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THE ALGEBRA OF BOOLEAN MATRICES,
CORRESPONDENCE FUNCTORS, AND SIMPLICITY

SERGE BOUC AND JACQUES THEVENAZ

ABSTRACT. We determine the dimension of every simple module for the alge-
bra of the monoid of all relations on a finite set (i.e. Boolean matrices). This
is in fact the same question as the determination of the dimension of every
evaluation of a simple correspondence functor. The method uses the theory of
such functors developed in [BT2, [BT3|, as well as some new ingredients in the
theory of finite lattices.

1. Introduction

Let k£ be a field and let Rx be the k-algebra of the monoid of all relations on a
finite set X (also known as Boolean matrices). This is an algebra of dimension o’
where n = |X/|, hence growing very fast in terms of n. It was considered many
years ago in [CPL [Ki, (KR, [PW], [Sc1l [Sc2] and more recently in [BEL [Brl [Di], but the
dimensions of the irreducible representations of R x remained unknown in general.
Some related work [St1] [St2] shows that this domain of research is still active.

We solve here the open problem of describing all simple R x-modules and finding
their dimension. This requires to embed the category of R x-modules into the larger
category of correspondence functors, namely functors from the category of finite sets
and correspondences to the category k-Mod. We use methods of the representation
theory of categories, as well as some new ingredients in the theory of finite lattices.
The proof is based on very delicate arguments about a system of linear equations
which was introduced in [BT3]. We also deduce a formula for the dimension of the
Jacobson radical of Rx (in characteristic zero). The formulas behave exponentially
with respect to n.

In a previous work [BT1], we described all simple modules for the algebra Ex of
essential relations on X, which is a quotient of Rx, but it was then not clear how to
extend this result. It is not too hard to show (and known to some specialists) that
the simple modules for R x are classified by isomorphism classes of triples (E, R, V),
where E is finite set with |E| < |X|, R is a partial order relation on E, and V is
a simple module for the group algebra k Aut(F, R). When E = X, we recover the
simple modules for the essential algebra £x, but the more difficult cases occur when
|E| < |X|.

Apart from [BTT], the main ingredients for this work are our papers
about correspondence functors. It is known that the evaluation at a finite set X of
a simple functor is either zero or a simple module for the algebra Rx. Conversely
every simple module for the algebra R x occurs as the evaluation at X of a simple
functor. This provides a way to handle simple modules for the algebra Rx by
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studying simple correspondence functors. It is this embedding in the larger category
of correspondence functors which allows us to prove our results. A first step, which
is not very hard and explained in [BT2], is the description of the parametrization of
simple correspondence functors Sg g v by isomorphism classes of triples (E, R, V),
where (E, R) is a finite poset (i.e. R is a partial order relation on a finite set FE)
and V is a simple module for the group algebra k Aut(E, R).

Some fundamental modules and functors play a crucial role in our approach.
Here k is allowed to be an arbitrary commutative ring. For any finite poset (E, R),
we described in [BT1] a fundamental module Pgfr for Rg, where Py is a quo-
tient algebra of the essential algebra £g, hence also a quotient of Rg, while fgr
is a suitable idempotent of Pg depending on the order relation R. From this, we
constructed and studied in [BT2, [BT3| a fundamental functor Sg r, which is the
key for understanding simple correspondence functors because the simple functor
SE,r,v appears as a suitable quotient of the fundamental functor Sg_ g.

Another main ingredient is the link between correspondence functors and the
theory of finite lattices, see [BT3|. Associated to any finite lattice T', there is a
correspondence functor Fp and a surjective morphism

O: FT — SEyRop

where (F, R) denotes the full subposet of join-irreducible elements of 7' and R°P
denotes the opposite relation. The main problem is to describe the kernel of © and
this gives rise to a complicated system of linear equations which was introduced
in [BT3]. One of the main contributions of the present paper is to solve this
system. From this solution, a k-basis can be found for each evaluation Sg, gor(X)
of a fundamental functor. Generators are found in Section ] and they are proved
to be k-linearly independent in Section

Turning to simple functors (assuming again that & is a field), we need to pass to a
quotient of Sg, g in order to obtain the simple functor Sg g . This requires to show
that each evaluation Sg r(X) has a free right £ Aut(E, R)-module structure and
that the simple functor Sg g v is isomorphic to a tensor product Sg r @k Aut(e,r) V-
This nontrivial part of the argument requires the whole of Section 6l and culminates
with an explicit formula for the dimension of each evaluation Sg, g v (X) of a simple
correspondence functor. The final step, which is easy and explained in Section [7 is
to go back to the algebra R x and deduce the dimension of every simple R x-module,
as well as a description of the action of relations on it.

There is a classical approach of the classification of simple modules for the algebra
of a finite semigroup, going back to the work of Munn and Ponizovsky, using Green’s
theory of J-classes (see the textbook [CP], or the more recent article [GMS] for a
modern point of view). For the algebra R x we are interested in, we do not use this
point of view here for two reasons. First, our approach of the parametrization of
simple modules for Rx is not classical, for it is based in an important way on the
fundamental module Pg fr associated to a poset (E, R). Secondly, taking advantage
of the link with the theory of correspondence functors and using the functor Frp
associated to a finite lattice T', our main task is the study of the above morphism ©
(which is itself based on the fundamental module Pgfgr). This problem has no
obvious connection with the classical approach to the algebra of a semigroup. We
leave to the interested reader the open question of investigating if it is possible to
translate our results in the language of J-classes and other concepts used in the
classical approach.



BOOLEAN MATRICES, CORRESPONDENCE FUNCTORS, AND SIMPLICITY 3

2. Preliminaries on lattices

In this section, we define, in any finite lattice, two operations r°° and o°°, as well as
a subset G of special elements, each lying at the bottom of a totally ordered subset
with strong properties. We then prove some results which will play a crucial role
in the description of the evaluation of fundamental functors and simple functors.

Let us first fix some notation. By an order R on a finite set E/, we mean a partial
order relation on E. In other words, (E, R) is a finite poset. We write <pg for the
order relation, so that (a,b) € R if and only if a <r b. Moreover a <p b means
that a <g b and a # b. The opposite relation R°? of R is defined by the property
that (a,b) € R°? if and only if (b,a) € R.

If T is a finite lattice, we write <7, or sometimes simply <, for the order relation,
V for the join (least upper bound), A for the meet (greatest lower bound), 0 for the
least element and 1 for the greatest element.

2.1. Notation and definitions.
(a) If (E,R) is a finite poset and a,b € E with a <gr b, we define intervals

lg:={r€F|a<pxz<pb},
[:={r€FE|a<pz<pb},
la,[p:=={r € E'|a<pax},

[a

a,blp:={x € E|a<pxz<pb},
[a b]

a,blp:={r € E|a<pz<pb},
~,b]E::{ZL'€E|:L'§Rb}.

x ]
b la,

]
When the context is clear, we write [a,b] instead of [a,b]g.

(b) If T is a finite lattice an element e € T is called join-irreducible, or simply

irreducible, if, whenever e = \/ a for some subset A of T, then e € A. In
acA

case A = 0, the join is 0 and it follows that 0 is not irreducible. If e # 0
is irreducible and e = sV t with s,t € T, then either e = s ore =t. In
other words, if e # 0, then e is irreducible if and only if [0, e[ has a unique
maximal element.

(c) If (E,R) is a subposet of a finite lattice T, we say that (E,R) is a full
subposet of T if for all e, f € E we have :

e<pf<=e<pf.

In particular Irr(T') denotes the full subposet of irreducible elements of T'.

(d) If (E,R) is a finite poset, I, (E, R) denotes the set of lower R-ideals of E,
that is, the subsets A of E such that, whenever a € A and x < a, then
x € A. Clearly I (E, R), ordered by inclusion of subsets, is a lattice, the join
operation being union of subsets, and the meet operation being intersection.
Similarly, IT(E, R) denotes the set of upper R-ideals of E, which is also a
lattice. Obviously I'(E,R) = I,(FE, R°P).

Note that if (E, R) is the poset of irreducible elements in a finite lattice T, then
T is generated by E in the sense that any element x € T is a join of elements of E.
To see this, define the height of ¢ € T to be the maximal length of a chain in [0, ]7.
If « is not irreducible and x # f), then x = t; V ty with ¢; and ¢ of smaller height
than z. By induction on the height, both ¢; and ¢s are joins of elements of FE.
Therefore x = t1 V to is also a join of elements of E.

2.2. Lemma. Let (E,R) be a finite poset.

(a) The irreducible elements in the lattice I\ (E, R) are the lower ideals |-, €] g,
where e € E. Thus the poset (E, R) is isomorphic to the poset of all irre-
ducible elements in I (E, R) by mapping e € E to the ideal |-, e]g.

(b) I,(E,R) is a distributive lattice.
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(¢) For any finite lattice T with Irr(T) = (E, R), there is a join-preserving
surjective map f : I (E, R) — T which sends any lower ideal A € I\ (E, R)
to the join \/ ,c e in T.

(d) The map f: I (E,R) — T above is bijective if and only if T is a distribu-
tive lattice. In that case, f is an isomorphism of lattices.

Proof : This is not difficult and well-known. For details, see Theorem 3.4.1 and
Proposition 3.4.2 in [Sta], and also Theorem 6.2 in [Ro]. 0

Whenever we use the lattice I} (E, R), we shall (abusively) identify E with its
image via the map
E—)Ii(E,R% 6’—)]~,€]E.
Thus we view (E, R) as a full subposet of I (E, R).

2.3. Notation. Let T be a finite lattice and (E,R) = Irr(T'). Ift € T, then r(t)
denotes the join of all elements strictly smaller than t :

\/a.

a€l0,t

It follows that v(t) = t if and only if t ¢ E. More precisely, ift ¢ E andt # 0, then
t can be written as the join of two smaller elements, so r(t) = t, while if e € E,
then r(e) is the unique mazimal element of [0,e[. We put v*(t) = r(r*=1(t)) and
r°(t) = r"™(t) if n is such that r™(t) = r"T1(¢).

2.4. Lemma. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E,R) =Irr(T), and let t € T'.
(@) r=(t) ¢ E.
(b) r=(t) =t if and only ift € T — E.
(c) If e € E, r*(e) is the unique greatest element of T — E smaller than e.
(d) Ift' € T with t <t', then r(t) < r(t').
(e) The map r : T — T is order-preserving.

Proof : The proof is a straightforward consequence of the definitions. 0

2.5. Lemma. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E,R) =Irr(T), and let e € E. Let n
be the smallest integer such that r™(e) = r>(e).

(a) [r*°(e), €] is totally ordered and [7“ (€),e] = {r"(e),...,r(e),e}.
(b) 1r>°(e), €] is contained in E.

(c)r (7’()) r(e) for all0 <i<n-—1.

(4) [0,¢] = [0, (6)] U ]ree(e),e].

Proof : Since e € E, r(e) is the unique maximal element of [0,e[. Inductively,
ri(e) € E for each 0 < i < n — 1 and r*T!(e) is the unique maximal element
of [0,7%(e)[. It follows that [r>°(e), ] is totally ordered and consists of the elements
r"(e),...,r(e),e. This proves (a), (b) and (c).

Now let f € [0,e]. Then fVr>(e) € [r(e),e]. If fVr>(e) = r>(e), then
f € [0,7°(e)]. Otherwise, fVr>®(e) € ]r>(e), €], hence fVr>=(e) € E by (b), that
is, fVr>°(e) is irreducible. It follows that fVr>®(e) = f or fVre(e) = r>(e). But
the second case is impossible because fVr>(e) > r>°(e). Therefore fVr>=(e) =
that is, f € ]r*°(e), e]. |:|
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2.6. Notation and definitions. Let T be a finite lattice and (E, R) = Irr(T).

(a) Define AE to be the subset of T consisting of all meets of elements of F,

that is, elements of the form N e; where I is a finite set of indices and
il

e; € E for everyi € I. Note tehat we include the possibility that I be the

empty set, in which case one gets the unique greatest element 1.

(b) Ift € T, define o(t) to be the meet of all the irreducible elements of T which
are strictly larger than t. Inductively, o*(t) = o(a*~1(t)) and o>(t) =
o™ (t) where n is such that o™ (t) = o™ ().

(¢) Define the subset G = G(T) to be the set of all elements t € T such that
t ¢ AE and there exists e € E with t = r*°(e) and o(e) = e.

(d) Define G=AE U G.

Notice that the definition of ¢ is in some sense ‘dual’ to the definition of r,
because r(t) is the join of all the irreducible elements which are strictly smaller
than ¢. (However, the ‘true’ dual of r is different : it is the operation r in the
opposite lattice T°P, thus involving meet-irreducible elements.) It is clear that the
map o : T'— T is order-preserving.

In order to describe the effect of o, note first that o(t) =t if t € AE — FE and
o(t) >tift ¢ AE. Now if e € E, there are 3 cases :

(1) If Je,1] N E has at least two minimal elements, then either o(e) = e or
o(e) > e but o(e) is not irreducible.

(2) If Je, 1] N E has a unique minimal element e*, then o(e) = e*.

(3) If Je, 1] N E is empty (that is, e is maximal in E), then o(e) = 1.

Note that the equality o(e) = e also occurs in the third case for e = 1, provided 1
is irreducible. R

Let e € E be as in the definition of ¢ € G, that is, t = r*°(e) and o(e) = e. Since
the poset |r*°(e), €] is totally ordered and consists of elements of E, it is clear that
r®(f) = r>(e) for every f € ]r*>°(e), e] (see Lemma[2.5]). Since it may happen that
o(f) = f for certain elements f € |r>°(e), €], the element e in the definition above
is not necessarily unique. The following lemma shows that e becomes unique if it
is chosen minimal among all elements f € E such that »*°(f) =t and o(f) = f.

2.7. Lemma. Lett € G and let ¢ € E be minimal such that t = r>®(e) and
o(e) = e. Let n > 1 be the smallest positive integer such that r™(e) = r*°(e), so
that [t,e] = {r"(e),r""1(e),...,r(e),e}.

(a) o(t) =r""*(e) for 1 <i<mn and c™(t) = o> (t) =e.

(b) [t,o> ()] = {r"(e),...,r(e), e} = {t,o(t),...,a™(t)}.

(c) e = 0(t), in other words e is unique. Moreover, c>(t) € E.
(d) r°(a’(t)) =t for 1 <i<n.

Proof: By LemmaZH r>(ri(e)) = r>°(e) = tforall0 <i <n—1. If1 <i <n-—1,
then ri(e) € E, r°(r'(e)) = t and r'(e) < e. By minimality of e, it follows that
a(ri(e)) # r'(e), hence o(rt(e)) > r(e). Moreover, o(r(e)) < r*~!(e) by definition
of o(ri(e)) and the fact that r~1(e) € E. Since [t, €] is totally ordered, this forces
the equality o(r(e)) = 7*~1(e). This equality also holds if i = n because r"(e) =t
and t ¢ AE, so o(t) > t, and again o(t) < r"!(e) so that o(t) = r"~(e).

Then one obtains ¢'(t) = " ‘(e) for 1 < i < n and in particular o"(t) =
0 (t) = r%(e) = e. The first three statements follow. The fourth is a consequence
of Lemma 0
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2.8. Example. If T ={0,1,...,m} is totally ordered, F = Irr(T) = {1,...,m}.
Then G = {0} and G =T.

We now show that the subset G of T has another characterization.

2.9. Lemma. Let G be as in Definition[2.0. Then
G=FEUGF,
where G* = {a € T | a = r°0>(a)}.

Proof : First observe that E LI G* is a disjoint union because an element of the
form a = r*°o°(a) satisfies r(a) = a, so it cannot belong to E.

In order to prove that G C E LU GE let a € G. If a € E, then obviously
a € EUGH Ifa € AE — E, then a = o(a), hence a = 0™°(a). Moreover a = r(a)
since a ¢ E. Hence a = r®°0>(a), that is a € G¥. Finally if a € G, then a ¢ E and
a =1>°0>(a), by Lemma 27 This proves that G C E U G*.

For the reverse inclusion, first note that £ C G because E C AE. Now let a € G*
and set b = 0>°(a). If b ¢ E, then b = r>°(b), hence b = a and a = o(a). It follows
that a € AE, hence a € G. If now b € E, there are two cases. Either a € AFE, hence
a € G and we are done, or a ¢ AE. But then we have b = o(b) and a = r*(b), so
acd by definition, hence a € G. This proves the inclusion E U G* C G. 0

The following two propositions will be crucial for our results on evaluations of
fundamental functors in Sections [ and Bl We continue with the assumption that
T is a finite lattice and (E, R) = Irr(T).

2.10. Proposition. Let a € T — AE and suppose that 0 (a) € E. Let m be the
smallest positive integer such that o®(a) = 0™ (a) and let b := r®c>(a).

(a) There exists 0 <r < m — 1 such that 0" (a) < b < o""(a).
(b) beq.
(c) lo"(a),1]NE = [b1]NE =[0""(a),]]NE.

Proof : (a) Define e; = o?(a) for all 0 < i < m. Note that eg,...,e,_1 all belong
to E because they belong to AE (since they are in the image of the operator o)
and moreover o(e;) > e;. Also e, = 0°°(a) € E by assumption.

We have a = r*°(a) < r*(c>(a)) < 0*°(a), because 0°°(a) € E by assumption.
Therefore, there is an integer » < m — 1 such that b < e,y but b £ e,.. The
inequality b < e,41 is strict because b ¢ E while e,41 € E. (The case r = 0 occurs
when a <b <ej.)

In particular b < r°°(e;41) < r°°(0*°(a)) = b, hence b = r*°(e,41). Suppose
that the element e, V b is irreducible. Then either e, Vb =bor e, Vb = e,.. The
first case is impossible because b is not irreducible since b = r>(e,+1) ¢ E. The
second case is impossible because it would imply b < e,., contrary to the definition
of r. Therefore e, Vb ¢ E. Since e, Vb < e, 41, we obtain e, Vb < r*®(e,41) = b by
definition of 7°°(e,41). It follows that e, < b < e,41, as required.

(b) To prove that b € G, we first note that if b € AE, then b € G. Otherwise,
b¢ AE, b=r>(c(a)) and o(c*(a)) = 0*°(a), proving that b € G.
(¢) By the definition of o(e,), there is a unique minimal element in le,, 1] N E,

namely o(e,) = e,41. Therefore, Je,., 1|NE = [e,41, 1]NE. In particular |e,, 1]NE =
b, 1] NE. 0
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2.11. Notation. Let ¢ : G — IT(E, R) be the map defined by

JinE if te E,
¢« _{ Jo®°t),1]NE if t¢FE.

For any B € I'(E, R), define AB = /\Be. By definition of 0(t), we obtain
ec

[t if teE,
Aq”—{aw@ if t¢E.

2.12. Proposition. Lett € G and t' € T such that t' < A(¢).
(a) (') < o™(t) and r°(t') < reo(t).
(b) t' <t, except possibly if t € G.
(c) Ift' L t, thent € G and t = r>°(t').

Proof : We have G = (AE — E) U E U G and we consider the three cases for t
successively.

If t € AE — FE, then A((t) = 0®(t) = ¢, hence ¢’ <t and consequently o (') <
o (t) and r°(t') < reo(t).

If t € E, then A((t) = t, hence t' < t and consequently o (') < o*°(t) and
re(t') < re(t).

Finally, if t € G, then AC(t) = 0™ (t), thus 0™ () < 0> (t). Moreover, using
part (d) of Lemma [Z4] and part (d) of Lemma [Z77] we obtain

re () < (AC(E) = (o™ (1) =t =r>(t) .

This proves (a), and also (b) because the relation ¢ € t can appear only if t € G.
In that case case, by Lemma 27, we can write ¢t = r°°(e) where e = ¢°°(¢). Since
t' < o™(t), we get t' € [0,t]U]t,0%(t)] by Lemma[ZH] hence t' € Jt, 0> (t)] because
t' £ t. In other words, t' € {o(t),...,0%(t)} by Lemma 7 Therefore ¢ = o'(t)
for some 7 > 1 and so r*°(¢') = t by Lemmal[ZTl This proves (c¢) and completes the
proof. O

3. Correspondence functors

In this section, we recall the basic facts we need about correspondence functors.
We refer to [BT2] for details. We denote by C the category of finite sets and
correspondences. Its objects are the finite sets and the set C(Y, X) of morphisms
from X to Y is the set of all correspondences from X to Y, namely all subsets of
Y x X (using a reverse notation which is convenient for left actions). If S C Z xY
and R CY x X, the composition of correspondences SR is a correspondence from
X to Z defined by

SR={(z,2) € Zx X |Jy €Y such that (z,y) €S and (y,z) € R} .

When X =Y, a correspondence from X to X is called a (binary) relation on X,
also called a Boolean matrix. For any commutative ring k, we let kC be the k-
linearization of C. The objects are the same, the set of morphisms kC(Y, X) is the
free k-module with basis C(Y, X), and composition is extended by k-bilinearity from
composition in C. For any permutation o of X, we write A, = {(o(z),z) | z € X}.
In particular, Ax := Ajq is the identity morphism of the object X.

A correspondence functor is a k-linear functor from kC to the category k-Mod
of left k-modules, for some fixed commutative ring k. We let Fj be the category
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of all correspondence functors. If F' is a correspondence functor and ¢ € kC(Y, X),
we view the k-module homomorphism F() : F(X) — F(Y) as a left action of .
More precisely, if o € F(X), we define a left action ¢ - o := F(¢)(a) € F(Y).

If E is a finite set, C(E, F) is the monoid of all relations on F and we set

Rp = kC(E,E) .

Among R g-modules, there is the fundamental module Pg fr, associated to a poset
(E,R). Here Pg is a quotient algebra of the algebra Rp and fr is a suitable
idempotent in Pg depending on the order relation R. The algebra Pg (called the
algebra of permuted orders) and the module Pg fr were introduced in [BTI]. All
we need to know about Pgfr is its structure, described in the next result, which
is Proposition 8.5 of [BT1] or Proposition 4.5 of [BT2].

3.1. Proposition. Let (E, R) be a finite poset.

(a) The fundamental module Pgfr is a left module for the algebra Prg, hence
also a left module for the algebra of relations Rg.

(b) Pefr is a free k-module with a k-basis consisting of the elements A, fr,
where o runs through the group X g of all permutations of E.

(¢c) Pefr is a (Pg,k Aut(E, R))-bimodule and the right action of k Aut(E, R)
is free. Explicitly, the right action of T € Aut(E, R) maps the basis element
A, fr to the basis element Ay fR-

(d) The action of the algebra of relations R on the module Pgfr is given as
follows. For any relation Q € C(E, E),

Q- A, fr= A ofr if 31 € g such that Ag C A,-1Q C °R,
cIR=N 0 otherwise ,

where °R = {(o(e),a(f)) | (e, f) € R}, or equivalently °R = Ay RA,-1.
(Note that T is unique in the first case.)

The evaluation at E of a correspondence functor is a left R g-module and our
strategy will be to work with correspondence functors rather than R g-modules. In
particular, given a finite poset (E, R), we defined in [BT2] a fundamental functor
Sg,r which is associated with the fundamental module Pg fr and has the following
properties (see Proposition 2.6 in [BT3]).

3.2. Proposition. Let (E, R) be a finite poset and X a finite set.

(a) Sp,r(X) = {0} if [X| < |E].
(b) Se,r(E) = Prfr.

For the largest part of the present paper, we do not need to go back to the defini-
tion of the fundamental functor Sg r, because it is fully described by Theorem
below. However, the precise construction of Sg r will be recalled in Section [6]
where we will need to analyze a right k Aut(E, R)-module structure on Sg r(X)
(induced by the right k& Aut(E, R)-module structure on Pgfr).

Now we explain the connection between correspondence functors and lattices.
Let T be a finite lattice. We defined in [BT3] a correspondence functor Fr as
follows. If X is a finite set, then Fr(X) = kT, the free k-module with basis the
set TX of all functions from X to 7. If R C Y x X is a correspondence and if
¢ € T, then we associate the function R-p = Fr(R)(¢) € TY , also simply written
Ry, defined by

(Re)(y) = \/ ol),

(y,z)ER

with the usual rule that a join over the empty set is equal to 0. The map
FT(R) : FT(X) — FT(Y)
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is the unique k-linear extension of this construction.

If E denotes the set of irreducible elements in 7', the functions f € Fr(X) such
that E € f(X) generate a subfunctor, written Hr in [BT3|, which we often use.
The functors Frr play an important role because they are connected to fundamental
functors by a morphism described in the following result (see Theorem 6.5 in [BT3]).

3.3. Theorem. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E,R) = Irr(T), and let v : E — T
denote the inclusion map.

(a) There exists a unique surjective morphism of correspondence functors
@T : FT — SE7ROP

such that ©7 g(t) = free (an element in Sg gor (E) = PgfRrer ).

(b) The subfunctor Hr is contained in the subfunctor Ker(©r). Explicitly, if
X is a finite set and if f € Fr(X) satisfies the condition E € f(X), then
Or x(f)=0.

(¢) The functor Fr is generated by « € Fr(E), while the functor Sg ger is
generated by fror € Sg gor(E).

In order to have control of the fundamental functor Sg gor, we need to under-
stand the kernel of ©p. To this end, we need to consider some correspondences
which were introduced in [BT3] and which play again an important role in the
present paper.

3.4. Notation. Let T be a finite lattice and (E, R) = Irr(T). For any finite set
X and any map ¢ : X — T, we associate the correspondence
I, ={(z,e)e XxE|e<rop(x)}) CXxE.
In the special case where T = I (E, R), we obtain
I, ={(z,e) e X xE|e€ypx)}.

For the description of the kernel of ©r : Fr — Sg gor, the following result
was obtained as Theorem 7.1 in [BT3|. The result actually gives a first explicit
description of every fundamental functor and it is one of our main tools in this

paper.

3.5. Theorem. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E, R) = Irr(T), and let X be a finite
set. The kernel of the map
®T,X : FT(X) — SE7ROP(X)

is equal to the set of linear combinations > A,p, where A, € k, such that for

©: X—=T
any map ¥ : X — I'(E, R)
> A=0.
)
P9PT, =R

Here Ty = {(z,¢) € X x E | e <7 ¢(x)} and T}} = {(e,x2) e Ex X | e € (a)},
as in Notation[34)
In order to use the condition I';'T', = R° appearing in Theorem B3, we shall

also need equivalent formulations. We first fix notation. If 1 : X — IT(E,R) is a
map, define the function AY : X — T by

Ve e X, ANp(x) = /\ e,
eci(x)
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where A is the meet in the lattice T. If ¢ and ¢’ are two functions X — T, we
write p < ¢ if p(x) < ¢'(x) for all x € X. The following result is Theorem 7.3
in [BT3].

3.6. Theorem. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E, R) =Irr(T), let v : E — T denote
the inclusion map, and let X be a finite set. Let o : X — T and ¢ : X — I'(E, R)
be maps with associated correspondence I'y, and I'yP, as in Theorem[33 above. The
following conditions are equivalent.

(a) T o =1.

(b) T Ty = 1.

(¢) Ap CTT, C R,

(d) T%T, = R°".

(e) ¢ < AN and Ve € E, Jx € X such that p(z) = e and Y(x) = [e, [E.
(f) Yt eT, w(ga’l(t)) C lt,[rNE and Ve € E, 1/)(@’1(6)) = e, [E-

Conditions (e) and (f) will play a crucial role in our results on fundamental
functors and simple functors (Sections [ and ().

The next step in our strategy is to realize every simple correspondence functor as
a quotient of a fundamental functor. More precisely, given a finite poset (E, R) and
a left k Aut(E, R)-module V, we defined in [BT2] a correspondence functor Sg, g v
with the following properties (see Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7 in [BT3]).

3.7. Proposition. Let (E, R) be a finite poset, let V be a left k Aut(E, R)-module
generated by a single element v, and let X be a finite set.

(a) Sp,rv(X)={0} if | X| <|E]|.
(b) Sp.rv(E) =Prfr @kaumr) V-

(c) There is a surjective morphism of correspondence functors
(O3 SE,R — SE,R,V

such that, on evaluation at the finite set E, we obtain the surjective homo-
morphism of Rg-modules

g :Pefr — Pefr®rawmEr V, a—a®u.

The precise construction of Sg g v will be recalled in Section[Bland the definition
of ® will be given in Notation In the special case when k is a field and the
k Aut(FE, R)-module V is simple, we obtain more (see Theorem 4.7 in [BT2]).

3.8. Theorem. Assume that k is a field.

(a) If the k Aut(E, R)-module V is simple, then the functor Sg ryv is simple
and Sg.rv(E) = Pefr @k aut(e,r) V is a simple Rp-module.

(b) The map (E,R,V) — Sg ryv provides a parametrization of all simple func-
tors by isomorphism classes of triples (E, R,V'), where (E,R) is a finite
poset and V is a simple k Aut(FE, R)-module.

In order to obtain information about simple functors Sg r,v, we shall always
work first with the fundamental functor Sg g, which is a precursor of Sg rv since
we recover Sg gy by means of the surjective morphism ® : Sg p = Sg gr,v. This
explains why the fundamental functors play a crucial role throughout our work. We
shall see in Section [ that there is an explicit way to recover Sg g,y from Sg g. It
is also worth mentioning that both Sg r and Sg gr,v are defined over an arbitrary
commutative ring k.
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4. Generators for the evaluations of fundamental functors

As usual, E denotes a fixed finite set and R an order relation on E. Our purpose
is to prove that, for an arbitrary commutative ring k and for any finite set X,
the evaluation Sg gr(X) of the fundamental correspondence functor Sg g is a free
k-module, by finding an explicit k-basis. In this section, we first deal with k-linear
generators.

Let T be any lattice such that (E,R) = Irr(T). Note that I (F,R) is the
largest such lattice and that any other is a quotient of I} (E, R) (Lemma [Z2]). By
Theorem B.3] the fundamental functor Sg rer is isomorphic to a quotient of Fr via
a morphism

@T : FT — SEﬁRop .
For this reason, we work with Sg gor rather than Sg g.
4.1. Notation. Let G = G(T) be the subset defined in Notation and let
X be a finite set. We define Bx to be the set of all maps ¢ : X — T such that
ECpX)CaG.

Our main purpose is to prove that the set O x(Bx) is a k-basis of Sg_ger (X).
We first prove in this section that ©r x(Bx) generates k-linearly Sg ger (X) and
then we shall show in Section [Hl that ©7 x (Bx) is k-linearly independent.

By Lemma 9, we have G = F U G* where G* = {a € T | a = r>®0(a)},
with 7°° defined in Notation 23] and ¢°° in Definition We denote by G¢ the
complement of G in T, namely

G={aeT|a¢FE, a<r©c>®(a)}.
4.2. Lemma. Leta € G, and let b = r>®c>(a). There exists an integer r > 0
such that

a<o(a)<...<o"(a)<b< o a),
and 07(a) € E for j € {1,...,r}. Moreover b = r>c>(c(a)) for j € {1,...,r},
and b € G, where G = EUGY as in Lemma[2.9.

Proof : We know that a = 0%(a) ¢ E because a € G°. Also a < o(a) because
a ¢ AE C G. Suppose first that there exists an integer r > 0 such that ¢ =
o™1(a) ¢ E. In this case, we choose r minimal with this property, so that ¢/ (a) € E
for 1 < j <r. We have ¢ = 0(0"(a)) € AE — E, hence ¢ = o(c) = 0> (c) = 0™(a).
Moreover b = r*(c) = ¢, because ¢ ¢ E. Since o(c) = ¢, we obtain o(b) = b, hence
b = r>°0>(b). Therefore b € G*¥.

Suppose now that ¢”(a) € E for all r € Z~¢. Then Proposition 2I0 applies and
there exists an integer 7 > 0 such that 0" (a) < b < 0""1(a) and b € G. Moreover,
b ¢ E, because b = r>(b), so b € G*. 0

4.3. Definition. For a € G¢, the sequence a < o(a) < ... < o"(a) < b defined in

Lemmoa [{.9 will be called the reduction sequence associated to a.

4.4. Notation. Let n > 1 and let (ag,a1,...,an) be a sequence of distinct
elements of T. We denote by [ag,...,as] : T — T the map defined by

ajy1 ift=ay, j€{0,...,n—1
VieT, [ao,...,an](t){ t]+ otherwi]se. { }

If a € G, let (ap,a1,...,ar, arp1) be the reduction sequence associated to a, with
ap = a and a,+1 = b =r>*c>(a). We then denote by u, the element of k(TT) =
Fr(T) defined by

Uq = lag,a1] — [ag, a1,a2] + ...+ (=1)"[ao, a1, ..., ary1] -

We can now describe a family of useful elements in Ker Or.
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4.5. Theorem. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E, R) = Irr(T), let G° = {a € T |
a ¢ E, a<r©c™®(a)}, and let X be a finite set. Then, for any a € G° and for any
function ¢ : X — T,

@w—ugop €KerOrp x ,

where uq 0@ 15 defined by bilinearity from the composition of maps TT x TX — TX.

Proof : The kernel of the map Op x : Fr(X) — Sg ror (X) was described in The-

oremBA Let Y Ao € Fr(X), where A, € k. Then ). A,p € KerOp x if
e:T—X ©:T—X

and only if the coefficients A, satisfy a system of linear equations indexed by maps

¥ : X — IT(E, R). The equation (E,) indexed by such a map 1 is the following :

(Ey) : Z Ap =0,
P g
where ¢ F 9 means that ¢ : X — T and ¢ : X — IT(E, R) satisfy the equivalent
conditiorféRof Theorem [3.61 We shall use condition (f) of Theorem [B.6] namely
vteT, v(p~l(t) [t [rNE,
{ Ve € E, w(tp_l(e)) =le,[E -

Let a € G¢, and let (a,e1,e2,...,e.,b) be the associated reduction sequence. Recall
that e1,...,e, € E but b ¢ E. If r > 1, note that [a,-[rNE = [e1, [g because
a < o(a) =e; € E. Define, for each i € {1,...,r},

pF Y <=

E,R

i = [avelv"'vei]ogpa and also Pr+1 = [avelv"'veTvb]osD'
In particular, for any ¢ € {1,...,r + 1},
if () €T~ {arer,....r} . then pi(x) = p(a)

The other values of the maps ; are given in the following table :

ze o) o e) o (ex) [ o7 (ermt) [ 07 (er) |
o(x) a el es e €r—_1 er
v1(x) el el es . €r_1 er
(4.6) pa(x) el e es e €r—_1 er
w3(x) el e es3 .. €r_1 er
or(x) el e e3 . er er
Ory1(x) el e e3 e er b

We want to prove that the element

p—uop=p—p1+pa— ...+ (1) "o

belongs to Ker O x. We must prove that it satisfies the equation (Ey,) for every 1,
so we must find which of the functions ¢, 1, @2, ..., @41 are linked with ¢ under

the relation F . We are going to prove that only two consecutive functions can be
E,R

linked with a given 9, from which it follows that the corresponding equation (Ey,)
is satisfied because it reduces to either 1 —1 = 0, or —1 + 1 = 0. Of course, if
none of ¢, p1, P2, ..., @r41 is linked with 1, then the corresponding equation (Ey,)
is just 0 = 0. It follows from this that ¢ —u, o ¢ satisfies all equations (E,), hence
belongs to Ker O x, as required. We note for completeness that it may happen
that some of the functions ¢, 1, @2, ..., @r+1 are equal (this occurs if an inverse
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image is empty in some column of the table), but this does not play any role in the
argument.
Assume first that r > 1. Write U := T—{a,e1,...,e,tand V := E—{ey,... e, }.
The linking with a fixed 1 is controlled by the following conditions :
Ve U, v(e~'(t) C [t.-[rNE
Ve eV, ¢(p7'(e)) = e, [r
1/1(90_1(@)) - [aa '[TﬂE = [61, [E
1/1((,071(61-)) =le; g Vie{l,...,r}.

The subsets goj_l(ei) are determined by Table L6 and can be written in terms of .

pF Y <=
E,R

In particular, ¢7*(e1) = ¢~ ' (a) U@~ (e1), so we obtain

vte U, ¢(e~'(t) Ct,-[rNE
VeeV, ¢(p~'(e)) =le.[e

V(e Ha) U (er)) = [e1,[e

V(e M) =les,[p Vie{2,...,r}.

Similarly, for 2 < j < r, we have goj_l(el) = ¢ 1(a) and <pj_1(ei+1) = ¢ !(e:)

p1 F Y <=
E,R

if 1 <i < j—2 and then ¢;'(e;) = ¢ *(ej_1) U '(e;). Therefore we get
successively

vte U, ¢(e~'(t)) Ct,-[rNE

VeeV, ¥(p(e) =le g

p2 ¥ = { ¥(pHa) =[er,[m

| Gl er) Ue (e2) = [eas o

w(tp_l(ei)) =les,[g Vie{3,...,r}.

VteU, ¥(p () C[t,-[rNE
VeeV, ¢(p~'(e) =le [r
"/)(5071(&)) = [61, [E

p3 F Y <—=
E,R

vee U, (e 1) C [t [rNE

VeeV, ¥(p () =[e e

1/1(9071((1)) = [e1,-[E

V(e le)) = leitr, g Vie{l,...,r =3}
1/1(<P71(€r—2) U 9071(67"—1)) = le,—1,-[E
(¢ er) = lers [ -

Pr—1 = w —
E,R
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vte U, ¢(e () C[t,-[rNE

VeeV, ¢(p(e)) =le (&

Pr E;“/’ A 7/’(90_1(‘1)) = le1,[E

(e~ He:)) = leir1, (g Vie {1,...,7r —2}

(e~ er—) U™ (er )) = [em'[
vVt e U, ’l/)( ) TﬁE
Ve eV, ((p )

Pr+1 E'wa And 7/}(9071( )) le1, [k
Y(p7le)) = leit1,[p Vie{l,...,r—1}
(e~ er)) C by [rNE .

Suppose that ¢ l— 1. This clearly implies ¢1 i— 1. Also ¢ Jr‘ ¢ for i > 2,
because ¢ F 7,/) unphes 7,/1( (61)) = [e1, [, but gaz F ) unphes 1/)( (el)) C

le2, [E when 1 > 2. Therefore only ¢ and ¢, are 1nv01ved in this case.
Suppose now that ¢1 F 1 but ¢ ¥ 1. Then 1/)(30’1(61)) Cle1, [rNE = lea, [k
E,R E,R

(because e; = o(e1)) and (o~ *(a)) = [e1,[p, hence in particular ¢, E'TR’L/J, since
o1 F 7,/) also implies 7,/1( Le Z)) = le;, [ for i € {2,...,n}. On the other hand,
since ¢1 I— ¥ implies ¢ (¢~ (e2)) = [e2, [, we cannot have (¢ (e2)) C [e3, [k
and so ; g‘ ¥, for i > 3. Therefore only 1 and ¢s are involved in this case.
Supposeiy induction that ¢; F ¥ but v;—1 ¥ 9, for some i € {1,...,r — 1}.
Then the same argument showsE‘éﬁat Yit1 EFRJ ’;nd that only ¢; and @;11 are

involved in this case.
Suppose now that ¢, F ¢ but ¢._1 ¥ . Then ¢ (¢~ (e,—1) U o~ (er)) =
E,R E,R

[er, [ but w( e r)) # ey, - [E Hence Q/J(QD_l(er)) Cler, [g C [b,-[TNE, since
o(er) > b. Moreover e, € (¢~ (e, - 1) LUe~t(er)) and e, ¢ ¢ (o7 (ey)). It follows
that e, € ¥(¢ ' (e,—1)), hence 1 (¢ (ey—1)) = [er, [p. Therefore ¢, 41 EI—Rw and

only ¢, and ¢,4; are involved in this case.
Finally, if .11 I— 1, then 1/1( e, 1)) = [er, [p and 1/1(<p_1(eT)) C[b,[rNE C

[er,-[g. Thus ¥(¢ ' (er—1) U (&) = [er,-[g. Therefore o ¢ and we are

again in the case when only ¢, and ¢,41 are involved.
The special case » = 0 has to be treated separately. There are only 2 terms
¢ and 1 in the alternating sum. If ¢ F 1, then (¢ '(a)) C [a, [rNE, hence
E,R

¥(¢~*(a)) C [b,-[rNE because b < o(a) when r = 0. Therefore
U(pr' () = v (e (@) U™ (D) C [b,-[rNE
and so ¢ F 1. Conversely, it is straightforward to see that ¢ F 1 implies ¢ F .

We have proved that only two consecutive functions can be hnked with a glven 7,/1,
as was to be shown. 0

We have now paved the way for finding generators of Sg, gor (X).

4.7. Theorem. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E, R) = Irr(T'), and let
G'={aeT|ag¢ E, a<r®c™(a)}.
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For a € G°, let u, be the element of k(TT) introduced in Notation and let
ur denote the composition of all the elements uq, for a € G¢, in some order (they
actually commute, see Theorem [{.9 below).

(a) Let X be a finite set. Then for any ¢ : X — T, the element ur o ¢ is a
k-linear combination of functions f : X — T such that f(X) C G.

(b) Let Bx be the set of all maps ¢ : X — T such that E C ¢(X) C G. Then
the set O x (Bx) generates Sg ror(X) as a k-module.

Proof : (a) We see in Table that the functions 1, ¢2,...,p,+1 do not take
the value a. It follows that for any a € G° and any ¢ : X — T, the element
Ug 0 = 91 — P2 + ... + (=1)"p,41 is a k-linear combination of functions ¢;
such that ¢;(X) N G® C (¢(X) N G°) — {a}. We now remove successively all such
elements a by applying successively all u, for a € G°. It follows that ur o p is a
k-linear combination of functions f : X — T such that f(X) N G® = 0, that is,
J(X)CG.

(b) Since O x : Fr(X) — Sg rer(X) is surjective, Sg o (X) is generated as
a k-module by the images O x(¢) of all maps ¢ : X — T. For any a € G,
Uq © ¢ has the same image as ¢ under O7 x, by Theorem Therefore ur o ¢
has the same image as ¢ under ©7 x. Moreover, ur o ¢ is a k-linear combination
of functions f : X — T such that f(X) C G, by (a). Finally, if E ¢ f(X), then
f € Ker©7 x by Theorem B3] so we can remove any such function in the linear
combination ug o ¢ without changing the image Or x (ur o ). So we are left with
linear combinations of maps f : X — T such that £ C f(X) C G. O

We now mention that much more can be said about the elements u, appearing
in Theorem (4.1

4.8. Definition. Let T be a finite lattice. Recall that G¢ denotes the complement
of G inT. We define an oriented graph structure G(T) on T in the following way :
for x,y € T, there is an edge x ——1y from x to y in G(T) if there exists a € G°
such that (x,y) is a pair of consecutive elements in the reduction sequence associated
to a.

4.9. Theorem. Keep the notation of Theorem [{.7 and let G(T') be the graph
structure on T introduced in Definition [{.8

(a) The graph G(T) has no (oriented or unoriented) cycles, and each vertez has
at most one outgoing edge. Hence G(T) is a forest.

(b) For a € G¢, the element u, is an idempotent of k(TT).

(¢) ug 0 up = upou, for any a,b € G°.

(d) The element ur is an idempotent of k(TT).

There is actually a closed formula for up and this is useful for the explicit de-
scription of the action of correspondences on the evaluation of simple functors (see
Theorem [(3]). Otherwise, Theorem .9 has apparently no direct implication on the
structure of correspondence functors, so we omit the proof.

5. Linear independence of the generators

In Section [ we found a set ©p x(Bx) of generators for the evaluation Sg ror (X)
of a fundamental functor Sg ro». We now move to linear independence.
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5.1. Theorem. Let T be a finite lattice, let (E,R) = Irr(T), let X be a finite
set, and let Bx be the set of all maps ¢ : X — T such that E C o(X) C G,
where G = G(T') is the subset defined in Notation[Z6l The elements Or x (), for
¢ € Bx, are k-linearly independent in Sg gor (X).

Proof : We consider again the kernel of the map
Or.x : Fr(X) — Sg rer (X) ,

which was described in Theorem by a system of linear equations. This can be
reformulated by introducing the k-linear map

ne,rx : Fr(X) —— Fri(g,r)(X)

o (
:X—IT(E,R)
wEﬁRw

where the notation ¢ F 1) means, as before, that ¢ : X — T and ¢ : X — I"(E, R)

satisfy the equivalentE(;gnditions of Theorem Theorem asserts that
Ker(©r7,x) = Ker(ng,r, x) -

For handling the condition ¢ EFRz/J, we shall use part (e) of Theorem [3.6] namely

(5.2)

<A,
wa¢:{
E,R

Ve € E, 3 € X such that ¢(z) =e and ¢(z) =[e, [ -

Let N = Ng g x be the matrix of ng p x with respect to the standard basis
of Fr(X), consisting of maps ¢ : X — T', and the standard basis of Fy+(g gy (X),
consisting of maps ¢ : X — I'(E, R). Explicitly,

1 ifp kY,
E,R

0 otherwise.

(5.3) Ny, = {

Note that N is a square matrix in the special case when T' = I|(E, R), because
complementation yields a bijection between I (F, R) and I'(E, R). However, if T
is a proper quotient of I (E, R), then N has less columns.

In order to prove that the elements O x (¢), for ¢ € Bx, are k-linearly inde-
pendent, we shall prove that the elements ng g x(p), for ¢ € Bx, are k-linearly
independent. In other words, we have to show that the columns of N indexed by
@ € Bx are k-linearly independent. Now we consider only the rows indexed by
elements of the form 1 = ¢ o ¢/, where ¢’ € Bx and ¢ : G — IT(E, R) is the map
defined in (ZTII)). We then define the square matrix M, indexed by Bx X Bx, by

Vo,¢" € Bx, My = Neogt i -

We are going to prove that M is invertible and this will prove the required linear
independence.

The invertibility of M implies in particular that the map ¢ must be injective,
otherwise two rows of M would be equal. Therefore M turns out to be a submatrix
of N, but this cannot be seen directly from its definition (unless an independent
proof of the injectivity of ¢ is provided).

The characterization of the condition ¢ EFR ¥ given in ([B.2)) implies that

Mo = 1 ifo<Al¢ andVee E,Jx € X, p(x) =e=¢'(z),
%=1 0 otherwise,
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because the equality (¢'(z) = [e, [g is equivalent to ¢'(z) = e, by definition of ¢
(see Notation [ZIT]).

By Proposition 212 if ¢, € G are such that ¢ < A((¢'), then r*°(t) < re(¢)
and 0(t) < 0 (). Let < be the preorder on G defined by these conditions, i.e.
for all t,t' € G,

t=t <= o) <r®@{t) and o™ (t) < o>(t') .
We extend this preorder to Bx by setting, for all ¢/, ¢ € By,
p2¢ = VzeX, o) 2 (),

which makes sense because ¢(z), ¢’ (z) € G by definition of Bx. We denote by <
the equivalence relation defined by this preorder.

Clearly the condition My, # 0 implies ¢ < ACy’, hence ¢ < ¢’ by Proposi-
tion 212 quoted above. In other words the matrix M is block triangular, the blocks
being indexed by the equivalence classes of the preorder < on Bx. Showing that
M is invertible is equivalent to showing that all its diagonal blocks are invertible.
In other words, we must prove that, for each equivalence class C of Bx for the
relation <>, the matrix Mc = (My/ o)y pec is invertible. Let C' be such a fixed
equivalence class.

Recall from Definition that G = AELUG. Ift € é, then by Lemma [2.7]
e := 0™(t) belongs to E and [t,e] = {r¥(e),r*"1(e),...,71(e), e}, where t = r¥(e) =
r®(e). By Lemma 23] all elements of [¢,0°°(t)]|r belong to E except t itself.
Moreover, if z € [t,0°°(t) |7 then r*°(z) = ¢ by Lemmal[Z7 Tt follows that the sets

Gy =[t,0®(t)]r, forted,
are disjoint, and contained in G. Let

G*ZG—UGt,
te@

so that we get a partition

G = |_| Gy .

te{+}UG

5.4. Lemma. Let ¢, € Bx. If ¢'<p, then for all t € {x} U G,

UG = ¢ (GY) -

Proof : Let t € G and = € o~ 1(Gy). Then o(z) € [t,0°(t)]7, hence r®¢p(z) =
t and o0®p(z) = 0°(t), by Lemma 271 But the relation ¢'<>¢ implies that
re¢ () = r*p(z) and 0@’ (z) = 0®¢(x). Therefore r°¢'(z) =t and 0> ¢'(z) =
o (t), from which it follows that ¢'(x) € [t,0°(t)]r, that is, z € ¢'~}(Gt). This
shows that p=1(Gy) C ¢'~1(Gt). By exchanging the roles of ¢ and ¢, we obtain
¢ (Gr) = o7 (Gy).

Now G, is the complement of || Gy in G and the functions ¢’, ¢ have their

teG

values in G (by definition of Bx). So we must have also ¢’ ~1(G.) = 71 (G.). O
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For every t € {x} U G, we define
Xe =g (Gy)

where ¢ is an arbitrary element of C. It follows from Lemma[5.4] that this definition
does not depend on the choice of ¢g. Therefore, the equivalence class C' yields a

partition
xX= 1] x,
te{x}uG

and every function ¢ € C' decomposes as the disjoint union of the functions ¢y,
where ¢; : X; — G is the restriction of ¢ to X;.
For t € G, define

E; :] t, o™ (t) ]T .

By Lemma 25 this consists of elements of F, so Fy = E N Gy. Then we define
E.=FE— || E: = ENG,, so that we get a partition

te@
E= || E.
te{+}UG

For every t € {x} U G and for every ¢ € C, the fact that ¢ belongs to By implies
that ¢ belongs to the set Bx + of all maps ¢; : Xy — G such that

Ey C @t(Xt) CGy.
Moreover, if ¢, o € C, then

Vo € Xy, pi(x) < ACyh ()

My, =1 < Vte{+}uG, AN
Ve € By, Jx € Xy, ¢'(x) =e=p(x) .

It follows that the matrix Mc¢ is the tensor product of the square matrices Mc¢ +

for t € {*x}U CAT', where the matrix Mc¢, is indexed by the functions ¢; : Xy — G
in Bx,; and satisfies

Vr € Xy, () < ACp) ()

M ‘o, =1 &=
( Ol { Ve € Ey, Jx € Xy, ¢'(x) =e=p(z) .

In order to show that Mc¢ is invertible, we shall prove that each matrix M¢ . is
invertible.

If p. € Bx . and x € X,, then p.(z) € G, hence ¢.(z) ¢ CAT', because G consists

o~

of all the bottom elements of the intervals G; where t € GG. Therefore, the condition
o (z) < Al (z) implies . (x) < ¢, (x) by Proposition 212 because ¢, (x) ¢ G.
It follows that the matrix Mc . is unitriangular, hence invertible, as required.

Now we fix t € é, we consider the matrix M¢c; and we discuss the special role
played by the elements of the set G. The interval Gy = [t,0%°(t)]T is isomorphic
to the totally ordered lattice n = {0,1,...,n}, for some n > 1, and the set of
irreducible elements E; =|t, 0> (t)]r is isomorphic to [n] = {1,...,n}. Composing
the maps ¢ : Xy — G with this isomorphism, we obtain maps X; — n.

Changing notation for simplicity, we write X for X; and ¢ for ¢, and we let B
be the set of all maps ¢ : X — n corresponding to maps in Bx, i.e. satisfying the
condition [n] C ¢(X) C n. We note that this condition is the same as the condition
that ¢ belongs to Bx for the lattice n, because the set G(n) is the whole of n by
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Example 2.8 The matrix M¢ ¢, which we write M for simplicity, is now indexed
by all the maps in B% and we have

{ vz € X, p(z) < A (x)

M =1 <
Veen], Iz e X, ¢'(z) =e = ¢(x) .

PR
Here we need to clarify the meaning of the notation A(, so we recall that for any
g € G, we have
|y ifge B,
AC(Q) = { o.oo(g) if g ¢ .
If g belongs to G and is mapped to a € n via the isomorphism G; = n, then 0°°(g)
is mapped to n and we obtain

OB

The point here is that we obtain the same result as the one we would have obtained
by working with the lattice n, that is, by working with the corresponding map
¢ :n — I'([n], tot), which is easily seen to be a bijection, mapping 0 to ) and j > 1
to [4,n].

Now we return to the beginning of the proof of Theorem [5.1]in the special case
of the lattice n, with Irr(n) = ([n],tot), where tot denotes the usual total order.
We have

a ifa€ln],ie a#0,
n ifa=0.

Ker(©,,x) = Ker(mn],mt,x)
and the matrix N of 7}, tot,x has entries 0 and 1, with

{ Vo € X, p(x) < ()

Ny,=1 <+
Ve e [n], 3z € X, p(z) =e and (z) = [e, [ ,

where ¢ : X — n and ¥ : X — IT([n],tot). But since ¢ : n — IT([n],tot) is
a bijection, we can write 1 = (¢’ and index the rows by the set of all functions
¢ : X — n. We obtain

Nyrp=1

{ Vo € X, o(x) < ACY!(2)
Ve € [n], Iz € X, ¢'(z) = e = ¢(x),

If ¢ or ¢ is not in B% (that is, the image of either ¢ or ¢’ does not contain [n]),
then the second condition cannot hold and so Ny, = 0. Thus we restrict the
matrix N to the rows and columns indexed by BY. This restriction is exactly the
same matrix as the matrix M2 above. Therefore, in order to prove that M2 is
invertible, it suffices to prove that the columns of N indexed by B are k-linearly
independent. This in turn is equivalent to the condition that the set 9 tof, X(B)%)
is k-linearly independent, or also that the set ©,, x(B%) is k-linearly independent
in Spy totor (X), because Ker(©, x) = Ker(n,) tot,x). In other words, we have to
prove Theorem [5.1]in the case of a total order.
By Theorem B3] we know that the surjective morphism

Oy : Fy — Spnj totor

has H,, in its kernel, where H,, is the subfunctor of F}, generated by all the maps
¢ : X — n such that [n] € p(X). Therefore ©,, induces a surjective morphism

@2 : FWQ/I{ﬂ — S[nLtotop .
But Theorem 11.8 in [BT3] asserts that F},/H,, is isomorphic to Sy, s, hence

~

also to Spp) toter in view of the poset isomorphism ([n], tot®”) = ([n], tot) via the
map j — n —j + 1. Clearly the set B is a k-basis of F,,(X)/H,(X), so that
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Sin) toter (X) is also a free k-module of rank |B%|. Evaluation at X yields a surjective
homomorphism

On,x  Fn(X)/Hn(X) — S toter (X)

between two free k-modules of the same rank, hence an isomorphism (by standard
algebraic K-theory, see Lemma 6.8 in [BT3]). Since the elements O, x(y), for
¢ € B%, are the images under ©,, x of the k-basis B% of Fj,(X)/H,(X), they form
a k-basis of Sp) toter (X ). In particular, they are k-linearly independent.

This completes the proof of Theorem .11 0

In order to obtain formulas for the dimension of the evaluation of a fundamental
functor, we need a combinatorial lemma, which is Lemma 8.1 in [BT2].

5.5. Lemma. Let E be a subset of a finite set G. For any finite set X, the
number N of all maps ¢ : X — G such that E C p(X) C G is equal to

|E|

N = ;u)i(“f JCEOLE

We can now prove one of our main results about fundamental correspondence
functors. This generalizes a formula obtained in [BT3] in the case of a total order.

5.6. Theorem. Let (E,R) be a finite poset and let T be any lattice such that
(E,R) =Trr(T). Let X be a finite set and let Bx be the set of all maps ¢ : X = T
such that E C o(X) C G, where G = G(T) is the subset defined in Notation [Z.0

(a) The set Op x(Bx) (more precisely, the injective image of Bx under O x )
is a k-basis of Sg, ger(X).
(b) The k-module Sg, ro» (X) is free of rank

|E|

(|E _
rky, (Sg,rer (X)) = |Bx| = Z(1)l(' . |) (1G] — )T
i=0
Proof : (a) follows from Theorem 7] and Theorem BT}

(b) The formula follows immediately from (a) and Lemma 0

5.7. Corollary. With the notation above, |G| only depends on (E,R), and not
on the choice of T'.

Proof : The formula of Theorem implies that
rki (Sp,rer (X)) ~ |G| as | X| — oo .
Since Sg, ror only depends on (E, R), it follows that |G| only depends on (E, R). O

We shall prove in a future paper a stronger property : the full subposet G of T
only depends on (E, R) up to isomorphism.
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6. From fundamental functors to simple functors

In this section, we complete the description of simple functors by showing that they
can be constructed directly from fundamental functors. This uses in an essential
way the fact, proved in Theorem below, that each evaluation of a fundamental
functor Sg g is a free k Aut(E, R)-module, thanks to our main Theorem [5.01

We first recall some basic constructions of functors (see [BT2,[BT3]). Let E be a
finite set and let W be a left kC(E, E')-module. The correspondence functor Lg w
is defined by

Lpw(X) :=kC(X, E) ®kcm,p) W,

with an obvious left action of correspondences in C(Y, X) by composition. There is
a subfunctor Jg w of Lg w defined as follows (see Lemma 2.5 in [BT2]) :

Jew(X) = {Z% ®@uw; € Lgw(X) | Vpe k:C(E,X),Z(p%) Cw; = ()} ,

K2

Let us mention an important property of the quotient functor Lg w/Jg w.

6.1. Lemma. Let E be a finite set and let W be a left kC(E, E)-module.

(G,) JE,W(E) = {O} and LEJ/{/(E)/JE,W(E) = LEJ/V(E) =W,
(b) Let o € Lg,w(X)/Jg,w(X) where X is some finite set. Then p-a =0 for
every p € kC(E, X) if and only if « = 0.

Proof : (a) It is clear that Lg w (E) = kC(E, E) ®c(p,5y W = W. Corresponding
towe W, letidQw € Lgw(E). If id®w € Jg,w(E), we choose p=id € C(E,E)
and we obtain w = (poid) - w = 0, by definition of Jg w(X). This shows that
Jew(E) ={0}.

(b) Let p € kC(E, X). Tt follows from (a) that there is a commutative diagram

0—— JEyw(X) e LEﬁw(X) —T s LEyw(X>/JEyw(X) ——0

| lp lﬂ

0 — > Lpw(E) = W 0

Let >, ¢; @ w; € Lgw(X) such that 7(3°, ¢; ® w;) = a. From the assumption
that p-a =0 for every p € kC(E, X), we obtain

0=p- (ngi@)wi) :Zpgﬁi@)wiELE,W(E)'

Viewing this in W via the isomorphism Lg w(E) = W, we get > .(pp;) - w; = 0
for every p € kC(E, X). In other words, >, ¢; ® w; € Jg,w(X) and it follows that
a=0. O

We now recall the construction of fundamental functors and simple functors
(see [BT2, BT3]), which are special cases of the construction above. Using the
fundamental kC(E, E)-module Pg fr associated with a poset (E, R), we obtain the
fundamental functor

Se.r = LePsfn/JEPotn -
If now V is a left k Aut(E, R)-module, we define the kC(F, E')-module

Tryv = Pefr @k aut(e,R) V
(using the right £ Aut(E, R)-module structure on Pg fr described in Proposition[3.1])
and we obtain an associated correspondence functor

SE,R,V = LE1TR,V/JE7TR,V :
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When £k is a field and V' is a simple k Aut(F, R)-module, this provides the explicit
construction of the simple correspondence functor Sg rv (appearing in Proposi-
tion 377 and Theorem [3.8)).

Using the right k Aut(F, R)-module structure on Pgfr, we can define a right
k Aut(FE, R)-module structure on each evaluation

Lgppin(X) = kC(X, E) @uc(p,5) PEfR

and we now show that this right module structure can be carried to Sg r(X).
6.2. Lemma.

(a) JEpoia(X) is a right k Aut(E, R)-submodule of L p,f,(X).

(b) Sg.r(X) has a right k Aut(E, R)-module structure.

(c) The left action of any element of kC(Y,X) is a homomorphism of right
k Aut(E, R)-modules Sg r(X) — Sg.r(Y).

Proof : (a) Since Pg is a quotient algebra of kC(E, F) and the tensor product
defining Lg p, . (X) is over kC(E, E), any element of Lg p, . (X) can be written
P® fr for some ¢ € kC(X, E). By Proposition[31], the right action of o € Aut(FE, R)
is given by
(50 ® fR)Aa =p® (AafR) = (@Aa) ® fr -
If o® fr € Jp,pgin(X), then (pp)- fr=0for all p € kC(E, X). Then the element
(pA,) ® fr satisfies
(peAs) - fr=(pp) - [RA: =

for all p € kC(E, X). Therefore (pA;)® fr=(p® )A belongs to Jg pp s (X),
as was to be shown.

(b) This follows immediately from (a).

(c) This follows from the fact that the left and right actions commute, by asso-
ciativity of the composition kC(Y, X) x kC(X, FE) x kC(E,E) — kC(Y, E). 0

Given a finite lattice T' with Irr(T) = (F, R), we can now explain how the mor-
phism ©p : Fr — Sg ger of Theorem B3]is defined. This appears in Theorem 6.5
of [BT3).

6.3. Definition. Let ¢ : X — T be a map, i.e. a generator of Fr(X). Then
Or x () is the class in the quotient Sg por (X) of the element

Ly ® fror € kC(X, E) @ke(p,p) PESRr = LEPp fron (X)
where I'y, is the correspondence defined in Notation [3.7)
In order to use the action of automorphisms, we first need a lemma.
6.4. Lemma. Let (E,R) be a finite poset.
(a) For any finite lattice T such that Irr(T) = (E,
injective group homomorphism Aut(T) — Aut(E
(b) There exists a finite lattice T such that Irr(T) =
restriction homomorphism Aut(T) — Aut(E, R) i

restriction induces an

R),
R).
(E, R) and such that the
is an isomorphism.
Proof : (a) For any lattice T" such that Irr(7) = (E, R), any lattice automorphism
of T induces an automorphism of the poset (E, R). This gives a group homomor-
phism Aut(T") — Aut(E, R), which is injective since any element ¢ of T is equal to
the join of the irreducible elements e <7 t.

(b) Requiring that Aut(T") = Aut(FE, R) amounts to requiring that any automor-

phism of (E, R) can be extended to an automorphism of T'. This is clearly possible
if we choose T'= I (FE, R). 0
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The group Aut(T") acts on the right on Fr(X) as follows :
Vo: X =T, Vo € Aut(T), p-oi=0lop.

6.5. Lemma. Let (E,R) be a poset. Let T be a lattice such that Irr(T) =
(E,R) and such that the restriction homomorphism Aut(T) — Aut(E,R) is an
isomorphism. For every finite set X, the map

eT,X : FT(X) — SE7Rop(X)
is a homomorphism of right k Aut(E, R)-modules.

Proof : First note that we obviously have an equality Aut(F, R) = Aut(E, R°P).
Let us first prove that, for any ¢ : X — T and any o € Aut(T') = Aut(E, R),

T,A, =T, 1, .

An element (z,e) € X x E belongs to the left hand side if and only if (z,0(e)) € Ty,
because (o(e),e) € A,. By definition of I',, this is equivalent to the condition
o(e) <t (), which in turn is equivalent to e <7 o~ 1p(x) because o € Aut(T).
Thus we obtain that (z,e) satisfies the condition defining I';-1,,, that is, (z,e)
belongs to the right hand side.

Now we can compute O, x (¢ - 0) = O x(c7 " ¢). By Definition 6.3, this is the
class in the quotient Sg, gor(X) of the element

Fa*%p ® fR"P = F«pAa ® fR"P = FLP & AafROP = (Ftp Y fROP)Aa ;

using the definition of the right action of o on I'y, ® fror (Proposition B]). Since
the class of I'y, ® fror is O x(¢), this shows that O x(p - o) = Or x(p) - 0, as
required.

O

Our next result is the key for the rest of this section, hence for the computation
of the dimension of the evaluations of simple functors (Theorem [G.TT]).

6.6. Theorem. Let (E,R) be a poset. Let T be a lattice such that Irr(T) = (E, R)
and such that the restriction homomorphism Aut(T) — Aut(E, R) is an isomor-
phism. For every finite set X, the evaluation Sg re» (X) is a free right k Aut(E, R)-
module.

Proof : The set of all maps ¢ : X — T is a k-basis of Fr(X) and is permuted
by the right action of Aut(E,R). If G is as before (see Theorem [E.6), we claim
that the subset By of all maps satisfying F C o(X) C G is freely permuted
by Aut(E, R). First note that Aut(FE, R) obviously leaves F invariant. It also
leaves G invariant because Aut(7") = Aut(FE, R) preserves the characterization of G
given in Lemma [29] Therefore Aut(E, R) acts on Bx.

If o € Aut(E, R) stabilizes some ¢ € By, that is, ¢-0 = ¢, then o~ tp(z) = p(x)
for all x € X, hence in particular 0~ (e) = e for every e € E because E C ¢(X).
It follows that o is the identity automorphism of E. This proves the claim above.

Now Bx is mapped bijectively onto Or x (Bx), which is a k-basis of Sg_ger (X)),
by Theorem[5.6l By Lemmal6.5 Or x is a homomorphism of k Aut(E, R)-modules.
It follows that Op x (Bx) is freely permuted by Aut(F, R) and therefore Sg ror (X)
is a free (right) k Aut(F, R)-module. 0

Now we construct a morphism ¥ : Sg g ®p aut(r,r) V — SE,Rr,v, Which will be
proved later to be an isomorphism (Theorem [G.10).
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6.7. Proposition. Let (E,R) be a finite poset, let A = Aut(E, R), and let V be
a left kA-module, generated by a single element v (e.g. a simple module).

(a) For any finite set X, there is a commutative diagram

0> Jp,ppfp(X) ———> Lppyp(X) ———>Sp p(X) ——0

] o

J®idy T®idy

JE,PEfR(X> ®kAVﬁLE,PEfR(X) QKA V—>SEﬁR(X) RrA V—0

| ’ s

0 —— Jppprrav(X) —— Lppypev(X) ——— Sg py(X) ——0

(b) On the right hand side, both maps id @v and ¥x are surjective.

Proof : The first row comes from the definition of Sg g and j denotes the inclusion
map while 7 is the quotient map. The second row is obtained from the first by
tensoring with V' (tensoring is right exact), using the right kA-module structure
obtained in Lemma The three vertical maps from the first to the second row
are all given by o — a ® v and they are surjective because v generates V', hence
V = kA -v. The third row comes from the definition of Sg g and i denotes the
inclusion map. Now we have to describe the vertical maps from the second to the
third row. The middle vertical map is the identity because

Lepein(X)®raV =kC(X,E) ®ree,E) PEfR @AV = LE ppfreowav(X) .

We claim that (j ®@idv ) (Jg,pgfr(X) ®ka V) is contained in Jp,p, frov (X). It will
then follow that j ® idy defines the vertical map on the left. This in turn shows
that id induces the vertical map ¥ x on the right and ¥ x is surjective.

In order to prove the claim, let ¢ ® fr € Jg pyrp(X). This means that

It follows that (pp) - (fr ®v) = 0 in Prfr ®xra V because pp only acts on the first
term of the tensor product. This means that the element

¢ ® (fr®V) € Lgpyrov(X)
actually belongs to Jg p, rrev(X). But this element is equal to

(@ frR)®v=(®idy)(p® frOV),

proving the claim. 0

6.8. Notation. Consider the diagram of Proposition [6.7 When X is allowed
to vary, the morphisms Wx on the right hand side define a surjective morphism of
correspondence functors

V:Sgr®kaV — SE RV,

providing a direct link between the fundamental functor Sg r and the simple functor
SE ryv whenV is simple.

Similarly, the right hand side composition Wx o (id ®v) yields a surjective mor-
phism

P :=Vo (id®v) : SE,R — SE,R,V
which is a morphism of correspondence functors because it is induced by the middle
vertical morphism
LEqufR — LEJ’EfR@)wV )
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which is obviously a morphism of correspondence functors. This defines the mor-
phism @ appearing in Proposition [37

Our goal is to prove that ¥ : Sp r ®ka V — Sg,r,v is an isomorphism. We
prepare the ground with the following lemma, for which we need the full strength
of Theorem [6.6], based in turn on Theorem Since we consider simple modules,
we assume that k is a field.

6.9. Lemma. Letk be a field, let (E, R) be a finite poset, let A = Aut(E, R), and
let V be a simple kA-module. Let oo € Sg r(X) Qra V where X is some finite set.
Then p-a =0 for every p € kC(E, X) if and only if a = 0.

Proof : Since V is a simple kA-module and A is a finite group, we claim that
there exists an injective homomorphism of kA-modules A : V' — kA. This follows
from the following argument. If V% denotes the dual simple module, there exists
a surjective homomorphism 7 : kA — V¥ which we dualize to obtain an injective
homomorphism 7* : V' — (kA)". Now any group algebra is a symmetric algebra, so
(kA)® =2 kA, and this defines the injective homomorphism A : V' — kA.

If M is a free right kA-module, then

dy QA : M QpaV — M Qa4 kA

remains injective. This is clear if M is free of rank one and then it follows in general
by taking direct sums. Now we compose with the isomorphism M @4 kA = M and
we take M = Sg r(X), which is indeed a free right kA-module by Theorem
We obtain an injective homomorphism

Ax SE,R(X) kA V — SE,R(X)
which is easily seen to define a morphism of correspondence functors
A SE,R RpaV —> SE,R

because we use only the right module structure, whereas correspondences act on
the left.
For every p € kC(E, X), there is a commutative diagram

Se. r(X) ®ka V—>SE R(X)
Am
Se.r(E) @14V —">Sg r(E)

Whenever our given element o € Sg r(X) ®pa V satisfies p - a = 0 for every
p € kC(E,X), we also have p- Ax(a) = 0 for every p € kC(E, X). But this implies
that Ax(a) = 0 by Lemma[61l Since Ax is injective, o = 0, as required. 0

Now we come to our main description of simple correspondence functors.

6.10. Theorem. Let k be a field, let (E, R) be a finite poset, let A = Aut(F, R),
and let V be a simple kA-module. The morphism ¥ : Sg pr Qra V — Sg.r,v is an
isomorphism.

Proof : For any finite set X and any p € kC(FE, X), there is a commutative diagram
]
SER(X) @ka V ——= Sp rv(X)

.

o
Sp.R(E) @4 V —> Sp rv(E)
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and ¥ is an isomorphism because
SE,R(E)®@kaV =Prfr®raV = Sg,.rv(E)

and ¥ is induced by the identity morphism Lg p,r ®ka V = LE PpfrowaVv -
Let o € Sp r(X) ®ka V such that Ux(a) =0. Then

Up(p-a)=p Vx(a)=0
for every p € kC(E, X). Since U is an isomorphism, we obtain p -« = 0 for every

p € kC(E,X). Therefore « = 0 by Lemma This proves that ¥y is injective
and we know that it is surjective by construction. 0

We can finally prove one of our main results, namely the determination of the
dimension of any evaluation of a simple correspondence functor. Because of the
link with lattices (via the morphism ©r), it is convenient to state the result for R°P
rather than R. But this is actually a minor point because Sg g,y is isomorphic to
the dual of Sg gor vz where V* is the dual module, by Theorem 9.8 in [BT3].

6.11. Theorem. Let k be a field. Let (E,R) be a poset and let V' be a simple
left k Aut(E, R)-module. Let T be a lattice such that Irr(T) = (E, R) and such
that the restriction homomorphism Aut(T) — Aut(E, R) is an isomorphism. Let
G=EU{teT|t=r>*c>(t)} CT (see Definition[2.8 and Lemmal2.9).
For any finite set X, the dimension of Sg ror v (X) is given by
||

. dimg V E
dimy Sg.per v (X) = o ]’; o) Z (I I> G| — iy X

Proof : By Theorem 6.6, Sg ror (X) is isomorphic to the direct sum of nx copies
of the free right module k Aut(E, R), for some nx € N. In particular

dimy SE,ROP(X) =nx |Aut(E,R)| .

By Theorem[6.10} the simple functor Sg, res v is isomorphic to Sg, ror @ Aut(2,r) Vs
using the obvious equality Aut(E, R) = Aut(E, R°?). Thus we obtain

Sg,rer,v(X) = Sp,rer (X) @ Aus(,r) V = nx (kAut(E, R)) @k aus(s,r) V = nxV .

Hence dimy Sg rer v(X) = nx dimg V. Therefore

dimg V
dimy Sg por v(X) = ————dimy Sg ger (X) .
imy Sp, rer,v (X) TAnt(B, )| e S (X)
The result now follows from Theorem [5.61 O

7. Simple modules for the algebra of relations

Let X be a fixed finite set and consider the monoid C(X, X) of all relations on X,
also known as the monoid of all Boolean matrices of size |X|. As before, write
Rx = kC(X,X) for the algebra of this monoid. Throughout this section, we
assume that the base ring £ is a field. We give the parametrization of all simple
modules for the algebra Rx and then solve the open problem of giving a formula
for their dimension. We also give an explicit description for the action of relations
on every simple R x-module.

We have seen in Theorem that simple correspondence functors Sg g,y are
parametrized by isomorphism classes of triples (F, R, V). The parametrization of
all simple modules for the algebra Rx can now be described in terms of simple
correspondence functors.
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7.1. Theorem. Let X be a finite set.

(a) The set of isomorphism classes of simple Rx-modules is parametrized by
the set of isomorphism classes of triples (E, R, V'), where E is a finite set
with |E| < |X|, R is an order relation on E, and V is a simple k Aut(E, R)-
module.

(b) The simple module parametrized by the triple (E, R, V') is Sg rv(X), where
Se.r,v is the simple correspondence functor corresponding to the triple
(E,R,V).

Proof : We first recall that the evaluation S(X) of a simple correspondence func-
tor S at a finite set X is either zero or a simple R x-module. The proof is very easy
and appears in Proposition 3.2 of [We], or also in Proposition 2.7 of [BT2].

Conversely, we claim that any simple R x-module W occurs as the evaluation
of some simple correspondence functor S, that is, W = S(X). This is Lemma 2.5
of [BT2] but the proof goes back to the first lemma of [Bo|. It also appears in
Proposition 3.2 of [We|, where it is attributed to Green (6.2 in [Gr]). This requires to
view Rx = kC(X, X) as a category with a single object X, hence a full subcategory
of kC. Proposition 3.2 of [We|] or Proposition 2.7 of [BT2] also show that the simple
correspondence functor S such that W = S(X) is unique up to isomorphism. All
these facts actually hold for the simple representations of any small category.

By Theorem 3.8 our simple correspondence functor S = Sg g v is parametrized
by a triple (E, R,V), where F is a finite set, R is an order relation on E, and
V is a simple k Aut(E, R)-module. Whenever W = Sg rv(X) # {0}, we have
|E| < |X| because Sg rv vanishes on sets Y with |E| > |Y| (Proposition B.7).
In order to obtain the parametrization of the statement, we also need to show
that W = Sg g v(X) is nonzero if |E| < |X|. This is clear if |E| = |X| be-
cause Sg.rv(E) = Tr,v is nonzero (see the construction of Sg gy in Section [G).
Knowing that Sg rv(E) # {0}, Corollary 3.7 in [BT2|] asserts precisely that
Se.rv(X) # {0} if |E| < |X|. This provides the required parametrization and
completes the proof. O

Note that we used in the proof above the non-vanishing of Sg g v (X) when
|E] < |X|. This is a special property of correspondence functors (Corollary 3.7
in [BT2]) and it may not hold for representations of other small categories.

In view of Theorem [[.1] a formula for the dimension of any simple R x-module
is now given by Theorem More explicitly, we fix a poset (E, R) and a finite
lattice T having (E, R) as the full subset of its join-irreducible elements. We can
also choose T such that Aut(T) = Aut(E, R) by taking for instance T = I (F, R).
We consider the simple R x-module Sg gor v (X), continuing to use R°? as in The-
orem[6.TT] We define the subset G of T as in Notation 2.6l and we write G = Gg r
to emphasize its dependence on (F, R). Its cardinality |G| only depends on (E, R),
by Corollary B.71

7.2. Theorem. With the notation above, the dimension of a simple Rx-module
is given by the formula

||

. dimy V' E
dlm(SE,ROP,V(X)) |Aut g R | Z (| |) |GE R| )‘Xl .

Proof : This is a restatement of Theorem [6.11] 0
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An explicit description can be given for the action of relations on the simple
R x-module Sg gor v (X). We define a subset

Berx={peT*|ECpX)CGrr}CTX.

By Theorem [5.6], the surjective morphism Op : Fr — Sg ger induces a k-module
decomposition

Fr(X) = kBg rx ®Ker(Orx) ,
where kBp g x is the k-subspace of Fr(X) with basis Bg r x. Thus we have a
k-module isomorphism
SE,Rop(X) = I{/’BE,R,X .

The family of subspaces kBg r,x do not form a subfunctor of Fr, but they can be
used to describe the evaluations of the functors Sg gor and Sg gor,v.

We explain a procedure for modifying an element ¢ € T modulo Ker(Or, x)
in order to project it in kBg g x. In Theorem [L7 we introduced an element
ur € k(TT) which has the property that, for any ¢ € TX, the composition uz o ¢

is a k-linear combination of maps f € T such that f(X) C Gg r. (Actually, ur
is idempotent, by Theorem [£.91) Moreover,

urop=¢ (mod Ker(Or x)) .
Let 77 x be the k-linear idempotent endomorphism of k(TX) defined by

if ECp(X),
Vo € T, mrx(p) = { 0<P othe&vii : )
By Theorem [3.3]
mr.x(p) =¢ (mod Ker(Or x)) .

Then, for any map ¢ € T, we obtain
mr.x(ur o) € kBg R x ,

that is, a k-linear combination of maps f € TX such that E C f(X) C Gg.g-
Moreover,

mr,x(ur o) = ¢ (mod Ker(Or,x)) .

Thus if we lift arbitrarily a basis element of Sg ger (X)) to ¢ € Fr(X), we can modify
it modulo Ker(©r x) to obtain an element of kBg g x. Applying this procedure to
the action of a relation U € C(X, X) on an element ¢ € kBg g x, we obtain

Up=nrx(urolUyp) (mod Ker(©rx)),

and 77, x (ur o Uyp) belongs to kBg. g x.

As in Section [0 we tensor on the right with the & Aut(E, R)-module V, using the
right action of Aut(E, R) on Bg g x defined by -0 := o top forall 0 € Aut(E, R).
By Theorem [6.10, we have isomorphisms

S ror v(X) = Sg rer (X) @k Aut(e,R) V = kB R X Q) Aut(B,R) V >

the second isomorphism being only k-linear.
This analysis proves the following result, which provides a computational method
for describing the action of a relation on a simple R x-module.
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7.3. Theorem. Fiz the notation above.

(a) Sg,rov v(X) = kBe rx @k auwe,Rr) V as k-vector spaces.
(b) Transporting the action of relations via this isomorphism, the action of a
relation U € C(X, X) on an element

P ®v € kBg R X @kAuw(ER) V (peBprx,veV)

s gwen by
U-(p@v)=rmrx(urolUp)®@uv.

Our last result gives the dimension of the Jacobson radical J(Rx) of the k-
algebra Rx. We assume for simplicity that the field & has characteristic zero.

7.4. Theorem. Assume that k is a field of characteristic zero. Let J(Rx) be the
Jacobson radical of the k-algebra Rx and let n = |X|. Then

dim J(Rx) = = ZZ At E ) (io(l)z<j)(|GER| *z‘)n)Q )

where R runs over a set of representatwes of Xe-conjugacy classes of order relations
on the set E={1,...,e} and E =0 if e = 0. The integer |Gg r| is the cardinality
of the set Gg r defined in Notation[2.0

Proof : Since k has characteristic zero, the semi-simple algebra Rx/J(Rx) is
separable, that is, it remains semi-simple after scalar extension to an algebraic clo-
sure k of k. In other words, dim J(Rx) does not change after this scalar extension.
Therefore, we can assume that k = k.

By Theorem [71] every simple R x-module has the form Sg r v (X) with |E| <
| X |, where Sg gr,v is the simple correspondence functor parametrized by the triple
(E,R,V). In order to have a parametrization, we take E = {1,...,e} with
0 <e<n, we take R in a set of representatives as in the statement, and finally
we take V in a set of representatives of isomorphism classes of simple k& Aut(F, R)-
modules.

Since the endomorphism algebra of a simple module is isomorphic to &k, by Schur’s
lemma and the assumption that k is algebraically closed, the dimension of the semi-
simple algebra Rx/J(Rx) is equal to the sum of the squares of the dimensions of
all simple modules, by Wedderburn’s theorem. From the formula for the dimension
of simple modules, we obtain

dim (Rx/J(Rx)) = 3 (dimSpey (X)) = 3 (dim S, gony (X))
By E,R,V
~ ,  |Bl
) ERV(m) (;(—1) (|}f|)(|GER|—Z)X|)
R (; %) (iZ;(—l)i(j) (Gl ~ ")
B ;Zm(g(_l)i(g(l%,gl—z')") ,

R
because Z(dim V)? = dim(k Aut(E, R)) = | Aut(E, R)|, by semi-simplicity of the

group algebra in characteristic zero (Maschke’s theorem). Now
dim J(Rx) = dim Ry — dim (Rx /J(Rx)) = 2" — dim (Rx /J(Rx))

and the result follows. 0
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If k£ is an algebraically closed field of prime characteristic p, the formula has to be
modified in a straightforward manner, in order to take into account the Jacobson
radical of k Aut(E, R). Then it seems likely that the same formula holds over any
field of characteristic p (that is, Rx /J(Rx) is likely to be a separable algebra), but
we leave this question open.

8. Examples

We state here without proofs a list of examples. For simplicity, we assume that
the base ring k is a field (but many results actually remain true over an arbitrary
commutative ring k). We first describe a few small cases for modules over the
algebra Rx, using the notation of Section [l Then we give the decomposition of
the functors Fr associated to some particular lattices T'.

8.1. Example. Let X = (. There is a single relation on @, namely @, and Ry = k.
Then Sy g (0) = kBygp @k k = k and the unique relation @) acts as the identity
on k.

8.2. Example. Let X = {1}. There are 2 relations on {1}, namely () and Ay;.

For E = (), we get Sp o, ({1}) = kBp g (1} ®r k = k and both relations act as the
identity on k.

For E = {1}, we obtain S{l},A{l},k({l}) = kB{1},A0,,{1} @k k = k, the relation
(0 acts by zero, while A1y acts as the identity.

Moroever, R{1y £ k x k is a semi-simple algebra.

8.3. Example. Let X = {1,2}. There are 2* = 16 relations on {1,2}, so Ry 2}
has dimension 16.

For E = (), we get a simple R 93-module Sp g 1 ({1,2}) of dimension 1.

For B/ = {1}, we get a simple Ry; 5y-module S{1y a,,,x({1,2}) of dimension 3.

For E = {1,2}, there are two essential relations up to conjugacy, namely the
equality relation Ay o3 and the usual total order tot. Moreover, Aut({1,2}, Ay 2y)
is a group of order 2, with two simple modules k4 and k_ (assuming that the
characteristic of & is not 2). Therefore, we obtain two simple Ry 23-modules of
dimension 1

S{172}1A{1,2}7k+ ({]‘5 2})
8{172}1A{1,2}7k7 ) )

R 1R

kB{1,2},a¢, 21,2} ®kcs by
kB{1,2},a¢, 21,2} ®kcs k-,

For the other relation tot, we obtain a simple Ry; j-module of dimension 2

St1,23tot,k ({1, 2}) = EB1 2y tot.1,2) @k k = kB12y tot,{1,2} >

Altogether, there are 5 simple Ry, )-modules and the Jacobson radical has dimen-
sion 0. Therefore Ry; oy is semi-simple (provided the characteristic of & is not 2).

8.4. Example. For |X| = 3, the algebra Rx is not semi-simple. The dimen-
sion of the Jacobson radical of Rx is equal to 42, using either the computer soft-
ware [GAP4] or the computer calculations obtained in [Br]. According to Theo-
rem [Z.4] this value can be recovered directly as follows :



BOOLEAN MATRICES, CORRESPONDENCE FUNCTORS, AND SIMPLICITY

31

Size e | Poset(E, R) | | Aut(E, R)| | |GE.R| Z(fl)z(f)(|GER| —1i)3 | total
1=0
0 0 1 1 1 1
1 . 1 2 7 49
2 oo 2 4 18 162
? 1 3 12 144
[ )
3 eoe 6 5 6 6
Te 1 5 6 36
[ )
[ N}
\ D 5 6 18
[ ]
[
/\ 2 5 6 18
LN J
[
|
? 1 6 6 36
[

In this case, the algebra R x has dimension 23 — 512. The sum of the last column of
this table is equal to 470, so we recover the dimension of the radical 42 = 512 —470.

8.5. Example. For |X| = 4, the algebra Rx has dimension 24 = 65,536. The
direct computation of the radical of such a big algebra seems out of reach of usual
computers. However, using the formula of Theorem [7.4] and the structure of the 16
posets of cardinality 4, one can show by hand that the radical of R x has dimension
32,616.

For larger values of n = |X|, a computer calculation using Theorem [[4] yields
the following values for the dimension of J(Rx) :

n==~0
67,860,904,320

n="7
562,649,705,679,642

n==~,
18,446,568,932,288,588,616

n=>5
29,446,050

We now move to examples of fundamental functors and functors associated to
lattices.

8.6. Example. There are many examples of fundamental functors Sg r for which
the set G is the whole of T', for instance when T'= AE. In all such cases, we have
Fr/Hr & Sg,r. Moreover, in many such cases, Aut(E, R) is the trivial group.
Take for instance (E, R) to be a disjoint union of trees with branches of different
length. In any such case, F'r/Hr = Sp r = Sg R is simple, provided k is a field.

Our next purpose is to decompose the functor Fr for some small lattices T. In
order to use an inductive process, we use inclusions A — T where A is a distributive
sublattice. We could as well use surjective morphisms 7" — A, as in Section 10
of [BT3], but the following general result shows that it does not matter.

8.7. Lemma. Let T and A be finite lattices and assume that A is distributive.
Let 0 : A — T be an injective join-preserving map. Then there is a surjective
join-preserving map 7 : T — A such that 7o =id 4.
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Proof : We define n(t) = /\ a. Then 7 is order-preserving and therefore

acA
o(a)>t

m(t1) V m(te) < w(ty V t2) for any t1,t2 € T. Now we have

W(tl) vV 7T(t2> == ( /\ al) \Y ( /\ (IQ) = /\ (a1 \Y (IQ)

a1 €A as €A ai,az€A
o(a1)>t1 o(az)>ts o(a1)>t1
U(ag)th

by distributivity of A. For any such pair (a1, a2), the join a; V a2 belongs to the
set {a € A|o(a) >t Vita} and therefore

/\ (al\/a2) Z /\ a:W(tl\/tg).

ai,as€A acA
U(al)ztl G(G)Ztl\/tQ
0’(a2)2t2

The equality 7(t1) V w(t2) = w(t1 V t2) follows.
If o0(a1) < o(az), then o(a1 Vaz) = o(a1)Vo(az) = o(az), and therefore a; Vas =
as by injectivity of o, i.e. a1 < as. It follows from this observation that, for any

be A,
mo(b) = /\ a:/\a:b,
a€cA acA
o(a)>o(b) a>b
hence mo = id 4. a

The property of Lemma 871 is reflected in the fact that the morphism Fa4 — Fr
induced by o must split, because the functor Fs is projective by Theorem 4.12
in [BT3] and injective by Theorem 10.6 in [BT2].

8.8. Example. Let T'= { be the lozenge, in other words the lattice of subsets of
a set of cardinality 2 :

.
= o/ \o

\/
By Theorem 11.12 in [BT3], for any finite lattice T', we can split off from Fr simple

functors S,, = Sy tot Sntot, corresponding to all totally ordered sequences
0<dyp<dy <...<dp,=1inT. In the case of Fy, we obtain

Fo=S)@3S, @280 L

O

1%

for some subfunctor L. We know that Fy maps surjectively onto the fundamental
functor S,, associated to the (opposite) poset of irreducible elements of ¢, that is, a
set of cardinality 2 ordered by the equality relation. Moreover, all the factors S,, lie
in the subfunctor Hy, because no totally ordered subset contains the two irreducible
elements of { (figured with an empty circle in the above picture). Therefore L maps
surjectively onto S,..

We can evaluate Fyy at a set X of cardinality x, and take dimensions over k. By
Theorem [B.6, we obtain

4% =1 +3(2* = 1%) +2(3* - 2-2° +1°) + dimy, L(X) .
It follows that
dimy, L(X) =4 —2-3" + 2% .

Now we apply Theorem [0.8] to the fundamental functor S,,. The set G is the whole
of T in this case, so dimg S,.(X) = 4% — 2. 3% + 2%,
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Since L maps surjectively onto S,, and dimg L(X) = dimy S,,(X) for any finite
set X, this surjection is an isomorphism. Hence
Fo =So®3S:1 @25, @S, .

Since the lattice ¢ is distributive, Fy, is projective by Theorem 4.12 in [BT3]. It fol-
lows that each summand is a projective object in the category Fj, of correspondence
functors.

8.9. Example. Let T be the following lattice :

[ ]
RN
= O o @]
\ | /
[ ]
As in the previous example, Fr admits a direct summand isomorphic to

So ® 4S1 D 3S- .

Moreover, there are three obvious sublattices of 7" isomorphic to ¢, which provide
three direct summands of Frr isomorphic to S,,. Thus we have a decomposition

Fr 2SSy @ 4S; &3S @3S, M

T

for some subfunctor M of Fr. Using arguments similar to those of the previous
example, we get
FT = SO @ 481 @ 382 @ 3Soo @ Sooo .

All the summands in this decomposition of Frr, except possibly S,.,, are projective
functors. Since the lattice T' is not distributive, the functor Frp is not projective
(Theorem 4.12 in [BT3)), thus S.., is actually not projective either.

8.10. Example. Let D be the following lattice :

As before, we know that Fr admits a direct summand isomorphic to a direct sum
So @ 4S1 B 4S5, ® S3. Moreover, there are two inclusions

of the lattice ¢ into D, which yield two direct summands of Fp isomorphic to S,,.
So there is a decomposition

Fp=So@4S, @4S: ®Ssd2S,, & N

for a suitable subfunctor N of Fp. As in the previous examples, the subfunctor NV
maps surjectively onto the fundamental functor S associated to the (opposite)

poset i o of irreducible elements of D. Computing dimensions, we obtain N &S |

and therefore
Fp 2§y & 4S; ¢ 45, @83@2800@8?0

Again D is not distributive, so that Fp is not projective. Thus the functor S is

not projective either.
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Actually, the lattice D and the lattice T of the previous example are the smallest
non-distributive lattices and they are used for the well-known characterization of
distributive lattices (see Theorem 4.7 in [Ro]).

8.11. Example. Let C be the following lattice :
°
O/ \O
C= N/
(¢]
|

Again, we know that Fo admits a direct summand isomorphic to a direct sum
So @ 4S1 B 5S4 @ 2S3. Moreover, the inclusion

of ¢ in C yields a direct summand of F¢ isomorphic to S,,. So there is a decom-
position

Fo=2Sy®4S; &5S: ®2S3®S., ®Q

for some direct summand @) of F¢.

Now F¢ maps surjectively onto the fundamental functor S , associated to the
\

opposite poset of its irreducible elements, and arguments as before yield an isomor-

phism Q =S , , hence a decomposition
N
o o

Fo =Sy ®4S1 @ 5S, P 2S5BS, S, .
/\

Since C' is distributive, F is projective and we conclude that S , is projective.
A\

Taking dual functors corresponds to taking opposite lattices (see Theorem 8.9 and

Remark 9.7 in [BT3]), so we get a decomposition

Foop = So ® 4S1 D 5S9 @2S3 DS,. DS

o .

[
\
o

Therefore SO\ 9 is also projective.

o

8.12. Example. Let P be the following lattice :
[ ]
/N
o L]
P= N/ \
(¢] (¢]
\/

that is, the direct product of a totally ordered lattice of cardinality 3 with a totally
ordered lattice of cardinality 2.
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We know that Fp admits a direct summand isomorphic to Sg @ 5S1 & 7Sy D 3S3
and the inclusions

A \707\/ N\, / \7 ) \ /: \, / \..> ________ \ / \,
N/ \/ \/ e >\/ \/ S >\/

of C' and C°P in P yield direct summands So 9 and S, of Fp, hence there is a
/\

direct summand U of F'p such that

Fpf80@581@782@383@3800@800@S aeU.
VIR

Since the lattice P is distributive, the functor Fp is projective, hence U is projective.
Now Fp maps surjectively onto the fundamental functor S , and Hp is contained

in the kernel of this surjection. It follows that U maps surjectively onto S o , which

is a simple functor, as k is a field and the poset jj o has no nontrivial automorphisms.

A more involved analysis shows that U is indecomposable and is a projective
cover of the simple functor S . Moreover, one can show that the functor U is

uniserial, with a filtration

0 c W c v c U,
So So o S,
°° o\o/ 0°

where W = U/V = S, , and V/W is isomorphic to the simple functor S/o\o

[e] [e]
associated to the poset / \ / of cardinality 4. An easy consequence of this is
(¢] (¢]

that
EXt_le (S o

I o
o

1%

,Soo gEth SOO,SO k.
R 7 Y i

o o
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