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Abstract

Let A be a finite dimensional symmetric cellular algebra. We coost
a nilpotent ideal in A. The ideal connects the radicals of cell modules with
the radical ofA. It also reveals some information on the dimensions of sim-
ple modules ofA. Applying this result to some finite dimensional symmetric
cellular algebras, we list a series of criterions to detegmhe dimensions
of simple modules. As a by-product, we obtain some equivalenditions
for a finite dimensional symmetric cellular algebra to be isgte.

1 Introduction

Cellular algebras were introduced by Graham and Lehiem[@]996, motivated
by previous work of Kazhdan and Lusztig [9]. They were defibgd so-called
cellular basis with some nice properties. The theory oludailalgebras provides
a systematic framework for studying the representatioarthef non-semisimple
algebras which are deformations of semisimple ones. Onpaameterize sim-
ple modules for a finite dimensional cellular algebra by rod#hin linear algebra.

*keywords: radicals, symmetric cellular algebras.
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Many classes of algebras from mathematics and physics anel fio be cellular,
including Hecke algebras of finite type, Ariki-Koike algekrg-Schur algebras,
Brauer algebras, Temperley-Lieb algebras, cyclotomicpemhey-Lieb algebras,
Jones algebras, partition algebras, Birman-Wenz| algedomd so on, see![5],1[6],
[18], [20], [21] for detalils.

An equivalent basis-free definition was given by Koenig and2X], which
is useful in dealing with structural problems. By using the&finition, in [11],
Koenig and Xi made explicit an inductive construction oflgiar algebras called
inflation, which produces all cellular algebras. Inl[12],aBer algebras were
shown to be iterated inflations of group algebras of symmetroups and then
more information about these algebras was found.

There are some generalizations of cellular algebras/ §ef8[2[4], [19] for
details. Recently, Koenig and Xi [13] introduced affine gkl algebras which
contain cellular algebras as special cases. Affine Heckebedg of type A and
infinite dimensional diagram algebras like the affine TergyeLieb algebras are
affine cellular.

It is an open problem to find explicit formulas for the dimems of simple
modules of a cellular algebra. By the theory of cellular bhgs, this is equivalent
to determine the dimensions of the radicals of bilinear ®associated with cell
modules. In[[14], for a quasi-hereditary cellular algeluehrer and Zhang found
that the radicals of bilinear forms are related to the rdditdhe algebra. This
leads us to studying the radical of a cellular algebra. Is gaper, we will do
some work on the radicals of symmetric cellular algebraseNimat Hecke alge-
bras of finite type, Arike-Koike algebras over any ring camitag inverses of the
parameters are all symmetric cellular algebras, the tresgension of a cellular
algebra is also a symmetric cellular algebra. For detaks [$6], [22].

In order to describe our result exactly, we fix some notatfoss LetR be an
integral domain ané a symmetric cellular algebra with a cellular ba@i%T A€
A, ST eM(A)}. Let f : Ax A— Rbe a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form.
Thenf determines a map: A — Rwhich is defined byt(a) = f(a,1) for every
a € A. We call the mag symmetrizing trace. Denote l:{)DAST |ISTeM),Ae
A} the dual basis determined byFor arbitrary € A, letW()) be the cell module
and ®, the bilinear form associated witV(A). Write rad\ the radical of®,.
Denote theA-moduleW (M) /radA by L, if ®, # 0. LetAg={A € A | D, # 0},
N ={AeA|radh =0}, Ap={Ae/Ng|rad\ # 0}, \3={A e A | D), =0} and
S\, =R-spar{Ci; | A € A1,ST € M(A)}. Then the main result is as follows.

Theorem Let R be an integral domain and A a symmetric cellular algebith a
cellular basis{C4 | ST € M(A),A € A}. The dual basig§Dy 1 | ST e M(A),A €
A} is determined by a symmetrizing tracelLet | be the ideal of A generated by
the elements of the formdGD}) 1, whereA € A, radA # 0 and ST,U € M(A).
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Then

(1)1 CradA, 12=0.

(2) I is independent of the choice of

Moreover, if R is a field, then

(3) S\,NradA=0.

(4)dimgl > 5 ny x (dimgL, ), where r is the number of the elements inM.

}\E/\g
(5) ¥ i+ Y m(m—dmgLy) > ¥ (dimgLy)2
AeN3 AeNo AEN

This theorem connects the radicals of the bilinear formsetifrnodules with
the radical of the algebra. It also reveals some informatiothe dimensions of
simple modules of symmetric cellular algebras.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin with some webwkmresults on
symmetric algebras and cellular algebras, then in Sectioe ®rove the main re-
sult. In section 4, we give some examples on estimating timeisions of simple
modules of Hecke algebras. As another application of theltres radicals, in
Section 5, we give some equivalent conditions for a finiteaisional symmetric
cellular algebra to be semisiple.

2 Symmetric cellular algebras

In this section, we first recall some well known results on sygtric algebras and
cellular algebras, then prove a lemma on symmetric celalizgbras, the lemma
plays an important role in this paper. References for thei@e are [6] and [7].

Let R be a commutative ring with identity anslan associativ®-algebra. As
an R-module, A is finitely generated and free. Suppose that there exisi®-an
bilinear mapf : Ax A— R We say thatf is non-degenerate if the determinant
of the matrix(f(a,a;))a.a;ep iS a unit inR for someR-basisB of A. We sayf
is associative iff (ab,c) = f(a, bc) for all a,b,c € A, and symmetric iff (a,b) =
f(b,a) foralla,b € A.

Definition 2.1. An R-algebra A is called symmetric if there is a non-degeteera

associative symmetric bilinear form f on A. Define an R-limeapt : A— R by
1(a) = f(a,1). We callt a symmetrizing trace.

Let A be a symmetric algebra with a bafis= {g; |i =1,...,n} andt a
symmetrizing trace. Denote iy= {D; | i =1i,...,n} the basis determined by the
requirement that(Dja;) = &;j for alli, j = 1,...,n. We will call D the dual basis
of B. For arbitrary 1<1i, j < n, we writeg;aj = %rijkak, whererjjx € R Fix at

for A. Then we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.2. Let A be a symmetric R-algebra with a basis B and the dual liasis
Then the following hold:

aDj = ZrkijDk; Diaj = erkka

Proof. We only prove the first equation. The other one is pilamilarly.
Suppose tha#Dj = 5 rDy, wherery € Rfor k= 1,--- ,n. Left multiply by
K

a, on both sides of the equation and applywe gett(ax,aDj) = ry,. Then
Mg = Tko,i,j- (Il
Proposition 2.3. Suppose that A is a symmetric R-algebra with a béajs i =
1,---,n}. Lett,T be two symmetrizing trace. Denote fy; |i =1,---,n} the
dual basis of B determined hyand{D; |i=1,---,n} the dual basis determined
byt/. Then forl <i < n, we have
! n !

Di — Z T(ale)DJ

=1

Proof: By a similar method as in LemraP.2. O

We now recall the definition of cellular algebras introdudgdGraham and
Lehrer [6] and some well known results.

Definition 2.4. ([6] 1.1) Let R be a commutative ring with identity. An associative
unital R-algebra is called a cellular algebra with cell datu(A,M,C,i) if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(C1) The finite sef\ is a poset. Associated with eashe A, there is a finite
set M(A). The algebra A has an R-baﬁ@éT |ST e M(A),A € A}

(C2) The mapiis an R-linear anti-automorphism of A whtk-iid which sends
CirtoCg

(C3)If A e Aand ST € M(X), then for any elementa A, we have

aCir= 3 ra(S,SCl, (mod A(< M),
SeM(A) ’

where (S, S) € R is independent of T and wher¢<A\) is the R-submodule of
A generated byCl, _, | S, T" € M(), U< A}.
Apply i to the eduation in (C3), we obtain

(C3)Chd(@= 3 ra(S,9Cky (mod A(<A)).
SeM(\) ’

It is easy to check the following lemma by Definition12.4.
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Lemma 2.5.([6] 1.7)LetA € Aand ac A. Then for arbitrary elements $,U,V €
M(A), we have

CiraG)y = Pa(T,U)CLy (mod A(<))),
where®,(T,U) € R dependsonlyona, T andU. O
Remark. We omit the indexa whena = 1, that is, writed1(T,U) as®(T,U).

Let Abe a cellular algebra with cell datug, M,C,i). We recall the definition
of cell modules.

Definition 2.6. ([6] 2.1) For eachA € A, define the left A-module W) as follows:
W(A) is a free R-module with bas{€s | Se M(A)} and A-action defined by

aCs= Z a(S ,S)Cy (acA,'SEM(A)),
SeM(\)

where Ié(S/,S) is the element of R defined in (C3).

Note thatW/(A) may be thought of as a rigémodule via

Caa= Y ri@(S,9Cq (acASEMM2)),
SeM(A)

we will denote it byi(W(A)).

Lemma 2.7. ([6] 2.2) There is a natural isomorphism of R-modules
C* :W(A) @ri(W(N)) — R—spar{C&r | ST e M(A)},
defined byCs,Cr) — C2 1. O

For a cell modulaV(A), define a bilinear forn®, : W(A) x W(A) — Rby
®, (Cs,C7) = (S T), extended bilinearly and define

radA .= {xe W(A) | ®)(x,y) =0 forally e W(A)}.
In [15], Mathas proved the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. ([15] 2.15)If A is a maximal element i\, thenradA = 0. a

In [6], Graham and Lehrer proved the following results.



Lemma 2.9. ([6] 2.3) Keep the notation above and ket A. Then
(1) ®(T,U) =P(U,T) for arbitrary T,U € M(A).
(2) For xy,z€ W(\) we have ¢(x®Yy)z= ®(y,2)x. O

Lemma 2.10.[6] Let K be a field and let A be a cellular algebra.d # 0, then
radA is the radical of the A-module YX). O

Theorem 2.11.[6] Let K be a field and A a finite dimensional cellular algebra.
Denote the A-module YX) / radA by L, whereh € A with @, #0. LetAg={A €
N\ | ®) # 0}. Then the sefL) | A € Ao} is a complete set of (representative of
equivalence classes of ) absolutely simple A-modules. O

Theorem 2.12.([6] 3.8) Let K be a field and A a cellular algebra. Then the fol-
lowing are equivalent.

(1) The algebra A is semisimple.

(2) The nonzero cell representationg XY are irreducible and pairwise inequiva-
lent.

(3) The formd, is non-degenerate (i.eadA) = 0) for eachA € A. O

For anyA € A, fix an order orM(A) and letM(A) = {S,S,--- ,S,, }, where
ny is the number of the elements(A), the matrixG, = (®(S,S)))1<i,j<n, iS
called Gram matrix. All the determinants G{A) defined with different order on
M(A) are the same.

Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra with a cell datahM,C,i). Denote
the dual basis b = {D%1 | ST € M(A),A € A}, which satisfies

1, A=y S=U, T=V,;

1(CA. D! ,) =
(Csr U’V> {O, otherwise.

ForanyA,pe A, ST e M(A),U,V € M(p), write

A
CsrChiv= >  TsTaLuvm.xveChy-
eeNX,YeM(g)

Then we have the following lemma, which plays an importalé no this paper.

Lemma 2.13. Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra with a basis B. Let D tee th
dual basis determined by a given symmetrizing tradeor arbitrary A,u€ A and
ST,PQeM(A),U,V € M(p), the following hold:

(1) Dy Ch; = M(STA).(X.Y.e),(UV.D% v
uvesT ee/\,X,%eM(s) (STALXYe),UVPx ¥



(2) ;D! = r A D¢ ..
GstDuyv %M;Ews} (X.Y,£),(STA),UVwPx,y

(3) CgT D)éT - CQPD)QP' (4) D)é,TCé,T = D)IB,TCI)D\,T'
(5) C&tDpo=0if T #Q. (6) DpCly =0if P#S
(7) C&tDyy =0if u£A. (8) D Chr=0if pgA.
Proof: (1), (2) are corollaries of Lemnia R.2. (5), (6), (B) &re corollaries of
(1) and (2). We now prove (3).
By (2), we have

CirDg7 = Y TxYe.sTALETAPXY
eeNX,YEM(g)

A A

CepDsp = 5 Tixve)(spa.sPyPxy-
eeNX,YeM(g)

By (C3) of Definition 2.4,

r(X7Y78)’(S’T’)\)’(S’T7)\) - r(X7Y7E)7(SPJ\),(SPJ\)
for all e € A andX,Y € M(g). This completes the proof of (3).
(4) is proved similarly. O

3 Radicals of symmetric cellular algebras

We first introduce some constants for a symmetric cellulgelada. LetR be a
commutative ring with identity. LeA be a symmetric cellular algebra with a
cellular basidB. Fix a symmetrizing trace and denote the dual basis by

D={DY; [STeMQA),AeA}.
About the dual basis, we have the following proposition byninea 2.13.

Proposition 3.1. Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra with a cellular basis B
and the dual basis D. For any@A and O}, € D, we have

aDB,vE > ri(a)(V7V/)DSV/( modAp (> 1)),
V'eM() ’

where §y) (V,V') is independent of U and wherg5> 1) is the R-submodule of
A generated byD?, — 1S, T" € M(A),A > . In particular, for arbitraryA € A
and ST,U,V ¢ M(X), we have

DYDYy =W(SV)Dy 1t ( modAp(> 1)),
whereW(SV) € R depends onlyon S and V.
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Proof: For arbitraryC4 r, by Lemmd 218 (2), we have

A
C&Dhv= 3 rxve.sTA.UVwDky:
eeNX,YeM(g)

By (C3) of Definition(2.4, ife < , thenr x v ¢) (s7), v, = 0- This implies that

Cé,TDtlLV = Z r(X,Y7u),(ST,>\),(U,V,u)D?(,Y ( modAD(> )\))
X.YEM (1)

By (C3)' of Definition[2:3, ifX # U, thenr x v,y sTA),uvy = 0. SO

C&rDhy = Y ruva.sta.uvwbhy ( modAp(> ).
YeM(W

Clearly, for arbitraryy € M(p), we have
"Wy T OV = e (V)
and is independent &f. SincecgT is arbitrary, then
abjy= Y ri@V.\V)Dy,, ( modAp(>p)
V'eM(p)

forac A
Similarly, we can get

Dhva= Y ra(U,U/)Dl‘j,V( modAp (> ).
U’eM(y) ’

By the above two formulas, we get
DYDYy =W(SV)Dy 1t ( modAp(> 1)),
whereW(SV) € Rdepends only osandV. O

Definition 3.2. Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra. For evarg A, define C)?(
to be the matriX¥(S, Sj))1<i,j<n, -

In order to introduce constaritg, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3.Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra. Foreverg Aand ST,U,V,Pe
M(A), we have

C&rDYTCvDRy = Y P(X,V)W(X,V)C&rDpr.
XeM(A)



Proof: By Lemma2.13 (1), we have

TCUVDPV_ ( TCUV)D

= Z UV, (X.Ye),U.TACETDX Y Dpy-
eeN,X,YeM(g)

If € > A, then by LemmaZ.13 (79’;STD§( vy = 0; if € <A, by Definition[2.4 (C3),
MU V), (X Y.e),U,TA) = 0. This implies that

A € A
Fu V)X Y.e),U.TACsTDX vy Dpy
eeNX,YeM(g)

A A A
o Z r(U 7V7)\)7(X7Y7)\)7(U 7T7)\)CS~T DX,YDP,V
X,YEM(A)

By Definition[2.4 (C3), ifY # T, thenryva),x,vr),u,7,») = 0. Hence,

A M) A
MUV XY, U TACSTDX vDhy
X.YEM()

N Z fu 7V7}‘)7(X7T,)\),(U,T7}\)C§T Dg\(,T D)F\{V
XeM(A)

Now by Propositiofn 3]1,
DX tDRyv = W(X,V)Dpr ( modAp(>N)).

Moreover, by LemmB2.13 (7), & > A, thenC} D% y = 0. Thus

> rUNAXTAUTACETDX DRy = Y O(X,V)W(X,V)CrDpy

XEM(N) XEM(N)
This completes the proof. O
By LemmdﬂBCéV ng isindependento¥, sois 3 P(X,V)W(X,V).

XeM(A)
Then for anyA € A, we define a constai, ; as follows.

Definition 3.4. Keep the notation above. Fare A, take an arbitrary Ve M(A).
Define
=Y OXV)PXV).
XeM(A)

Note that{k, ; | A € A} is not independent of the choice of symmetrizing
trace. Fix a symmetrizing, we often writek, ; asky. We now study the relations
betweerk, and the Gram matriG, for A € A.
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Lemma 3.5. Let R be a commutative ring with identity and A a symmetriki el
R-algebra with a cellular basi@CéT |Ae N\, ST e M(A)}. The dual basis deter-

mined byt is {DAST |Ae N\, ST e M(A)}. ForanyA € A, fix an order on the set

M(A). Gy is the Gram matrix and Gis as in Definitiori:3.2. Then (&, = k\E
where E is the identity matrix.

Proof: Take an arbitrarn € A, according to the definition d&,, G;\ andk,, we
only needtoshowthat 5 ®(X,U)W(X,V) =0 forarbitraryU,V € M(A) with

XeM(A)
U#V.
In fact, on one hand, for arbitrargle M(A), by Lemmal2.13 (5)U #V
implies thaC§, Dy, = 0. ThenC3, D3, C4,, Dy = 0.
On the other hand, by a similar method as in the proof of Leini8a 3

A A A A
CSU DSU CSU DSV - Z (SU A),(X,Y,E),(SU, )\)CSU DX YDSV
eeNX,YEM(¢)

A A A
= > T(sur.xun.sunCsuDxuDsy
XEM(A)

= ¥ OX,U)W(X,V)C,DYy-
XEM() -

Then 5 ®(X,U)¥(X,V)Cy, DY, = 0. This implies that

XeM(A)
S BXU)W(X,V)C8yDyy) =0.
XEM(N)
Sincet(Cy,Dyy) =1 then 5 ®(X,U)¥(X,V)=0. 0
i XeM(A)

Let R be an integral domain. To study the radical of a symmetritulzel
algebra, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.6. Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra over an integral dom@in
Then k = 0for anyA € A withradA # 0.

Proof: SinceG(A)| = 0 is equivalent to raN # 0, then by Lemm& 315, rad# 0
implies thatk, = 0. O

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a symmetric cellular algebra. Then for akyg A, the

elements of the form rsucgv D)), with rsy € R make an ideal of A.
SUEM(A) '
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Proof: Denote the set of the elements of the formy  rsyC&,, Dy, by I*.
SUEM(A) '

Then for anyn € A, P,Q € M(n), andSU € M(}), the elemen€3 ,C&, D}, €
1A, In fact, by (C3) of Definitioi 214 and Lemnia2]13 (7),

A A A
ngQCSV DU AV Z r(RQ:”)7(S=V7>\)7(X7Y78)C§(7Y DU v
eeNX,YEM(g)

= Y fean).sva).xvnCkvDOy
XeM(A)

The elemen€y, D}y, C, € 1" is proved similarly.
Hence, is an ideal ofA. O
By the definition ofG(A) and rad\, the following lemma is obviously.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that A is a finite dimensional symmetric cellulaelatg
with a cellular basis.{CgT | ST € M(A),A € A}. LetA € A, @) #0. Then
dimk L) =rankG(A), where [, =W(A)/radA. O

LetAg={AeA| D\ #0}, A1 ={AeA|radd =0}, o ={AeN| D) #
0,radA # 0}, Az = {A € A| @, = 0} andSy,=R-spa{C&; [A € A1, ST e M(M)}.
Then we are in a position to give the main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.9.Let R be an integral domain and A a symmetric cellular algebra
with a cellular basis{C&; | ST € M(A),A € A}. The dual basi{D; | ST €
M(A),A € A} is determined by a symmetrizing trate Let | be the ideal of A
generated by the elements of the fordi O} ;, whereX € A, radA # 0 and
ST,UeM(M). Then ’

(1)1 CradA, I2=0.

(2) I is independent of the choice of

Moreover, if R is a field, then

(3) S\,NradA=0.

(4)dimgl > 5 ny x (dimgL, ), where r is the number of the elements inM.

7\6/\2
(5) ¥ i+ Y m(m—dmgLy) > ¥ (dimgLy)2
AeN3 AeNo AEN;

Proof: (1) CradA,12=0.

We provel? = 0. Obviously, by the definition of, every element of? can
be written as a sum of elements of the fo@} D, +Cl, Dy, (we omit the
coefficient here) with ral # 0 and raqi # 0.

If u< A, thenCq ;D% +Q, DY,y = 0 by Lemmd 213 (8).
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If u> A, then by Lemm&2.13 (1) and (7),

A A ~H H ST
Cs DS 1CUVP0Y = D MUV, x T )TN Cs,TDX DU, v-
XEM)

However, by Propositian 3.1, evea},lQ with nonzero coefficient in the expansion
of D} Dy, satisfies) > p. Sinceu> A, thenn > A. Now, by Lemma 2.13 (7),

we haveC" 1Dpo =0, thatisC& Dy +Q, yDy,y = 0if u>A.
If A= u by LemmdﬂB (3) and (4), we only need to consider the el&snen
of the form

CSl T DSz TlCSZ T2 DSs T
By Lemmd 3.8 and Lemnia 3.6,

A
C3 7,08 1,C8, 7,04 7, = kC4 7,D&, 1, = 0.

Then we get that all the elements of the fo@} ;DY C}; /D, are all zero,
that is,|2 = 0. This implies that C radA.

(2) I isindependent of the choice of

Lett andt be two symmetrizing trace arig, d the dual bases determined by
T andt respectively. By Lemma2.2, for arbitradﬁ v E€d,

dG v = Z T(CBE(,YdG V) D§<,Y
X, YEM(g),eeN

Then for arbitrarySe M(A),

Cgv dG v = Z T(Cx Y dG Y, )Cév D§(,Y-
X,YeM(g),eeN

By LemmdZ.1B (7), (8), if < A, thenC§ ), = 0; if £ > A, thenC}, D% y = 0.
This implies that /

Cévda,v: Z T(CQ,YdG,V)CgvDQM
XYEM(M)

By Lemma2.1B (5), iff #V, thenC&, D} y = 0. Now we get

Cé,vda,v: Z T(CQ,VdG,V)CQVDQM
XEM(A)

12



Similarly, we obtain

C&/DYy = > T(CYvDY v )CEv kv
XeM(A)
The above two formulas imply thais independent of the choice of symmetrizing
trace.

(3) S\, NradA=0.

We prove it for general cellular algebras. By Lemimd 2 8is not empty. Let

r= ) rsmch € radA andAg be a maximal one such that there exists
AENL,STEM(A)

Ixya, 7 0. SinceW(Ao) is simple, then for eactl € M(Ag), rCy = 0. Now
by Lemma2.D, we have® 5 g7, P(T,U)Cs=73 Srg7,,P(T,U)Cs.
STEMMo) ST
This implies thaty rg1,,®(T,U) = 0 for arbitraryS<c M(Ao). Note thatW(Ao)
2 ST,

is simple, then the determinant of Gram mat@ is not zero. Now we get that

rsta, =0forallST e M(Ag).
Repeat the process as above, we can getall are zeros, that is,= 0.

(4)dimgl > 3 ny x (dimgL,).
)\6/\2
LetA € A, denote the elements () by S, -+, S,,. By LemmaZ.IB and
the definition of Gram matrix, for any € A, we have
[CA . D

A -
S1,S1

D)\
5505 S8
CssPss Ds s,
A . A )\.
C5,sPs8 | [G0 0 - 0] |Dss
5 =10 & 0 : | (modD™).
L NP
CsaPs, s 0 0 - G| |Pss
A A A
CsaPs, s D3,
A . A A .
D D
©5, 505, s Ds, s,
Clearly, the rank of the matrix
G, 0 - 0
0 G, - 0
0 0 - Gy
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isny x (rankG,). If ®, £ 0, itis equal tany, x (dimk L, ) by Lemmd3.B. Then by
(1) and Lemm&2.13, we have d@h> S ny x (dimgL,).

)\6/\2
(5) ¥ i+ Y m(m—dimgLy) > 3 (dimgLy)%
AeNs AeNo AEN;

By (4),
dimgradA > Z m X (dimgL,).
AENL
By the formula
dimgradA = dimrA— ' (dimsLy)?,

AN
we have
dimrA— 3 (dimgLy)?> 5 m x (dimgLy).
AeNg AENL
That is,

2 2 : - 2
Z ny + Z ny — Z ny x (dimgL,) > Z (dimgL, )%,
AEN3 AN AEN2 AENg

or
Z g + Z e — Z m x (dimgLy) > Z (dimgLy)2.
7\6/\3 7\6/\2 7\6/\2 )\6/\2
O

Remark. We shall describe how to study the dimensions of simple mesdof a
Hecke algebra by (5) of this theorem in Section 4. Some exasrgie also given
there.

Corollary 3.10. Let R be an integral domain and A a symmetric cellular algebra

LetA be the minimal element ih. If radA # 0, thenany r= % rx7y)\C§\( vy €
Xyema) 7
radA, where k v € R.

Proof: If r is not in radA, then there exists sonia}) ,, with rD{},, ¢ radA. If
WA, thenrDy , = 0 by Lemmd 2,13, itis in radl. If p= A, thenrDy,, € radA
by Theoreni 3[9. It is a contradiction. O

Corollary 3.11. Let A be a finite dimensional symmetric cellular algebra. Mhe
A is semisimple if and only i1 = A. O

Corollary 3.12. Let A be a finite dimensional symmetric cellular algebra. Let

0#r= > rx.yeCyk y € radA and letA be the maximal one such that
eENX,YEM(g) ’
there existsgt ) # 0. Then k = 0.
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Proof: Sincer € radA, we havengT € radA. The fact thaf being the maximal
implies that

Dir= Y rx1aCkrD4T.
XeM(A)

Itis easy to check thdtD% )" = (karsta)" 'rDY 1. Apply T on both sides of this

equation, we get((rDA1)") = (k\rsta)" trsTa- If ky #0, then(kyrst )"t #
0. HencengT is not nilpotent and therD’éT ¢ radA. A contradiction. This
implies thatky, = 0. O

By considering the elements of the foB} ;C3,,, where\ € A with radA # 0
andS T,U € M(A), we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.13.Let R be an integral domain and A a symmetric cellular algebra
Let I be the ideal of A generated by the elements of the foﬁpagv, where
Ae A radd #0,ST,V e M(A). Then ’

(1) I' CradA, 12=0.

(2) I"is independent of the choice of the symmetrizing trace.

(3) If Ris afield, theimg!’ > 3y x (dimgLy). O
}\E/\g

4 Examples

In this section, we study the dimensions of simple modulddexfke algebras of
type A by Theorem 319. Reference for this section is book.[Efktly, we recall
some results on Murphy basis.

Let S, be the symmetric group ofl, 2,---,n}. For all integer with 1 <i <
n—1,lets = (i,i+1). Awordw=s,---s, forwe §, is a reduced expression if
k is minimal, in this case we say thathas lengttk and we write/(w) = k.

Let K be a field andy a nonzero element iK. The Iwahori-Hecke alge-
bra #Hx q(Sh) associated t&, is the associative unitéd-algebra with generators
T1,---,Th_1 and relations

(Ti-=ag)(Ti+1)=0, forl<i<n-1,

TiTiaTi =T TiTiya, forl<i<n-2,

TTj=TT, for0<i<j-1<n-2.
Leti be the involution offk 4(S,) defined byi(Ty) = T,-1.

Let m be a positive integer and léh)q = 1+q+---+ g™ 1. Defineeto be
the smallest number such tHaly = 0 and see = « if no such integer exists.

15



Given a reduced expressisp- - -5, for w e §,, we write Ty, = Tij, - - - Ti,, then
Tw depends only onv and not on the choice of reduced expression. It is well-
known that# (S,) is aK-space with basi§Ty, | w € Sy}

Recall that a partition ofi is a non-increasing sequence of non-negative inte-
gersA = (A1,---,Ar) such thaty{_; Aj = n. The diagram of a partitioh is the
subsefA] = {(i,]) | 1< j <Aj,i > 1}. The elements df\] are called nodes. For
any nod€(i, j) € [A], let hiAj =N\ —|—)\/j —i—j+1. Itis called hook number. Define
the residue of the nod@, j) € [A] to be j —i. For any partitiorthA = (A1,A2,---),
the conjugate ok is defined to be a partitioN = (A},A3, -+ ), wherej is equal
to the number of nodes in colunjrof [A] for j =1,2,---.

A A-tableau is a bijection: [A] — {1,2,--- ,n}. We sayt a standard-tableau
if the entries int increase from left to right in each row and from top to bottem i
each column. Denote b (resp..t,) the standard-tableau, in which the num-
bers 12,---,n appear in order along successive rows (resp., columns)ravine
stabilizer oft, denoted by5,, is the standard Young subgroup%fcorrespond-
ing toA. Let StdA) be the set of all standaidtableaux.

A partitionA is said to bee-restricted ifA; —Aj+1 < eforalli > 1. Letx= (i, j)
be a node ifA]. Thee-residue ok is the integeres(x) = j —i mod e. A standard
A-tableaus is callede-restricted if whenever there exists a standaftdbleaut
such that > p and [res;(K)]q = [res(K)]q, for k=1,2,---,n, thenA = p. Let
Stdy(A) be the set oé-restricted tableaux am, be the number of the elements
in Stay(A).

For a partitiorh of n, letmy, = 5 T, and letd(t) € S, be such thadi(¢)t* = t.

wes,
Definem}, = i(Td(s))MTq()- Then Murphy proved

Lemma 4.1. (Murphy [17]) The set

{nﬁ ’ s andt are standard\-tableaux for some}
* partition A of n

forms a cellular basis ofk (S»). O

Then by the theory of cellular algebras, for any partitdonve have cell mod-
ule (Specht module$* and bilinear formd, . Write D* = S*/radA.

Lemma 4.2. ([1] 6.3, 6.8, [15] 3.38) LeK be a field andj a nonzero element in
K. Let #Hk q(Sh) be the Iwahori-Hecke algebra associate&to Then

(1) {D* | A is ane-restricted partition of} is a complete set of non-isomorphic
simple 4 -modules.

(2) dimg D* > Ne), Whereng), is the number of the-restricted\-tableaux. O
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For a positive integek, letvp(k) be the usuap-adic valuation. Define

Vep(k) = vp(k), if edividesk;
ST -1 otherwise.

James and Mathas proved the following result.

Lemma 4.3. ([8] 4.21) Let\ be an e-restricted partition of n. Ther & simple
if and only if

Ve p(y) = Vep(Mho)
for all nodes(a,b) and(a,c) in [A]. O

Denote the set od-restricted partitions byA\g and letAz = {A € A | A ¢ Ao},
A={AcNg|S =D}, A2 ={AeNg|S #D}. Now by Theorerhi 319, Lemma
4.2 and Lemma_4l3, we can give a program to estimate the diorensf simple
modules of Hecke algebras of type A.

(1) Determine the seX3. For each\ € A3, compute the numbes, of the elements

in StdA) and then 5 ny.
AEN3
(2) Determine the seh; by Lemmé& 4.B and theh,. Compute the numberg),

forall A € A\,
(3) Estimate the dimensions of simple modules by Thedrein 3.9

We now give some examples.
Example 1. The group algebrdsSs.
The algebra has a basis

{1,51,%,%1%2, 951,515 } -

A cellglar basis is
Cil) =1+ +S+ 19+ S + S1981,

Cii’=1+s, C3=9+ss,
21 21

Céi =+ stl,Céz’ )= 1+ siss,
3

Cg.ll) =1

The corresponding dual basis is
3
D:(I_,%_ = - +S1% + 981,

2 2

D(L’ll) =S1+S -9 — S, D(L;_l) =S —5S,
2,1 21

D(z,i = S2 — 281, Dg}_ g —sim— oS+ s,
(2%)

D) =1-s1—+s519+ 581 — 1581
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It is easy to know that\z = (3) andA; = (12). Then dink radA = 4. Now we

computdl.
Cﬁ)Dg% 1+s1+S+S192+ 81+ 19281,
ci5” D§ S =115 -5 si5s,
Cfél) Dézél) 2+ 819 — S — 9198,
Cé,zil) Dg’l) 1-s1—s12+ 51951,
(21) (21

C1 D1l =2+9s1—s1—S1%.
Then dlm(l = 4. This implies that = radA.

Example 2. Group algebr&sSs.
In this casen = e= p = 5. The set of partitions of number 5 is

A=1{(5),(4,1),(3,2),(3,1,1),(2,2,1),(2,1,1,1), (1%}.

ThenAz={(5)}and 5 m =1.
)\6/\3

By Lemmd4.8/A\;1 = {(3,2)
dimk D(221) — 5 and ding D( i

,(2,2,1),(19}. Thisimplies that dipr D(32) =5,
) =1. Then

N2 =No—NA1={(4,1),(3,1,1),(2,1,1,1)}.

By the definition ofe-restricted tableaws 41y = 1,n5311) = 3,N5(21,1.1) = 3.
This implies that

1 <dimgD*V <3

3< dlmKD(311) <5

dimg D211 = 3,

Thus
(dimk DY, dimx D@2, dimk DB dimy D22 dimg D@1, dimg D))

must be one of the following nine cases.

1) (1,5,3,5,3,1); (2)(2,5,3,5,3,1); (3)(3,5,3,5,3

4)(1,5,4,5,3,1); (5(2,5,4,5,3,1); (6)(3,5,4,5,3

(7)(1,5,5,5,3,1); (8)(2,5,5,5,3,1); 9)(3,5,5,5,3
Now by Theoreni 3]9, we have

1)
1)
1)

1+4(4—dimD“Y) 4+ 6(6—dimD®1Y) 44 > (dimD*Y)2 4 (dimDE1Y)2 g
Then the dimensions must be one of the following four cases.

(1) (1,5,3,5,3,1); (2)(1,5,4,5,3,1);

3)(2,5,3,5,3,1); (4 (3,5,3,5,3,1).
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In fact, we know thaZsS has two one-dimensional non-isomorphic simple
modules, then the dimensions must be one of the followingdages.
(1) (1,5,3,5,3,1); (2(1,5,4,5,3,1).

Thus the dimension of réédsSs) is either 50 or 43. Then digl > 28 by
Theoreni 3.9.
Example 3. Group algebr&3Ss.

In this casen=5,e=p=3. NA3={(5),(41)}and § n, =17. By

AEN3
LemmaZ4BA; = {(3,1,1),(2,1,1,1),(15}. This implies that dip D31V = 6,
dimk D119 — 4 and ding D) = 1. Then

No=No—N1= {(372>7(2727 1)}

By the definition ofe-restricted tableaws 32) = 4, N3 221y = 1. This implies
that

1 < dimg D221 < 4,

dimk D32 = 4.

Now by Theoreni 319, we have
17+5+5(5—dimD2Y) > 16+ (dimD(?21)2
Then
(dimk D32 dimg D@D dimg D22 dimg D@L dimyg DE)).

must be one of the following three cases
(1) (4,6,1,4,1); (2)(4,6,2,4,1); (3)(4,6,3,4,1).

73S has two non isomorphic one-dimensional simple modules) the di-
mensions is (4, 6, 1, 4, 1) and the dimension of Za%s) is 50. We can get that
dimg | > 25 by Theoren 3]9.

5 Semisimplicity of symmetric cellular algebras

As an another application of the results on radicals, we givee equivalent con-
ditions for a finite dimensional symmetric cellular algetwde semisimple.

Proposition 5.1. Let A be a finite dimensional symmetric cellular algebra. Mhe
the following are equivalent.

(1) The algebra A is semisimple.

(2) ky #Oforall A € A.

(3){C&:D} 1 |A€A,ST € M(A)} is a basis of A.
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(4) For any\ € A, there exist ST € M(A), such that(C& ;D& 1)2 # 0.

(5) For anyA € A and arbitrary ST € M(A), (C&;D%1)? 7é 0.

(2') ky, # Ofor all A € A, where k is defined by D} SCSS) =K DALCA,
(3) {D"/SCST |IAEN,ST € M(\)} is a basis of A.

(4) Forany A € A, there exist ST € M(A), such tha Dy C&)? # 0.
(5") For any A € A and arbitrary ST € M(A), (DgTCQT) 7é 0.

Proof: (2=(1) If ky # O for all A € A\, then rach = 0O for all A € A by Lemma
[3.6. This implies tha# is semisimple by Theorem 2.J12.

(1)=(2) Assume that there exists some= A such thatky = 0. Then it
is easy to check thdf is a nilpotent ideal ofA. Obviously,|* # 0 because at
IeastCUVDGV # 0. This implies thai? C radA. But A is semisimple, it is a
contradiction. This implies tha, # O for all A € A.

(2)=(3) Let )3 ksTACArD} 1 = 0. Take a maximal elemed €
AeASTeM(\) ’
A. For arbitraryX,Y € M(Ao),

Ao A A P\
Cx(,)x DY?X( Z KsTaACst DT 1) =k ky PAoCx X DPX =0.
AeENSTEM(A) PeM(Ao)

This implies thatt(ky, ¥ pem(a,) ky7p7)\OCX?XDP?X) =0, i.e.,ky kyx, = 0. Since
ky, 7 O, then we geky x ), = 0.

Repeat the process as above, we get that akdhe are zeros.

(3)—=>(2) BecausqC&;D} 1 |A € A,ST € M(A)} is a basis of, we have

1 — Z kS,TJ\Cé.T DZ\RT .
AEN,STEM(A)

For arbitraryu € A andU,V € M(y), we have

A A
CHvDiy = > ksTaCst D} +CG v DYy
AEN,STEM(A)

= kll Z kX,U,I.lC)Lé7U D\L;,U °
XeM(W

This implies thatk, # 0 sinceC; Dy, # 0. We know thayi is arbitrary, this
implies thatk, # 0 for allA € A.

(2)<=(4) and (2)=(5) are clear by Lemma3.3.

By the same way, we can proyg) < (2') < (3) «— (4) < (5). O

Let R be an integral domain anld the field of fractions ofR. Let A be a
symmetric cellular algebra antik = AQRrK. ConsiderA as a subalgebra of

Ax. We can construct a new cellular basis with some good prppertAx by
Proposition 51l ift(a) = t(i(a)) for alla € A.
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Corollary 5.2. Let R be an integral domain and K the field of fractions of R. Let
A be a symmetric cellular algebra angkA=- AQRrK. Suppose that(a) =1(i(a))
foralla € A. Then

{CS)‘;T = CgsD)éscéT D#,TC')I\ZT INeN,STcM(A)}
is a cellular basis of A. Moreover, ifA # p, thencd Gy, = 0.

Proof: Firstly, we prove tha{tCéT IANeN,ST € M(A)} is abasis oRx. We only
need to show the elements in this setlérknear independent.
By Lemmd3.B and2.13, we have

Ay = kCADY Ly

= kY reTanxsy),menCasDk s
XEM)

= kY BX,T)C&DXx
XEM(M)

forallA e A,ST € M(A). Then

al ] r A A ]
G5 CSsPss
G5 Cs5Pss
)\. A A
(5.5, G 0 - 0 ]G5 D5 s

Ml |0 kG, - 0 :

A DY DY DY . e A A ,
(s, s 0 0 - KG/|| %5 sPss
C)\ C)\ D)\
S‘lA’& S‘lA’& &7&
)\. A .)\
G5, .8, Cs, 5,5, s, |

whereG,, is the Gram matrix. Sinc8k is semisimple, then ak # 0 and allG,,
are non-degenerate. Becay@d D} + [A € A,ST € M(A)} is a basis of by
Propositioi 5.1, then

{C&7 =CADLCATDI1Ch 7 [N EAST M)}

is a basis oAk .
Secondly,i(Cir) = C} s for arbitraryA € A, andS,T € M(A). Clearly, we
only need to prové(DY ) = D} ¢
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By the definition oft, we havet(C};D%1) = 1. Then on one hand, since
1(a) = 1(i(a)) for anya € A, we havet(i(D§1)C}g) = 1. On the other hand,
1(i(Dy1)Chy) = /Dy s =0 if (U,V,p) # (T,SA). Since the dual basis is

unlquely determined by, then we get(D ST) D%S.
Thirdly, for arbitraryp € A,U,V € M(p), we have

A A A A A A
CB,VCSJ = CB,VCSSDSSCSTDT,TCT,T

= S fuvassh).xyeCxyD8sCaTD} 1Ch 1
eeNX,YEM(g)

- Z FUV.W),(SSA),(X.SA) Cx sD SCST D¢ TCT T
XeM(A)

= Y Uy ssn,xsnChxDk xCk 1D3 7Ch 1
XeM(A)

A
= D Tuvassn.xsn&T

XeM(A)
By the definitions of y v, (ss)),(x,51) @nd cellular algebrayy v ) (ssh),(x,s))
is independent of . Then

{C8r = C3sDELCATDY1Ch7 A €A ST e M(A)}

is a cellular basis of\k.
Finally, foranyA,pe A, ST e M(A),U,V € M(p),

CéTle,V = kk.CAsD} SCTTCUUDVUC\L/I

= loki Y rrTan ULy CEsPT Chy DYy Chy-
eeNX,YEM(g)

By Lemmal2.IBCA (D} Cf DY, Cy # 0 impliese > A, & > . By Definition
2.4, 111,00 xve 7# 0 impliese <A ande < u. Therefore, ifA # , then

Cé\,TC‘bl?V :O O
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