rank 16. This bimodule is constructed to interpolate the bimodules Hom p,y(z,.) (®2Lc, ®3Lc).
All algebras and bimodules can be viewed sa subquotients of the corresponding Hom spaces
of the category k, ¢&,, and we define them using diagrams.

6.1. The bimodules B(i, %) and B(3,i). Before working with the algebra A(%), we need
to consider the interpolating bimodules B(7, 3) and B(3,i) fori= 0,1, 2.

The bimodules B(0, 3) are B(3, 0) are rank 1 free k, ;-modules whose generators are the
following diagrams:

B(0,3) =kpq

™

B(3,0) =kyq

L
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The bimodules B(1, 3) are B(3, 1) are rank 5 free k, ;-modules whose generators are the

following diagrams:
3
/
3
They have already appeared implicitly in §5.I the connection will be made explicitly in

§6.9

We now discuss the more interesting case of B(2,3) (B(3,2) will be treated similarly).
We learn from the Bratteli diagram that B(2, 3) should contain an increasing sequence of
bimodules

(6.1) 0cJ92, 3 cJV(2 3 cJP223)

for 0 < ¢ < 2, such that the generic dimensions of the successive quotient bimodules
JD(2,8)/J0D(2,3) are 1, 5, 10, and we expect that they are spanned by diagrams of
cut length 7.

We shall build B(2, 3) diagrammatically. The main new result here is the “square-
pentagon relation” which is also discussed in [MST24].

Consider the following 16 diagrams:

A simple argument to convince ourselves that these diagrams should be considered linearly
independent is to compute their Gram matrix; using the diagrammatic relations that we

already have at our disposal (see Appendix [A.THA.2)), this can be performed, and we only
provide its determinant:

;

B(1,3) = kpq-span of

-~

)\

(
\
B(‘?v 1) = kp,q—span of < >/

\

@@
@6&

[6n]* [5n]" [4n])" [6n + 2)™° [6n + 4] [4n + 1]"° [6n + 3]° [6n 4 1]*°
(0] [3n]%° [2n]°° [n + 1] [3n +1)"° [3n + 2] [2n 4+ 1]°

16 6
[4” 2] [3” 3] [2” 4] [5n o 1]16 [3” o 1]10
[2n — 1] n—1] n — 2]

The factors in red will be discussed in §7.11

We therefore declare B(2, %) (resp. B(3, 2)) to be the free module over k,, with basis

B(2,3) (resp. B(3,2)), which is the set of diagrams obtained from those of B(5) by inter-
preting the endpoints as being two (resp. three) left boundary points and three (resp. two)

(6.2)
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right boundary points; e.g., for B(2, 8) we obtain the following 1 + 5 + 10 diagrams:

s =1 ) €.
AT
<EEREERRER

Of course these are not the only diagrams with 5 external legs one can think of. The
simplest example that is not in this list is

and all its rotations. Again, one can compute the Gram matrix of the 16 basis diagrams
plus the one above: we obtain a degenerate matrix. Since the Gram matrix is nondegenerate
in every module category, its kernel is zero, which gives a linear relation among these 17
diagrams; we therefore impose the same relation in our interpolating category, namely

(6.3) 1) => . B(5)

where the coefficients ¢; € k, 4 are listed in Appendix [A.3] and the elements of B(5) are
numbered from 0 to 15 in the same order as listed above. Note that this relation can be
freely rotated since our basis B(5) is invariant under rotation.

We expect A(2) to act on B(2, 3) by left concatenation of diagrams, and indeed

Proposition 6.1. B(2,3) is a left A(2)-module. B(3,2) is a right A(2)-module.

Proof. For the purposes of this Proposition, our bimodules must be viewed as subquotients
of the corresponding Homy, ¢ spaces; in other words, the action is defined in the natural
diagrammatic way: we concatenate the diagrams, and then simplify using the known rules
including the new square-pentagon relation.

Let us choose B(2,3) (B(3,2) is treated similarly). We need to check that upon mul-
tiplication by any of the generators of A(2), namely H, K and U, the result is a linear
combination of the 16 basis diagrams.
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This can be proved by direct inspection. In fact, in all but three cases, only the “old”
rules of Appendix [A.THA.2l are needed; the three exceptions are

H H H
A A

In each case, we obtain a particular rotation of the square pentagon, which can therefore be
expanded as a linear combination of our 16 basis diagrams. O

Once we have defined A(3), we shall also be able to prove that B(2, 3) and B(3, 2) are
right /left A(3)-modules (Proposition [6.17); we postpone until then the description of the
representation content of B(2,8) and B(3, 2).

6.2. Construction of A(3). As a warm-up, we shall first define the top part A(3). For the
purposes of this section, fl(é’) is a standalone algebra — we shall show afterwards that it is
indeed the quotient of the larger algebra A(3) by the ideal J® (2, 8) generated by diagrams
of cut length < 2.

In the same way that A(2) = A(2)/JW(2, 2) is generated by H (cf §5.4.1)), we expect
A(8) to be generated by

H11:H®1:

H2221®H:

HI [H

Each H;, 1 = 1,2, must satisfy the same cubic equation (5.36) as H. Furthermore, we must
take into account the square-pentagon relation (6.3)).

A typical example is the word HZH; Hy = E , which contains a square and a pentagon

next to each other, and is therefore amenable to the rule (6.3]). However, substituting the
r.hes. of (6.3) into H3H;H, results in a linear combination of diagrams that includes the
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diagram ; the latter is a valid would-be element of fl(f)’) but is not a word in Hj,

aa

H,. Note that E is invariant under the symmetries of the rectangle, thus appears in

the expansion of HZH,H,, HiH,H,, H3H,H,, H?H, H, with the same coefficient. We can
therefore eliminate it by taking differences.

And so, applying (6.3)) to H2 H, Hy, — HoH, H2 and keeping only diagrams of cut length 3
results in a simple combination of words in H; and Hs, namely

A (B (BB

where £ = (g —q7") (pg —p~'q7).
The exact same relation holds by applying a vertical mirror symmetry, which amounts to
exchanging H; and H,. A similar but slightly different relation is

o B e B ) e [
+ e E_E ro I_E

where the coefficients are given in Appendix[A.3l There are more relations of the same kind,
but they are obviously linear combinations of the previous three.
These considerations justify the following definition:

Definition 6.2. 121(3) is the ky q-algebra with generators Hy, Hy and relations

4) (Hi—§Hi—QH; —¢)=0 i=1.2

5) HIH\Hy — HyH HZ = ¢&(H3H, — H H}) + &(H Hy — HoH)y)

6) H HyH? — HHyH, = £(HyHE — H2Hy) + €(H Hy — HoH)y)

7) HyH H? — H?HyH, = ¢15(H{HyHy — HyH Hy) + ey (H2H, — HyH?)
tew(H HZ — HEHy) + ¢y (Hy, — Hy)

(6
(6
(6
(6

_ G 4n—2 * 1] [6n+42
where € = (@—q7") (P — p'a7"), ¢ = —pigaay ¢ = TEeaE-
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3) admits the following irreducible, pairwise distinct, representations:

(

(6.8)  psxs(Hy) = (€) ps.x;(Hs) = (€)
(6.9)  psys(H1) = (¢) ps.v;(Hs) = (€)
(6.10) pgys(H1) = (¢*) psyy (Ha) = (¢*)

¢ 0 0 ¢ _[G[Q}n]["[-:}l] 0
(6.11) ps.a(Hy) = | ~@n] B S ¢ X 01 palilz) = | 0 3 ~ G B

0 _ [g]n][n[Jnr] ] * 0 0 ¢

( ¢ _ (¢ —%)

o o (S ) e

C* 0 € [6n] [n+1]
(613) p37c*(H1) = <[6n] [n+1] ) P3,c* (H2> = < [2n] >|[3n] )

ol Bl S 0 ¢

Proof. One checks relations (6.4)—(6.7)) in each representation by direct computation.

We prove irreducibility over the fraction field Q(p,q). It follows from the following two
facts, which both amount to solving a linear system.

Firstly, by direct calculation, one observes that given R € Irr® = { X3, Y3, Yy, A, C, C*},
any matrix that commutes with both pgr(H;) and pgr(H,) is proportional to the identity.
(Indeed, such a matrix must be upper triangular because pr(H;) is upper triangular with
distinct diagonal entries, and similarly must be lower triangular because of pgr(Hs), so must
be diagonal; and since the entries of pr(H;) right below the diagonal are nonzero, commu-
tating with it forces this diagonal matrix to be proportional to the identity.)

Secondly, note that A(S’) possesses an anti-involution that leaves H; and Hs invariant.
This means that given any module V, its dual V'* is also a module. In the case of each of the
modules Vi given by the matrices above, one can show that the module V}; is isomorphic to
Vg, and the corresponding nondegenerate bilinear form on Vy is symmetric; the associated
quadratic form is “definite positive” in the sense that it is definite positive for an infinite
number of values of p, q. In particular, it only vanishes on the zero vector. For exam-

Bl ] -1 e
ple, for V4, the symmetric matrix M = -1 Bl satisfies M ps a(H;) =
= men) -1 EONtSY
T . _ pT . . [n] 2n+2] [2] [2n+3] [n+1] [n+3] [2n+3] [n]
ps.a(H;)"M,i=1,2 and M = P* DP with D diagonal { Gl ol rd Bt PRED

At this stage the reasoning is standard: any submodule W C Vi has a complementary
submodule W+ w.r.t. the definite positive quadratic form, the projector on the first summand
of W W+ commutes with pr(H;) and pr(Hs) and is therefore proportional to the identity,
hence W = 0 or W = Vj, i.e., Vj is irreducible.

Finally, the Vi are clearly pairwise distinct since the eigenvalues of, say H;, differ. U

Define A(S’)loc = fl(f)’) R, , Q(p, q):
Corollary 6.4. A(S’)bc is an algebra of dimension at least 20.

Proof. By summing the squares of sizes of the matrices in the Lemma above, we obtain the
statement. ]

3
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One can now conclude

Proposition 6.5. 121(3’) is a free ky q-module of rank 20, with basis

1= ’H1:I’H2:

B (3,3) =

orig

- B

HyH Hy = E

H1H22H1 ==

33

aH22_ xaH%HQZ

3 H22H1 = E ) H12H2H1 -

\ HoHy HyHy — E

=

.

) H1H2H1 =

s

| HRH? =

2%

H%:K7H1H2: 27

5 -

, H}H3 = E , HyHyH Hy = E

, HiHyHy Hy Hy =

3 -

Y

Proof. Consider k, 4 (H;, Hy) with the graded lexicographic monomial order, with the con-
vention H; < H,. In all that follows we only write the leading term of each expression, for
brevity. We start from the four relations (6.4)—(6.7)

g1 =
g2 =

Hi”_|_
H5’_|_

g3:H22H1H2+
g4:H1H2H12+-~-
g5:H2H1H22+

We can then create new ones by overlap (see [SWOT]).
It may be instructive to do an example of such a procedure diagrammatically. Consider
the following diagram:

One can apply the square-pentagon relation (G.3]) to either left or right of the diagram. This
leads to a nontrivial diagrammatic identity where no square-pentagons are involved, showing
the subtlety in dealing with such diagrammatic rules. This “new” rule involves adjacent
square-hexagons, though it does not allow to remove them entirely, since they always appear
in differences; in particular, in A(3)/J® (3, 3) (i.e., keeping only diagrams of cut length 3),
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we expect an identity of the form

& EEE(2EEE

+ dy E_I( +ds E—I

where
S [n+1] B @
S T
RS
[n]

d, — _[6n]2[n + 1]
[n]” [3n]

dy = _[6n] 4[n—l—l]2
n]” [3n]

One can search more systematically for overlaps in the relations of /1(3) (this is best
performed by computer), and the result is as follows:

Ry, ... gs(HaH1g2 — gsH3) = gs gs = HYHyH Hy + - - -
[6n] ’ 2
R Higs — o HH Hy)) = | ——— — H H?>Ho - - - -
o196 (F196 — g2 Ha Hy Ho) ([Qn] 30l g7 g7 o1y Iy +
Ry, g7(g3H2 - H295) = Js gs = H1H22H% +oe
Rgl ~~~~~ gs(g4H2_H196):.99 99:H12H22H1—|—~-~
6n] 2n] n+1
Ry, ...g0(Hi1H2g6 — gsHy) = [ ][[n ][rE]g ]910 gi0 = HoH HoyH Hy + - - -
where R,, . denotes remainder by the successive division by g1, ..., gx. g7 coincides with
the diagrammatic identity above. Note that the prefactors of g7 and g1y are invertible in
kp q, s0 all the coefficients of ge, . .., g10 live inky 4. {1, .., g10} is in fact a minimal Grébner

basis for the ideal generated by g1, ..., g4.

Now consider the words as in Proposition 1, H,, Hy, H?, H\H,, H,H,, HZ,
H?H,, H\H.H,, HH?, H,H? H,H,H,, H3H,, H?*H.,H,, H?H2 H,H.H,H,, H H3H,
HyH\H,H,, H3H? H,HyH,H,H,. Multiplying by either H, or H, (say, on the right) any
of the 20 words above results in either another word in the list, or a multiple of the leading
term of one of the equations above:
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LT(.‘h)

H%HQHlHQ = LT(Q6)
HYH3H; = LT(go)
H?H3 = LT(H?2gz)

H12H2H1 —

H2H, <
H{H ——
HyHyH} = LT(g4)

— /H1H2H1H2H12 :LT(H1H294)
HHHy _ HiHyHiHo H\HH\HyHHy = LT(Hyg10)

/\

/ H{H2H1Ho H]H2H1H2 ( 195)
) H H2H? —LT(ys)
\ H1H2H1 H1H22H1H2 (ng3)

HyH} = LT (Hag:)
P
HyH?
T o, — 1T
2417112 = (97)
HyH HoHY = LT(Hags)
HQHlHZHlHZ = LT(gl())

HyH,

/ \

HyH HyH) ——
.
HoH Hy
H2H1H§ = LT(gg,)
o mm -t
BT w2, = LT (M)

Hy -
H3HHy = LT(g3)

HH
H\H3 <
HH3 = LT(Hg2)

H3

N

/\

H‘Q3 = LT(92)

One concludes by induction on the monomial order that the span of these words is stable by
multiplication by Hy, Hs on the right. Since it contains 1, it is equal to the whole of A(%), so
the latter is a quotient of a free k, ;-module of rank 20. We conclude using Corollary [6.4l [

In particular, we can strengthen Corollary to

Corollary 6.6. A(3). is a direct sum of matriz algebras over Q(p,q), where the sizes of

the blocks are given by (6.8)—(G.13).

The map from A(3) to the direct sum of matriz algebras over k, 4 given by (6.8)-(6.13)
18 1njective.

As observed at the start of §6.21 one could apply the square-pentagon relation (6.3]) to

H?H,H, = E , resulting in a linear combination of other basis diagrams and of the
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. The coefficient of the latter, ¢1; = 6nlln+1] 5o an invertible element of

diagram “In] 2n] B

A

k,.q, and so one could use it as a substitute for H2HyH, in the basis B®) (3, 3). For practical
purposes, this substitution is convenient, and we denote

(6.14) B®(3,8) = @y&@QSE U EEE

6.3. The braiding of A(3). Define the elements

[2n][3 n)? ) :
= (S H + Sy H; + S =1,2
[n+ 1][6 n)? (w2 HP + Sy Hi + 1) !

where the coefficients are given in (5.II)-(5.13). This is nothing but the top part of the
expression in Proposition 0.7, viewed as an element of A(2).

,‘
Diagramatically, ) = .-x

@
|
‘ V
n

We have the following
Proposition 6.7. The S; satisfy

(6.16) 0= 51595 — 5555,
(6.17) 0=(Si+1)(S —a7*)(Si—a’p?) =12
(6.18) 0=25, — Sy + S — S+ 529, — 528,

+ 5552 — 152 + $5528, — Sy 528, + 825,52 — 528,52

Proof. In principle, one can derive these equations directly from the relations (6.4)(6.7);
this can be done systematically by using a Grobner basis, cf. the proof of Proposition 6.5
Here we provide an alternative proof. First, we find the image of S7 and Sy in the various

representations (6.8)—(6.13):

(6.19)  psx,(S1) = (1) p3.x5(S2) = (—1)
(620)  psvy(S1) = (q72) Psvs(S2) = (a7%)
(6.21) ,03,Y3*(51) = (q2p2) Pg,Y;(Sz) = (quz)
q? 0 0 C%QMHP% 1
(6.22)  psa(S1)=[q -1 0 ps.a(S2) = | 0 -1 q7!
I —q(1+p*) q*p? 0 0 q?
(6.24)  ps.oe(Sh) = (q:EQ _?1) ps.c-(S2) = (_al qgﬁz)
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We then check the relations in these representations, and conclude using Corollary 6.6, [

Remark 6.8. In the generic case (i.e., tensoring with the fraction field), the relation ([6.15)
can be inverted, cf. (5.37)

[6”] Si—Si_l
2n] Bn] g—q7!

(6.25) Hy=¢+ i=1,2

so that fl(é’)loc is also the algebra generated by Sy, Ss.

The latter is, according to (6.10)), a quotient of the three-string braid group algebra; and
more precisely, of a cubic Hecke algebra, cf. (6IT). This algebra is generically a multimatriz
algebra of dimension 24 with irreducible representations of dimensions 3,2,2,2,1,1,1. They

are given by (619)—(6.24), plus the additional

-2 2.2
(6.26) 51=<qp q2p2) Szz(qop qf;)

The square of the r.h.s. of (618) is up to normalisation the central idempotent associated

to the irreducible representation ([6.26]). Therefore, 121(3)100 s 1somorphic to the algebra with
generators Sy, Se and relations as in Proposition 6.7

6.4. Construction of A(3). We now define the whole of A(3). The construction is consid-
erably more complicated than that of 121(3 ), but there is no significant conceptual difference,
and we shall skip many of the technical details; in particular, the Grobner basis calculations,
which are best performed by computer, will be omitted.

In the same way that A(2) can be considered as an algebra generated by H, K, U, we
expect A(8) to have generators Hy, Hs, Ky, Ko, Uy, Us; this is correct over Q(p,q). The
situation over k4 is more complicated, and will be discussed later. The relations are all the
diagrammatic relations that were already encountered in §5lin the study of A(2), including
the skein relation (5.8)), as well as the new square-pentagon relation (6.3]). See Appendix [Al
for a list of all relations written explicitly.

We encounter the same difficulty as for when trying to implement (6.3]) as a relation:

(3)
when we try to simplify say H2H, H, = % by replacing the square-pentagon with the

r.h.s. of (€3), several diagrams that appear are not words in the generators. We first have

, which already appeared in A(S’), and which can be cancelled by taking differences of

aa

two such quartic words, for example H2 H, H, — H? Ho H; (this particular choice is convenient
because over the fraction field, it allows to write a single quartic equation) Secondly, four

R NI ]

more diagrams appear, namely Z; :=

p 8
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Z1 and Zy can be easily taken care of by noting that K{H,K; = = 7/1, and

p ¢

similarly KoH Ky = = 7Z,. However, 7 is not invertible in k, 4. This is one of the

H|

reasons that we work over the fraction field for now. We can then invert 7 and express Z;
and Z, in terms of words.

In order to deal with Z3 and Z,, we consider H:HyK; = and note that after

5

applying the square-square relation (A1), one has H? Hy Ky = byZ3 + - - - where the dots are
diagrams that are expressible as words.

This allows to express Z3 (and similarly Z,) as a linear combination of words on condition
that one invert bg.

In the end, we are led to the following:

Definition 6.9. A(3%). is the Q(p, q)-algebra with generators Hy, Hs, K, Ky, Uy, Uy and
relations

(6.27) H,K; = K;H; = 7K;

(6.28) H;U; =U;H; = ¢U;

(6.29) K? = ¢K;

(6.30) KU =UK; =0

(6.31) U? =6U;

(6.32) HyK;H, = HyK 1 Ho

(6.33) K,U;K; = H;U;H;

(6.34) KU;H; = H;U;K;

(6.35) K;U;U; = H,;U;

(6.36) U.U,K; = U;H,

(6.37) UU,;U; = U

(6.38) (Hi = &)(H; — Q)(H; — (") = b2 K + by U;
(6.39) HIH,Hy — H}HyHy = (cg — c1)by " (H} Ho Ky — Ha H1 K>)

+eis(HoHyHoy — HyHoHy) + ey (HyHS — HoH7) 4 cio(HIHy — HiHo) + c19(KoHyHy — K1 HoHy)
+(c12 + (c2 — 1)by 'ba) (Ho H Ky — HiHo K1) + (c6 + (c2 — ¢1)by 'bo)7 (Ko H1 Ko — K1 Hy K1)
+c6(KoHy — K1Ha) + (c7 — (2 — ¢1)by 'b3) (H1 K2 — Ho K1) + (co + (c2 — e1)bg 'b1) (U2 Hy — U1 Ha)
+(c5 — ¢7) (H1Ho — HyHy) + co(H Uy — HoUy) + ¢1(Hy — H2)
where 1 = 1,2, j = 3 — i, and the coefficients b, and c;, are given in Appendix[A.3.

Remark 6.10. Using the relations above, it is possible to express U; and K; in terms of H;:
indeed one easily shows that H; satisfies the quintic equation

(H; — &) (H; — Q) (H; = ¢)(H; — o) (H; —7) =0
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and then U; and K; can be obtained by Lagrange interpolation:

o U= — O~ )i 1)
S PR PR T
(T H - QU — ) H -~ 0)
K= o O~ =9

However, it is convenient to include these generators in order to define a diagrammatic basis

of A(3).

Proposition 6.11. A(3)c possesses the following set of generators as a vector space over

Q(p,q): the same words of Bong(3= 3) in Proposition[6.3 (which we now view as elements of
A(3)oc), as well as

BC(jl)g (3 3 H2 Kl ) @ H2 Hl K2 @ H2 Kl i @ H2 Kl K2 @ Hl H2 Kl i |

HiK> = E HiK>H, = , HiK;H = Ky = s HiKzHy = 3:2 Hy1K>H 1 Hy = Kz
H\KyH? = % , Hi Ko Ky = % , HHKo K1 Ho = M , Ko = >_< , KoHy = E KyH Hy = E
KyH? = E , Ko H1 Ko = % , KoKy = m , Ko K1Hy = % , Ko K1 Koy = x KoK1KoH, = N
KoK1 KoKy = N , K1 = >_< , KiHsy = >/_E , K1H3 = m , KiHaHy = f , KiHy Ky = M ;
KiK> = m , KiKoH, = % , KiKoH 1Ko = % , KiKo Ky = bf , KiKoK1Hy = % ;
KKy K1 Ko = %

and

BY(8,8)={ U= > < U Hy = >/é U Uy = % UKy = >/< UKo H, = %
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HyU, = i\< , KUK = B_é , K1Uy = >/< ,  KiUxHy, = >/< , KUK 1Hs =
Ul = >\E UK = >\< U = y (¢ UpHy = >\§ VoK1 Hy —
KoUy = >\< ,  KoUiHs = N , HiUz = ;/< , KUl Ko = ?_Q ,  KUiKoHy =
H, KU, = ;\( , H1 KU1 Hy = N , HiUs = p/( , H1 KU1 Ko = M , H1 KU Ko Hy =

Proof. Consider Q(p, q) (Hy, Ho, K1, Ko, Uy, Us) with the graded lexicographic monomial or-
der, with U; < Uy < K; < Ky < Hy < Hy. A computer calculation produces a Grébner
basis of the ideal generated by the relations of A(3 )., with 111 elements; the basis elements
above are exactly all the words that do not divide the leading monomial of any element of
that Grobner basis. O

Among the diagrams listed above, we note that 8 of them can be simplified using our
diagrammatic relations:

Y0 ARG DA DA D RE B

Conversely, here are 8 diagrams that are missing in the list:

0N S e DN O =

The first bottom four have already been discussed at the start of this section. In particular
it is obvious that the first top two can be substituted with the bottom top two, and that this
will not change their Q(p, q)-span; however their k, 4-span will be different. More generally,
one can compute explicity the 8 x 8 matrix of change of basis (expansion of the top diagrams
into the bottom ones); it is k, 4-valued and is invertible in Q(p, q) but not invertible in k4.

L X AL X
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We therefore obtain the following improved generating sets: B®)(3, 3) is given by (6.14),
BW(3,3) is unchanged, and

(6.40)

B(3,3) = [ BE,(3,3)\ M%N%%%N

BO(3,3) =

(6.41)

N1~
T\

Their Q(p, q)-span is the same as the original generating sets, but their k, 4-span is larger.
At this stage, we can finally introduce A(3):

Definition 6.12. Define J¥(3, 3) to be the kp q-linear span OfU;:o BY(3,8) inside A(3 )oc;
and A(3) = JO(3,3). (Conventionally, J=1(38,8)=0.)

Note that by definition A(3)ic = A(3) ®k,, Q(p,q).
Lemma 6.13. A(3) is a subring of A(3)iee, and J9(3,3) are ideals of it, i = 0,...,3.

Proof. Consider two elements x and y in B(3, 8) := |_|§f:0 BU)(3,38); because B(3, 3) is a gen-
erating set over Q(p, q), one can express the product =y as a linear combination of elements
of B(3,3). (In fact, we shall soon prove that B(3, %) is a basis, so that linear combination
is unique.) The first part of the Lemma says that the coefficients of the expansion of =y
belong to ky 4. This check is best performed by computer; for practical purposes, note that

one only needs to check it for x in a set of generators as k; 4-algebra; that means, for z equal
to either Hy, Hs, K, K3, Uy, Us, or the first four additions in (640), previously denoted Z;,

.., Z4, or the addition in (6.41]), which we denote Z, =

N1~

< (the other substitutions did

not change the k, 4-span).

The fact that the J@(3,8) are ideals of A(8) follows immediately from the fact that
BY)(3,3) is the subset of B(32, ) of diagrams of cut length j, and the discussion of §5.3]
applies, cf the first part of Lemma O



A UNIFORM TRIGONOMETRIC R-MATRIX FOR THE EXCEPTIONAL SERIES 47

Lemma 6.14. A(8),. admits the following irreducible, pairwise distinct, representations,
where either Hy, Hy are mapped to (68)—(CI3), or Hy is mapped to the following matrices

13 0 0 0
6n
(6.42) (H) ity ¢ ’ 0
. == 6n 6n *
P3,xz 1501 Bty Bl ¢ 0
¢ [6n]([2n][2]+1) _ [6n]([6n+2][n]—[3n+1])
[2n][3n] [2n][Bn][Bn+1]
¢ 0 0
[6n] g 0

(643) pay(Hy) = | P

[3n—1] (q2P+P3*P*P71+P73+CI72P71)
(n]

T

¢ 0 0

(6.44) (Hy) = |~ we ¢ 0

. vy (1) = e
p37 2 N [4n+1](q2p+p37pfp71+p73+q72p71)

¢ ] T

¢ . 0 0 0 0
_ [2n—2][2n] —[n—1]
it 2 .3 : 3 2 —1 ’ ’ "
(645) pS,L(Hl) — [n[ﬁ;;E]H _a°p+p°—p—p [nTp +9"%p ¢ 0 0
_[[3nn]][[24nn:12]] a2p3+a2p+a?p —2p—2p L 4q 2p+q 2p L 4q72p 3 [[n[;rnlf%g,in]] [ Q; | 0
4n—2][6n+1 4n—2][6n+2

0 0 [n][2n—1] [n][2n—1][3n+1] ¢

(6.46) ps1(Hy) = ()

and Hy is mapped to the same matrices rotated 180 degrees.
These restrict to representations of A(3) (overKkpq).

Proof. As mentioned in Remark 610, the H;, Ho generate A(3)., so fixing H; and Hy as
above suffices to define representations. Checking relations (6.27)—(6.39)) is a tedious but

elementary exercise.

Irreducibility and pairwise distinctness follow from the same arguments as in the proof of
Lemma [6.3, and we shall not repeat them here. For example, for the most complicated case
of L, we find that there exists M such that Mps (H;) = ps(H;)"M, and M = PTDP

with D diagonal with eigenvalues

2n—1][2][4n][6n][2n][6n+ 2] [3n — 3] [6n+3][3n—1][6n+1][3n — 3]
"In+2[dn—2]4n+15n—=1][nBn+1][n—=1]" 2n+1][2n+2][4n+1][5n—1][2] [n — 1]’
[5n][3n—1][6n)3[3n — 3] [5n][3n—1][n+1][6n][2n] [3n — 3]

Bn*2n+2n+25n—1n—1]" [6n+1][2n+2][n+2][4n][n — 1]

which has the right positivity requirement.

The matrices above have coefficients in k, 4. One checks that the same is true of the
matrices of all the generators of A(3) as a k, q-algebra, namely, Ky, Ky, U, Us, and Zy,
..., Zy; e.g., for Z;, one checks that K, HyK; is sent to a matrix with entries in 7k, 4. This
shows the restriction property to A(3). O

Putting together Proposition [6.11] and Lemma [6.14] allows to conclude:

Corollary 6.15. A(3)1oc is of dimension 80, and a direct sum of matriz algebras over
Q(p,q), where the sizes of the blocks are given by the representations of Lemma [6.14)

A(3) is a rank 80 free kyq-module, and the map from A(3) to the direct sum of matriz
algebras over ky o given by the same representations is injective.
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More generally, the J9(3, 3) are free k, q-modules; the quotient k, q-modules J@ (3, 3)/J01 (3, 3)
have basis BV (3, 3).

Recall the notation (5.16) for labels of irreps.

Proposition 6.16. For each j = 0,...,3, the natural A(3)-A(3) bimodule map from
JU(8,8) to the matriz algebra over k,q given by the irreps Irr?, defined in (5.16)), has
kernel JU=1(8.38), and after quotienting by the kernel and tensoring with Q(p,q), becomes
an isomorphism of A(3)10c-A(83)10e bimodules.

In particular, A(3) is isomorphic to the quotient A(3)/J®(3,3) under the natural map
Hk I—)Hk, k= 1,2

Proof. Let us first show that every element of B%) (3, 3) is in the kernel of the map to the
matrix algebra of irreps Irr’ for i < j, defined in (5.I6). One can use Remark B.10, which
gives the correspondence between the eigenvalues of Hy and those of K and Uy, k = 1,2.
We immediately find that pr(U;) = pr(Us) = 0 for all R € Irr?, j = 2,3, defined in (5.16),
because pr(Hj) doesn’t have the eigenvalue ¢. Similarly, pr(Ki) = pr(Ks2) = 0 for all
R € Irr® because pr(H}) doesn’t have the eigenvalue 7. This implies the statement at
i = 1,2. Remains ¢ = 0, that is, one must show that pg(Zy) = 0 for all R € Irr?, j > 1.
Now Zj is obviously central and the module that it generates is of rank 1; this implies that
it is proportional (in Q(p,q)) to the primitive central idempotent of an irrep of dimension
1. We compute H,Zy = 77y and recognize the eigenvalue of p;(H;). So the kernel contains
JU=1(3,3).

One can then check that J@(3,3)/J@ (3, 3) has the same rank as the matrix algebra
it is sent to:

1 =12 25 = 52, 34 = 4% 4+ 3% + 3%, 20=3"4+224+224+124+12 412

so that after tensoring with the fraction field, the map is an isomorphism. Furthermore,
because J(~(3, 3) is generated by a subset of the basis of J@(3, 3) as a free k, o-module,
this also implies that the kernel of the map is JO=1(3, 3).

We now have two injective maps into the matrix algebra of Irr®, defined in (5I6): one,
from A(3), was defined in Lemma B3} the second map from A(3)/J®(3,3) was just ob-
tained now. They manifestly have the same image because both A(3) and A(8)/J@ (3, 3)
are generated as k, q-algebras by the two generators H;, Hy and these are sent to the same
matrices by their respective maps. Composing one map with the inverse of the other leads

to an isomorphism where Hy — Hj.
O

Proposition 6.17. For each i = 0,...,8, B(3,1) is a left A(3)-module, B(i,3) is a right
A(3)-module, and J9(3,3) = B(3,4) ®a) B(i, 3).

Proof. We assume in the proof i < 2, otherwise the statement is trivial.
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The proof of the first part of the Proposition is an explicit computation, similar to that
of Proposition 6T} e.g., for B(3, 0), one computes, using the rules of Appendix [Al

-5
-5

>

i B N N
I

WU A XX H

=66

N1~
Z T\

d

Since the r.h.s. of every rule of Appendix [A]involves expressions with coefficients in k;, 4, all
one needs to check if that for each diagram obtained by concatenation of one of the generators
of A(3) with a basis diagram, one can apply repeatedly substitutions of the form “Lh.s. —
r.h.s.” to reduce it to a linear combination of basis diagrams. This is not significantly harder
for i = 1,2, though best performed by computerE

Now consider the natural composition map from B(3, 1) ®a¢) B(3, 1) to A(3). It is clear
that its image sits inside J@ (2, &) (by the cut length property, cf first part of Lemma [5.20).
It is then a simple exercise, which is left to the reader, to show that any element of B (32, )
can be written as a product of a basis element of B(3,4) and a basis element of B(7, 3). For
i = 1, note that the way B1) (3, 3) was presented in Proposition forms a square array
such that the diagram at location (i, ) is the product of the i*" basis element of B(3, 1)
times the j™ basis element of B(1,3) as provided in §6.11

Finally, we analyse the representation content of B(3,14) as a bimodule (and similarly for
B(i,3)). We work over the fraction field once more, though for simplicity of notation we
omit the subscript “loc” used elsewhere, which is implicit in the rest of this proof.

IThis is in contradistinction with the analysis that was performed for A(3) itself (and more precisely,
A(3), cf the proof of Proposition [6.5]), which involved some nontrivial overlap between various equations
derived from those rules.
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The actions of A(3) and A(¢) are commutants of each other, because B(3, i) possesses

a cyclic element for both actions (e.g., for i = 2, pick ); A(i) being commutative

2l

for i < 2, this implies that B(3, 1) contains each irreducible representation of A(3) at most
once. Conversely, because of the surjectivity of the composition map above to J®(3, 3), it
must contain at least once each irreducible representation contained in the latter. These two
constraints combined with the known dimension of B(3, i) determine uniquely its content,
namely B(3, 1) contains exactly the irreducible representation of Irr’, defined in (5.I8]), once
for i = 0,1, and B(3, 2) contains exactly each irreducible representation of Irr=* = U?:o Irr?
once; more precisely, one can write for the latter

B(2,9)= @@ Ver®Vig

ReIrr=2

as a A(2)-A(3) bimodule, where V3 g is the A(2)-module given by the eigenvalues in (5.33)),
and V3 g is the A(3)-module defined in Lemma [6.14} and similarly for B(3, 2).
This is easily seen to imply injectivity of the composition map. U

6.5. The braiding of A(3%). Define

w(SHQH?+SHHZ-+SI+SKK,~+SUUZ-) i=1,2

[n + 1][6 n]? ‘ ’

where the coefficients are given in (5.11)—(5.13). Note that the image of S; in A(3) reproduces
(©G.13).

Proposition 6.18. The S; satisfy

(6.48) 0= 51551 — 525152

(6.49) 0= (S +1)(S; —a7)(Si = a*p*)(Si +p°)(S; — p'*)  i=1,2

Proof. We check the relations explicitly in the various representations of Lemma [6.14l The
expressions of S; and Sy in the first six is given in (6.19)—(6.24)); the remaining ones are:

(6.47) S; =

-1 0 0 0
_q* q7 0 0

(6.50)  ps,x,(S1) = ( q (P—1)(p+1) q°p? 0 )
1 —q'p?(p?—14p~2) qp(p?—1+p~2) —p°

q—? 0 0
(651) poma(St) = ( o 0 )

1 q7'p?(p?—ap~t)(p>+ap~") —p°

q%p? 0 0
6.52 (Sy) = | ~or ! °
( ) /73,Y2( 1) ( 1 _q,1p3(qp2_p72)(qp2+p—2> _pe)
q-2 0 0 0 0
q*1p3 _pG 0 0 0
6.53 sy=| P*(a-a) ! ’ ’
( ) panlSy) qp~3 —pl—q?+1 ap(p—1+p~*) P’ 0

q2
a> —p°q(a—a~')(a " p?+ap~2) ap®(a~'p?+ap~2)(p*~1+p~*) pTa(a—a~!)(a P +ap2) p'?

(6.54)  p3.(S1) = (-%)
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and Sy is mapped to the same matrices rotated 180 degrees. ps 1(S1) was already given in
(510); furthermore, all the matrices above satisfy the same properties given after (5.15),
namely they have entries in Z[p*!, q*!], they are lower triangular, their inverses are their
conjugate under (4.I19), and ps r(S15251) is antidiagonal with constant entries on the an-
tidiagonal. O

Remark 6.19. Let us go back to the generic case, i.e., work in Q(p,q). Note that A(3)ioc
is generated by Sy, Sa; it is therefore according to (6.48)) a quotient of the three-string braid
group algebra by the quintic relation (6.49). The latter is an algebra of dimension 600; this
means that the relations of Proposition are not all the defining relations of A(3)ioc.
(Compare with Remark[6.8.) To generate the whole ideal of relations of A(3)ic, one needs
one more relation of degree 7, which is too complicated to write down explicitly.

6.6. Gram determinant. We conclude this section by giving without proof the determi-
nant of the Gram matrix of the basis B(3, 3), obtained by computer:

(6 55) [4n])8976n1361 [4n+215[6n+2] 75 [6n+4] 10 [4n+1]55 [5n] 7° [6n+3] 45 [5n+1]15 [6n+1]30 [6n+-5]
. [n]175 [n+1]60[2n]267[3n]286[3n+1]70 [3n+2]10[2n+1]50

n—2]3[3n—3]45 [2n—a]10 _ . 5 [4n—2]75
2 [257[131503] [[Znislm [5n—1]50[4n—1]%[3n—1]¢ 7{;,%0 n—>5

The factors in red will be discussed below.

Remark 6.20. One could prove an analogue of Proposition [5.28, namely, that A(3) is an
interpolating algebra. However, we shall not need this result in what follows, and so we shall
skip it. See however the closely related Theorem [7.1] in the next section.

7. THE TRUNCATED CATEGORY AND THE DILUTE CATEGORY

7.1. The truncated category and its functors. We are now in a position to define L3,
as advertised in the introduction. Its objects are 0, 1, 2, 3. With the usual identification of
morphisms with diagrams: firstly, the endomorphism algebras End,_,(k) are the algebras
A(k), which are: B

o A(0) = kpq, where we identify the unit with the empty diagram.

o A(1)=kyq, where we identify the unit with the trivial diagram

o A(2) was defined in §0 cf Definition and Proposition
o A(3) was defined in §6 cf Definitions [6.9 and [6.121
The Hom,_,(r, s), r # s, are the bimodules B(r, s), which are:
e B(0,1)=B(1,0)=0.
e B(i,2) and B(2,1), i = 0, 1 were defined in §5.4.2]
e Finally, B(i,8) and B(3,1),i = 0, 1,2, were defined in §6.1], see Proposition [6.1] and
for their bimodule structure.

Let Z be the tensor ideal generated by the various relations that we have imposed on
our diagrammatic algebra k, &, and which are summarised for the reader’s convenience in
Appendix[Al The construction of L3 was based on imposing these relations; this means that
we have a functor ® from L3 to k, 4R /Z. As discussed in §4.6, we also have a full functor
Ve from k,R to Inv(Le) for each C in our list C of 10 points of the exceptional series,
which factors through k,® /Z because the relations of Z interpolate those of the exceptional
series; we still call the resulting full functor V.
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It is natural to conjecture that ® is also a full functor, and that it makes L3 a full sub-
category of k, qR /Z. Such conjectures are typically very difficult to prove. More generally,
one may hope that the full interpolating category L is nothing but k, 4R /Z; if this were true,
one could drastically simplify the constructions of the present paper, but such a statement
is beyond its scope, as discussed in the Introduction.

We prove here a more modest result. Let us denote =¢ the composition of @, of the base
change Oc : kpq = K 1/5¢, and of Ve

Theorem 7.1. For each C € C, Z¢ is a full functor from L<s to Inv(L¢).

Proof. Under the functors V¢, 6 and @, the trace operations defined in Definition on
the various diagram categories are mapped to each other. In turn, this means that the inner
product of the images of morphisms under =¢ can be computed inside L<3; the determinants
of the Gram matrices of the bases of A(2), B(2, %), A(3) have been computed in (5.39),
(6.2), ([6.55]), respectively. Because the k,,-modules Hom,_,(¢,7) are isomorphic to each
other as long as i + j is kept constant, this covers all the cases i + j = 4,5, 6; the cases
1+ 7 < & are trivial and left as an exercise.

The rank of the Gram matrix is the rank of the image of Hom,_, (4, j) inside Hom up2,)(%, 7)
as a free k 1/sc-module. A simple linear algebra lemma states that the order of the zero of
the determinant of the Gram matrix is an upper bound for the corank of the Gram matrix.
Here, we need a slight refinement (because ki/s is not a field), so we go through the proof.
Write G for the Gram matrix, Gq for its specialisation at n = a/b corresponding to C' € C,
and G = Gy + G where x = [bn — a]. One has:

(7.1) det G =det(Go +2Gy) =  »  (—1)Zwer™2ser9alll det(Go) s det(Gh)r.g

IC{1,...d}
JC{L,....d}
[1|=[J]

where I, J denote the complements of I, J, and d is the size of G.

If the rank of GG is r, then all minors of size > r vanish, which means det G has a zero of
order at least d — r.

For reference, we show now the ranks of Homuy(z,,) (4, j) for k =i+ j < 6; marked in red
are the places where the rank differs from the generic rank d, i.e., that of Hom,_, (1, j):

Cln\k|0 1 2 8 4 5 6

generic 101 1 5 16 80

g|1/5/1 0 0 0 0 0 O

OSpyp | 1/411 0 1 1 5 16 65

Ay 1/3]1 0 1 1 3 6 15

(7.2) Ay | 1/211 0 1 1 5 16 75
) Go|2/311 0 1 1 5 16 80
Dy 1 |1 0 1 1 5 16 80

F,13/2(1 0 1 1 5 16 80

Es| 2 |1 0 1 1 5 16 80

E:1 3 |1 0 1 1 5 16 80

Es|] 511 0 1 1 5 16 79
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The content of this table can for example be extracted from the data of [CAM96], except for
the OSp,, row; for the latter we refer to Proposition BT whose isomorphism to Uy (s((2))
implies that the OSp,, row is nothing but the series of dimensions of invariant subspaces of
tensor powers of the five-dimensional irreducible representation of Uy (s((2)), which can be
easily computed.

For i + j = 4, according to (5.39), the Gram matrix has full rank 5 for all C' € C except
for the two cases C' = @, C' = Ay, corresponding to the factors marked in red, where it is
bounded from below by 0 and 3 respectively. Comparing with the table above, we find that
these bounds must be saturated, so the rank of the image is the rank of the target space.
In particular, this implies that over the fraction field Q(¢'/*¢), the map of morphisms is
surjective. The exact same reasoning works for i +j = 5 (6.2) and i + j = 6 (6.53)): in each
case, the factors in red provide us with the order of the zero of the determinant of the Gram
matrix, thus providing a lower bound for the rank of the Gram matrix, which turns out to
be saturated.

In order to conclude over Kk 1/sc, pick an k 1/sc-basis of the target space as a free K i/s¢-
module. Then the image of the d basis diagrams can be expressed as a linear combination
of them; encode this into an d X r matrix P. ks is a PID, so without loss of generality,
we may assume that P takes the Smith normal form

a; 0 - 0
0 oo 0
0 0

P= a,
0 x 0
0 e 0

Now rewrite the Gram matrix as Gy = P'G{P where G is the Gram matrix of the chosen
basis. By construction Gy is zero outside the top left r x r square, so all its r x r minors
are zero except (possibly) the one involving the first » rows and columns. Referring to (7.),
this means that the coefficient of z"~" is up to a sign that minor times det(Gy); s, where
I=J={r+1,...,d}. More explicitly that coefficient is

[[eF det Gy det(Gh)s

i=1

Now by inspection of the explicit expression of the determinant of the Gram matrix, it is an
invertible element of k 1/s.. Therefore all its divisors are, which means the «; are invertible.
This proves surjectivity.

We conclude that = is a full functor. O

7.2. The dilute category. We introduce a notion of “dilute” category attached to each of
our diagrammatic categories.
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Given a linear category D whose objects are elements of N, we define a new linear category
D" whose objects are the same as those of D; the morphisms are

Homga(k, ) = @ Hom v (a, b)
aC{1,....k}
bC{L,... 1}

where Hom, v (a,b) is simply a copy of Homyp(|al,|b]); we denote ¢pqp the isomorphism
from the latter to the former.
The composition rule is

b alg{lv"'uk}
ar b (UO U =a
PD,a1,b1 (u) O ©D,a5,bs (U) = oo bz( ) ! ? agz, bl - {1a SR l}
0 by # as
b2 g {177m}
The identity morphisms are idy := Zag{l,...,k} ©p.a,a(idjq)).
If P is monoidal, so is D", where
0 C {1 k)
PD,a1,b1 (u) ® PD,az,bs (U> = @D,a1u(a2+k1),b1u(b2+l1)(u ® U) bz C {1’ o lz}
If D is braided (resp. ribbon), so is D", where
(7.3) S7 =5+ 9o q1y,023(id1) + 421,13 (id1) + Y0,5,6(ido)

There is a faithful functor from D to D which acts as the identity on objects and

SODv{lv"'vk}7{17"'7l} on HOmD(k7 l)'
Whenever we have a functor F between two such categories D; and D,, we have a corre-
sponding functor

FUpn1,a(w) = 00y00(F (u))
between D and DY such that (Fo G)" = FJo G-,
Remark 7.2. We could have defined the category D', whose objects are subsets of {1,...,k}

for any k, and whose morphisms are the Hom o (a,b) introduced above; however, this defi-
nition is neither necessary nor convenient for our purposes.

The category P" has a natural interpretation in terms of diagrams which are identical to
the ones defined in §3.1], with the added possibility of marks along either boundary:

The points of contact of the (red) lines with the boundary correspond to the elements of the
subset a C {1,...,k}, whereas the new marks correspond to its complement, reading the
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boundary top to bottom; for instance,

belongs to Homgo (4, 3), and more precisely to the summand indexed by subsets a = {1, 2, 3}
and b = {1, 3}.

The composition rule simply means that locations of marks should agree on the common
boundary when concatenating, in which case these marks are erased; otherwise the result is
zZero.

Also, the dilute braiding (7.3)) is nothing but

SD:X+J]\D+T/D+$ i

The same interpretation applies to our other categories, namely R” and LZ;; the latter
will be discussed in detail in the next section. -

The set of objects of the category Inv(Lc), namely modules L%k, k € N, is in natural
bijection with N, and therefore Inv(L¢) has a dilute counterpart Inv(Lc)® as well, which is
the full subcategory of ﬂkql/sc (C)-mod whose objects are the modules (Lo @ I¢)%*, k € N.

An immediate corollary of Theorem [7.1] is

Corollary 7.3. For each C € C, Z¢ is a full functor from L2y to Inv(Lc)".

7.3. The dilute truncated category. We provide for illustration a few bases of B=(r, s) :=
Hom o (r,s):

B(0, 1) = k, 4-span of

B"(1,1) =k, 4-span of

{
{
B"(1,2) =k, 4-span of { ; \D, /D, % <, % !

O

B"(2,2) =k, 4-span of

D (> .
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BX. 5 B K. D

The representation content of these algebras and bimodules is easy to obtain from that
of the nondilute one: they are related by the binomial transform

Kk
V=D (a) Vi

J=0

where Vi r (resp. V, ) is the space of the irreducible representation of A(k) (resp. A”(k))
indexed by R.
In terms of dimensions, we have

\R|I|L|Xy Y Y| X5 V3 Y5 A C C*
0 |1
dimV,r| 1 [0]1
2 |1]111 1 1
3 |1|5|4 3 3 1 1 13 2 2
0 |1
dimVZ | 1 |11
2 |2]311 1 1
g |5/11l7 6 61 1 1 3 2 2

The rank of B7(r,s) as a free kyq-module is ), dim V;; dim V5. As expected, it only
depends on 7 + s and forms the sequence (1,1,2,5,16,62,287) for r +s=0,...,6.

The category LZ, possesses an increasing sequence of ideals JZ@ given by cut length, cf
§5.31 The rank of J7O)(r,5)/J2C (1, 5) is 3 e e dim Vg dim V.. In particular, for the
algebras A”(k) := Endg (k), we find:

Kil]O 1 2 3
0|1
111 1
214 9 3

3 125 121 121 20
As is obvious from the diagrams, the top part of A7(k) is the same algebra A(k) as in L.

8. THE YANG-BAXTER EQUATION

The Yang—Baxter equation originated in the study of integrable models in statistical
mechanics and quantum field theory; an expository article is [Jim89]. Solutions to the
Yang—Baxter equation are constructed using the representation theory of the affine quantum
enveloping algebras. Let C be a finite type Cartan matrix and let C") be the corresponding
affine Cartan matrix. The affine algebra is the Hopf algebra U, (C (1) discussed in Section @11
The algebra U,(CV) has a universal R-matrix which gives rise to solutions to the Yang-
Baxter equation just as the universal R-matrix for U,(C') gives solutions to the braid relation,
for an exposition, see [CP91, Chapter 12]. However, there are differences: the category of
finite dimensional representations of U,(C™) is not semisimple. Also, a finite dimensional
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representation has both a left and right dual since U, (C (M) is a Hopf algebra but these need
not be isomorphic. This implies that the representation category is not braided. A further
difference is that U,(C (1) has a one-parameter group of automorphisms and this is the origin
of the spectral parameter. For V' a finite dimensional representation of Uq(C(l)) there is an
R-matrix, R € End(®?V). This vector space has dimension dim(V)* and so, with very
few exceptions, it is not practical to present this explicitly as a matrix. A more practical
approach is to consider the R-matrix as an element of the centraliser algebra Endy, ) (®?V).
There is a general method for obtaining an explicit description of an R-matrix in this sense
which applies to representations with the property that V' is irreducible as a U,(C)-module,
see [DGZ94]. The adjoint representation does not have this property, except in type A.

In this section we introduce additional variables u, v as in §4.51 We extend the notation
of Section and define

An Az y Oy 4G _ ~—On — Gz —0y y—C
[ann _'_amx_'_ayy + a] — pruTtvVTYq p 1U \ q
-9

for a,, ay, ay,a € Z. Heuristically, u = ¢* and v = ¢".

The ring Apuvq C Q(p,u,v,q) is defined to be the subring generated by p*,u* vt q
and [a,n + a,x + ayy + a| for a,, a;,a,,a € Z.

The homomorphism : Ay, vq — Q[n, x,y| is defined by p,u,v,q — 1 and

+

(8.1) [ann + azx + ayy + a] — (apn + azx + ayy + a) for a,, a,, ay,a € Z

Ap uv,q Possesses subrings A, and Ap 4 corresponding respectively to elements with no
dependence on v, or u and v.

Finally, we allow some localisation: we define k4, to be the subring of Q(p,u,v,q)
containing Ay, vq, kpq (cf §44), and the inverses of elements of the form [x + kn], [y + & n]
and [x +y+kn], k € Z —{0}. It contains obvious subrings k, 4, and k, 4.

8.1. The change of normalisation. We come back to the issue of normalisation of ¢ and
7; the latter was fixed in (5.3)), and we now discuss how to relax this normalisation condition.

Given an invertible element a € k,, consider the following map from B(r,s) to B(r, s)
viewed as a free k, q-module with basis of diagrams D:

D € B(r,s) — amIPH=9)/2p

where |D| denotes the number of trivalent vertices of D, and we have used the easy lemma
that |[D| =7 — s (mod 2).
In particular, note the action on the generators:

>~ -B BX-BX
d-[€ BH-B>=

Put together, these maps define an equivalence of categories between L<3 and L<3(«), where
the latter differs from L<3 only in that:
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e All the parameters stay the same (e.g., 0 = O is manifestly invariant) except ¢

and 7 take their general form

Bn] [6n+2] [4n—2]

0= T T 2= 1
[4n] /[6n+2][4n—2][3n] _ [5n]
r= g (B E o O R
To see this, apply the map above to the relation ¢ § = @ , and similarly

for 7.

e All the relations of its algebras and bimodules are transformed in the obvious way:
given a relation r = Zle k;D; € B(r,s) where the k; € k4 and the D, are diagrams,
replace it with r(a) = S2F | kiaCIPil+r=9)/2 D),

The same argument works for the corresponding dilute categories, where diagrams are
rescaled by a factor of a(7IP+7=5)/2D where r (resp. s) is now the number of left (resp.
right) external legs.

In this section, we shall use a different (and perhaps less natural) value of « than in the
rest of the paper, where it was set to 1; namely, we shall work in L<3(1/[n+1]). For instance,
the skein relation (5.8]) now takes the form

(82) —Lon (& o / L
[Bn] [QH] \ \\\</
e | (2 - 00000 - O

This convention will also make the expression of the R-matrix more symmetric.

8.2. The R-matrix. We define the R-matrix, denoted R(u) by:

83) A = e (g - TR
2n] [3n] [n+1] [¥] T 1 [2x]
T 6n] [k 2n) ( K+ T = B~ o 3

o (% - 1) U= ([x +[26Xn1+[12+n]3 S 2) O))
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where

T:ﬁ/<+m\<+>/m+>\m
-1 4D

X

-

I
N\ %4
N\

O:

_

and we also recall from §7.2]

SD=X+D\D+D/D+E [
SD—1=X+D\D+D/D+E [

We claim that R(u) € A”(2) ®x,, Kpqu. As defined in (83), R(u) naively only makes

sense after tensoring with the fraction field. Most coefficients obviously live in k, 4.4, except

the part pfluflf_mq_,‘iusmfl which requires discussion. First, the “dilute” parts of S and S©~!

.10 ] ] 0
1=id; = + + +

are identical and will contribute a coefficient of [x 4 n|, so we can simplify this expression to
puTl5—puST!  Now write
a—q
plu'S—puSt plut—p Ut ptuTl(S — S
q—q! q—q! q—q!

and apply the skein relation (82l).

For future purposes, we note that the combinations of diagrams in (83]) are not alge-
braically independent; for example, we have

T =2K +¢B
E*=U+60
(8.6) E*SY =p?U +60

8.3. Main theorem. Define R (u) = R(u) ® id}, Ry(u) = idT ® R(u).

Theorem 8.1. The R-matriz (83)) satisfies the following identities:
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e Special values:

(8.7) lin% R(u) = S*
R(1) = —1
lim R(u) = S7!
u—o0

(8.10) R(u) = R(u)
o The unitarity equation:

(8.11) RWRu™H =1
e The Yang—Bazter equation:

(8.12) Ri(u)Ra(uv)Ry(v) = Ra(v)Ri(uv)Rsy(u)
e The crossing symmetry:

(8.13) I““R“”::Ejlif]iiifﬁﬁ+zfgﬁli}R@”“*>

The proof of the equalities (8.7)—(8.10) is elementary and left as an exercise.
In what follows, we provide proofs of the remaining identities of Theorem BTl

Remark 8.2. Applying the homomorphism v in 8J) to R(u) results in the rational R-
matriz R(x), which was anticipated in [Wes03b|, and which interpolates the R-matrices as-
sociated to Yangians of exceptional Lie algebras that appear in [CP91].

8.4. Proof of the Yang—Baxter equation for the top part. In this section, we show
how one can prove the Yang-Baxter equation (8I2]) directly, though we only give the details

for the top part AD(3)/JD(2)(3, 3) 2> A(3). The R-matrix simplifies there to

oo 1 _plu'S—pus! .
7 = e (- )

For practical purposes, one can get rid of the denominator before substituting this expression
into (812)). Computing the difference between the l.h.s. and the r.h.s. produces a Laurent
polynomial in u and v, all the coefficients of which must vanish. By direct calculation, one



A UNIFORM TRIGONOMETRIC R-MATRIX FOR THE EXCEPTIONAL SERIES 61

finds that these coefficients give rise to 8 linearly independent equations:

0= 515551 — 52515
0= 555" — 57'5,5,
0=5,819,"1 —5;718;1s,
0= 595" — 55155,
0=25.9"9" —S,1871S,
0=0571518t — Syt tst
0= S72(S) +55%)(S1 +1)(S1 — 8)(S) — 5%) — S5%(Sy + 55%)(S2 +1)(Sy — 5)(Sy — §%)
0= 55" (5257 " G2 — 5195 151) + (s5%)2(Sy 1 SeS7 — 55151551
+5(s —1)s*(s* — 1) (8287t + S 1Sy — 8518 — 51551
+ (s = 1)(s" = 1)(S5 = S7) + (s = 1)*(s" — 1)*(S2 — S1)

where for compactness we have written s = q72, s* = g?p?. The first 6 equations are

equivalent to the braid relation (6I6]). The seventh equation is a direct consequence of the
cubic relation (6.I7) satisfied by S; and S,. Finally, substituting S; ' = —1 4+ s 4+ s* 71 +
(7' 4+ s* 71 4 (ss*)71)S; — (s5%)71S2 (from the cubic relation again) in the last equation
results in

528,82 — 525185 4 (5" + 5 —1)(5259,5% + 935195 — 5259551 — S1.9557) + 515935 — 92575,
+ (S* +s— 2)(8* +s— 1)(515251 — 525152) — S%SQ + 51522 - SQS% + 52251 — S% +522 — Sl + 52

which up to the braid relation (6.16]) is nothing but the additional relation (6.18) satisfied
by Sl and SQ.

In principle, one can use the same strategy to prove the Yang—Baxter equation in the whole
of AP(3), either by using a noncommutative Grobner basis as in the proof of Proposition [G.11]
or in fact by simple application of the diagrammatic rules of Appendix[A]l- as has been noted
before, only the top part involves nontrivial overlap, so once the top part has been shown

to be zero using the reasoning above, the remaining expression in JD(2)(3, 3) is amenable
to direct simplification using diagrammatic substitutions. We have succesfully implemented
both methods by computer, but neither proofs are human-readable.

Instead, we propose in what follows a proof of both unitarity equation (811]) and Yang—
Baxter equation (8I2) by going over to representations, in the same spirit as some of the
proofs of §6l

8.5. Proof of unitarity. We refer to §7.3] for the representation content of A9(2).
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The top representations are one-dimensional, sending S to —1, q=2, g2p?, respectively,

and all other generators in (83) to 0. Explicitly, one finds
P, (R(u)) = 1

O /= C x+1]
p2,Y2 (R(U)) - [X . 1]
p2,Y2* (R(U)) - [X‘l‘ n 4+ 1]

which obviously satisfies (8.11).
There is a single cut length 1 representation, of dimension 3, which one can think of as
the action on the top part of BY(2, 1), which is spanned by

> B

In this basis, the matrices of the generators occurring in (83]) are

—p% 0 0 0 1 1 000 10}
pzm,L(SD) = 0 01 PE,L(T) =1¢ 0 0 pzm,L(B) =10 11 P2,L(K) =10
0O 10 o 0 0 011 0

all other matrices being zero.
It is natural to perform the change of basis A = (é (%] _(1)1 ) to separate the trivial eigenvector
of all these matrices; then

_ [n—x+1][x+1][2n—x] (1_ 2[6n—2x][2n][3n][n+1] ) [2n][3n][x][n+1] 0
O - _1 [n+x+1][x—1][2n+x] [n—x+1][x+1][2n—x][3n—x] [6n] [n4+x+1][x—1][6n][2n+x]
Ap2 L(R(U))A = 2[6n+2][4n—2][2n] [Sn]z[x] 1+ 2[6n+2x][2n][3n][n+1]
’ [3n+1][2n—1][n+x+1][x— 1] [6n][2n+X][n] [n+x+1][x—1][6n] [2n+x][3n+x]
0 0 -1

There is a single cut length 0 representation, of dimension 2, which one can think of as
the action on BY(2, 0), which is spanned by

> |

The corresponding matrices are

p?,I(SD)Z(pSQ 2) i) = (§ 8)
pou(E) = (2 (1)) p2a(U) = (g 8)

all other matrices being zero.
Computing, one finds:

_ [n—x+1][x4+1][2n—x][3n—x] (1_ [n+1][2n][3n][2x] [6n—X] ) _ [2n][3n][2x] [n+1]
] (R(U)) . [n+x+1][x—1][2n+x][3n+X] [6n][n—x+1][x+1][2n—x][3n—x] [X] [n+x+1][x—1][6n][2n+x] [3n+x]
- __ [4n][6n+1][5n—1][3n][2x] 1+ [n+1][2n][3n][2x] [6n+X]
[n+x+1][x—1][6n][2n+x][3n+x] [6n] [n+x+1][x—1][2n+x][3n+x][x]

In both representations above, one can check by direct calculation that the unitarity
equation (8.I1)) is satisfied.

o O O

o O O
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As a byproduct, we’ve found an alternative description (in Q(p, g, u)) of the R-matrix. Re-
call the idempotents 7 of A(2) with R € Irr=? = {I, L, Xy, Y3, Y5}, cf (5.I7). Because the
top part of A”(2) coincides with that of A(2), the idempotents 7z, R € Irr* = { X5, Y5, Y5},
are still central idempotents inside A(2). Then

N [x—|—1]7r [x —n—1]
Rlu) = =ma + (3™ + g

where the last two terms are obtained by multiplying R(u) by the central idempotents
corresponding to irreps VEL and Vfl respectively; their matrix representations are given
above.

Ty + Rp(u) + Rr(u)

8.6. Proof of Yang—Baxter equation. We now prove (8I2)) in each representation of
AB(3), cf. §7.3], grouping them by cut length as in (5.16).

8.6.1. Cut length three. This is the top part of AP(3), which is just 121(3) In these repre-
sentations, all generators are sent to zero except S and Sy which are sent to (6.19)—(6.24]).
One can easily compute the image of Lh.s. and r.h.s. of (8I2]) under such representations,
and check that they are equal: in the same order of representations, one finds
(-1)
< pet1] [y+1] [xty+1] )
x=1] [y=1] [x+y—1]

( [—n+x—1] [=n+y—1] [—n+x+y—1]
[n+x+1] [n+y-+1] [n+x+y-+1]

[n+1] [=n4+x—1] [x+1] [n+1] [2n] [x+1] [x+y] [x+1] [=n+y—1] [x4y] [n4+x+y]
y=1] [n4+y+1] [x+y—=1] [n+x+y+1] [n] [n+y+1] [x+y—1] [n+x+y+1]  [x—=1] [n+y+1] [x+y—1] [n+x+y-+1]
[—nix—1] [x+y] [x+y] [—n+x+y|+[n+1] [—n+y—1] [x+y]

[y—1] Hx-i—y—l] [n+x+y+1] x+y—1] [n+x+y+1] [x—1] [x+y—1] [n+x+y+1]
[=n+x—1] [y+1] [x+y] [n+x+y] [n+1] (2n] [y+1] [x+y] [n+1] [=n+y—1] [y+1]
[n+x+1] [y—1] [x+y—1] [n+x+y+1] n] [n+x+1] [x+y—1] [n+x+y+1]  [x=1] [n+x+1] [x+y—1] [n+x+y-+1]
_ [x+1] 1] [x+y]
[y—1] [x+y—1] [x—1] [x+y—1]
% VS o y+1]
ly—1] x+y—1] (x—1] [x+y—1]
1] [onex—1]  [—nix—1] [x4y]
[n+y+1] [n+x+y+1] [n+x+1€ [n+x+y-+1]
__[=nty—1] [x+y] [n+1] [—n+y—1]
[n+y+1] [n+x+y+1] [n+x+1] [n4+x+y+1]

8.6.2. Cut length two. In this section we implicitly work over the fraction field in some
intermediate steps, noting that this is harmless for the purpose of proving identities such as

B.12).

We can think of the cut length 2 representations as arising from the action of A”(3) on
B"(3, 2)/JD(1)(3, 2). Here’s a basis of the latter:

e R R 3
SxEECEXERXE
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The three representations can be obtained by multiplying on the right by g, R € Irr?, see
(514)). In fact, it is clear that in the second row we only need to consider the first in the list
of three diagrams with the same location of the mark; i.e.,

(8.14) Vg = Var ® span , R € Im?

The nondilute part V5 p has already been investigated as an A(3) representation; in
particular, the action of Sy and Sy is known, cf. (6.50)—([6.52). Let us recover these matrices
diagrammatically.

First note that there is an easy eigenspace of S7, namely span : , >;C , y ,

—

with eigenvalue —p® (cf. Definition 5.1)). This gives us an eigenvector for each R € Irr?, see

G.16):
Wp = l R € Irr?

In diagrammatic terms, the antidiagonal matrix P with 1s on the antidiagonal is interpreted

as the operation of vertical mirror image of diagrams of B(3, 2)/.J o) (3, 2). Therefore, we

set
ar = Pwgp = ;.: R € Irr?

which is an eigenvector of Sy with eigenvalue —p®.

Define

By, = aS1ay, —q 'y, — quy,
Byy; =—q 'p ' Sioyy +apayy +q7'p wyy

Then the bases (ag, Br,wr), R = Y2,Ys, give rise to the matrices (6.51))—(6.52).
Finally, for the irrep X5, we set

n] [2n —1] [6n]
[2n] [3n] [4n—2

-2 -6 2n —1]

Yx, =4 P (= [4n—2](51+1>(51_q_ )(S14p")ax, —

[
ﬁXz = P7X2

The basis (ax,, Bx,, Vx,, Wx,) gives rise to the matrix (G50).

We now write the matrices for the various generators appearing in the definition (8.3]) of
the R-matrix. For the second summand of (8I4]), we shall use the diagrammatic basis — one
could change bases so that Sy is lower triangular in every block, but there is no particular
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reason to do so. We find:

—1 0 0 0
—q! q° 0 0
. q S CERVCEDY q°p 0
psx,(ST) =1 -1 —q'p’(pP°—1+p?) —qgp'(p’—-1+p? —p°
01 0
0 1 0 0
00 —1
0 0 O
0 0 O
0 000
T — 1 10
pB’XQ( 1) (q— “1N\2 [2n—2][6n] —___[6n][6n+2] [3n][4n—2][6n+2]
[n—1][n+1][2n] [n+1][2n][3n+1]  [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+41]
(q_q_ 2 [2n—2][6n] ____[6n][6n+2] [3n][4n—2][6n+2] 0
0 [n—1][n+1][2n] [n+1][2n][3n+1]  [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1]
0 0
1 10
p37X2(Bl)_ 0l1 1 0
0 0O
ps,x,(E1) =0
q2 0 0
q ! —1 0 0
1 q'p?(p?—ap” ) (P’ +ap!) —p°
Oy
p3,Y2<Sl)_ 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 g2
0 00
0 0 00
1 10
psy,(Th) = | —__ a7 ~ Bn—1[dn—2][6n+2] [Br][4n—2][6n+2]
[n][n+1][2n—1] [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1] [n}[[n+1} [2n—1][3n+1]
i [4n—2] _ [3n—1][4n—2][6n+-2] 3n][4n—2][6n+2] 0
[n][n+1][2n—1] [n][n+1 %n—l [Bn+1]  [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1]
0 0
1 10
p3,Y2(Bl): 0l1 1 0
0 00

pS’,YQ(E1> =0
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q’p? 0 0
—qp —1 0 0
1 —q7'p’(qp* —p ) (ap* +p*) —p°
0y
psyy (ST) = 01 0
0 1 0 O
0 0 q2p2
000
0 000
1 10
p3yy (Th) = [6nt2]  [An—2][@n+1][6nT2] [Bn][4n—2][6n+2]
[n][3n+1]  [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1] [n][[n+1][2n—1} [3n+1]
[6n+2] [4n—2][4n+1][6n+2] 3n][4n—2][6n+2] 0
[n][3n+1]  [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1]  [n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1]
0
0 0
110
paas (B =1 o111 ¢
0 0O

p3yy(E1) =0

With the chosen bases, P is block antidiagonal, so that the generators Sy, Ty, By, Fs, are
obtained from Sy, T, By, E7, by rotation of each block by 180 degrees. The other generators,
namely the K;, U; and O;, can be derived from the algebraic relations (8.4])—(8.6l).

It is now simple, in principle, to check (8I2) by substituting the matrices above and
performing the matrix multiplications. In practice, a computer is still needed to check
equality of left- and right-hand-sides.

Cut lengths 1 and 0 are very similar to cut length 2, and we skip the intermediate steps.

8.6.3. Cut length one. We can think of the cut length 1 representations as arising from the
action of A9(8) on BY(3,1)/J©(3,1). Here’s a basis of the latter:

NEERD
i
BES
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The matrices are then given by
q 2 0 0 0 0
q 1p3 —pb 0 0 0
-1 q 1 p%(a—1)(a+1) -1 0 0 0
qp~3 —p(p+aZp~t—p~1) ap(p*—1+p~%) q2p?
a2 —p°(@a=D(a+1)(a " p?+ap~2) apb(a" pZ+ap~2) (p* —1+p~*) p"(a—1)(a+1)(a " *p2+ap~?) p!?
=N 01 o0
p3,.(ST) 0 10 0 0
0 0 —pb
0 O
0 0 1
1 0
0 0 0
__ [3n][4n—2] __ [3n][4n—2] 0
[n[[n+1][2n—1] [n][n+1][2n—1]
[4n—2] [4n—2] 0
0 W IEe—1] Wh1E—1] 0
_ [2n][2n—2]—[n—1] _ [2n][2n—2]—[n—1] 0
[n—1][n][n+1] [n—1][n][n+1]
_ [4n—2] _ [4n—2] 0
o — [n[[n+1][2n—1] [n][n+1][2n—1]
pr.L(Ir) =11 B2 0 0 0 00 0
6n+2
1 —Bntl 0 0 O 0 0 0 O
0 0 00 0 0 11
0 O 0
[3n][4n—2][6n+2]
0 00 Wl T, T3] 0
0 0 3n][4n—2][6n+2]
[n][n+1][2n—1][3n+1]
0 0 0
1 1 0
o1 1 0 0
ps,L(BT) = 00
0 0 O
0 0 0o 1 1
0 1 1
0 0 O
0 0 O
0 00 0 O
0 0 O
ps,L(ET) = 1 0 0
0 0 0
1 — [4n—=2][6n+1] [4n—2][5n][6n+1] [4n—2][4n][6n+1] [4n][5n—1][6n+1]
[n+1][2n—1] [n+1][2n—1] [n+1][2n—1][2n] [n+1][2n]
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

8.6.4. Clut length zero. Finally, we can think of the cut length 0 representations as arising
from the action of A(3) on BY(3,0). Here’s a basis of the latter:

> D2

—p6 0
01 0
SH=1 o1 0 0
00 p12

0 0




68 BRUCE W. WESTBURY AND PAUL ZINN-JUSTIN

0|1 1 010
¢
psr(Th) =1 ¢ 0 0
0
0 0
0 0
1 0
ps.1(B1) =

o
=

o oo~ Hlo o
o
o

ng(El) = O 0

Ol O oo O

00 0 ¢

and the generators indexed 2 are obtained from those indexed 1 by rotation of each block
by 180 degrees.

8.7. Proof of crossing symmetry. The crossing relation, (813), can be reformulated as
follows. Define

Vp"lyu:7[6n]2[n] n -+ x X — n -+ x n+x| R(u
R () = s b 1] b 1] 2] 30 R

Then the coefficients of RP°Y (u) as a linear combination of trivalent diagrams are in A, q.,
and coprime (i.e., up to a power of q—q~!, they are coprime Laurent polynomials in p, q, u),
and

(8.15) Rot(RPY (u)) = RPY(p~3u~1)

Separate further the diagrams as follows: introduce

[:
] O
D:[E\_|_/D
so that
1=I+D*+0
SE=S+D+0
B=D+ D?

Under rotation Rot, these combinations of diagrams are either fixed points or two-cycles,
according to

(I,u)y (s, (K,H) (E,D» T D O



A UNIFORM TRIGONOMETRIC R-MATRIX FOR THE EXCEPTIONAL SERIES 69

where we have been forced to introduce H = I as the rotation of K.

Now compare

[3n)* [2n]

[6n]* [n]
__V”}f}l””smpn+@pn+@+Mm+ﬂmn+ﬂBmH«D+0>
2n] [3n] [n+1] [x]

[6n]

Rot(RPY (u)) = [n + 1][2n +X|[3n +X|(U + E + O)

[x +3n] C[2d s
0 (D+FE) HD

+ﬁ (%[x+2n]— [x+3n])1—i]<w+2[x+3n]) 0)

[n x4+ 6n]

(—[n][x+3n]H—|— [x+3n]T —

with

%RPW( Buh) =+ 1+ XX +D*+0)

B p2uS _ p—2u—15—1

[Bn+x]|[n+x][x] + [X][n +x][2n +x][3n +x](D + O)

q—q"
20] (B [0+ 1) Bt (o s [23n+x)
b (e + W7 - oo+ 0ty - EOEA

+ (B n ) v - & (B2 o) o)

We find that the coefficients of 7" and D, which are explicitly invariant under u + p~3u~?,
are the same in both expressions. Then comes D? <+ E: the coefficient of D? in the first
[2n][3n][n+1]

expression is —=—=—2 9x|: in the second, [n + 1]{n + x||x w 3n + x|[x|]. These
[6n] [n][6n

are indeed equal. Therefore the same is true of the coefficient of E.
With a bit more effort, one checks that the coefficient of O is also invariant under u —
p—3u~l. In the end, taking the difference of the two sides of (8.I5)) leads to
[6n][n][n + 1] (S—S‘l [n+ 1][2 n][3 n] )
—————IxX|[x+3n — H-K+U-1I
ED R TR T )

which is nothing but (a multiple of) the skein relation (8.2).

Remark 8.3. An alternative proof goes as follows. Define UY = U + E +O. Then it is not
hard to see that (8I5) is equivalent to the following identity in AP(3) @ Ky qu:

UPU3 Ry (u) = U RS (p~2u™)
The latter can be checked representation by representation, similarly to the proof of the Yang—

Baater equation in §8.8 (and U is sent to zero in all representations except p3 ; and p3 ;).

Remark 8.4. In the course of the proof, we have introduced another form of the crossing
symmetry relation, namely (8I5), which is more aesthetically pleasing. However, a drawback
is that the form of the R-matriz that appears, RP°Y(u), no longer satisfies the unitarity
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equation ([8I1). One may wonder if it is possible to normalise the R-matriz in such a way
that it satisfies both unitary and crossing symmetry relations in this improved form. This
s not possible if we stay within the realm of rational functions. If however we work in the
analytic setting, that is, we specialise p and q to complex numbers, and allow R(u) to be a
meromorphic function of u, then it is possible to find such a normalisation.

Assume |p| < 1 (analogous statements can be made for |p| > 1). Define

f(u) — H(l _ p12iq—2u2)(1 _ p12i+2q2u2)(1 _ p12i+4u>(1 _ p12i+6u>
i ) ()
S (VI

Then it is not hard to check that k(u)~'R(u) satisfies both unitarity equation (&II) and
crossing relation in the form (81%).

8.8. Specialisations. In all exceptional cases except A; and A,, the minimal affinisation
of the ¢-deformed adjoint representation L¢ is of the form Lo @ I, and one expects that
the R-matrix R(u) is mapped (up to normalisation) under the functor Z¢ to the universal
R-matrix of the corresponding quantised loop algebra in that minimal affinisation. This can
be checked by explicit computation (in the most complicated case of C' = Eg, this can also
be seen by comparing with the results of [Z2J20]).

If C € {A1, Ay}, the minimal affinisation of L¢ is simply L¢, and so the interpretation of
our solution of the Yang—-Baxter equation must be different. We investigate these two cases
below.

8.8.1. A;. In this section C' = A;. Because the tensor square of the fundamental repre-
sentation of U,(s((2)) is Lo @ I, we expect a connection between our dilute diagrammatic
category and the Temperley—Lieb category. We briefly sketch this connection here.

We attach to the fundamental (two-dimensional) representation another type of line (de-
picted in green), with no vertices and the single rule that

t ==+

The correspondence between the two diagrammatic approaches is that

=Rl

and conversely one can write

o | =
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which are the usual Jones projectors. In particular, one has § = €2 —1 = ¢®> + 1+ ¢ 2, which
matches with our formula (5.3) at p = ¢'/3, q = ¢.
If we now define the trivalent vertex as

=g

where « is an irrelevant normalisation, cf §8.11 then all the identities of Appendix [A] are
automatically satisfied.
Now introduce the fundamental R-matrix

1

f(u): ‘l'm:) (

Then it is not hard to show that setting p = ¢'/3, q = ¢, in the definition (83) of R(u) and
choosing a appropriately, one has

Kl ﬂ R(u) = a(g"Pu)is (u)s(u)ia(g ™)

where 7, i = 1,2, 3, are defined as morphisms in Hom(4, 4) of the Temperley—Lieb category.

The interpretation is that our R-matrix R(u) is the R-matrix between representations
of the quantised loop algebra U,(s[(2)[2%]) of the form of a tensor product of evaluation
representations, namely, V (2) ® V(¢'/32), where V() is the affinisation of the fundamental
representation. Note that this tensor product s irreducible for the quantised loop algebra.

8.8.2. As. In this section C' = A,. Because the tensor product of the two fundamental
representations of U, (s[(3)) is V@ V* = L @ I, we expect a connection between our dilute
diagrammatic category and [Kup96|, §4]. The situation is very similar to the A; case.

We introduce oriented green lines, with

// \
( @ == +1+4¢7?
\ ,

and the same formula for the opposite orientation. We have

- B

A Y

and conversely one can write

P &
] P

Once again § = 2 — 1 = (¢ + ¢ 1)?(¢> + ¢~?), which matches (5.3) at p = ¢*/?, g =q.

A Y
A Y
A Y
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The trivalent vertex is

}

st

The various R-matrices between fundamental representations are:

\

fv7v(u) = i

4

. <

Tvnv*(u) = )

N
. ? <
7“\4\/*(“) = ¢ + \
o £ >
T’V*,V(U) = \ + .

+

+

_|_

1

1

1

1

1

u—u
qu—qtu”
u—u-t
qu—qtu”
¢ 'u—qu~
u—u-l
q_lu —qu
u—u-!

=
<
D
> d

where we have introduced trivalent vertices, with additional relations

We then have

—

x — 1]
+1]

—

The interpretation is that our R-matrix R(u) is the R-matrix between (irreducible) repre-
sentations of the quantised loop algebra U,(s[(3)[z%]) of the form of a tensor product of

N

-

evaluation representations, namely, V() ® V*(¢*2z).
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APPENDIX A. THE DIAGRAMMATIC RELATIONS

In this appendix, we summarise the diagrammatic relations that were found as we were

building the various spaces of morphisms Hom S3(7“, s).

A.1. The basic relations. The relations below are based on the first few Hom spaces,
though the parameters appearing in them can only be fixed via the study of the two-string

algebra in §5] see in particular (5.I]) and Definition .11
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In order for End,_,(0) to be of rank 1, we have to impose the relation

with

5— [6n+1][5n—1][4n]

[n+1][2n]

In order for Hom,_,(0, 1) to be zero, we must have

where we write ¢ under the form
6= a [6n + 2] [4n — 2] [3n]
[3n + 1] [2n — 1] [n]
=a(P’+1+p ) (P’a " +p%q)(p’a+pq ")

In order for Hom,_,(1, 2) to be of rank 1, we must have

with
) (2 [n=2Ba) i)
- [2n1<[3n+11[2n—11 m @9 )t [n])

=al(p+p (P +p'+a°—p°—1—-p2+q +p +q %)

73

There is an arbitrary parameter left o in the definition of ¢ and 7, which can be chosen
freely, only the ratio 7/¢ being fixed, cf (5.29). In §8l §6l as well as in the rest of this

appendix, « is set to 1 (cf Definition [B.1]), whereas in §8] o = 1/[n + 1] (cf §8.1)).
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A.2. The square-square relation. From further study of A(2) = End,_,(2), one finds
the following relation:

(A1) @:b()@ +b1()z> +b2(>%> +b3<i> +b4<ﬁf\

with

CIn+1?6n+2] 4n—2] (a-q7 )
n+1] [3n%2[2n—1]

n+1] [6n+2] 4n—2] (pP°+a?p+p*+p > +q 2p ' +p?)

2

bo =

b1 =
! 2 Bn+1] 2n—1]
by — 12 n*(In] Bn—1]+[2n) (6n+2] ] —[Bn+1]) (*p+p*—p—p ' +p 3 +q2p})
DRIHELES
by — _ N1 (@*p° —a’p® —p° —q’p—2p® —a’p ' +2p+q PP+’ P +2p ' —qp—2p0 —q P —p T —q %P +q?p7?)
[n]?
by = 20 (%P +a? ~3+a* +q %7

[n]
Alternatively, the coefficients can be written in terms of the eigenvalues of H and of the
basic parameters above as:

by=8§+(+(
by = §C+&ECT +(¢7
bo = §CCT

b =0"(¢—=E(¢—(¢—¢)

by =~ (1= &)(T =T~ ")
where

£=(@—a7)(pa—p'qa7")
[4n—2]

[n][2n —1]
. [n+1] [6n+2]

¢ = [n] [3n+1]
A.3. The square-pentagon relation. From the study in §6.1of B(2, §) = Hom,_,(2, 3),
one finds the following relation:

/ o @ / o @ @ /0
|| 9200 -t >+02 + +C3 +ca 7;
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where

[n+1]2 2.3 2 3 2..—1 -1 -2 -3 -2 -1 -2 -3
01=C4ZW(qp—2qp—2p +ap  Hp+p t+ap—2p =297 +q7%p7Y)

[6n]° [n + 1]2
Cy = C3 = 3 3

[n]”[2n] [3n]

[n+1] 2.3 5 2 3 2 1 2 -3 —2 1 -5 —2 -3

= T 20°p° +p"—a’p—2p° +2¢°p ' +2q97%p—2p P —q P +p " +2q )
n—+1 _ _ 9 _
06—09—[[n]2](2q2p+p3—2p—2p1+p3+2q )

[n_l_l] 2.3 5 2 3 2 . —1 —1 —2 -3 —2 —1 -5 -2 -3
== (P’ +p°+a’p—p’+ap ' —p—p ' +ap—p P H+a N  +p  +q p?)
oy~ PN+ ap?n] =20+ 1] —q ' [n] + p~*[n]" + p~*[n + 1]

[n]”

011_614__[6n] n+1

[n] [2n] [3n]

n+ 1]
Ci2 = Ci3 = — 5

[n]

n+ 1] [6n] 5

C15 2 [n]2 —[n]2[3n] ([n+1] +1)

and we postpone the definition of ¢.

This relation can be verified by checking that 1.h.s. and r.h.s. have the same inner product
with every element of the basis B(5) whose diagrams are on the r.h.s. For example, one such
inner product is obtained by closing the diagrams in the following fashion:

— 5¢27_2

where we have computed the resulting diagram by using the existing rules of A1l On the
other hand, performing the same closure on the r.h.s. leads to

dpcy + 52¢03 + dpey + 5¢205 + 5gz5206 + dpTCg + 5¢3clo + 5¢3011 + 5¢T2012 + 5¢7‘2014 + 5¢27‘cl5

One can check that these two expressions are equal.
The exact same computation, but with the external connectivity rotated one step clock-
wise, namely,

= 07
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leads to the following expression for cq:

[Car05)

[CAMY6]

[CdAMOY]

co=T1"— (03 + bcq+ d(cg + ¢7) 4+ Teg + ¢*(ca1 + r2) + 7 (ci0 + r3) + 7'05015)
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