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REPRESENTATIONS OF WEAKLY TRIANGULAR CATEGORIES

MENGMENG GAO, HEBING RUI, LINLIANG SONG

ABSTRACT. A new class of locally unital and locally finite dimensional algebras A over an arbitrary
algebraically closed field is discovered. Each of them admits an upper finite weakly triangular de-
composition, a generalization of an upper finite triangular decomposition. Any locally unital algebra
which admits an upper finite Cartan decomposition is Morita equivalent to some special locally uni-
tal algebra A which admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition. It is established that
the category A-lfdmod of locally finite dimensional left A-modules is an upper finite fully stratified
category in the sense of Brundan-Stroppel. Moreover, A is semisimple if and only if its centralizer
subalgebras associated to certain idempotent elements are semisimple. Furthermore, certain endo-
functors are defined and give categorical actions of some Lie algebras on the subcategory of A-lfdmod
consisting of all objects which have a finite standard filtration. In the case A is the locally unital
algebra associated to one of cyclotomic oriented Brauer categories, cyclotomic Brauer categories and
cyclotomic Kauffman categories, A admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition. This
leads to categorifications of representations of the classical limits of coideal algebras, which come
from all integrable highest weight modules of sl or sle. F inally, we study representations of A
associated to either cyclotomic Brauer categories or cyclotomic Kauffman categories in details, in-
cluding explicit criteria on the semisimplicity of A over an arbitrary field, and on A-lfdmod being
upper finite highest weight category in the sense of Brundan-Stroppel, and on Morita equivalence
between A and direct sum of infinitely many (degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke algebras.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, k is an arbitrary algebraically closed field. All algebras, categories and
functors will be assumed to be k-linear.

Motivated by attempting to categorify representations of the classical limits of coideal algebras,
which come from all integrable highest weight modules of sl or sl, by using representations of
cyclotomic Brauer categories CB(u) and cyclotomic Kauffman categories CK(u) [241/44], we investigate
a locally unital algebra A which admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition in this paper.
This work is also influenced by Brundan-Stroppel’s work in [I8]. A notion of an upper finite fully
stratified category was introduced in [I8] in the study of representations of locally unital and locally
finite dimensional algebras. If a locally unital algebra is an upper finite based stratified algebra, then
the category A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category [18]. Conversely, an upper finite fully
stratified category with tilting-rigid property can be realized as A-1fdmod for some upper finite based
stratified algebra A. Introduced by Brundan and Stroppel, an upper finite Cartan decomposition of
a locally unital algebra is a generalization of an upper finite triangular decomposition [I847]. It is
important that a locally unital algebra with an upper finite Cartan decomposition is an upper finite
based stratified algebra [I8] although it is not easy to verify that an algebra has an upper finite
Cartan decomposition in certain cases. The notion of upper finite weakly triangular decomposition
given in this paper is another generalization of an upper finite triangular decomposition. While it
is not clear to us whether an algebra A coming from CB(u), CK(u) or cyclotomic oriented Brauer
categories OB(u) [I4] admits an upper finite Cartan decomposition, it is rather easy to verify that
such A does admit an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition (see Propositions 2.2] [6.3] 6.6]).
Our first main result is that A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category if A is a locally
unital algebra which admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition (see Theorem B.I0]). The
second main result is that a locally unital algebra A which admits an upper finite weakly triangular
decomposition is semisimple if and only if its centralizer subalgebras associated to certain idempotent
elements are semisimple (see Theorem B.I0). As applications, we study the locally unital algebras
associated to CB(u), CK(u) or OB(u). When A comes from either CB(u) or CK(u), we classify
irreducible A-modules and show that A-lfdmod is an upper finite highest weight category in the sense
of Brundan-Stroppel if all the (degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke algebras are semisimple. Furthermore,
an explicit sufficient condition is given for A being Morita equivalent to direct sum of infinitely many
(degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke algebras. Finally we give an explicit criterion for A being semisimple
over an arbitrary field. The last main result is on categorifications of representations of the classical
limits of coideal algebras, which come from all integrable highest weight modules of sl or sl by
using representations of CB(u) and CK(u) (see Theorems 6.5 [6.5).

Now, we discuss the contents of this paper in details. For any small finite dimensional k-linear
category A, one often replaces A with its associated locally unital algebra

A= P Homu(a,b), (1.1)

a,bEob A

whose representations are equivalent to those for A. Brundan and Stroppel considered A which admits
an upper finite Cartan decomposition [I8, Definition 5.23]. In this case, A has three subspaces A,
A° and A*? satisfying certain axioms. The key point is that A° is a locally unital subalgebra of A and
A® (resp., A*) is projective right (resp., left) A°-module. Many k-linear categories come into their
theory. Archetypal examples include the Brauer category [31L[45], the oriented Brauer category [14],
the oriented skein category [13] and those triangular categories in [47]. All locally unital algebras
associated to these categories admit upper finite triangular decompositions.

On the other hand, when ¢ € k* is not a root of unity, the category of right modules for the
Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebra [IT] shares similar properties to those for the Brauer algebra [12]
over C. See [20,[41] on the classification of blocks for these algebras. Since the Brauer category
(resp., Kauffman category [48]) is the category version of Brauer (resp., Birman-Murakami-Wenzl)
algebras, it is natural to expect that A-lfdmod is also an upper finite fully stratified category where A
is associated to the Kauffman category. In fact, it is the case. However, it is not clear to us whether
A admits an upper finite Cartan decomposition although A has three similar subspaces.

We introduce the notion of an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition for a locally unital
algebra A in Definition 21l In this case, we have three subspaces A7, A° and AT and we do not
assume that A° is a subalgebra! Any locally unital algebra which admits an upper finite triangular
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decomposition has an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition. However, the converse is not true
in general since A° may not be a subalgebra!

Influenced by Brundan-Stroppel’s work in [I8], we consider a class of quotient algebras A<, of A
such that each A<, still admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition and A<,1, (resp.,
TaA<a) is a projective right (resp., left) A,-module in general (see Definition 2.0 and Lemma[3.2). This
leads us to construct exact tensor functors and exact hom functors from A,-fdmod to A<,-lfdmod
and hence to A-lfdmod, where A,-fdmod is the category of all finite dimensional left A,-modules.
Such functors are called standardization functors and costandardization functors in the sense of [33].
Consequently, we are able to prove that A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category if A admits
an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition. This result has its own interests and important
applications elsewhere. For example, we show in [25] that the representations of OB(u) with suitably
chosen parameters can be used to give tensor product categorifications (in the general sense of Losev-
Webster [33]) of integrable lowest weight and integrable highest weight representations for the Lie
algebra sl or glp introduced by Webster in [49]. When k = C, such a result was expected by
Brundan et. al in [I4], page 77].

After proving that A-1fdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category, we consider its subcategory
A-mod® consisting of all objects with a finite standard filtration. We focus on the locally unital
algebras A which come from certain quotients of two kinds of strict monoidal categories, say C; and
Cy in section 5. Under some mild assumptions, we are able to prove that there is a short exact
sequence of exact functors from the category A°-fdmod to the category A-lfdmod in (522]), where
A° is the direct sum of all possible A,’s. Consequently, there is a categorical gf-action on A-mod? if
we assume that there is a categorical g-action on the category Zo-pmod of finite generated projective
modules for some Kac-Moody algebra g, where gf is a suitable Lie subalgebra of g. In other words,
A-mod”® can be used to categorify certain representations of g*. In particular, when C; (resp., Co )
is the affine Brauer category (resp., affine Kauffman category), A comes from CB(u) (resp., CK(u)).
In this case, g is the direct sum of certain sl or f,A[e for some positive integer e. Such a result
can be regarded as categorifications related to cyclotomic Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebras [36] and
cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras [5]. When gf = g, the category A-lfdmod is Morita equivalent
to the direct sum of categories of left modules for infinitely many (degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke
algebras. However, the most interesting case is g # g. In this case, (g, g?) is (the infinite rank limit
of) the quantum symmetric pair (in the sense of Letzter [32] in the finite type or Kolb [30] in the
Kac-Moody setting) at the limit ¢ to 1. Using the gf-action on A-mod® as above, it is possible to
connect deeper representations (decomposition numbers, etc.) of cyclotomic Birman-Murakami-Wenzl
algebras and cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras over the complex field C to the Kazhdan-Lusztig
theory (s-canonical basis, etc.) of certain gf-modules studied in [6-10]. This is a project in progress.

Thanks to the results on the semisimplicity of cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras and cyclotomic
Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebras in [38/39l[42], we are able to give an explicit criterion on the semisim-
plicity of A associated to CB(u) and CK(u). In the non-semisimple case, blocks of A are determined.
In particular, when the (degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke algebras are semisimple and char k # 2, we use
results on the classification of blocks for cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras and cyclotomic Birman-
Murakami-Wenzl algebras in [40\41] to classify blocks of A completely. In this case, A-lfdmod is an
upper finite highest weight category in the sense of [1§].

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the notion of an upper finite weakly
triangular decomposition for a locally unital k-algebra. As an example, we prove that OB(u) admits
this structure. In section 3, we give a systematic understanding of A-lfdmod if A admits an upper
finite weakly triangular decomposition. In particular, we prove that A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully
stratified category in the sense of Brundan-Stroppel. We also give a criterion on the semisimplicity
of A. Weakly cellular structures of centralizer subalgebras of A will be given in section 4 under the
assumption ([B.7). Using truncation functors, we establish an explicit relationship between A-lfdmod
and representations of all centralizer subalgebras of A. In section 5, we investigate properties of
certain endofunctors on A-lfdmod. This gives a categorical gf-action on A-mod®. In section 6, we
apply general theory in sections 2-5 to study representations of C(u) and CK(u) and categorify those
representations of the classical limits of coideal algebras, which come from all integrable highest weight
modules of sl or sl,.
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2. UPPER FINITE WEAKLY TRIANGULAR CATEGORIES

In this paper, A is a small finite dimensional k-linear category whose object set is J. Then
dimg Hom 4(a, b) < oo,

for all a,b € J. Assume that there is an equivalence relation ~ on J such that each equivalence class
contains finitely many objects. Define
I=1J/~, (2.1)

the set of all equivalence classes of J. For any a € I, let

L=> 1, (2.2)

bea

where 1; is the identity morphism in Hom 4(b,b). When each equivalence class contains a unique
object, I can be identified with J. In this case, we replace each equivalence class by the object in it.

The k-algebra A associated to A is given in (LI)), where the multiplication is induced by the
composition of morphisms in A. For any subspace B C A and any a,b € J, let By = 1,B1;.
Similarly, let B, = @cEa,dEb 1.B1, for any a,b € I. Then B, p = 1,B1,. When b = a (resp., a = b),
B,y (resp., B, p) is denoted by B, (resp., B,). Then A, = Hom 4(b, a) and

A= P Aup (2.3)

a,beJ

So, A is a locally unital and locally finite dimensional k-algebra, and the set {1, | a € J} serves as
the system of mutually orthogonal idempotents of A. Conversely, any locally unital and locally finite
dimensional algebra can be obtained in this way [I5, Remark 2.1].

2.1. Upper finite weakly triangular decompositions. Let A be given in (2.3).

Definition 2.1. The data (I, A=, A°, AT) is called a weakly triangular decomposition of A if:

(W1) (I,=) is a poset, where T is given in (ZT).

(W2) A° are subspaces (not subalgebras!) of A, where o € {£,0}. Moreover, AT = Di.ccs Azt)c and
A° = @aEI @b,cea Alc;,c'

(W3) A, =0and A, = 0 unless a < b. Furthermore, A, = A} = @, kl..

(W4) A~ @k A° @x AT = A as k-spaces where K = @p¢ sjk1,. The required isomorphism is given by
the multiplication on A.

Following [18], (I, <) is upper finite if {b € I | a < b} is finite for all a € I. We call (I, A=, A°, AT)
an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition if (I, <) is upper finite. In this case, the category
A is called an upper finite weakly triangular category and the algebra A is said to admit an upper
finite weakly triangular decomposition. Furthermore, if I = J, A=, A°, AT, A= A° and A°AT
are locally unital subalgebras of A, then A admits a triangular decomposition in the sense of [I8|
Definition 5.24]. The algebra A associated to a triangular category in [47, Definition 4.2] admits an
upper finite triangular decomposition. Furthermore, A° is assumed to be semisimple in [47]. Any
triangular decomposition is a weakly triangular decomposition and the converse is not true in general
since A° may not be a subalgebra. Similar reason shows that a weakly triangular decomposition may
not be a Cartan decomposition in the sense of Brundan-Stroppel [I8]. Archetypal examples on upper
finite weakly triangular categories are triangular categories in [47] together with cyclotomic Brauer
categories [44], cyclotomic Kauffman categories [24] and cyclotomic oriented Brauer categories [14].
However, it is not clear to us whether A admits either an upper finite triangular decomposition or an
upper finite Cartan decomposition if A comes from one of cyclotomic Brauer categories, cyclotomic
Kauffman categories and cyclotomic oriented Brauer categories.

2.2. Cyclotomic oriented Brauer categories. Fix u = (u1,u2,...,un,) € k™ where m is any fixed
positive integer. Let OB(u) be the cyclotomic oriented Brauer category associated to the polynomial
f(t) =TI, (t — w;) (denoted by OB'(61,0s,...,8,,) in [I4]). The objects in OB(u) are given by

J = (14, (2.4)

the set of all finite sequences of the symbols 7, |, including the empty word (). In order to explain
that OB(u) is an upper finite weakly triangular category, we need a basis of any morphism space in
OB(u) [14].
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We begin by recalling an (a, b)-Brauer diagram [31, Definition 2.1] for any a,b € N. It is a diagram
on which a 4 b points are placed on two parallel horizontal lines, and a points on the lower line and b
points on the upper line, and each point joins precisely to one other point. If two points at the upper
(resp., lower) line join each other, then this strand is called a cup (resp., cap). Otherwise, it is called
a vertical strand.

Any (a,b)-Brauer diagram can also be considered as a partitioning of the set {1,2,...,a+b} (hence
there is no (a, b)-Brauer diagram if a+b is odd). Two (a, b)-Brauer diagrams are said to be equivalent
if they give the same partitioning of {1,2,...,a + b}.

An oriented Brauer diagram is obtained by adding consistent orientation to each strand in a Brauer
diagram as above. Given any oriented Brauer diagram d, let a (resp., b) be the element in J which is
indicated from the orientation of the endpoints of the lower line (resp., upper line) and d is called of
type a — b. For example, the following diagram is of type 11/{—|1:

Two oriented Brauer diagrams of type a — b are said to be equivalent if their underlying Brauer
diagrams are equivalent.

A dotted oriented Brauer diagram of type a — b is a oriented Brauer diagram of type a — b such
that there are finitely many e’s (called dots) on each strand. A normally ordered dotted oriented
Brauer diagram of type a — b is a dotted oriented Brauer diagram of type a — b such that:

e whenever a dot appears on a strand, it is on the outward-pointing boundary,
e there are at most m — 1 dots on each strand.

Suppose m = 4. The right one is a normally ordered dotted oriented Brauer diagram of type 11l —{|1
and the left one is not:

where e 3 represents that there are three o’s on the outward-pointing boundary of this strand. Two
normally ordered dotted oriented Brauer diagrams are said to be equivalent if the underlying oriented
Brauer diagrams are equivalent and there are the same number of dots on their corresponding strands.
Let OB, ;, be the set of all equivalence classes of normally ordered dotted oriented Brauer diagrams of
type a — b. Thanks to [T4, Theorem 1.5], Hompg(u)(a, b) has basis given by OB, , and two equivalent
diagrams represent the same morphism in OB(u). So, each equivalence class can be identified with
any element in it. Let OB = |J, ,c ; OB, ;.

Proposition 2.2. The cyclotomic oriented Brauer category OB(u) is an upper finite weakly triangular
category.

Proof. Let A be the algebra associated to OB(u). Suppose a = ajas---ap, where a; € {1,]},
1 < i < h. Define £)(a) = |{i : a; =}}| and ¢4(a) = |{¢ : a; =1}|, where |D| is the cardinality of a
set D. When h = 0, i.e., a is the empty word, ¢, (a) = ¢1(a) = 0. For any a,b € J, write a ~ b if
(¢+(a), €, (a)) = (¢4(b),£,(b)). Then ~ is an equivalence relation on J. As sets, N*> = J/ ~. For the
data in (W1), define

I =N?and (r,s) < (ry,s1) if r =7, + k and s = s; + k for some k € N. (2.5)
Obviously, (1, <) is upper finite. For the data in (W2), define

(a) A™: the k-space with basis consisting of elements in OB on which there are neither caps nor
crossings among vertical strands and there are no dots on vertical strands.

(b) A° : the k-space with basis consisting of elements in OB on which there are neither cups nor
caps.

(c) AT : the k-space with basis consisting of elements in OB on which there are neither cups nor
crossings among vertical strands and there are no dots on vertical strands.

Obviously, {1,} = OBN A; = OBN A

&, where 1, is defined in an obvious way. For example, if
a =171, then

=114
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By the definitions of A* in (a) and (c), OB N A, =0BnN Ab o = 0if (€1(a), 2 (a)) A (£4(D),€,(D)).
Moreover, Alfc =0if b~ cand b # c. So, (W3) follows.

For any (g,h, k) € (OBN A™1,,0BN A7 .,0BN 1.A"), the composition g o h o k is not normally
ordered in general, i.e., the dots on the vertical strands may not be on the outward-pointing boundary.

For example:
\_§

gohok=

if (g,h, k) ( lu i %} ) Thanks to [14, Theorem 1.5], OB(u) is a quotient category

of the affine oriented Brauer category AOB, a k-linear strict monoidal category. By the defining
relations of AOB in [14], (1.10)], one has

WXL KRS

and (206 explain how to move dots pass crossings in any diagram [14, page 81]. Consequently,
dots can be slid freely up to a linear combination of some elements in OB with fewer dots. This
shows that the multiplication map from A~ ®x A° ®x AT to A sends any basis element g ® h ® k,
(9,h,k) € (OBNA™1,,0BN A7 ,,0BN1.A"), to a unique corresponding basis element in OB (up to
a linear combination of some elements in OB with fewer dots). Furthermore, the multiplication map
is obviously surjective. So, it is the required isomorphism and (W4) holds. O

If we allow m = 1, then (I, A=, A°, AT) given in the proof of Proposition is the same as that
for the oriented Brauer category in [37]. In fact, it is an upper finite triangular decomposition in the
sense of [18].

2.3. Quotient algebras. To conclude this section, we give some elementary observations about the
structure of A, where A always admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition.

Definition 2.3. For any a € J and a € I, define
Y(a) =Upe, Y (b,a), where Y (b, a) is a basis of A,
X(a) = Upes X(a,b), where X (a,b) is a basis of A;r)b.
H(a) = Uy cea H(b, c), where H(b,c) is a basis of A7 ..
Since we are assuming that A is finite dimensional, all Y(b,a), X (b,a) and H(a,b) are finite sets.
The partial order < on [ induces a partial order on J such that a < bif a € a and b € b with a < b.

Thanks to (W3), X(a,a) = Y(a,a) = {1,} for any a € J, and Y (b,a) = X(a,b) = () unless b < a.
The following result follows from Definition 2.1, immediately.

Lemma 2.4. For alla,c € J, Aq,c has basis {yhz | (y,h,7) € Uy i psapa Y (@, 0)x H(b,d)x X (d, c)}.

Definition 2.5. For any a € I, and ¢ € {>, X, £}, let A°? be the two-sided ideal of A generated by
I ={1, | boal.

A subset K C I is said to be an upper set (or a coideal) of I if {b|a < b} C K for any a € K.
Obviously, 12, I7? and I#? are upper sets.
Lemma 2.6. For any hi, hy € AS, there is an hs € A such that hiha = hs (mod A™?).

Proof. The result follows immediately from (W3) and Lemma 271 O

Lemma 2.7. Suppose a € I.

(1) The two-sided ideal A1, A is the same as the two-sided ideal generated by all 15, € a.
(2) Any g € Al,A is a linear combination of elements yhx, where (y,h,x) € Y(c) x H(c¢,d) x X (d)
such that c,d € b with b = a.
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Proof. (1) is obviously since 1, =}, ., 15 and all 1,’s are pairwise orthogonal idempotents. We prove
(2) by induction on <. Thanks to Lemma 2.4 and (W3), we can assume g = y1h1x1y2ho22, where
(yl,hl,:vl) € Y(bl) X H(bl,cl) X X(cl,a) and (yg,hg,xg) S Y(a,bg) X H(bg,Cg) X X(CQ) with a € a
and b;,¢; € b; for some b; € I with b; > a, ¢ = 1,2. If b; > a for some ¢ = 1,2, then g € Al,, A,
and the result follows from induction assumption. So, it is enough to consider the case by = by = a.
Thanks to (W3), 1 = 1, = y2 and hence g = y1h1hoxs. By Lemma 20 g = y1hsxs + hy for some
hs € A7 and hy € A1.A with ¢ > a. So, the result follows from induction assumption again. 0

Lemma 2.8. For any upper set IT of I, let AT be the two-sided ideal of A generated by {1, |a € I'}.
Then S, is a k-basis of Al . for all a,c € J, where

Sac={yhx | (y.h,x)e | Y(a,b) x H(b,d) x X(d,c)}.
b,d€a,acI™

Proof. By Lemmal[24] it is enough to prove that A" is the k-space spanned by S, where S = Ua cesSac-

For any yhx € S, yhax = yl,ha for some a € IT and hence the subspace spanned by S is contained
in AT. On the other hand, any element in AT is a linear combination of elements of Al,A for some
b € IT. By Lemma[27(2), any element in Al,A is a linear combination of some yhyx; in Al.A with
¢ = b, where (y1,h1,71) € Y(c) x H(c,d) x X(d) such that ¢,d € c. Since IT is an upper set, c € I".
So, A" is contained in the k-space spanned by S. 0

For any « € A, let T be its image in any quotient algebra of A. The following definition is motivated
by [18].
Definition 2.9. For any a € I, define A<, = AJA%2 A_, = A/A%® and A, = T,A<.1,.
Proposition 2.10. Suppose a € I. We have

(1) {h|h € H(a)} is a k-basis of A,.

(2) Both A<a and A, admit upper finite weakly triangular decompositions.

(3) Aza @ A<./Q, where Q is the two-sided ideal of A<, generated by 1,.

(4) ma(A,) = A, where m,y : A — A, is the canonical epimorphism.

Proof. By Lemmas [2Z4] 2§, we immediately have (1). Moreover, for any e, c € J, 1.A,1. has basis
@z | (y,hox) e | Y(eb) x H(b,d) x X(d, )},

b,deb,boa
where ¢ € {<,<}. So, (2) follows. (3) follows immediately from (2) and Lemma[Z8 (4) follows from
(1), Lemma 24 and the basis of A<, given above. O

3. UPPER FINITE FULLY STRATIFIED CATEGORIES

For any locally unital k-algebra A = EBa)be 714A1,, a left A-module means a module M such
that M = @,c; 1aM. It is locally finite dimensional if dim1,M < oo for all a € J. Let A-mod (
resp., A-lfdmod, resp., A-pmod) be the category of all (resp., locally finite dimensional, resp., finitely
generated projective) left A-modules. When A is finite dimensional, A-fdmod is the category of all
finite dimensional left A-modules. If A is locally finite dimensional, then any finitely generated module
is locally finite dimensional (e.g. [15] § 2.2]).

Throughout this section, A always admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition in the
sense of Definition 2] In particular, A is locally finite dimensional and hence A-pmod C A-lfdmod.

3.1. Standardization and costandardization functors. Recall A<, and A<, in Definition
and AZ2 A7*? in Definition Obviously, A%Z2 and A*? are idempotent ideals. So, A<,-lfdmod
and A_,-lfdmod are Serre subcategories of A-lfdmod. Since 4, = 124,15 and 1, is an idempotent,
by [37, Theorem I1.4.3], the exact idempotent truncation functor

j? + A<,y-lfdmod — ‘A,-fdmod

satisfying j2V = 1,V for any V € A<,-lfdmod, is the quotient functor by the Serre subcategory C of
A<,-1fdmod consisting of modules V with 1,V = 0. So C = B-lfdmod, where B = A<,/Q and Q is the
two-sided ideal of A<, generated by 1,. By Proposition 2ZI0(3), B = A, and hence C = A,-1fdmod,
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i.e., A,-fdmod is the Serre quotient category A<,-1fdmod/A,-1fdmod. It’s known that j2 has the left
(resp., right) adjoint j7 (resp., j2), where

ji = Az T®g?, 2= @) Homy (TaA<aTs, ?). (3.1)
berl
A,-fdmod — A-lfdmod such that

A=Pit, v=Pi (32)

acl ael

They give two functors A,V : @, ;

Following [33], j?’s and j2’s are called the standardization functors and costandardization functors,
respectively.

Let {La(\) | A € A,} be the complete set of pairwise inequivalent irreducible A,-modules. For each
A € Ay, let Py(\) (resp., I.(\)) be the projective cover (resp., injective hull) of L,(\).

Definition 3.1. For any A € A, define A(X) = A(P.(N)), A(N) = A(La(N)), V(A) = V(a())) and
V(A) = V(La(N)), and call them the standard, proper standard, costandard and proper costandard
modules, respectively. In other words,

AN =GR (P(N), AW =R (La(N),
V(A) =ji(1a(N), v ]
Lemma 3.2. Suppose a € I.
(1) A<al, (resp., TaA_ja) is a projective Tight (resp., left) As-module. Furthermore, it is a free
right (resp., left) Aa-module if a contains a unique element in J.

(2) Both j and j2 are exact and so are A and V.
(3) For any b € a, Azl =2 57 (A.1y) as A-modules.

Proof. By Proposition ZI0(1), A, has basis {h | h € H(b,c),b,c € a}. Consider the right A,-
homomorphism
gf) : @ sza — AjaTa
bea,yeY (b)
such that the image of Tk in the yth copy of 1,4, is §h € A<,1, for all h € H(b,c). By Proposi-
tion 2ZT0(1)(2), ¢ sends a basis of Dye, ey () 1bAa to a basis of A<a1a. So, ¢ is a linear isomorphism.
Now A<,1, is projective since 1,4, is a projective right A,-module. Similarly, T,A<, is a projective
left A,-module. If a contains only one element b, then 1, = 1. So, 1,4, = Aa, proving the last
statement in (1). By (1), T,A<,1p is a finitely generated and projective left A,-module. So, (2)
follows.
Consider the isomorphism of A-modules

VAT, ©z A= Aals, 7 ® h — gh
for any h € H(c,b), y € Y(c), b,c € a. Recall that 1, =3, . 1,. We have A<,1, = @, A<alp and
AjaTa ®Za Za = @ AjaTa ®Za Zalb = @j'a (Zaib)'
bea bea

Moreover, the restriction of ¥ to j2(Aa1,) gives a homomorphism of A-modules v, from jf(A4,13) to
A<,1p. Furthermore, v, is an isomorphism since it sends generating elements of j,a(ZaTb) to the basis
{yh | h € H(c,b),y € Y(c),c € a} of A<,1. O

Definition 3.3. Let p : A — I be the function such that p(\) = a for any A € A,, where A = J,; Aa.
Following [I§], for any given sign function e : I — {+}, define
_ [ AW, ife(p(N) =+,
8 ={ 500 ooy = (3:3)
An A-module V has a finite A-flag if it has a finite filtration such that its sections are isomorphic

to A(A) for various A € A. Similarly we have the notion of finite A.-flag. The following result is
motivated by [I8, Theorem 5.14].

Theorem 3.4. Suppose € : I — {£} is a sign function.
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(1) For any A € A, there is a projective A-module P such that P has a finite A.-flag with top
section A-(\), and other sections are of forms A (u) for p € A with p(p) = p(N).

(2) For any A\ € A, A()\) has a unique irreducible quotient denoted by L(\).

(3) {L(pn) | p € A} is a complete set of pairwise inequivalent irreducible A-modules.

Proof. Suppose A € A, for some a € I. We claim that the projective A-module A1, is the required P
in (1). In fact, since I is upper finite, there are b; € I, 1 < ¢ < n such that a = by, X (b;,a) # 0 for
some b; € b; and @ € a and b; X b; = i < j. Let P; be the subspace of Al, spanned by

{yha | (y,h,2)e | Y(b) x H(bj,¢;) x X(cj,a),i+1<j<n}.
bj,Cijj,aea

Thanks to Lemma 27(2), Al, = Py 2 P 2 --- O P, = 0 is a filtration of A-modules such that
P;_1/P; has basis given by {yhx+ P; | (y, h,z) € Y (b;) x H(b;, ;) x X (¢;,d), bi,¢ci € b;,d € a}. Define
the k-linear isomorphism

b P A«wi.—-P/p (3.4)

d€a,c;€b; z€X (c;,d)

sending the basis vector hl., in the xth copy of A<p, 1., to yhz + P, (y,h) € Y(b;) x H(b;,c;) for
any b; € b;. Then ¢ is an A-homomorphism. To see this, take (y,h) € Y(c,b;) x H(b;,¢;) and any
element u € 1541, for any ¢,d € J. By Lemma [Z7)(2), we have

uyh = Z Cp,qYphg + 2

for some ¢, 4 € k, yp, € Y(d,b;),hq € H(b,,¢;), b, € b; and z € AlcA with e > b;. Since z acts on
z + P; as zero, up(yhle,) = > ¢p qyphgr + Pi. On the other hand, any Z is zero in A<p,. So,

o(uyhl.,) = Z Cp.qYphg Z Cp.qYphet + P; = up(yhle,).
This proves that ¢ is an A-isomorphism. Thanks to Lemma (3),
Ay, Te, 2y = P Au
pe,

if Ap,T,, = ®#€Kbi Py, (1)), So, Al, has a finite A-flag such that each section is of form A(p)

with p(p) = a. If i = 1, then by = a. In this case for ¢1,d € a, X(c1,d) = {14} if ¢ = d and
otherwise. So,

P P Al =PAli=ALl = AL @x A, =i (A) = P A(u) im0,

d€a,c1€axzeX(c1,d) dea ueR,

So, we can choose A(\) as the top section and Al, is the required P in (1) if e(p(A\)) = + for any
A € A. By Lemma B.2(2), A is exact. So, for any p € Ay, A(u) has a finite A-flag such that each
section is of form A(v) for some v € Ap. Therefore, Al, is still the required P in (1) for any e.

Using the adjoint triple in (3 and [I8] Lemma 2.22], we have that A(\) is an indecomposable
projective module in A<,-lfdmod with the simple head L(X). This proves (2). Moreover, L(\) is the
unique (up to isomorphism) irreducible A<,-module such that

T,L(\) = Ly(\). (3.5)

So, {L(\) | A € A}’s are pairwise inequivalent. Suppose that L is any irreducible A-module. Then
there exists a € I such that 1,L # 0, and hence L is a quotient of Al,. By (1) together with
arguments on induction for the length of the A-flag of Al,, there is a u € A with p(u) > a such that
Hom 4 (A(p), L) # 0, forcing L = L(u), the simple head of A(u). O

3.2. Stratified categories and highest weight categories. Let A-mod® be the full subcategory
of A-mod consisting of all modules with a finite A-flag. Since A()\) € A-lfdmod for any A € A,
A-mod? is a subcategory of A-lfdmod.

Theorem 3.5. The category A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category in the sense of [18|
Definition 3.36]. The corresponding stratification p is in Definition [3.3, and the standard, proper
standard, costandard and proper costandard objects are defined in Definition [F 1l
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Proof. By Theorem B.4(3), the function p in Definition Bl is a stratification of A-lfdmod in the
sense of [I8, Definition 3.1]. For any a € I, using Theorem [B.4Y(3) again for the upper finite weakly
triangular structures of A<, and A<, (see Proposition 2I0(2)), we see that the Serre subcategory
A-lfdmod=<, (resp., A-lffdmod_,) generated by {L(X) | p(A) < a} (resp., {L(A) | p(A) < a}) is A<.-
lfdmod (resp., A<,-lfdmod). So, the adjoint triple (j7,72,72) agree with the adjoint triple between
A-lfdmod<, and its Serre quotient A-lfdmod<,/A-1fdmod<,. Hence, the standard, proper standard,
costandard and proper costandard objects defined in Definition B.1] are the required objects. Thanks
to Theorem B4)(1), A-lfdmod satisfies the property (FA\E) in [I8] for any e as follows:

(F-A\a) For each A € A, there exists a projective object Py admitting a finite A.-flag with A.()\)
at the top and other sections A.(u) for p € A with p(u) = p(N).

In our case, Py is Al, if p(\) = a. By [I8 Definition 3.36], A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully
stratified category. O

Remark 3.6. Brundan and Stroppel introduced the notion of upper finite based stratified algebra
B [18| Definition 5.17] and proved that B-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category [L8|
Theorem 5.22]. They also proved that any locally unital algebra which admits an upper finite Cartan
decomposition is an upper finite based stratified algebra [I8, Theorem 5.30]. In this paper, we give
another sufficient condition for A-Ifdmod being an upper finite fully stratified category for a locally
unital algebra. By [I8, Definition 5.17], any upper finite based stratified algebra is Morita equivalent
to A which admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition such that A, is a basic algebra
and the set of primitive idempotents is {1, | b € a} for all a € I (i.e., A, = a).

The following result follows from Proposition and Theorem [3.5] immediately. This is the first
step to give tensor product categorifications of integrable lowest weight and integrable highest weight
representations for sl or sl, introduced by Webster in [49]. Details will be given in [25].

Theorem 3.7. Let A be the k-algebra associated to the cyclotomic oriented Brauer category OB(u)
in Proposition [2.2.  Then A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category in the sense of [18|
Definition 3.36] with respect to the stratification p : A — I in Definition[Z.3, where I is given in (2.5).

Suppose L is a simple A-module and V € A-mod. Define
[V L] = supl{i | Viga/Vi = L}

the supremum being taken over all filtrations by submodules 0 = Vy C --- C V,, = V. The number
[V : L] is called the composition multiplicity of L in V" although V' may not have a composition series.
Using the adjoint triple (57, 5, j2) yields the following result (see also [I8 Lemma 3.3]).

Lemma 3.8. For any A, pu € A, and X # p,

(1) [A(w) : L(w)] = 1 and [A() : L] = 0 unless p(p) = p(\),

(2) [V(1) : L(w)] = 1 and [V(s2) : L(N)] =0 unless p(1) = p()).
For any V € A-mod?, let (V : A(A)) be the multiplicity of A(A) in a A-flag of V. By [I8, Lemma
3.49] and Theorem B35 dim Ext’y (A(v), V(1)) = 6:,00u,u, © > 0,1, € A. So,
(V : A(\) = dim Hom 4 (V, V())), (3.6)
which is independent of a flag.

Proposition 3.9. For any A € A, let P()\) be the projective cover of L(\). We have:
(1) P()\) € A-mod® with top section A(N).
(2) (P(A) : A(p)) = [V(u) : L(N)], which is non-zero for u # X only if p(p) = p(A). In particular,
(P(N\) : A(N)) =1.

Proof. Since P()) is projective, Ext’ (P(\), V(i) = 0 for all 4 € A. By [I8, Theorem 3.39] and
Theorem 3.5, for any finitely generated A-module M, M € A-mod? if and only if Ext! (M, V(1)) =0
for all 4 € A. So, P(\) € A-mod®. Since P()) is the projective cover of L(\), by Theorem [B.4(2),
A(X) must appear as the top section. This proves (1). Finally, (2) follows immediately from (B.6]) and
Lemma [B.8[(2). O

For any a € I, let A, = EBweBa A, be the block decomposition of A,. Define B = U.cr Ba. The
partial order on I induces a partial order on B such that w < &’ if w € B,, w’ € By and a < b.



REPRESENTATIONS OF WEAKLY TRIANGULAR CATEGORIES 11

Define p : A — B such that for A € A,, p(\) = w if La(\) € A, ,-fdmod. Tt is clear that 5 is a new
stratification of A-lfdmod in the sense of [I8] Definition 3.1].

For any w € B,, let A<,-lfdmodx,, be the Serre subcategory of A<,-lfdmod with irreducible objects
{L(A) | p(A) = w}. Similarly we have A<,-lfdmod<,. Note that A<,-lfdmod~,, = A-,-lfdmod by
Theorem B4(3). Let j2* be the restriction of j2 to A<,-lfdmodx,,. Since j**(M) € A, ,-fdmod for
any M € A<,-lffdmodx,,, j* is actually a functor from A<,-lIfdmodx,, to Zaw-fdmod. Moreover, j&
induces an equivalence of categories between A<,-lfdmod<,,/A<,-l1fdmod,, and Zaﬁw—fdmod.

Let ji** and j* be the restriction of j? and j2 to A, ,-fdmod, respectively. Then

A= P i v= D v

weB,;,ael w€EeB,,ael
Moreover, j;*“ and ji'“ are actually functors from A, ,-fdmod to A<,-lfdmod<,,. In fact, for any
M € A, -fdmod, j** (M) has a A-flag, and A(u) appears as a section if [M : L,(u)] # 0. In this
case, p(u) = w. By Lemma B.8 and Lemma [3.2(2), we see that j“(M) € A<,-lfdmod<.. The
result on j3* follows from similar arguments. Furthermore, since (42,72, 2) is an adjoint triple, so is

(1, 32, 52).

Theorem 3.10. The category A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category in the sense of [18|
Definition 3.36] with respect to the stratification p. In particular, A-lfdmod is an upper finite highest
weight category in the sense of [18, Definition 3.36] if A, is semisimple for all a € I.

Proof. By Proposition [39] for any A the projective module P()) is the required Py in (F-A\a) for p
and any sign function € : B — {£}. So, the first statement holds. If A, is semisimple for all a € I,
then the stratum A, ,-fdmod is simple for any w and hence A-lfdmod is an upper finite highest weight
category. O

3.3. Duality. In this subsection, we assume that there is an anti-involution o4 : A — A such that
oa(ly) =1, (3.7)
for any a € J. Then o4 stabilizes both A, and Aﬁa, and results in an anti-involution o4_, on A<a.
Restricting 04_, to A, yields an anti-involution oz, on A,. For any V € A-lfdmod, let
Ve = (P Homy (1,V, k). (3.8)
ac€J

Then V® is an A-module such that for any 2 € A and f € V®, (2f)(v) = f(oa(x)v). This induces
an exact contravariant duality functor ® on A-lfdmod. Similarly, we have the contravariant duality

functor on @, ; Aa-fdmod.

Lemma 3.11. As functors from @, ; Aa-fdmod to A-lfdmod, ® o A =V o ®.

ael

Proof. The required natural isomorphism is ¢ : ® o A — V o ® such that the A-isomorphism
dv : A(V)® — V(V®) sends « to @ for any finite dimensional A,-module V, where

a(f)(v) = aloa,(f) ®v)
for all v € V and f € 1,A<,1p. The inverse of ¢y is the homomorphism V(V®) — A(V)®, sending
B to B, where B(f @ v) = Bloa_,(f))(v). O
Assumption 3.12. For all A € A, M® = M as A,yy-modules, where M € {P,»)(A), L) (M)}

Lemma 3.13. Keep the Assumption[3 18 Suppose \,ju € A. We have

(1) AN® = V(A), AN® =V(\) and L(N)® = L(N\).

@) [AWN) = Lw] = [V(A) : L(p)] and [AA) = L(p)] = [V(A) : L(p)].
Proof. The first and the second isomorphisms in (1) follow from Lemma B.I1] and Assumption
Suppose a = p(A). Thanks to [B.1), we have

1L.L(A)® = (1,L(\)® = La(N)® =2 L,(\) = 1,L(N).

Since L(A) is the unique irreducible module (up to isomorphism) in A<,-lfdmod such that
1.L(\) = La(\), and ® is an involution, L(\)® is irreducible, forcing L(\) = L(\)®. Finally, (2)
follows from (1) since ® is exact. O



12 MENGMENG GAO, HEBING RUI, LINLIANG SONG

3.4. Semisimplicity. We are going to give a criterion on the semi-simplicity of A over k.

Lemma 3.14. Suppose @, A, is semisimple over k. If X\, i € A and p # X then (P(\) : A(u)) = 0.

Proof. Tt (P(\) : A(p)) # 0, by Proposition [3.9] there is a short exact sequence
0=>N—=PAN)—=AN =0 (3.9)

such that N € A-mod® and (N : A(u)) # 0. Let a = p(\). Then 1,L(\) = T,L(\) = L.(\) # 0.
Applying the idempotent 1, on (B3] yields

0= 1,N = 1,P(\) = 1,LA(N) — 0. (3.10)
By the general result on the exact functor defined by an idempotent (e.g., [I8, Lemma 2.22]), 1, P(}\) is
the projective cover of the irreducible A,-module 1,L()). Since we are assuming that A, is semisimple,
L, P(A) = 1,L(N), forcing 1,A(A) = 1,P(\) and 1,N = 0. In particular, 1,A(u) = 1.A(p) = 0. Note
that Assumption holds automatically when €, ; A, is semisimple (hence A, is semisimple for
all a € I by Proposition 210(4)). By Lemma [BI3|(2) and Proposition B.9(2),

[LaA(p) : LaL(N)] = [A(p) : L] = [V(1) : L] = (P(A) : A(w) #0

whenever 1,L()\) # 0. This is a contradiction since 1,A(u) = 0. O
Theorem 3.15. The k-algebra A is semisimple if and only if €@

Proof. Let B=P

acr Aa is semisimple.

A,. For any M € A,-mod and any a € I,
1, A M =1,A1, g M = M

as Az-modules. If A is semisimple, then A ® g M is a direct sum of simple A-modules, and hence
1,A®p M is a direct sum of simple A;-modules. So, A, is semisimple for any a € I, forcing B to be
semisimple.

Conversely, suppose B is semisimple. Thanks to Proposition and Lemma BT4] P(\) = A())
and the exact functor A sends projective (€D,c; Aa) -modules P,»)(A)’s to projective A-modules
P()\)’s. Since {Pa(\) | A € A,,a € I} gives a complete set of representatives of all indecomposable

objects in (€D,c; Aa)-pmod, thanks to the general result on locally unital algebras in [I5, Corol-

lary 2.5], A is an equivalence between (,.; Aa)-mod and A-mod. Since @, ; Aa (a quotient of B
by Proposition 2.10(4)) is semisimple, so is A. O

ael

4. WEAKLY CELLULAR BASES

In this section, we consider a k-algebra A which admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposi-
tion in the sense of Definition 2.]such that I = J. Furthermore, on each A, there is an anti-involution
o satisfying ([317). We will prove that any k-algebra A, is a weakly cellular algebra if A, is a cellular
algebra for any b € J. We start by recalling the definition of a cellular algebra in [27].

A cellular algebra H is an associative k-algebra which has basis {c?, | s,t € T'(A), YA € T} such
that

(C1) (T, <) is a poset,

(C2) T()) is a finite set for any A € T,

(C3) o(c2) = {5, where o is a k-linear anti-involution on H,
(C4)

@ =Y reu(@)e, (mod H>*) for any x € H, where
a) reu(z)’s € k and are independent of s,
b) H™* is spanned by {c& | s,t € (), € T, 1> A}

Thanks to (C4), H>* is a two-sided ideal of H. Goodman keeps (C1), (C2), (C4) and replaces
(C3) by ([I) as follows:

U(C;\yt) = cfjg (mod H™™). (4.1)
He calls the corresponding algebra a weakly cellular algebra [26]. It has been pointed in [26] that
all results for the representation theory of cellular algebras in [27] are still true for weakly cellular
algebras.

Thanks to [27], for any A € T, there is a cell module, say S(A) with respect to the (weakly) cellular
basis as above. It is known that there is an invariant form on S()). Let T = {\ € T | S()\)/rad # 0}
where rad is the radical of this invariant form. Then the non-zero quotient module S(\)/rad, denoted
by D(A), is absolutely irreducible. Later on, we will say that S(\) has the simple head D()) if
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D(\) # 0. Following [27], such D(\)’s consist of a complete set of pairwise inequivalent simple H-
modules. For any A\, € T, say A and u are cell-link for a (weakly) cellular algebra H if A € T such
that [S(u) : D(A\)] # 0 [27, Page 14]. We will use cell-link to study blocks of the k-algebras associated
to cyclotomic Brauer categories and cyclotomic Kauffman categories at the end of this paper.

Lemma 4.1. For alla,c € J, | X(c,a)| = |Y(a,c)]|.

Proof. We can assume ¢ = a without loss of any generality. Otherwise, X (c,a) = Y (a,c¢) = 0. Since
we are assuming that there is an anti-involution o 4 satisfying (87,

UA(Aa,c) = Ac,a (42)
for all a,c € J. In particular, dim A, , = dim A, .. By Lemma [2.4]

Y (@, )l[H ()] + Y 1Y (a, ) H)IX (b, 0)] = [H ()| X (e, )| + D [Y (e, b)[HD)IX (bl (43)
b>-c b-c

If ¢ is maximal, then |Y (a,c)||H(c)| = |H(c)||X(¢,a)|, forcing |Y (a,c)| = |X(c,a)|. Otherwise, by

induction assumption, |Y(a,b)| = |X(b,a)| and |Y(c,b)| = | X (b,c)| for all b = c. By ([@3)), we still

have |Y (a, )| = | X (c,a)]. O

Theorem 4.2. For any b € J, suppose Ay, is a cellular algebra with respect to the anti-involution oz,
induced by o4. Then A, is a weakly cellular algebra for any a € J.

Proof. For any a € J, suppose that A, has cellular basis
{7y (| 5.t € Tu(N), VA € A}, (4.4)

where E;\ﬂ = ma(h (), h}, € Ay and 7, is given in Proposition 2ZI0(4). We use T, and A, here to
emphasis that both of them depend on a. Thanks to Lemma 2.4] and Proposition 2.10(1),(4), we can
choose all hg\yt € Ag such that

{h;‘)t |s,t € T,(N),\ € Ay} is a basis of A7. (4.5)
Moreover, by Lemma 2.4l and Lemma B7(2), A, N A~® has basis given by
{ylhitxl | (x1,91) € X(c,a) x Y(a,¢),VA € A, s,t € Te(N), ¢ = b}. (4.6)

Replacing ¢ = b by ¢ = b in ([&G) yields a basis of 4, N AZ°.

We claim that we still get a basis of 4, N A~? if y; in (@) is replaced by o4 (z2), 22 € X(c,a). If
b is maximal, then A, N A~® = 0, and there is nothing to prove. In general, by Lemma 27(2) and
#2), for A € A, and y; € Y(a,c),

A= I -
yihg = > Pagarw0a(2)hl ,  (mod A7),
z2€X (c,a),nEM,8" ¥ €T (1)
for some r,, o ¢ € k. Hence,
A = § Iz -
y1h51t$1 = T12751)t/0'A($2)h/5/7t,x1 (mod A, NA c).
z2€X (c,a),n€N, 8t ETe (1)

By Lemma [£.1] the cardinalities of two sets are equal. So, our claim follows. Similarly, we obtain
another basis of A, N AZ%. Define

I,={be Jb>a,X(ba)+#0}. (4.7)
Since A, = A, N AZ®, A, has basis given by
Sa=|J U {oa(z2)hd @1 | 21,22 € X(b,a),5,t € TH(N)}. (4.8)
bET AEA,
To see that S, is a weakly cellular basis, we need to verify (C1),(C2), (C4) and (@I]). Suppose
AL, = A (4.9)
© ber,

For any A\, € Aﬁta, write A <y if either p(A) < p(u) or p(A) = p(p) and A<y in A,(y). Then (Ania, <)
is the required poset in (C1) for A,. Obviously, (C2) holds.
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Suppose A € Ab - A’j Then b = a and X (b,a) # 0. By Lemma 2.4 Ker 7|4, = Ay N A~°. Since
oa(hdy) =0y, (h O = 7). we have oa(hd,) =h, (mod Ay N A=) So,

t,s

O'A(O’A(.Ig)hitiEl) = 014(3:1)hA zy  (mod A, N A™Y).
Thanks to [{8), A,NA~" C AL, where AZ* is the subspace spanned by all o4 (5)hY, 2} with u>X
in Aﬁta. This proves ([@I) for S,. Finally, we verify (C4). More explicitly, we want to prove

oa(z2)hd (@1u = Z Tows0A(T2)h yz3  (mod AL?), (4.10)
veT,(N),xz3€X (b,a)

for any u € A,, where ry 5,’s are independent of x2 and s. In fact, thanks to Lemma 2.7(2) and (W3),
there is a z € A” such that
Tiu = lpxiu = Zrh/,mh/ws + 2,

where the summation is over (h’,z3) € H(b) x X(b,a). Since A,A7’A, C A, N A™" we have
O'A(IQ)I’L;\)tZ € A, N A" C APA. So,

UA(IQ)h;\)t.IlU = UA(xg)hit ZTh/,z3h/$3 = Z TuymgUA(IQ)h;\)nl‘g (mod AEA),
vET,(N),x3€X (b,a)

where the second = follows from Lemma and (C4) for A,. Obviously, the scalars 7, ,,’s are
independent of x5 and s. (|

In the remaining part of this section, we keep conditions in Theorem 21 So, A, (resp., A,) has a
cellular basis (resp., weakly cellular basis) as above. For any A € A,, let S,(\) be the corresponding
left cell module of A,. Without loss of any generality, we can assume that S,(\) has basis

o+ A s € T,(V)} (4.11)

where t is any fixed element in T,(\). Let A, = {\ € A, | S,(\)/rad # 0}, where rad is the radical
of the invariant form induced by the corresponding cellular basis. Then A, parameterizes all pairwise
inequivalent simple A,-modules. Let Lq()\) = S,()\)/rad, A € A,. Similarly, for each A\ € A, C Aga
(see ([@J)), the left cell module S,()\) has basis

{oa(2)hy @1+ AT | 23 € X(b,a),s € Ty(N)}, (4.12)

where 7 is any fixed element in X (b,a) and t is in (AII). Suppose simple A,-modules are parame-
terized by A e Ati ? , in the sense that S,()\) has the simple head L,()\) for any \ € M}a
For any )\ E Aq, let B

AR = ASa(V), (4.13)
Thanks to @II) and Lemma B2(1), A()\) has basis Up<q Vo: where
— —
Vi ={y @y, (o + 4, ) |y € Y(b,a),s € LV} (4.14)
Let p : UgesAa — J such that p(A) = a if A € A,, where A = (J,.;Aq. Then p|y is p in

Definition

Proposition 4.3. Suppose (), 1) € A x A.

(1) 1gA(u) =0 if p(u) € Ta; and 1,A(u ) >~ S, (1) if p(p) € Ty (see [@D)).

2) 1800 2O = Zrci, 5004+ Lt (PN : A0) i Assumption TIB ol

(3) LaL(A) = La(N) if A€ AL, N K, and 1 L(/\) =0ifA¢AL, NA.
Proof. The first part of (1) is obvious. Suppose p(u) = b € I's. Thanks to ([@LI1), V, is a basis
of 1,A(p). By @ID), {yht @ + AS* | y € Y(a,b),s € Typ(p)} is a basis of S,(u) for some fixed
(z,) € X(b,a) x Ty(p). Let ¢ : Sq(11) = 14A(p) be the k-linear isomorphism such that

- —>
¢(yhg,t33 + AEH) =Yy 7, (hg,t + 4, M)-

Thanks to Lemma [27(2) and (W3), it is routine to check that ¢ is an A,-homomorphism, proving

(1).
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Since A is an exact functor, A(u) has a finite A-flag such that each section is of form A(v) for

ha
some v € A,(,. Furthermore, (A(y) : A(v)) =[S, (1) 1 Ly (v)] by Lemma B2(2). So,
[A(): L] = Y (A : AW)AE) : LA = Y [Sp0 (1) « Loy WIAW) : L]

veA veA

p(k) p(m)
= Z [Sp(u) (1) + Lpy(W)](P(A) : A(v)), by Lemma B.T3(2), Proposition 3.9(2).
Ver(u)

Suppose A € Ay. If 1,L()\) # 0, by Lemma B8, 1,A(\) # 0 and b = a. Since 1, is an idempotent,
{1,L(\) #0 | A € U, A} consists of a complete set of all pairwise inequivalent simple A,-modules.
So, -

{LLXN) #0 | xe [ JA} ={La(V) | A€ AL},
b>a
In order to prove (3), it suffices to verify that 1,L()) %jja(/\) if 1,L(A\) # 0. If the result were false,
then there is v € A. with ¢ = a such that 0 # 1,L(v) = L,(\), for some A € A, with b = a and A # v.
Since Lc(v) is a simple head of Sc(v), there is an epimorphism A(v) — L(v). Applying 1, yields an
epimorphism S, (v) 2 1,A(v) — 1,L(v). So, [Sa(v) : Le(A)] # 0 and hence A Qv and p(v) = b. On
the other hand, since 1, is an idempotent,
[A) : L)) = [1aAN) : 1.L()] = [Sa(A) : LaL(v)] = [Sa(A) : La(N)] # 0.

By (2), p(v) = b, forcing p(v) = b. So, [Sy(\) : Ly(v )] (LA : LLE)] = [A(N) : L(v)] # 0. This
proves v < A. Therefore, A = v, a contradiction, and (3) follows. |

Corollary 4.4. Keep the Assumption [3.12. Suppose A € A,. Then P(\) has a finite A-flag such
that 1 € Ubta Ay if A(p) appears as a section. Furthermore, the multiplicity of A(u) in this flag is
[A(p) : LA)]-

Proof. By Proposition B9(1), P(\) has a finite A-flag. Thanks to [27, Lemmas 2.9, 2.10], any finitely
generated projective module for a cellular algebra has a cell filtration. So, P(\) has a finite A-flag.

Let (P(\) : A(u)) be the multiplicity of A(u) in this flag. Suppose p € Ap. Thanks to Lemma B:2(2),
Proposition B9 and Lemma BI3|(2) (the place that we need the Assumption B.12)), we have

(PO s A() = Y (PO : A@)(AW) : Ap) = D [AW) : LV(Po(v) = So(w)),

veER, vER,
[Ap) : LV = Y [B@) : LOIAR) : Aw) = Y [Aw) : LOSs(k) : Ly(v)].
veEN, vEA,
By [35, Lemmas 2.18,2.19], (P,(v) : Sp(1t)) = [So(1) : Lp(v)], and hence (P(A) : A(w)) = [A(p) : LN)).
Thanks to Propositions .3)(2), B.2), 1 € Uy, As if (P(A) : A(u)) # 0. O

Proposition 4.5. Keep the Assumption[312. For any \,u € A, L()\) and L(u) are in the same block
(and write L(X) ~ L(p)) if there is a sequence A = Ay, Ag, ..., \p = p such that each pair \; and Aiy1
are cell-link in a weakly cellular algebra A, for some a € J.

Proof. By assumption and Proposition [3](1)(3), there is a sequence A1, Ag, ..., A, such that A\y = A,
A = g and either [1,A(N;) : 1,L(Aiy1)] #0or 1, ANig1) : 1aL(N)] #0 for some a which depends
on i. So, either [A(\;) : L(\ i+1)] # 0 or [A(Xit1) : L(A:)] # 0.

It remains to prove that A( ) is in a single block for any v € A, and any a € J. Suppose v/ € A,
such that [Sq(v) : La(v')] # 0. By [35] Lemmas 2.18,2.19], S, (v) appears as a section in a cell filtration
of P,(v'). Thanks to LemmaB.2(2), A(v) appears in a A-flag of A('). Since A(2) is indecomposable
(see Theorem 34(2)), A(v) has to be in a single block. O

5. ENDOFUNCTORS AND CATEGORICAL ACTIONS

Adapting the usual string calculus for strict monoidal categories, we have that the composition
of morphisms in a strict monoidal category is given by vertical stacking and the tensor product of
morphisms is given by horizontal concatenation. In this section, we consider two kinds of k-linear
strict monoidal categories C; and Co generated by a single generating object | So the set of objects is N
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and m represents |®m. Furthermore, the generating morphisms of C; contain at least three morphisms

M2 =0, _/:0—2, and + : 1 — 1 satisfying at least two relations:
LN=1=-MJd- M=y (5.1)
I II

where | : 1 — 1 is the identity morphism. Archetypal example is the affine Brauer category in [44].
For Ca, there are at least four generating morphisms ~ : 2 — 0, 0 — 2, + , + : 1 — 1 satisfying

the relation ()T and at least two more relations as follows:

b-1-1 n=ny 52
I II

So, + is invertible with inverse + . Archetypal example is the affine Kauffman category in [24].
For C € {C1,Cs5}, let D be the set of all diagrams obtained by tensor product and composition of

generating morphisms in C together with | Fix any right tensor ideal K of C and consider the quotient
category A = C/K and its associated algebra

A= @ Hom 4(a, b). (5.3)
a,beN

Since A is a quotient category of C, any diagram in D can be interpreted as an element in A. The
monoidal functor 7 =7 ®| : C — C stabilizes any right tensor ideal of C. It induces an algebra

homomorphism
TA:A— A (5.4)
sending f to f | for all f € D.

5.1. Assumptions. In this section, we keep the following assumptions.
(A1) The k-algebra A in (B3] admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition such that
I = J = N. The partial order < on N is defined such that ¢ < j if ¢ = j + 2s for some s € N.
(A2) Forany me N, f | € Q(m+1) for all f € Q(m), where Q € {X,Y, H} (see Definition 23]
(A3) For any m € N, there is a D(m + 1) C H(m + 1) such that |H(m + 1)| = |D(m + 1)||H(m)|
and Him+ 1) ={do7a(d) | (d,d") € D(m + 1) x H(m)}.
By (A1), we can use previous results on upper finite weakly triangular decompositions. Thanks to
(A2) and Lemma 24 74 is an algebra monomorphism. Since A comes from a quotient category of
the k-linear strict monoidal category C, d o 74(d’) can be expressed via the following diagram:
= 63
5.2. Endofunctors. Suppose A = @m,neN 1,411, and Ap = @m,nGN 1,,Ar1l, such that

1ALl = 1yt ALy, 1 Agly, = 1, Al 4. (5.6)

Then both Ar and Agr are (A, A)-bimodules such that the right (resp., left) action of A on Ay, (resp.,
Apg) is given by the usual multiplication, whereas the left (resp., right) action of A on Ay, (resp., Ar)
is given as follows:

SO A i i S At i | ol
for all (f,g,a) € A x Ap x A. Let
E=A;®47, F=ARr®4". (5.8)

Lemma 5.1. We have

(1) E=F as functors,
(2) E is self-adjoint and ezxact.
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Proof. Define ¢ : Ay, — Ag and ¢ : A — Ap, such that

where f € 1,,41A4 and g € Al,,4;. By (@I)I, we have

Vo(f) = =f  ev(g) = % —g.

This proves ¢~! = 1. Finally, it is easy to see that both ¢ and 1 are (A, A)-homomorphisms. So
Ap = Ag as (A, A)-bimodules and (1) follows. The unit 3 : Ida.moa — F? is given by the bimodule

homomorphism A E> Apr ®4 Ag such that

B(f)=0m N (])
for all f € 1,,A4, and the counit o : F? — Ida.moq is given by the bimodule homomorphism
Ar @4 Ar S A such that
[ [ ]
, [ ]
o(fog) = 9 ||,

for all (f,g) € Alyy1 X 1,ALl,,41. For all admissible diagrams a € 1,,4, g € Agl, and f € 1,Ar we
have

(IdAR ® O‘ ﬁ ®IdAR IdAR ® a 1 ) (a | ) ®g)

E ~i

(' ®Tda,)(Ida, @ B)(f®a) = (o' @Tday)(f @ (I ) @ (a]))

-FIgeeh P nesa

So, (Ida, ® /) (B @1da,) : A®aAr — Ar @4 A and (o @1da,)(Ida, @) : AR@a A — ADa AR
are identity morphism of (A, A)-bimodules Ar (under the obvious isomorphisms A ® 4 Ar = Ar and
Ar =2 Agp ®4 A), and hence

®1n_ ®1l, = (a-9)®1,

and

aF o F3 =1drp = Fa o GF.
This shows that F is self-adjoint and exact. Now, (2) follows from (1), immediately. O

Recall the algebra monomorphism 74 in (54)). Then 74 |4, ,: Am—1 — A, is an algebra monomor-
phism. Sincen—1=<m—1<n < m and 74(1,) = 1,41 for all n € N, TA(Aﬁm’l) C AZm, By
Lemma 24 and Proposition ZI0(2), 74 induces an algebra monomorphism

Tm—1 - Ajm,1 — Ajm.

Restricting 7,,—1 to A1 gives a monomorphism from A1 to A, So, A1 can be identi-
fied with a subalgebra of A, via Tp_1 and A, can be Viewed as an (Zm,Zm 1)-bimodule and an
(Ap—1, Ap)-bimodule. By (A3) and Proposition 2I0(1), A, is a free right A,,_i-module with basis
{h'| h € D(m)}. Furthermore, we have two exact functors

indz_l = Zm®zm71?, resz_l = Zm®zm? (59)
Let A° = @D,,cn Am- Define A = D.nnen 1mA7 1, and A = D, nen Ilm AR, such that
T ATy =T 1A Tny TnAgply = TnA T (5.10)
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Then both A; and Ay, are (A°, A°)-bimodules such that the right (resp., left) action of A° on Ay
(resp., Z;) is given by the usual multiplication, whereas the left (resp., right) action of A° on Zz
(resp., Ap) is given by the formulae similar to those in (5.7). Then

E=resp™, F =P indj ", (5.11)
meN meN

where E = Zi@zo? and F = Z;@Zo?. For any admissible ¢, define

Xm=toxi= |1 4] 6.12)

where the dot is on the ith strand from the left. If we know m from the context, we simply denote
X;1,, by X;. Since A is a quotient category of the strict monoidal category C, by interchange law in
a strict monoidal category, X,, centralizes the subalgebra 74 (A4;,—1). Obviously,

TmTA = Fmflﬂ'nlflv

where 7, is given in Proposition ZI0(4). Let X,, = mn(X;m). Then X, centralizes the subalge-
bra 7y, _1(A;,_1). Multiplying X, on the right (resp., left) of A,, gives an endomorphism of the
(A, App_1)-bimodule (resp., (A,,_1, Ay )-bimodule) A,,. For any i € k, define

m

i-indyy ) = (Am)ri®g |7, dresy = (An)Li®y 7, (5.13)

where (A,,) g, (resp., (Am)r ;) is the generalized i-eigenspace of X, with respect to the right (resp.,
left) action on A,,. Then

indj;_, = @ i-indjy_;, rvesp_; = @) iresp_;. (5.14)
ick i€k

The X;1,, in (512 induces X, € Endy(4;) and X € Endy(Ay) such that the restriction of
X, (resp., Xp) to 1,1 A  (vesp., A T,y1 ) is given by the left (resp., right) multiplication of
Xyt € A1, If C = Co, then Y; (resp., YOL) is invertible and the corresponding inverse is given

by the right (resp., left) multiplication of X}, on Tp1 A (vesp., A Tpy1), where
i
Xr:L}rl :| ] + .
Since X,, centralizes the subalgebra A,,_; in 4,,, we have the following result, immediately.

Lemma 5.2. Both X, and X5, are (A", A°)-bimodule homomorphisms.

Fori € k, let E; = ZOL,z@Z"? and F; = Z;i@??, where ZOLJ- (resp., Zc})ﬁ) is the (A°, 4°)-bimodule
that is the generalized i-eigenspace of YOL (resp., 7;) on ZOL (resp., Z;). Then
E;= @ irespt!, Fi = € i-indji . (5.15)
meN meN

Assumption 5.3. In the remaining part of this section we keep the following assumption:

(A4) For any m € N, let Y1(m) = 74(Y (m — 1)) and Y2(m) consists of all following diagrams

: (5.16)

for all (f,d) € Y(m +1) x D(m +1). We assume that Y (m) := Y;(m) U Ya(m) is a basis of
A" 1y,

Lemma 5.4. There is a short exact sequence of functors from A° -fdmod to A-lfdmod:

0—AocE—-FEoA—-AoF —0. (5.17)
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Proof. At moment, we define By ® By = {by ® by | by € B1,by € Bs} for any sets By, Bo. When
B € {H(m),Y(m)} and b € B, let b be the image of b in A<,, and set B = {b | b € B}.

Thanks to Lemma[3.2(1) and (510), Ajm,Jm,1®Zm7lzsz has basis Y (m—1)®@H(m) (if m = 0,
this set is () by convention). Similarly, A<mi1lms1 ®5 AL, has basis Y(m + 1) @ H(m + 1).
Since A ®4 A<y = A<,y as vector spaces, A ®4 A<y, 1y, has basis ?(m) ® H(m). To prove (5.17),
it suffices to show the following is a short exact sequence of (A,ZO)—bimodules

0— Ajmflimfl ®Zm71 Zsz £> Ap ®4 Ajme g A5m+1Tm+1 ®Zm+l Z;Tm —0 (518)

for any m € N, where

p(fog) =(f)og, ¢(feg) = ®(ﬂ) ,

for any admissible basis elements f, f and g. First of all, it is routine to check that both ¢ and 1 are
well-defined (A, A°)-homomorphisms. Furthermore, we have f M\ =0in A<y if f € Y(m —1).
So, forall f@g e Y(m—1)® H(m),

Vip(feg)=FM®(@g|)=0.

It remains to prove that ¢ gives a bijective}nap between Y (m — 1) ® H(m) and 171 and the restriction
of 9 to Y3 gives a bijective map between Y5 and Y (m + 1) ® H(m + 1), where Y; = Y;(m) ® H(m),
and Yi(m),Ya(m) are given in (A4). If so, since Y (m) ® H(m) = Y; LI Ya, we have the exactness of

Obviously, ¢ sends Y (m — 1) @ H(m) to Y; and the inverse map @1 of ¢ sends f @G — f1 ® g

for any f ® g € Y1, where f; is obtained from f by deleting the rightmost vertical strand. For any
feY(m+1),de Dim+1) and g1 € H(m), by (BI)I, we have

_ _
@al=feorA =7, (5.19)

where g = d o 74(g1). By (A3) v sends Ya to Y (m + 1) @ H(m + 1).
Suppose g € H(m + 1). Thanks to (A3), g = do 74(g1) for some d € D(m + 1) and ¢1 € H(m).
For any f®g €Y (m+1)® H(m + 1), define

7
n(feg =[_d ||eg.

Thanks to (A3)-(A4), 1 (f ®7) € Ya. Moreover, by (5.19) 11 (f ® g) = f ® . Using (G)I yields

P1p(fe7) = ®§—f®§-

So, 1 is the inverse map of 1. This completes the proof. O

The X;1,, in (5I12) also induces a linear map X € Endy(Ar) such that the restriction of X to
11 A is given by the left multiplication of X, 111,,41-

Lemma 5.5. The endomorphism X is an (A, A)-bimodule homomorphism. If ¢ and v are given in

GI8), then
(1) (X®Idop=ypo(ld® X,),
(2) (Id® (Xp) Yoy =vo (X ®Id) ifC=Ca,
(3) (Id®@ Xp) ot = —ho (X ® Id) if C = Cy.
Proof. For any g € Home(m, n),

Xntilny1o(@) =9 ¢ = (9] o Xmi1lmtr. (5.20)



20 MENGMENG GAO, HEBING RUI, LINLIANG SONG

So, X is an (A, A)-homomorphism. Suppose (f,g) € Y(m — 1) x H(m) and m > 1. By (E20),

(Xeld)op(feg =(Xel)(f)eg) =(f $)0T=F0Xnng=yo(deX,)(f®7),
proving (1). If (f,g) € Y(m) x H(m), then

e (Xp) oy(fog) =1de (7})1)( ®(g])) = ® (9 ¢)

-/ ] e@n®2" 2 (g]) = o (X 1d)(f ),

proving (2). Replacing (52)II by (GI)II, one can verify (3) by arguments similar to those for (2). We
omit details. 0

Definition 5.6. If C = C;, we define # : k — k such that i* = —i for any i € k. If C = Co, we define
f:k* — k* such that i =4i~! for any i € k*.

For each ¢ € k, let
E; = Ar:®4?, (5.21)

where A, ; is the generalized i-eigenspace of X on Ay.

Theorem 5.7. For each i € k, E; is an exact functor. Furthermore, there is a short eract sequence

of functors from A° -fdmod to A-Ilfdmod:
0—>AoFE; 5 EjoA—AoF; —0. (5.22)

Proof. Since E; is a summand of the exact functor E, so is F;. Thanks to Lemma[5.5] the short exact
sequence of (5:22) follows from (5I7) by passing to appropriate generalized eigenspaces. O

5.3. Characters. Fix an m € N. Then {X;1,, | 1 <i < m} generates a finite dimensional commu-
tative subalgebra of A,,, where X;1,,’s are given in (5I2)). For any i = (i1,42,...,im) € k™, there
is an idempotent 1; € A,, which projects any A,,-module M onto Mj, the simultaneous generalized
eigenspace of X11,,, ..., X;»1,, with respect to i.

Assumption 5.8. In the remaining part of this section, we keep the following assumptions.

(A5) There is a k-linear monoidal contravariant functor o : C — C such that o2 = Id and o preserves
the generating object | and the right ideal K. Hence o induces an anti-involution o4 : A — A
with 04(1,,) = 1,, for any m € N.

(A6) For any m € N, A,, is a cellular algebra with cellular basis given in (@4]). The corresponding
cell module is S, (A) (see [@I), VA € Ay,

(A7) For any i € k, m € N and any A € A,,, there are & x» C A1 and #Z;n C Ay such
that E;S,,()\) (resp., F;S,,()\)) has a multiplicity-free filtration with sections S,,_1(u) (resp.,
Sm+1(p)) for p € Z; x (resp., pn € 2 3).

(A8) p € o if and only if A € Z; ,, for any i € k and A\, p € A =J,,cy A

(A9) Ap =kly =k

Recall that A = UmeNKmv where A,, parameterizes all the pairwise inequivalent simple A,,-
modules in the sense that the cell module S,,()\) has the simple head L,,()) for A € A,,,. So, Ag = Ao,
the set containing a single element, say (). To simplify the notation, we denote S, (A\) by S(A).

Let = be the graph such that the set of vertices is A and any edge is of form A—pu whenever i € 7 »
or i € #; » (equivalently by (A8), A € #Z; , or A € < ,,) for some i € k.

For any A, € A, apathy : A ~ pis of length £(7) if there are A\; € A, 0 <4 < £(7y) such that A\g = A,
A(y) = pand Aj_1—A; for 1 < j < £(y). Furthermore, the edge Aj_1—2\; is colored by i; € k such
that \; € &, \,_, or \j € e@igw)\j—l' In this case, we say that v is of content c(y) = (i1,42,...,75y))-

When £() = 0, there is a unique path from @ to () with length 0 and the corresponding content is §).
Definition 5.9. For any V € A-lfdmod, define
chV = > (dimLiV)é, (5.23)

meN,iekm

where 1;V is the simultaneous generalized eigenspace of X11,,,...,X;,1,, corresponding to i.
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Proposition 5.10. For any A\ € A, chA(\) = ZV e“") where the summation ranges over all paths
v~ X and A(N) is given in [EID).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that dim 1;A(N) = |[{y: 0~ X | ¢(y) = i} for all i € k™ (resp., (k*)™) and
all m € Nif C = C; (resp., Ca).

Suppose A € A,,. By Lemma [3:2(1), A(\) has a basis {7®@w | y € Y(n),w € S(\)}, where S(\) is
a basis of S(A). So,

AN =P 1ar22A00), 1AL = S5(N). (5.24)
deN
We prove the result by induction on m € N. Suppose that m = 0. If A # ), then 1@A(A) = 0.
Otherwise, 1gA(A) = k. So, the result holds for m = 0.

Suppose that m > 0. First, we have 1m,1EA(/\) = 1,AQ24 A(/\), and an A,,_i-isomorphism
¢ = 1mA @4 AN = 1,,A()), sending b ® v to bv for all (b,v) € 1,4 x A(\). Note that
1m_1EiA()\) =1pm-1(AL)i ®a A()\) =(1,A); ®a A()\), where (1,,A4); is the generalized i-eigenspace
of X,,1,, with respect to the left action on 1,,A. Restricting ¢ to 1m_1EiA()\) gives an isomorphism
between lm,lEiA()\) and the generalized i-eigenspace of X,,1,, on 1mA(/\) and hence

dim ;A(\) = dim 13 E;,, A(N), (5.25)

for any i € k™, wherei’ = (i1,...,4m—1). Thanks to (5.22)) and (A7)-(A8), E;. A()) has a multiplicity-
free A-filtration such that A(u) appears as a section if and only if either p € %;,, \ or p € oy .
Now the result follows from (28] and induction on m. O

Corollary 5.11. Suppose X\ € A, € Ny, If [A(N) : L(1)] # 0, then there are two paths v : () ~ A
and § : ) ~ p of length m such that c¢(y) = ¢(9).

Proof. Thanks to (B.5), 1,nL(1) = Lm(p) for any p € Ay, Pick an i € k™ such that 1;L(u) # 0.
Since [A(A) : L(p)] # 0, we have 1;A(X) # 0.

_ Thanks to Lemma[B.8(1), [A(y) : L(p)] = 1. Since A is exact and Ly, (u) is the simple head of S(x),
[A(p) : L(p)] # 0, forcing 1;A (1) # 0. Now, the result follows from Proposition 510, immediately. O

Definition 5.12. Let =1, UT}, where Iy = {i € k | E; # 0} and I§ = {i* | i € Ip}.

Theorem 5.13. Keep the Assumption[T12 If Io N ]Ig =0, then
(1) P(u) = A(p) for all p € A,

(2) A: A -mod — A-mod is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. Take an arbitrary pu € A,,. If P(u) # A(u), by Lemma BI3(2) (the place we have to keep
the Assumption B.12) and Proposition B9, [A()\) : L(u)] # 0 for some A € A, and A\ # p. Since
A is exact and L,()\) is the simple head of S()), there is an epimorphism from A()\) to A()). So,
[A(\) : L(p)] # 0. By Corollary [5.I1] there are two paths 7 : § ~» X and § : () ~» u such that
c(y) = ¢(8) e k™.

We claim n = m. Otherwise, n + 2s = m for some s € N\{0}. Therefore, there is an edge,
say Aj_1—A; such that \; € %;,_, for some i € k. So, Iy N ]Ig # (), a contradiction. Thanks to
Lemma B.2(1), 1,,A(\) = Ly, (N\). Since 1,,L(1) = Ly,(p), it is a composition factor of the simple
Ap-module Ly, (M), forcing A\ = 1, a contradiction. So, P(u) = A(p) for all u € A.

By (1), the exact functor A sends projective A°-modules Pp,(A)’s to projective A-modules P()\)’s
for any A € A,,,,m € N. Note that {P,,()\) | A € A,,,, m € N} gives a complete set of representatives
of all indecomposable objects of Zo—pmod. Thanks to the general result on locally unital algebras
in [I5, Corollary 2.5], A is an equivalence of categories, proving (2). O

5.4. Categorical actions on A-mod®. Let Ko(zo-pmod) be the split Grothendieck group of
A°-pmod, and let KO(A—modA) be the Grothendieck group of A-mod”. Define
[A°-pmod] = C @z Ko(A°-pmod), [A-mod?] = C @z Ko(A-mod?). (5.26)

Let g be a Kac-Moody Lie algebra (over the complex field C) with Cartan subalgebra h. Its Chevalley
generators are {e;, f; | i € Ip} subject to the Serre relations. We say that there is a categorical g-action
on A°-pmod if E; and F; are biadjoint with each other and [A°-pmod] is a g-module on which the
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Chevalley generators e; and f; act via the endomorphisms induced by the exact functors E; and F;
in (5.I5) for any i € L.

Theorem 5.14. Let g* be the Lie subalgebra of g generated by {&; | i € 1}, where 1 is given in
Definition [5.12, & = e; + fiz and e; = 0 (resp., fz = 0) if i ¢ Iy (resp., i* ¢ o). If there is a
categorical g-action on Zo—pmod, then [A—modA] is a left g'-module on which &; acts via the exact
functor E; in Theorem [5.7 for any i € .

Proof. We are assuming that A satisfies assumptions (A1)-(A9), all previous results in this section
are available. The exact functor A gives a linear isomorphism
A : [A°-pmod] — [A-mod?] (5.27)
which sends [Py, (\)] to [A())] for all A € A, and m € N. If we define
ei[AN)] = [AE:Pr(N)], filAWN)] = [A(F:Pa ()],
for all A € A,,,,m € N,i € I, then [A—modA] is also a left g-module, and hence the linear isomorphism
A in (5.27) is a g-isomorphism. In particular, it is a gf-isomorphism. For any i € I, by Theorem [5.7]
[E:AN)] = [A(EiPa(V)] + [A(Fi P (N))] = &([AMN)).
O

Remark 5.15. Since E is self-adjoint (see Lemma [.1]), it sends projective module to projec-
tive module and so does E;. This makes [A-pmod] as a gf-submodule of [A-mod®] (see Proposi-
tion [3:9(1)), i.e., there is also a categorical gf-action on A-pmod. Moreover, by Proposition B.9(2),
[A-pmod] & [A-mod®] as gf-modules.

5.5. Block decomposition. Let g be the Kac-Moody algebra in subsection 5.4. Fix simple roots
IT = {a; | i € Ip}. The weight lattice is

P={weh" | (h,w)eZforalliecly},
where h; = [e;, fi]. For any A\, u € P, write
A=p if X=mand \ < p, (5.28)

where ) is the image of \ in P/Q*¥, Q% = > ierorrt Z(a; + a;p) and < is the usual dominance order on
0
P such that A < p if 4 — A € NII. Then = is another partial order on P. In Proposition (.16 and
Theorem B.17, we keep the following assumption:
(A10) For any p € A,,, and m € N, any two paths 7,8 : § ~ p of length m have the same contents up
to a permutation.
For any p € A, and any path 7 : ) ~ u of length m , define
wt(p) =— Y ai, €P, (5.29)
1<j<m

where (i1,...,im) = c(). By (A10), wt(x) in (5:29)) is independent of a path.
Proposition 5.16. Suppose A\ € A and € . If [A(N) : L(p)] # 0, then wt(p) < wt()).

Proof. Suppose v : ) ~ X and § : ) ~ p are two paths such that ¢(y) = ¢(d) = (41, ... ,4m). We claim
wt(p) < wt(A) if A € A and p € Ay,

In fact, the claim is trivial if m = 0. In this case, A = u = ). Suppose m > 0. Removing the last
edge in both v and § yields two shorter paths v : ) ~ X\ and 6’ : ) ~ p’ such that ¢(y’) = ¢(¢") and
p' € Ap—1. By induction assumption on m — 1, wt(u') < wt(A').

We have either A € 7, » or A € %5 ,,. In the first case, thanks to (£.29), wt(\') = wt(A) + i, -
Since 1 € Am, wt(p') = wt(u) + a,,. So, wt(u) = wt(A). In the second case, A € Z;; ,, (hence

im € 1o N Hg), and wt(\') = wt(A) — a;; and wt(p') = wt(n) + a4, . So,

wt(A) — wt(p) = wt(N) — wt(p') + a,, +a € NIL wt(A) = wt(p),

and hence wt(u) < wt(A\). Now, our result follows immediately from Corollary E.11] and the above
claim. g
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Theorem 5.17. Keep the Assumption [313. Suppose A\, € A. If L(\) and L(p) are in the same

block, then wi(\) = wt(p).
Proof. Suppose [P(p) : L(\)] # 0. By Corollary 4] P(u) has a A-flag and

[P(1) : L] = Y _[A(w) : L(w)][Av) : L) (5.30)

vEA
So there is at least v € A such that [A(u) : L(u)][A(u) : L(A\)] # 0. Thanks to Proposition 516
wt(A) = wt(v) and wt(u) < wt(v), forcing wt(A\) = wt(v) = wt(u). O

Remark 5.18. Suppose that the blocks of A,, are given by wt in the sense that L,,(\) ~ L, (u) if
and only if wt(\) = wt(u). Then the stratification of the upper finite stratified category A-lfdmod
in Theorem can be refined such that p is replaced by the weight function wt : A — P with the
order < on P given in (5.28). See [45] for Brauer category. In the current case, the result follows from
arguments similar to those for Brauer category in [45]. Of course, we need the fact that wt(u) < wt(A)

if [A(A) : L(p)] # 0 and X # p. One can check this fact by Proposition (16 and Proposition B9

6. CYCLOTOMIC BRAUER CATEGORIES AND CYCLOTOMIC KAUFFMAN CATEGORIES

In this section we apply the general theory in sections 2-5 to study cyclotomic Brauer categories
and cyclotomic Kauffman categories. First of all we recall some results on (degenerate) cyclotomic
Hecke algebras. Throughout, m is a fixed positive integer.

6.1. (Degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke algebras. Given u = (u1,us,...,un) C (k*)™, the cyclo-
tomic Hecke algebra .57, ,(u) is the associative k-algebra generated by Li,T1,...,T,—1 subject to
the relations:
(1) (T; = q)(Ti+¢ ") =0,1<i<n—1and g € k¥,
(2) TiTj:TjTi, 1<i<j—1<n-2,
(3) TiTi Ty =Ty TiTi1, 1 < i <n— 2,
4) ML\ ThL, = L1Th L T1,
(5) Lsz = TiLl, 2 S 7 S n — 1,

(6) (L1 - ul) tee (Ll - um) =0.
It is known that 7%, ,(u) is a cellular algebra with certain cellular basis (see [2I, Theorem 3.26]).
The corresponding cell modules are denoted by S(A), A € Ay, pn, where A, ,, is the set of all m-tuple
of partitions (or m-partition) (A, X2 ... A(™)) of n. When all u;’s are in the same g2-orbit in the
sense that uiuj_l € ¢*Z for all 1 <i < j <m, it is proved in [3] that S()) has the simple head D()) if
and only if A € Km,n, where Km)n is the set of all u-Kleshchev m-partitions of n. If u is a disjoint union
of certain g2-orbits, then the above result on the classification of simple modules is still available. In
this case, one can use Morita equivalence theorem for cyclotomic Hecke algebra in [22] Theorem 1.1].

Let Ly =T;_1L; 1T;—1 for2 < i <n. Then Ly, Lo, ..., L, are known as the Jucys-Murphy elements
of A3, n(u). Thanks to the results on representations of .7, ,,(u), all generalized eigenvalues of L,
1 <i<n,are of forms u;¢**, 1 <j<mand 1 —-n<k<n-1(eg. [28 §3]). When u is a g>-orbit,
define Iy, = {u1¢¥ | j € Z}. Let sly, be the Kac-Moody Lie algebra with respect to the Cartan matrix
(aiﬂj)iﬁjeﬂu, where

2, ifijTt=1,
—1, ifij=! =¢*? and e # 2,

6.1
-2, ifij ! =¢% and e =2, (6.1)

Qi =

0, otherwise,

and e is the quantum characteristic of ¢2. In this case, slj, = sl if e = 0o and sy, = 5[6 if e < 0.
Recall that the content of a node x with respect to an m-partition A is ¢(z) = uij(k_l), if x is at the
Ith row and kth column of the jth component of the Young diagram [A] with respect to A [35]. Fix

simple roots IT = {«; | ¢ € Iy}. Let
Fu= P Cu,

AEA(M)
where A(m) = U, _y Am,n. Then Fy, is a left sly,-module (e.g. [2]) such that for any i € L,

(1) esua =5 .. Uu» Where yi’s are obtained from A by removing a removable node of content .
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(2) fivx = >, vu, where p’s are obtained from A by adding an addable node of content i.
(3) The action of the Cartan subalgebra b is defined so that vy is a weight vector of weight
=wy — Z Q. (6.2)
TE[N]
where wy, = ZTZl Wy, and w;’s (resp., e;, f;) are fundamental weights (resp., Chevalley gener-
ators) for any i € I.
Let V(wy) be the sl -submodule of F,, generated by vg. Then V(wy) is the integrable highest weight
module with the highest weight wy. Let J#(u) = @, Hmn(u). As sly,-modules [2]
[#7(u)-pmod] = V (wy). (6.3)
The required isomorphism ¢ is given by
(Y] = D [S(u): DN)]v, (6.4)
HEA(m)
for any A € A(m) := U, Am,n, where Y () is the projective cover of D(A) (e.g. [29, § 5.3]) and the
actions of e; and f; are given by i-restriction functor F; and i-induction functor F'; for all i € I, (see,
g. [29, § 7.4)).
When u= u1 II---TTux, a d15301nt union of certain g*-orbits with m; = fu;, arrange u;’s so that
u; € uj if Z 1 m;+1 <1< Z _1 m;. We have the Cartan matrix D; with respect to Iy, in the sense

of (6I), and D = diag(D1, D2, ..., Dy) where D is the Cartan matrix with respect to I, = U?Zl Iy,.
So,

k
sh, = Psh,, - (6.5)
=1

Similarly, for any j, 1 < j < k, we have the 5[]Iuj -module Fy; and its 5[]Iuj -submodule V' (wy, ) generated
by vg. Thanks to ([GH), V(wy) can be identified with V(wy,) @ V(wy,) ® ... ® V(wy, ), and Fy can
be identified with Fy, ® Fu, ® ... ® Fu,. The following result should be well-known to the expert.
We need it when we study the cyclotomic Kauffman categories later on.

Lemma 6.1. As sly, -modules, [ (u)-pmod] = V (wy) and the required isomorphism ¢ is given by
(YWD = D [S(): DWN)]us.
pEA(m)

Moreover, the Chevalley generators e;, f; act on [ (u)-pmod] via the endomorphisms induced by the
i-restriction and i-induction functors E; F; for all i € 1.
Proof. For any A € A(m), let by = ZMEA(m) [S(1) : D(A)]v,. Then the elements by’s are linearly
independent since the rectangular matrix ([S(u) : D(A)]) is unitriangular. This shows that the linear
map

¢u : [ (u)-pmod] = Fyu, [Y(N)] — by (6.6)
is injective. There is a non-degenerate Cartan pairing

(,): Ko(2(u)-pmod) x Ko(H(u)-fdmod) — Z

such that ([Y/(A)],[D(n)]) = dimHom ) (Y (), D(1)) = x,. It is known that E; and F; are

biadjoint with each other, and hence [E;] and [F;] are biadjoint with respect to the above pairing,
where [F] is the linear map induced by the exact functor F'. There is also a non-degenerate symmetric
bilinear form (, ) on Fy so that {vx | A € A(m)} is an orthonormal basis, and moreover, e; is biadjoint
to f; with this form. So, the slj,-module Fy, can be identified with F; and the dual map of ¢y is :

O+ Fu — [ (u)-fdmod], vy = > [S(A) : D(u)][D(u)].
peA(m)

Note that ¢y (va) = [S(A)]. It is clear from the brunching rule of S(A) (e.g. [4, Corollary 1.12]
or [28] Proposition 3.7]) that ¢} intertwines e;, f; with [E;], [F;], respectively. It is routine to check
that (¢pu(x),y) = (z, 95 (y)) for any x € Ko((u)-pmod) and y € Fy,. We have

(Gu([E:Y (N)]), o) = ([B:Y (V)] 63 () = (Y V)], [Fi] (@4 (vu)
=YWV, ou(fivn) = (@u([Y (V]), fivn) = (eipu([Y (N)]), vu)-
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Similar equality holds for F; and f;. So, ¢y intertwines [E;], [F;] with e;, f;, respectively. This proves
that [ (u)-pmod] is an sly -module on which e; and f; act via restriction functor E; and induction
functor F; for all i € I, and ¢, is an slj,-homomorphism. It remains to prove that the image of
¢u is the submodule V(wy). Thanks to ([@3]), this is true if there is only one orbit in u. So, the
result holds for J#(u;) , 1 < j < k, where 5 (u;) = @, #m, »(u;). In general, we can partition
A into k parts such that A = (A1, A2,...,Ax) and A; is an mj-partition. By the Morita equivalence
theorem [22, Theorem 1.1, Proposition 4.11], [S(u) : D(N)] = [1%_,[S(1;) : D(X;)]. Identifying Fy

7j=1
with Fu, @ Fu, @ ... ® Fy, vields by = by, ® ... ®@ by, . So, the image of ¢y is V(wy). O
Remark 6.2. Let H,, ,(u) be the degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebra [29] over k with respect to
the parameters u = (u1,us, ..., uy) € k™. In this case, u; and u; are in the same orbit if and only if
u; — u; € Z. Similar to the non-degenerate case, we write

w=w ... [ w

a disjoint union of certain orbits with m; = f#u;, where u;’s are arranged such that w, € u; if
Zf;ll m; +1 <1 < 37 m;. Moreover, Hy, ,(u) is a cellular algebra with cellular basis given
in [5 Theorem 6.3]. Let H(u) = @, o Hpnn(u) and H(u;) = @, Hp, n(u;). By arguments
similar to those in the proof of Lemma [6.1] one can see that there is a result similar to that in
Lemma [6.1] for H(u). See remarks after [5 Theorem 8.5] in which Ariki et. al stated that there is a
Morita equivalence theorem for degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebra similar to those for cyclotomic
Hecke algebra in [22] Theorem 1.1]. In this case, the complete set of inequivalent simple H,, ,(u)-
modules are parameterized by A, ., the set of all u-restricted m-partitions of n [29]. Furthermore,

o c¢(x) = u; + k — 1 if the box z is at the Ith row and kth column of the jth component of the
Young diagram with respect to A (e.g. [5, § 6]),
o Iy, = {ui +n | n € Z}, where u; is any element in u;, and I, = Uk T

e sy, is the Kac-Moody Lie algebra with respect to the Cartan matjr_i)lc Ela]q;)j)i)je]]u such that
2, if i =j;
—1, ifi=j+1andp#2;
T2, ifi—=j—1andp=2:
0, otherwise.
where p is the characteristic of k.
6.2. Representations of cyclotomic Brauer categories. Suppose u = (u,us,...,uy,) € k™ and

char k = p # 2. The (specialized) cyclotomic Brauer category CB(u) with respect to the polynomial
f(t) =TI, (t—wu;) (denoted by CB (w) in [44, Theorem C}) is introduced in [44} Definition 1.7]. Tt is a
quotient category of the affine Brauer category AB (a k-linear strict monoidal category). Furthermore,
the affine Brauer category AB is one of C; since it satisfies (5.1]).

Let A be the algebra associated to CB(u). When CB(u) is the Brauer category, i.e., m = 1, thanks
o [45], A admits an upper finite triangular decomposition in the sense of [I8]. Hence A admits an
upper finite weakly triangular decomposition in the sense of Definition 2.1}

A dotted (a,b)-Brauer diagram is an (a,b)-Brauer diagram given in subsection 2.2 on which there
are finite many e on each strand. A normally ordered dotted (a,b)-Brauer diagram is a dotted (a, b)-
Brauer diagram on which

(a) there are at most m — 1 dots on the boundary of the lower rowl] if they appear on a vertical
strand,

(b) there are at most m — 1 dots on the leftmost boundary of a cap (resp., rightmost boundary of
a cup) if they appear on a cap (resp., cup).

Suppose m = 4. The right one is a normally ordered dotted (5, 5)-Brauer diagram and the left one is

nev u s

: : (6.7)
3

IThe original definition in [44] Definition 1.3] is upper row here. However, using [44] (3.3)] the basis theorem remains
true if it is replaced by the lower row by induction on the number of dots.
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In the above diagrams, e 3 represents that there are three o’s on the leftmost boundary on the cap.
Two normally ordered dotted (a, b)-Brauer diagrams are said to be equivalent if the underlying Brauer
diagrams are equivalent and there are the same number of dots on their corresponding strands.

Let B, be the set of all equivalence classes of normally ordered dotted (a,b)-Brauer diagrams.
Thanks to [44, Theorem C], Homep(y)(a,b) is of maximal dimension if and only if the u-admissible
condition holds in the sense of |44 Definition 1.8]@. In this case, Homep(y)(a,b) has basis given by
B, and two equivalent diagrams represent the same morphism in CB(u). So, we can identify each
equivalence class with any element in it. Let B = Ua,beN By b

Proposition 6.3. If u-admissible condition holds in the sense of [44] Definition 1.8], then CB(u) is
an upper finite weakly triangular category.

Proof. The objects in CB(u) are given by I = J = N. So, we have the data in (W1) with (N, <) given
in (Al). Obviously, (N, <) is upper finite. For the data in (W2), we define

(a) A™: the k-space with basis consisting of all elements in B on which there are neither caps nor
crossings among vertical strands and there are no dots on vertical strands,

(b) A°: the k-space with basis consisting of all elements in B on which there are neither cups nor
caps,

(c) AT : the k-space with basis consisting of all elements in B on which there are neither cups nor

crossings among vertical strands and there are no dots on vertical strands.
So, {1} = BN A, = Bn Af. Moreover, if a £ b (ie, a # b+ 2s for all s € N), then
BNA,,=BnNA}, =0 and hence (W3) follows.
For ény (g, h, k) € (A7 1,NB, A2 NB,1,AT NB), the composition g o h ok is not normally ordered
in general, i.e., the dots on the vertical strands may not be on the lower line. For example:

N

gohok=

if (g, h, k) = < |U , + , %} ) . By the defining relation for affine Brauer category AB in [44],

KR
- - 1l (6.8)

The local relation (G.8) explains that the dots on each strand of g o ho k can slid freely up to a linear
combination of some elements in B with fewer dots [44] (3.3)]. So, all dots can be slid such that the
resulting diagram is normally ordered. This shows that the multiplication map from A~ @k A° @k AT
to A sends any basis element to a unique corresponding basis element in B (up to a linear combination
of some elements in B with fewer dots). Furthermore, the multiplication map is obviously surjective.
So, it is the required isomorphism and (W4) holds. (]

We are going to show that AssumptionBI2and (A1)-(A10) hold for A associated to CB(u) provided
that the u-admissible condition holds. In this case, C = C; = AB. If so, then all the results in
sections 2-5 can be applied to CB(u).

The Brauer category has been studied in [45]. So, we assume m > 1. Thanks to Proposition [6.3]
(A1) holds. Define (see Definition [Z3))

Y(b,a) =BNA,,, Ha) =BNAZ, X(a,b)=BNAS,. (6.9)
Then (A2) holds obviously. To prove that (A3) holds, we define
i1+ 1 a

€ A, (6.10)

2We do not need explicit description on [44] Definition 1.8] in the current paper.
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for any admissible 7,a € N. If we know a from the context, we simply denote S;1, by S;. Let
D(a+1)={Siar1 X 11 <i<a+1,0<j<m—1} C Agy,
where X; is in (0.I2) and S; g1 = Si0Sit10---08,, if i <a+1and Sgt1,441 = lg+1. Then
D(a+1)CH(a+1), |H(a+1)|=|H(a)||D(a+ 1)

Given any g € Hyy1 such that the ith vertex on the top row is connected with the rightmost
vertex on the bottom row and the corresponding strand has no dots, there is some § € H(a)
such that S;)alﬂ og = G| Then g = Siqr174(§). Since Xqi17a(d') = 7Ta(d')Xq41, we have
H(a+1)={doTa(d')|(d,d) e D(a+1)x H(a)}. So, (A3) holds.

Let Y1 (a) be the subset of Y (a) consists of all d € Y (a) such that the rightmost vertex on the top
row of d is on the rightmost vertical strand. By 6.9), Y1(a) = 74(Y (a—1)) and Y (a) = Yi(a) U K2(a),
where the rightmost vertex on the top row of d is on a cup if d € K3(a). By (&) (or [44, Lemma 3.1]),

)= (6.11)

We have Y3(a) C Kz(a) up to a sign since
(fDo(Siat1 e (la ) e Y(a),

for any f € Y(a + 1) where Ya2(a) is in (A3). Conversely, suppose f € Ka(a). Then the rightmost
vertex on the top row of f is connected with another vertex, say the ith vertex on the top row. If
there are j o’s on the corresponding cup, then there is a f1 € Y (a + 1) such that

f=DoSiartoal #)-

So, Ks(a) C Ya(a) up to a sign by (610 and hence Ya(a) = K2(a) up to a sign. Since Y (a) is a basis
of A71,, (A4) follows.

There is a monoidal contravariant functor o : AB — AB switching \-/ and ,~ and fixing
the generating object | and all other generating morphisms (see [44]). Moreover, 02> = Id and o
induces an anti-involution o4 on A and (A5) holds. By [44] (4.45)], there is an algebra isomor-
phism ¢ : A, = Wy, 4, where Wy, , is the cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebra in [5]. Moreover, it’s

known that W, o/¢(Na) = Hypy o(u), where N, is the two-sided ideal of A, generated by X | |

and Hy,.(u) is the degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebra [29]. Note that Kermy|a, = N,, where
7, is given in Proposition Z10(4). So, the above isomorphism results in an induced isomorphism
¢: Ay = Ay/Ny — Hpo(u). The anti-involution o4, on H,p,o(u) = A, coincides with the usual
anti-involution of H,, ,(u) fixing all generators. By the well-known results for H,, ,(u) in [35] we have
(A6)-(A10). In this case, A, = A, and A,, = A, ,, for all n € N. The function f in Definition
satisfies i = —i and Iy in Definition is I, in Remark [621 For any A € Ay, o, < » (vesp., %) is
the set of all 4 € Ay oq1 (vesp., A q—1) such that u is obtained from A by adding (resp., removing)
a box with content .
Since Hp, q(u) is a cellular algebra, by [35, Chapter 2, Exercise 7], we have

DV® = D(\) (6.12)

for all A € Ay, 4. It is proved in [16, Theorem A.2] that H,,,(u) is a symmetric algebra. By [23]
Theorem 4.4.4], socY (\) = hdY (\) = D(]) for any A € A, o. Thanks to E12), Y/(A\)® =2 Y()). So,
Assumption holds for A, for all a € N.

Theorem 6.4. Let A be the k-algebra associated to the cyclotomic Brauer category CB(u). Suppose
the u-admissible condition holds.

(1) The complete set of pairwise inequivalent simple A-modules are indeved by A(m), i.e., the set
of all u-restricted m-partitions in the sense of [29].

(2) A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category in the sense of [18] Definition 3.36] with
respect to the stratification p : A(m) — N such that p(\) = n if A € A .

(3) A-lfdmod is an upper finite highest weight category in the sense of [18, Definition 3.36] if p = 0
and u; —uj ¢ Zli for all 1 <i < j<m.

(4) A is Morita equivalent to @, Hmn(0) if u; +uj & Zly for all1 <i<j<m.

(5) A is semisimple over k if and only if p = 0 and 2u; ¢ Zlk, w; £ u; ¢ Zlx for all different
positive integers i,j < m.



28 MENGMENG GAO, HEBING RUI, LINLIANG SONG

Proof. (1) follows from Proposition and Theorem B4(3) together with [29] Theorem 5.4]. See
Remark [6:2] when u are divided into several orbits. (2) follows immediately from Proposition [6.3] and
Theorem B (3) follows from Theorem and [5, Theorem 6.11], where [5l Theorem 6.11] gives
a necessary and sufficient condition for degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebra being semisimple over
k. (4) follows from Theorem [5.13 since Iy NI}, = ) under the assumptions. Finally, (5) follows from
Proposition [6:3] Theorem B.T5 and [38, Theorem 7.9], where [38] Theorem 7.9] gives a necessary and
sufficient condition for cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras being semisimple over k. ([l

Suppose g = slr, in Remark and wy = Z;n:l wy; where w;’s are fundamental weights indexed
by i € I4. Recall the Lie subalgebra g* of g in Theorem [5.14] with Iy = I,.

Theorem 6.5. Let A be the k-algebra associated to the cyclotomic Brauer category CB(u) such that
the u-admissible condition holds. As g*-modules, [A-modA] > V(wy). The corresponding isomorphism
@F satisfies ¢F([A(N)]) = 2o penm (1) s D(N)]Jvy for any X € A(m). Moreover, &; acts via the ezact
functor E; in Theorem [5.7 for any i € L.

Proof. By Proposition [6.3] A admits an upper finite weakly triangular decomposition. We have
verified the Assumptions (A1)-(A9) before Theorem[6.4l So, we are able to use Theorem [5.14 By the
degenerate case of Lemma (see Remark [6.2]), we immediately have the result. In this case, E;, F;
in Theorem [5.14] are those in Remark [6.2] for the degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebras with the same
notation. (]

6.3. Representations of cyclotomic Kauffman categories. Suppose ¢,¢ — ¢-' € kX and
u = (u1,ug,...,uny) € (k*)™. The cyclotomic Kauffman category CK(u) with respect to the polyno-
mial f(t) = IT72, (t — u;) (denoted by CK7 in [24, Theorem 1.15]) is introduced in [24, Definition 1.11].
Moreover, CK(u) is a quotient of the affine Kauffman category AK (a strict monoidal category) which
is one of Cy in section 5.

Assume m = 1. Then CK(u) is the Kauffman category and Homeg(u)(a,b) has basis given by all
equivalence classes of reduced totally descending (a,b)-tangle diagrams [48]. We depict the reduced
totally descending tangle diagrams as follows. Roughly speaking, an (a, b)-tangle diagram is a diagram
obtained from an (a,b)-Brauer diagram by replacing its crossings via either over crossings or under
crossings. We label the endpoints at the upper (resp., lower) line of an (a,b)-tangle diagram by
1,2,...,b (resp., 1,2,...,a) from left to right and assume i < i +1 < j < j — 1 for all admissible i
and j. A reduced totally descending (a, b)-tangle diagram is an (a, b)-tangle diagram on which

(1) two strands cross each other at most once,

(2) neither a strand crosses itself nor there is a loop,

(3) the strand (i, j) passes over the strand (k,!) whenever min{i, 7} < min{k,l} and (i, j) crosses

(k,1), where 4,7, k, 1 € {1,2,...,b,1,2,...,a}.
Two reduced totally descending (a,b)-tangle diagrams are said to be equivalent if their underlying
Brauer diagrams are equivalent.

Suppose that m > 1. A reduced totally descending dotted (a,b)-tangle diagram is a reduced
totally descending (a,b)-tangle diagram on which there are finitely many dots (i.e., ® or o) on each
strand. A normally ordered reduced totally descending dotted (a,b)-tangle diagram is a reduced
totally descending dotted (a,b)-tangle diagram with dots (e or o) on it such that:

(1) Whenever a dot (e or o) appears on a vertical strand, it is on the boundary of the lower row.

(2) Whenever a dot (e or o) appears on a cap (resp., cup), it is on the leftmost boundary of the
cap (resp., the rightmost boundary of a cup).

(3) o and e can not occur on the same strand simultaneously.

(4) If there are i (resp.,j) ®’s near each endpoint at upper (resp., lower) row, then

—i,je{LmT_lj,LmT_lJ—l,---,—L%J}a

where h “e” is the same as —h “o” if h < 0.

In particular, the identity element 1, in Homej(y)(a,a) is | | » where the number of strands is

a. When m = 1, a normally ordered reduced totally descending dotted tangle diagram is just a
reduced totally descending tangle diagram. We give an example on normally ordered reduced totally



REPRESENTATIONS OF WEAKLY TRIANGULAR CATEGORIES 29

descending dotted tangle diagrams. Suppose m = 5. The right one is a normally ordered reduced
totally descending dotted (3, 3)-tangle diagram and the left one is not:

N N
(6.13)

Two normally ordered reduced totally descendmg dotted (a, b)-tangle diagrams are said to be equiv-
alent if their underlying Brauer diagrams are equivalent and there are the same number of e or o on
their corresponding strands.

Let DB, be the set of all equivalence classes of normally ordered reduced totally descending
dotted (a, b)-tangle diagrams. Thanks to [24, Theorem 1.15], Homgjc(y)(a, b) is of maximal dimension
if and only if the u-admissible condition holds in the sense of [24] Definition 1.13]@. In this case,
Homege(u)(a, b) has basis given by DB, ; and two equivalent diagrams represent the same morphism
in CK(u). So, we can identify each equivalence class with any element in it. Let DB = {J, cjy DBa,p.

Proposition 6.6. If u-admissible condition holds in the sense of [24, Definition 1.13], then the cy-
clotomic Kauffman category CK(u) is an upper finite weakly triangular category.

Proof. Let A be the algebra associated to C(u). The upper finite data in (W1) is given by (N, <) in
(A1). For the data in (W2), let

(a) A7: the k-space with basis consisting of all elements in DB on which there are neither caps
nor crossings among vertical strands and there are no dots on vertical strands.

(b) A° : the k-space with basis consisting of all elements in DB on which there are neither cups
nor caps.

(c) AT : the k-space with basis consisting of all elements in DB on which there are neither cups
nor crossings among vertical strands and there are no dots on vertical strands.

Then one can check (W3) by arguments similar to those for (W3) in subsection [6.21 We omit details
here.

For any (g,h, k) € (A~1,NDB, ASNDB, 1,ATNDB), the composition gohok is not normally ordered
in general. Let N, j, be the set of all such go hok’s, where (g,h,k) € (A, ,NDB, A7 NDB, AF, NDB)
for all possible ¢, and ¢ > b,a. Each go hok in N, satisfies conditions (2)-(4) as above. However, it
does not satisfy condition (1) since the dots on the vertical strands may not be on the lower line. We
say that a movement is of type I if it is one of the movements as follows:

Movement I: wa, “/\/w/\/ﬁ, \/t\‘«\w’\t/7 \/\P‘Mx,t:_

Applying the movements of type I on each gohok in N, ; we obtain the set DB, ;. For example, the
left one in (613) is the composition of

(1t <)

and the right one in ([6.13)) is obtained from the left one by applying a movement in type I as above.
Thanks to [24, Theorem 1.15], Ay, has basis given by DB, ;. By [24] Proposition 6.15(1)], any set
obtained from DB, ; by applying movements of type I’ is also linear independent over C, where the

movement of type I’ is X s x So, it is linear independent over the suitable domain in which

we used to define CK(u) in [24] and hence it is a basis of A ,. By base change, we obtain the
corresponding result over k.
Thanks to the defining relation for AK in [24], we have

R X X=X X=X (6.1

By a movement of type II, we mean that we exchange two diagrams via each equality in ([6.14). So,
any set obtained from DB, ; by applying movements of types I’ and II is also a basis of A ,. Note

3We do not need the explicit description of [24] Definition 1.13]. Furthermore, this condition automatically holds
when m = 1.
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that any movement of type I can be obtained by applying the movements of types I' and II. So, N,
can also be obtained from DB, ; via movements of types I’ and II. This proves that N, ; is a basis of
Ap o and (W4) follows. O

We are going to explain that Assumption and (A1)-(A10) hold for the k-algebra A associated
to CK(u) (in this case, ¢ = Cy = AK) provided that the u-admissible condition holds. If so, then all
the results in sections 2-5 can be applied to CIC(u).

In fact, (A1) follows from Proposition (A2) follows if we define

Y(b,a) =DBN A, ,, H(a) =DBNA;, X(a,b)=DBNA,. (6.15)
To prove (A3), we define

i i1
tilazlati: BN | EAa
1<
for any admissible 4,a € N. Let
. -1
D(a+1) = {ti,aHX;Hll <i<a+l-[3|<j< LmTJ} C gt

where X; is in (512) and ¢; 441 = t;0tiy1 0 -0ty if i < a+ 1 and t4414+1 = 1. Then (A3)-
(A4) can be proved by arguments similar to those for the cyclotomic Brauer category CB(u) in
subsection The only difference is that we replace (GI11) by U = u in 24, (1.9)] and

U = U in [24] Lemma 1.5(3)] when we prove (A3).

The required k-linear monoidal contravariant functor is o : AKX — AK, which switches \o/ and
M and fixes the generating object | and all other generating morphisms. So, 02 = Id and o in-
duces an anti-involution o4 on A, and hence (A5) follows. By [24] Corollary 6.22], there is an

algebra isomorphism ¢ : A, = #;, , for any a € N, where %, , is the cyclotomic Birman-Wenzl-
Murakami algebra in [36]. When m = 1, it is the Birman-Wenzl-Murakami algebra in [I1]. Moreover,

Ay = Yo/ d(Ny) = H;p, o(u), where N, is the two-sided ideal of A, generated by H | | and

Fon.a(1) is the cyclotomic Hecke algebra in subsection By arguments similar to those for the
degenerate cyclotomic Hecke algebras as above, Assumption and (A6)-(A10) follow from corre-
sponding well-known results on cyclotomic Hecke algebras (e.g., 7, o (u) is a symmetric algebra [34]).
In particular, the function f in Definition satisfies if = i1 and Iy = I, in Lemma We omit
details here.

Theorem 6.7. Let A be the k-algebra associated to the cyclotomic Kauffman category CIKC(u). Let e
be the quantum characteristic of ¢>. Suppose the u-admissible condition holds.
(1) The complete set of pairwise inequivalent simple A-modules are indexed by A(m), i.e., the set
of all u-Kleshchev m-partitions in the sense of [3].
(2) A-lfdmod is an upper finite fully stratified category in the sense of [I8, Definition 3.36] with
respect to the stratification p : A(m) — N such that p(\) = n if A € A .
(3) A-lfdmod is an upper finite highest weight category in the sense of [18, Definition 3.36] if e = oo
anduiu;l P if1<i<j<m.
(4) A is Morita equivalent to @, o Hmn(u) if uu; & ¢ for all1 <i<j<m.
(5) A is semisimple over k if and only if e = oo and wiu; & ¢°%, 1 < i,j <m and uiuj_l & ¢** if
1<i<ji<m.

Proof. (1) follows from Proposition [6.6l and Theorem B.4(3) together with Ariki’s result on the classi-
fication of simple modules for cyclotomic Hecke algebras in [3]. (2) follows immediately from Propo-
sition and Theorem (3) follows from Theorem and [I, Main Theorem] which gives a
necessary and sufficient condition for cyclotomic Hecke algebras being semisimple over k. (4) fol-
lows from Theorem [5.13] since Iy N ]Ig = (). Finally, (5) follows from Proposition [6.6] Theorem
and [39, Theorem 5.9] and [42] Theorem 6.5] in which semisimple criteria on Birman-Murakami-Wenzl
algebras and cyclotomic Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebras are given over an arbitrary field. (Il

Suppose that g = slj, in Lemma and wy = Y_.°, wy,, where w;’s are fundamental weights
indexed by j € I,. Recall the Lie subalgebra g* of g in Theorem [5.14] with Iy = I,. The following
result follows from arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem
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Theorem 6.8. Let A be the k-algebra associated to the cyclotomic Kauffman category CK(u) such that
the u-admissible condition holds. As g*-modules, [A-mod™] = V (wy). The corresponding isomorphism
#* satisfies ¢ ([A(N)]) = D peam [S(1) s D(N)]vy for any X € A(m). Moreover, &; acts via the ezact
functor E; in Theorem [5.7 for any i € 1.

Remark 6.9. Suppose that A\, u € A(m). The multiplicity of (P()\) : A(u)) can be solved via the
equations in Proposition L3(2). So, ¢*([P(\)]) in Theorem [6.5] (resp., Theorem [6.8)) is determined by
the decomposition numbers [1,A(v) : 1,L(7)] (which is equal to [S,(v) : 14L(7)] by Proposition E3(1))
of A, for all a € N. Recall A, = H,, ,(u) (resp., #, .(u)). Using the well-known cellular basis of
H,, o(u) in [5, Theorem 6.3] (resp., #,, q(u) in [21, Theorem 3.26]), one can check that the cell module
S.(\) of A, in @EI2) coincides with the cell modules C(f, \) in [38] for cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl
algebras (resp., in [46] for cyclotomic Birman-Murakami-Wenzl algebras) for all A € (o, Am k. If
k = C, the decomposition numbers of H,, ,(u), 7, .(u), Brauer algebras [19] and Birman-Murakami-
Wenzl algebras [43] and cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebras [44] are known. In the remaining cases,

we have no further information.

6.4. Blocks. Let A be the k-algebra associated to either the cyclotomic Brauer category CB(u) or
the cyclotomic Kauffman category C/C(u) such that the u-admissible conditions hold. Since Assump-
tion and (A1)-(A10) hold for A, Theorem 517 gives a partial results on blocks.

Proposition 6.10. For any A, u € A(m), L()\) and L(u) are in the same block if and only if there
is a sequence A = A1, Aa, ..., A\p, = @ such that each pair \; and \i+1 are cell-link in a weakly cellular
algebra A, for some a € N.

Proof. By Proposition [} it suffices to prove only if part of this result. Suppose A € Ay, e, 1t € Appa
and

Hom 4(P(\), P(1)) = [P() : L(\)] 0. (6.16)
There are three cases we have to discuss as follows.

First, we assume min{c,d} > 0. Thanks to (0.30) there is at least a v € A(m) such that
[A() : L(w)][A() : L(A)] # 0. So p(v) = d,c. Let k = max{c,d}. Then k # 0. Note that the
cell modules 1,A(v)’s coincide with cell modules of Ay studied in [38] and [46] (see Remark 69).
By [38, Theorem 3.12] and |46, Theorem 5.3], UO#ntkav" C Atk, where ]\tk C Ay, parameterizes
inequivalent simple Ap-modules and Ay = |J,,» ) Am,n. Thanks to Proposition A3(3), 1,L(A\) # 0
and 1;L(u) # 0. Hence [1]€A(V) : 1kL(u)][1kA(u) : 1, L(N\)] # 0, and A, v, u is the required sequence.

Secondly, we assume ¢ = 0. Then A = (). Thanks to Proposition B9(1) and (614]) , there is at least
a v such that [A(v) : LIN)](P(p) : A(v)) # 0. Since 1oL(A\) 2 k, by Lemma B2(1), 19A(v) # 0 only
if v = (). By Proposition B.9(2), Lemma B.I3(2) and @I6), [A(D) : L(u)] = (P(p) : A(D)) # 0 and
hence [A(D) : L(u)] # 0. Therefore [14A(0) : 14L(1)] # 0. By Proposition B3, A, u is the required
sequence.

Finally, we assume d = 0, and hence u = (. By Proposition B9 P(0) = A(0). Since
Py(0) = So(P) = k, We have A(@) = A(@). Therefore, [A(0) : L(N)] = [P(®) : L(\)] # 0 and
[1.A(0) : 1.L(\)] # 0. By Proposition B3, A, is the required sequence. O

When the Hecke algebra (resp., (degenerate) cyclotomic Hecke algebra) is semisimple over k (with
characteristic not two), a necessary and sufficient condition on cell-link for the Birman-Murakami-
Wenzl algebra (resp., the cyclotomic Nazarov-Wenzl algebra and the cyclotomic Birman-Murakami-
Wenzl algebra) is given in [41l Propositions 4.6, 4.10] (resp., [40l Propositions 5.10, 5.21]). Using
Proposition [6.10 yields an explicit combinatorial description on the blocks of A. We omit details since
it is a routine work. In the remaining cases, we have no further information.
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