
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

13
45

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
O

] 
 1

9 
Ju

n 
20

24

JOHNSON GRAPHS AS SLICES OF A HYPERCUBE AND AN
ALGEBRA HOMOMORPHISM FROM THE UNIVERSAL RACAH

ALGEBRA INTO U(sl2)

HAU-WEN HUANG AND CHIA-YI WEN

Abstract. From the viewpoint of Johnson graphs as slices of a hypercube, we derive a
novel algebra homomorphism ♯ from the universal Racah algebra ℜ into U(sl2). We use the
Casimir elements of ℜ to describe the kernel of ♯. By pulling back via ♯ every U(sl2)-module
can be viewed as an ℜ-module. We show that for any finite-dimensional U(sl2)-module V ,
the ℜ-module V is completely reducible and three generators of ℜ act on every irreducible
ℜ-submodule of V as a Leonard triple. In particular, Leonard triples can be constructed in
terms of the second dual distance operator of the hypercube H(D, 2) and a decomposition
of the second distance operator of H(D, 2) induced by Johnson graphs.
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1. Introduction

Throughout this paper we adopt the following conventions: A vacuous summation is
defined as zero. A vacuous product is defined as one. Let N denote the set of all nonnegative
integers. Let Z denote the ring of integers. Let C denote the complex number field and i
represents the imaginary unit

√
−1. An algebra is meant to be a unital associative algebra.

A subalgebra has the same unit as the parent algebra. A subalgebra is said to be proper if the
subalgebra is not equal to the parent algebra and is not generated by the unit. An algebra

homomorphism is meant to be a unital algebra homomorphism. In an algebra the notation
[x, y] stands for the commutator xy−yx. Given any linear map f the notation ker f denotes
the kernel of f and Imf denotes the image of f . Given any set X the notation CX stands
for the free vector space over C that has basis X . Given any vector space V a direct sum of
n copies of V is denoted by n · V for any integer n ≥ 1.

Definition 1.1. The universal enveloping algebra U(sl2) of sl2 is an algebra over C generated
by E, F,H subject to the relations

[H,E] = 2E,(1)

[H,F ] = −2F,(2)

[E, F ] = H.(3)

The Casimir element Λ of U(sl2) is a remarkable central element of U(sl2) defined by

(4) Λ = EF + FE +
H2

2
.

Recall from [32, Section 1.2] that the Racah polynomials are a family of discrete orthogonal
polynomials and can be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric series 4F3. The Racah poly-
nomials are the most general hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials in the Askey scheme.
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The Racah algebra is an algebra defined by generators and relations that demonstrates the
bispectral properties of Racah polynomials. Originally the Racah algebra appeared in the
study of the quantum mechanical coupling of three angular momenta [33]. Two decades later
the Racah algebra rematerialized in the study of the symmetries of the 6j-symbol [15]. Over
the years the Racah algebra has developed from the initial application to become an inde-
pendent subject [24,25,35]. Additionally it has been associated with the superintegrable sys-
tems [2,8,10,12,29,30], the additive double affine Hecke algebra of type (C∨

1 , C1) [13,20,21],
the algebra U(sl2) [3, 11] and Leonard pairs [39, 40]. In this paper we work on a central
extension of the Racah algebra:

Definition 1.2 (Equations (2.8) and (2.9), [33]). The universal Racah algebra ℜ is an algebra
over C generated by A,B,C,∆ and the relations assert that

[A,B] = [B,C] = [C,A] = 2∆(5)

and each of the following elements is central in ℜ:
[A,∆] + AC −BA,(6)

[B,∆] +BA− CB,(7)

[C,∆] + CB − AC.(8)

Using (5) yields that ℜ is generated by A,B,C and

A +B + C(9)

is central in ℜ. For convenience let α, β, γ, δ denote the central elements (6)–(9) of ℜ respec-
tively. From the viewpoint of Johnson graphs as slices of a hypercube, we come up with a
new connection between U(sl2) and ℜ:
Theorem 1.3. There exists a unique algebra homomorphism ♯ : ℜ → U(sl2) that sends

A 7→ (E + F − 2)(E + F + 2)

16
,(10)

B 7→ (H − 2)(H + 2)

16
,(11)

C 7→ (iE − iF − 2)(iE − iF + 2)

16
,(12)

∆ 7→ (H + 2)F 2 − (H − 2)E2

64
.(13)

Moreover ♯ sends

α 7→ 0, β 7→ 0, γ 7→ 0, δ 7→ Λ− 6

8
.(14)

Let C denote the subalgebra of ℜ generated by α, β, γ, δ. The Casimir class of ℜ is an
individual coset of C in ℜ [25, Section 6]. Each element of the Casimir class is central in
ℜ and is called a Casimir element of ℜ. The algebra ℜ contains the following symmetric
Casimir elements:

ΩA = ∆2 +
BAC + CAB

2
+ A2 +Bγ − Cβ −Aδ,(15)

ΩB = ∆2 +
CBA+ ABC

2
+B2 + Cα−Aγ −Bδ,(16)
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ΩC = ∆2 +
ACB +BCA

2
+ C2 + Aβ −Bα− Cδ.(17)

Theorem 1.4. The images of ΩA,ΩB,ΩC under ♯ are equal to

− 3

1024
(Λ− 4)(Λ− 12).(18)

Furthermore we determine the generators of ker ♯:

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that Ω ∈ {ΩA,ΩB,ΩC}. Then
α, β, 256Ω + 3(4δ − 3)(4δ + 1)

form a minimal generating set for the two-sided ideal ker ♯ of ℜ.
By pulling back via ♯, each U(sl2)-module can be regarded as an ℜ-module. The next part

of this paper is to study finite-dimensional U(sl2)-modules as ℜ-modules. Our investigation
reveals that all these ℜ-modules are related to Leonard triples. The notion of Leonard
triples [5] was initially motivated by the notable connection among spin models, distance-
regular graphs and Leonard pairs [6, 7, 28]. Thenceforth, Leonard triples have gradually
become an independent topic [9, 16–18] and been found connections to other areas such as
the Terwilliger algebras of some Q-polynomial distance-regular graphs [26,34,41], the Racah–
Wigner coefficients of Uq(sl2) [19], the anitcommutator spin algebra [4] and the double affine
Hecke algebra of type (C∨

1 , C1) [22]. The definition of Leonard triples is presented as below.
A square matrix is called tridiagonal whenever each nonzero entry is on the diagonal, the
subdiagonal, or the superdiagonal. A tridiagonal matrix is called irreducible whenever each
entry on the subdiagonal is nonzero, and each entry on the superdiagonal is nonzero.

Definition 1.6 (Definition 1.2, [5]). Let V denote a vector space with finite positive dimen-
sion. An ordered triple of linear operators L : V → V, L∗ : V → V, Lε : V → V is called a
Leonard triple if the following conditions hold:

(i) There exists a basis for V with respect to which the matrix representing L is diagonal
and the matrices representing L∗ and Lε are irreducible tridiagonal.

(ii) There exists a basis for V with respect to which the matrix representing L∗ is diagonal
and the matrices representing Lε and L are irreducible tridiagonal.

(iii) There exists a basis for V with respect to which the matrix representing Lε is diagonal
and the matrices representing L and L∗ are irreducible tridiagonal.

LetA denote an algebra. Recall that a nonzeroA-module is said to be irreducible whenever
it has exactly two A-submodules, namely {0} and itself. An A-module is completely reducible

whenever it is isomorphic to a direct sum of irreducible A-modules.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that V is a finite-dimensional U(sl2)-module. Then the following

statements hold:

(i) The ℜ-module V is completely reducible.

(ii) A,B,C act on every irreducible ℜ-submodule of V as a Leonard triple.

Fix an integer D ≥ 2. Let X denote the power set of a D-element set. The D-dimensional

hypercube H(D, 2) is a finite simple connected graph with vertex set X and two vertices
x, y ∈ X are adjacent if and only if x covers y or y covers x in the poset (X,⊆). The second
distance relation R2 of H(D, 2) is related to the Johnson graphs in the following way: Let k
denote an integer with 0 ≤ k ≤ D. The Johnson graph J(D, k) is a finite simple connected
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graph with vertex set consisting of all x ∈ X with |x| = k and two vertices x, y of J(D, k)
are adjacent if and only if (x, y) ∈ R2. This induces a decomposition of the second distance

operator of H(D, 2) into the sum of the two linear maps AJ
2 : CX → CX and AJ̄

2 : CX → CX

given by

AJ
2x =

∑

|y|=|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X,(19)

AJ̄
2x =

∑

|y|6=|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X.(20)

Note that AJ
2 is a direct sum of the adjacency operators of J(D, k) for all k = 0, 1, . . . , D.

The vertex set of J(D, k) is the set of all vertices of H(D, 2) at distance k from the empty
set ∅. By [1, 36–38] the second dual distance operator A∗

2 of H(D, 2) with respect to ∅ is a
linear map CX → CX given by

(21) A∗
2x =

(D − 2|x|)2 −D

2
x for all x ∈ X.

Let R denote the subalgebra of End(CX) generated by AJ
2 ,A

J̄
2 ,A

∗
2. The matrices represent-

ing AJ
2 ,A

J̄
2 ,A

∗
2 with respect to the basis X for CX are invariant under conjugate-transpose.

Therefore the finite-dimensional algebra R is semisimple and every irreducible R-module is
isomorphic to an irreducible R-submodule of the standard R-module CX .

We obtain from Theorems 1.3 and 1.7 a connection among the algebra R, the universal
Racah algebra ℜ and Leonard triples:

Theorem 1.8. (i) There exists a unique algebra homomorphism ℜ → R that sends

A 7→ D

16
− 1

4
+

AJ
2 +AJ̄

2

8
,(22)

B 7→ D

16
− 1

4
+

A∗
2

8
,(23)

C 7→ D

16
− 1

4
+

AJ
2 −AJ̄

2

8
.(24)

Moreover the above algebra homomorphism is surjective.

(ii) AJ
2 +AJ̄

2 , A
∗
2, A

J
2 −AJ̄

2 act on each irreducible R-module as a Leonard triple.

The paper is organized as follows: In §2 we give a D3-action on U(sl2) and recall a D3-
action on ℜ from [25]. In §3 we prove Theorem 1.3 and display that ♯ makes a connection
between the D3-actions on U(sl2) and ℜ. In §4 we prove Theorem 1.4 by applying the Z-
graded algebra structure of U(sl2) and the even subalgebra U(sl2)e of U(sl2). In §5 we prove
Theorem 1.5 by employing a basis for ℜ given in [25] and a basis for U(sl2)e given in [27]. In
§6 we recall finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-modules from [24] and establish the necessary
and sufficient conditions for A,B,C acting on finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-modules as
Leonard triples. In §7 we show Theorem 1.7 with the help of the results stated in §6. In
§8 we show Theorem 1.8 by integrating Theorems 1.3 and 1.7 along with a U(sl2)-module
structure on CX given by [14]. In §9 we finish this paper by studying the algebraic properties
of R.
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2. The D3-actions on U(sl2) and ℜ
The dihedral groupDn for any integer n ≥ 3 is the group of symmetries of a regular n-sided

polygon. Recall that D3 has a presentation with the generators σ, τ and the relations

σ2 = 1, τ 3 = 1, (στ)2 = 1.(25)

Proposition 2.1. There exists a unique D3-action on U(sl2) such that each of the following

holds:

(i) σ acts on U(sl2) as an algebra automorphism in the following way:

u E F H

σ(u) iF −iE −H

(ii) τ acts on U(sl2) as an algebra automorphism in the following way:

u E F H

τ(u)
H − iE − iF

2

H + iE + iF

2
iE − iF

Proof. Using Definition 1.1 it is routine to verify that there exists a unique algebra automor-
phism S of U(sl2) that sends

(E, F,H) 7→ (iF,−iE,−H)

and there exists a unique algebra automorphism T of U(sl2) that sends

(E, F,H) 7→
(

H − iE − iF

2
,
H + iE + iF

2
, iE − iF

)

.

The composition S ◦ T sends

(E, F,H) 7→
(

−H + E − F

2
,−H − E + F

2
,−E − F

)

.

It is straightforward to check that S2 = 1, T 3 = 1 and (S ◦ T )2 = 1. By (25) there exists a
unique D3-action on U(sl2) such that σ and τ act as S and T respectively. The proposition
follows. �

Proposition 2.2. The D3-action on U(sl2) is faithful.

Proof. The group D3 consists of the following elements:

1, τ, τ 2, σ, στ, στ 2.(26)

By Proposition 2.1 the algebra automorphisms (26) of U(sl2) send H to

H, iE − iF, E + F, −H, −E − F, iF − iE,(27)

respectively.
Let x denote an indeterminate over C. By Definition 1.1 there exists a unique U(sl2)-

module structure on a polynomial ring C[x] given by

Exi =

{

(1− i)xi−1 if i ≥ 1,
0 if i = 0

for all i ∈ N,
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Fxi = (i+ 1)xi+1 for all i ∈ N,

Hxi = −2ixi for all i ∈ N.

Since the elements (27) are mutually distinct operators on the U(sl2)-module C[x], the
algebra automorphisms (26) of U(sl2) are mutually distinct. The proposition follows. �

Recall the Casimir element Λ of U(sl2) from (4).

Lemma 2.3. g(Λ) = Λ for all g ∈ D3.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1(i) the algebra automorphism σ of U(sl2) maps

EF 7→ FE 7→ EF, H2 7→ H2.

Combined with (4) this implies that σ(Λ) = Λ. By Proposition 2.1(ii) the algebra automor-
phism τ of U(sl2) maps

EF 7→ H2 + i[H,E + F ] + (E + F )2

4
,

FE 7→ H2 − i[H,E + F ] + (E + F )2

4
,

H2 7→ −(E − F )2.

Combined with (4) this implies that τ(Λ) = Λ. The lemma follows since the group D3 is
generated by σ and τ . �

The followingD3-action on ℜ is obtained from the D6-action on ℜ given in [25, Proposition
4.1].

Proposition 2.4 (Proposition 4.1, [25]). There exists a unique D3-action on ℜ such that

each of the following holds:

(i) σ acts on ℜ as an algebra automorphism in the following way:

u A B C ∆ α β γ δ

σ(u) C B A −∆ −γ −β −α δ

(ii) τ acts on ℜ as an algebra automorphism in the following way:

u A B C ∆ α β γ δ

τ(u) B C A ∆ β γ α δ

Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 4.3, [25]). The D3-action on ℜ is faithful.

Recall the Casimir elements ΩA,ΩB,ΩC of ℜ from (15)–(17).

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 6.3, [25]). The set {ΩA,ΩB,ΩC} is invariant under the D3-action on

ℜ. Moreover the D3-action on {ΩA,ΩB,ΩC} is as follows:

u ΩA ΩB ΩC

σ(u) ΩC ΩB ΩA

τ(u) ΩB ΩC ΩA
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In the subsequent section we will see how the D3-action on U(sl2) is related to the D3-
action on ℜ.

3. Proof for Theorem 1.3

Observe that

(28) [x, yz] = y[x, z] + [x, y]z

for any elements x, y, z in an algebra.

Lemma 3.1. The following equations hold in U(sl2):

(i) [H2, E] = 4(H − 1)E.

(ii) [H2, F ] = −4(H + 1)F .

(iii) [H2, E2] = 8(H − 2)E2.

(iv) [H2, F 2] = −8(H + 2)F 2.

Proof. (i): The equation (i) follows by applying (28) with (x, y, z) = (E,H,H) and simpli-
fying the resulting equation by using (1).

(iii): The equation (iii) follows by applying (28) with (x, y, z) = (H2, E, E) and simplifying
the resulting equation by using (1) and Lemma 3.1(i).

(ii), (iv): By Proposition 2.1(i) the equations (ii) and (iv) follow by applying σ to
Lemma 3.1(i), (iii). �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let A♯, B♯, C♯,∆♯ denote the right-hand sides of (10)–(13) respectively.
To see the existence of ♯, by Definition 1.2 it suffices to prove that the following equations
hold in U(sl2):

[A♯, B♯] = [B♯, C♯] = [C♯, A♯] = 2∆♯,(29)

[A♯,∆♯] + A♯C♯ − B♯A♯ = 0,(30)

[B♯,∆♯] +B♯A♯ − C♯B♯ = 0,(31)

[C♯,∆♯] + C♯B♯ − A♯C♯ = 0.(32)

Expanding A♯, B♯, C♯ directly and by (4) it follows that

A♯ +B♯ + C♯ =
Λ− 6

8
.(33)

Since Λ is central in U(sl2) the equation (33) implies the first two equalities in (29). By
Lemma 3.1(i), (ii) the commutator [H2, E + F ] is equal to 4 times (H − 1)E − (H + 1)F .
Combined with (1)–(3) this yields that

[H2, E + F ](E + F )

4
= H(H + 1) + (H − 1)E2 − (H + 1)F 2 − 2EF,

(E + F )[H2, E + F ]

4
= −H(H + 1) + (H − 3)E2 − (H + 3)F 2 + 2EF.

The relation [A♯, B♯] = 2∆♯ follows by applying (28) with (x, y, z) = (H2, E+F−2, E+F+2)
and using the above two equations to simplify the resulting equation. Therefore (29) holds.

A direct expansion yields that

B♯A♯ =
(H2 − 4)(E2 + F 2 + EF + FE − 4)

256
,(34)
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B♯C♯ = −(H2 − 4)(E2 + F 2 −EF − FE + 4)

256
.

By (29) the element C♯B♯ = B♯C♯ − 2∆♯. Hence

C♯B♯ =
(H − 2)E2 − (H + 2)F 2

32
− (H2 − 4)(E2 + F 2 −EF − FE + 4)

256
.(35)

Applying (28) with (x, y, z) = (H2, H − 2, E2), (H2, H + 2, F 2) we evaluate the resulting
equations by using Lemma 3.1(iii), (iv). It follows that

[H2, (H − 2)E2] = 8(H − 2)2E2,

[H2, (H + 2)F 2] = −8(H + 2)2F 2.

Hence

[B♯,∆♯] = −(H − 2)2E2 + (H + 2)2F 2

128
.(36)

Now (31) follows by using (34)–(36) to evaluate the left-hand side of (31). By Proposition
2.1(ii) the algebra automorphism τ of U(sl2) maps

E + F 7→ H 7→ iE − iF 7→ E + F.

Hence τ maps

A♯ 7→ B♯ 7→ C♯ 7→ A♯.

Combined with (29) the automorphism τ fixes ∆♯. The equations (30) and (32) follow by
applying τ−1 and τ to (31) respectively.

By (29)–(32) the existence of ♯ follows. By Definition 1.2 the algebra ℜ is generated by
A,B,C,∆. The uniqueness of ♯ follows. By (30)–(32) the map ♯ sends each of α, β, γ to
zero. By (33) the image of δ under ♯ is equal to Λ−6

8
. The result follows. �

Recall the D3-actions on U(sl2) and ℜ from Propositions 2.1 and 2.4 respectively.

Theorem 3.2. For any g ∈ D3 the following diagram commutes:

ℜ U(sl2)

ℜ U(sl2)

♯

♯

g g

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 1.3 we have seen that the algebra automorphism τ of U(sl2)
cyclically permutes the right-hand sides of (10)–(12). Combined with Proposition 2.4(ii) the
algebra homomorphisms τ ◦ ♯ and ♯ ◦ τ agree at A,B,C. By Proposition 2.1(i) the algebra
automorphism σ of U(sl2) maps

E + F 7→ iF − iE 7→ E + F, H 7→ −H.

Hence the algebra automorphism σ of U(sl2) fixes (11) and swaps (10) and (12). Combined
with Proposition 2.4(i) the algebra homomorphisms σ ◦ ♯ and ♯ ◦ σ agree at A,B,C.

By (5) the algebra ℜ is generated by A,B,C. Therefore the diagram commutes for g ∈
{σ, τ}. The result follows since the group D3 is generated by σ and τ . �
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4. Proof for Theorem 1.4

Recall that an algebraA is called a Z-graded algebra whenever there are subspaces {An}n∈Z
of A satisfying the following properties:

(G1): A =
⊕

n∈Z

An.

(G2): Am · An ⊆ Am+n for all m,n ∈ Z.

For any n ∈ Z the space An is called the nth homogeneous subspace of A. By (G1), for any
u ∈ A there are unique un ∈ An for all n ∈ Z such that

u =
∑

n∈Z

un.

For each n ∈ Z the element un is called the nth homogeneous component of u. For any n ∈ Z

let Un denote the subspace of U(sl2) spanned by

EiF jHk for all i, j, k ∈ N with i− j = n.

It is well known that U(sl2) is a Z-graded algebra by setting Un as the nth homogeneous
subspace of U(sl2) for each n ∈ Z. Note that E ∈ U1, F ∈ U−1, H ∈ U0 and Λ ∈ U0.

Definition 4.1 (Definition 1.4, [27]). Define

U(sl2)e =
⊕

n∈Z

U2n.

Since 1 ∈ U0 and U(sl2)e is closed under the multiplication of U(sl2), it follows that U(sl2)e
is a subalgebra of U(sl2). We call U(sl2)e the even subalgebra of U(sl2).

Proposition 4.2. Im ♯ is a subalgebra of U(sl2)e.

Proof. Using (G2) yields that the right-hand sides of (10)–(13) are in

U−2 ⊕ U0 ⊕ U2, U0, U−2 ⊕ U0 ⊕ U2, U−2 ⊕ U2,

respectively. Combined with Definitions 1.2 and 4.1 the result follows. �

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 3.2, [27]). For all n ∈ N the following statements hold:

(i) The elements

E2nΛiHk for all i, k ∈ N

are a basis for U2n.

(ii) The elements

F 2nΛiHk for all i, k ∈ N

are a basis for U−2n.

Lemma 4.4. The following equations hold in U(sl2)e:

(i) [H,E2] = 4E2.

(ii) [H,F 2] = −4F 2.

(iii) 16E2F 2 = (H2 − 2H − 2Λ)(H2 − 6H − 2Λ + 8).
(iv) 16F 2E2 = (H2 + 2H − 2Λ)(H2 + 6H − 2Λ + 8).

Proof. Immediate from [27, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4]. �

For notational convenience let u♯ denote the image of u under ♯ for any u ∈ ℜ.
Lemma 4.5. The following equations hold in U(sl2)e:
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(i) A♯ =
Λ + E2 + F 2

16
− H2

32
− 1

4
.

(ii) B♯ =
H2

16
− 1

4
.

(iii) C♯ =
Λ−E2 − F 2

16
− H2

32
− 1

4
.

(iv) ∆♯ =
F 2(H − 2)−E2(H + 2)

64
.

Proof. The equation (ii) is immediate from (11). The equations (i) and (iii) follow by using
(4) to rewrite the right-hand sides of (10) and (12) respectively. The equation (iv) follows
by applying Lemma 4.4(i), (ii) to rewrite the right-hand side of (13). �

Lemma 4.6. All nonzero homogeneous components of A♯, B♯, C♯,∆♯, δ♯ are as follows:

u A♯ B♯ C♯ ∆♯ δ♯

u−2
F 2

16
0 −F 2

16
F 2H
64

− F 2

32
0

u0
Λ
16

− H2

32
− 1

4
H2

16
− 1

4
Λ
16

− H2

32
− 1

4
0 Λ−6

8

u2
E2

16
0 −E2

16
−E2H

64
− E2

32
0

Proof. By Lemma 4.3 the nonzero homogeneous components of A♯, B♯, C♯,∆♯ are immedi-
ately obtained from Lemma 4.5. By (14) the element δ♯ = Λ−6

8
∈ U0. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Recall the Casimir element ΩB of ℜ from (16). By Lemma 4.6 and

since α♯ = γ♯ = 0 by (14), the element Ω♯
B ∈ U−4 ⊕ U−2 ⊕ U0 ⊕ U2 ⊕ U4 and

(Ω♯
B)−4 = (∆♯

−2)
2 +

C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
−2 + A

♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
−2

2
,

(Ω♯
B)−2 =

C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
0 + C

♯
0B

♯
0A

♯
−2 + A

♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
0 + A

♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
−2

2
,

(Ω♯
B)0 = ∆♯

2∆
♯
−2 +∆♯

−2∆
♯
2 + (B♯

0)
2 −B

♯
0δ

♯
0 + A

♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
0

+
C

♯
2B

♯
0A

♯
−2 + C

♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
2 + A

♯
2B

♯
0C

♯
−2 + A

♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
2

2
.

Concerning the equation for (Ω♯
B)−4, it follows from Lemmas 4.4(ii) and 4.6 that only the

terms in the first row of the table below may have nonzero coefficients in (∆♯
−2)

2, C♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
−2,

A
♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
−2 with respect to the basis for U−4 given in Lemma 4.3(ii). A routine calculation

shows that those coefficients are as follows:

coefficients F 4 F 4H F 4H2

(∆♯
−2)

2 3
1024

− 1
512

1
4096

C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
−2 − 3

1024
1

512
− 1

4096

A
♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
−2 − 3

1024
1

512
− 1

4096

From the above table we can conclude that (Ω♯
B)−4 = 0.
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Concerning the equation for (Ω♯
B)−2, it follows from Lemmas 4.4(ii) and 4.6 that only

the terms in the first row of the table below may have nonzero coefficients in C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
0,

C
♯
0B

♯
0A

♯
−2, A

♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
0, A

♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
−2 with respect to the basis for U−2 given in Lemma 4.3(ii). A

routine calculation shows that those coefficients are as follows:

coefficients F 2Λ F 2ΛH F 2ΛH2 F 2 F 2H F 2H2 F 2H3 F 2H4

C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
0

1
1024

0 − 1
4096

− 1
256

0 1
2048

0 1
8192

C
♯
0B

♯
0A

♯
−2

3
1024

− 1
512

1
4096

− 9
256

9
256

− 25
2048

1
512

− 1
8192

A
♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
0 − 1

1024
0 1

4096
1

256
0 − 1

2048
0 − 1

8192

A
♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
−2 − 3

1024
1

512
− 1

4096
9

256
− 9

256
25

2048
− 1

512
1

8192

From the above table we can conclude that (Ω♯
B)−2 = 0.

Concerning the equation for (Ω♯
B)0, it follows from Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6 that only the

terms in the first rows of the tables below may have nonzero coefficients in ∆♯
2∆

♯
−2, ∆

♯
−2∆

♯
2,

(B♯
0)

2, B♯
0δ

♯
0, A

♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
0, C

♯
2B

♯
0A

♯
−2, C

♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
2, A

♯
2B

♯
0C

♯
−2, A

♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
2 with respect to the basis for

U0 given in Lemma 4.3. A routine but tedious calculation shows that those coefficients are
as follows:

coefficients Λ2 Λ2H Λ2H2 Λ ΛH ΛH2 ΛH3 ΛH4

∆♯
2∆

♯
−2 − 1

4096
1

4096
− 1

16384
1

1024
− 1

512
3

2048
− 1

2048
1

16384

∆♯
−2∆

♯
2 − 1

4096
− 1

4096
− 1

16384
1

1024
1

512
3

2048
1

2048
1

16384

(B♯
0)

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

B
♯
0δ

♯
0 0 0 0 − 1

32
0 1

128
0 0

A
♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
0 − 1

1024
0 1

4096
1

128
0 − 1

1024
0 − 1

4096

C
♯
2B

♯
0A

♯
−2 − 3

4096
1

2048
− 1

16384
3

1024
− 5

1024
3

1024
− 3

4096
1

16384

C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
2 − 3

4096
− 1

2048
− 1

16384
3

1024
5

1024
3

1024
3

4096
1

16384

A
♯
2B

♯
0C

♯
−2 − 3

4096
1

2048
− 1

16384
3

1024
− 5

1024
3

1024
− 3

4096
1

16384

A
♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
2 − 3

4096
− 1

2048
− 1

16384
3

1024
5

1024
3

1024
3

4096
1

16384

coefficients 1 H H2 H3 H4 H5 H6

∆♯
2∆

♯
−2 0 1

1024
− 9

4096
1

512
− 7

8192
3

16384
− 1

65536

∆♯
−2∆

♯
2 0 − 1

1024
− 9

4096
− 1

512
− 7

8192
− 3

16384
− 1

65536

(B♯
0)

2 1
16

0 − 1
32

0 1
256

0 0

B
♯
0δ

♯
0

3
16

0 − 3
64

0 0 0 0

A
♯
0B

♯
0C

♯
0 − 1

64
0 0 0 3

4096
0 1

16384

C
♯
2B

♯
0A

♯
−2 0 3

1024
− 23

4096
17

4096
− 3

2048
1

4096
− 1

65536

C
♯
−2B

♯
0A

♯
2 0 − 3

1024
− 23

4096
− 17

4096
− 3

2048
− 1

4096
− 1

65536

A
♯
2B

♯
0C

♯
−2 0 3

1024
− 23

4096
17

4096
− 3

2048
1

4096
− 1

65536

A
♯
−2B

♯
0C

♯
2 0 − 3

1024
− 23

4096
− 17

4096
− 3

2048
− 1

4096
− 1

65536
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From the above two tables we can conclude that (Ω♯
B)0 is equal to (18).

Applying Proposition 2.1(i) yields that

σ(Un) = U−n for all n ∈ Z.(37)

By Lemma 2.6 the algebra automorphism σ of ℜ fixes ΩB. Combined with Theorem 3.2 this
implies that the algebra automorphism σ of U(sl2) fixes Ω

♯
B . Applying (37) yields that

(Ω♯
B)4 = σ((Ω♯

B)−4) = 0,

(Ω♯
B)2 = σ((Ω♯

B)−2) = 0.

Therefore Ω♯
B is equal to (18). By Lemma 2.3 the algebra automorphism τ of U(sl2) fixes Λ.

By Lemma 2.6 the algebra automorphism τ of ℜ maps

ΩB 7→ ΩC 7→ ΩA.

Combined with Theorem 3.2 this yields that Ω♯
A and Ω♯

C are equal to (18). �

5. Proof for Theorem 1.5

Throughout this section we adopt the following notations: Let x, y denote two commuting
indeterminates over C and set

f(x, y) = 256x+ 3(4y − 3)(4y + 1).

Let Ω stand for any of ΩA,ΩB,ΩC .
By (14) the element δ♯ = Λ−6

8
. By Theorem 1.4 the element Ω♯ = − 3

1024
(Λ − 4)(Λ − 12).

It is routine to verify that

f(Ω, δ)♯ = 0.(38)

Lemma 5.1. For any p(x, y) ∈ C[x, y] the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) p(Ω, δ)♯ = 0.
(ii) f(x, y) divides p(x, y).

Proof. We view any element of C[x, y] as a polynomial in one variable x over C[y]. Let
p(x, y) ∈ C[x, y] be given. Since the leading coefficient of f(x, y) is invertible in C[y], there
are q(x, y) ∈ C[x, y] and r(y) ∈ C[y] such that

p(x, y) = q(x, y)f(x, y) + r(y).

Combined with (38) the condition (i) holds if and only if

r(δ)♯ = 0.(39)

By Lemma 4.3 the element Λ is algebraically independent over C and so is δ♯. Hence (39) is
equivalent to r(y) = 0. The lemma follows. �

Lemma 5.2. For all n ∈ N the following statements hold:

(i) The elements

E2nHk for all k ∈ N

are a basis for U2n over C[Λ].
(ii) The elements

F 2nHk for all k ∈ N

are a basis for U−2n over C[Λ].
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Proof. Immediate from Lemma 4.3. �

Lemma 5.3. The elements

Ai∆jBkΩℓαrδsβt for all i, k, ℓ, r, s, t ∈ N and j ∈ {0, 1}
are a basis for ℜ.
Proof. Immediate from [25, Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 7.5]. �

Proposition 5.4. ker ♯ is the two-sided ideal of ℜ generated by α, β, f(Ω, δ).

Proof. By (14) the elements α and β are in ker ♯. By (38) the element f(Ω, δ) is in ker ♯.
Hence ker ♯ contains the two-sided ideal I of ℜ generated by α, β and f(Ω, δ). Let u denote
any element of ker ♯. It suffices to show that u ∈ I.

Recall that α and β are central in ℜ. Combined with Lemma 5.3, there are v, w ∈ ℜ such
that u− vα− wβ is a linear combination of

Ai∆jBkΩℓδs for all i, k, ℓ, s ∈ N and j ∈ {0, 1}.
In other words, there are n ∈ N and pik(x, y), qik(x, y) ∈ C[x, y] for all integers i, k with
0 ≤ i, k ≤ n such that

(40) u = vα+ wβ +

n
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

AiBkpik(Ω, δ) +

n
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

Ai∆Bkqik(Ω, δ).

Since α♯ = 0 and β♯ = 0 it follows that

u♯ =

n
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

(A♯)
i
(B♯)

k
pik(Ω, δ)

♯ +

n
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

(A♯)
i
∆♯(B♯)

k
qik(Ω, δ)

♯.(41)

We are going to show that

pik(Ω, δ)
♯ = qik(Ω, δ)

♯ = 0 (0 ≤ i, k ≤ n).(42)

Suppose on the contrary that there exists an integer i with 0 ≤ i ≤ n such that

pik(Ω, δ)
♯ 6= 0 for some integer k with 0 ≤ k ≤ n

or qik(Ω, δ)
♯ 6= 0 for some integer k with 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

Let ℓ denote the largest integer i satisfying the above condition. The equation (41) now can
be written as

u♯ =

ℓ
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

(A♯)
i
(B♯)

k
pik(Ω, δ)

♯ +

ℓ
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

(A♯)
i
∆♯(B♯)

k
qik(Ω, δ)

♯.(43)

Applying Lemma 4.6 yields that u♯
2ℓ+2 is equal to

(A♯
2)

ℓ
∆♯

2

n
∑

k=0

(B♯
0)

k
qℓk(Ω, δ)

♯ = −E2ℓ+2(H + 2)

42ℓ+3

n
∑

k=0

(H2 − 4)k

16k
qℓk(Ω, δ)

♯.

On the other hand, since u♯ = 0 it follows that u♯
2ℓ+2 = 0. Hence

E2ℓ+2(H + 2)

n
∑

k=0

(H2 − 4)k

16k
qℓk(Ω, δ)

♯ = 0.(44)
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In what follows we will apply Lemma 5.2(i) without further mention. By looking at the
coefficients of E2ℓ+2H2k+1 in both sides of (44) in the ordering k = n, n− 1, . . . , 0, it can be
deduced that

qℓk(Ω, δ)
♯ = 0 (0 ≤ k ≤ n).(45)

By (45) the equation (43) can be simplified to

u♯ =

ℓ
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

(A♯)
i
(B♯)

k
pik(Ω, δ)

♯ +

ℓ−1
∑

i=0

n
∑

k=0

(A♯)
i
∆♯(B♯)

k
qik(Ω, δ)

♯.

The second double summation is interpreted as zero if ℓ = 0. Applying Lemma 4.6 yields
that u♯

2ℓ is equal to

E2ℓ

16ℓ

n
∑

k=0

(H2 − 4)k

16k
pℓk(Ω, δ)

♯ − E2ℓ(H + 2)

42ℓ+1

n
∑

k=0

(H2 − 4)k

16k
qℓ−1,k(Ω, δ)

♯.

If ℓ = 0 then qℓ−1,k(Ω, δ)
♯ is interpreted as zero for any integer k with 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Since

u
♯
2ℓ = 0 it follows that

4E2ℓ
n

∑

k=0

(H2 − 4)k

16k
pℓk(Ω, δ)

♯ = E2ℓ(H + 2)
n

∑

k=0

(H2 − 4)k

16k
qℓ−1,k(Ω, δ)

♯.(46)

By looking at the coefficients of E2ℓH2k+1 in both sides of (46) in the ordering k = n, n −
1, . . . , 0, it can be deduced that

qℓ−1,k(Ω, δ)
♯ = 0 (0 ≤ k ≤ n)

even if ℓ ≥ 1. Hence the right-hand side of (46) is equal to zero. Now looking at the
coefficients of E2ℓH2k in both sides of (46) in the ordering k = n, n− 1, . . . , 0 yields that

pℓk(Ω, δ)
♯ = 0 (0 ≤ k ≤ n).(47)

The results (45) and (47) contradict to the setting of ℓ. Therefore (42) is indeed true. By
Lemma 5.1 the polynomial f(x, y) is a common divisor of pik(x, y) and qik(x, y) for all integers
i, k with 0 ≤ i, k ≤ n. Combined with (40) this implies that u ∈ I. The result follows. �

Lemma 5.5. (i) α is not in the two-sided ideal of ℜ generated by f(Ω, δ) and β.

(ii) β is not in the two-sided ideal of ℜ generated by f(Ω, δ) and α.

(iii) f(Ω, δ) is not in the two-sided ideal of ℜ generated by α and β.

Proof. (i): Suppose on the contrary that there are v, w ∈ ℜ such that

α = vf(Ω, δ) + wβ.(48)

By Lemma 5.3 we may assume that v and w are linear combinations of

Ai∆jBkΩℓαrδs for all i, k, ℓ, r, s ∈ N and j ∈ {0, 1},
Ai∆jBkΩℓαrδsβt for all i, k, ℓ, r, s, t ∈ N and j ∈ {0, 1},

respectively. Clearly the coefficients of

Ai∆jBkΩℓ+1αrδs, Ai∆jBkΩℓαrδsβt+1

in the left-hand side of (48) with respect to the basis for ℜ mentioned in Lemma 5.3 are
equal to zero for all i, k, ℓ, r, s, t ∈ N and j ∈ {0, 1}. Hence v = 0 and w = 0. Then the
right-hand side of (48) is equal to zero, a contradiction.
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(ii), (iii): Similar to the proof for Lemma 5.5(i). �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Immediate from Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.5. �

6. Finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-modules and Leonard triples

Proposition 6.1 (Proposition 2.4, [24]). For any a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N there exists a

(d+ 1)-dimensional ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) There exists a basis for Rd(a, b, c) with respect to which the matrices representing A and

B are












θ0
1 θ1

1 θ2
. . .

. . .

1 θd













,















θ∗0 ϕ1

θ∗1 ϕ2

θ∗2
. . .
. . . ϕd

θ∗d















,

respectively, where

θi = (a+ d
2
− i)(a+ d

2
− i+ 1) (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

θ∗i = (b+ d
2
− i)(b+ d

2
− i+ 1) (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

ϕi = i(i− d− 1)(a+ b+ c+ d
2
− i+ 2)(a+ b− c+ d

2
− i+ 1) (1 ≤ i ≤ d).

(ii) The elements α, β, γ, δ act on Rd(a, b, c) as scalar multiplication by

(c− b)(c + b+ 1)(a− d
2
)(a + d

2
+ 1),

(a− c)(a+ c+ 1)(b− d
2
)(b+ d

2
+ 1),

(b− a)(b+ a+ 1)(c− d
2
)(c+ d

2
+ 1),

d
2
(d
2
+ 1) + a(a + 1) + b(b+ 1) + c(c+ 1),

respectively.

Lemma 6.2. For any a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N the traces of A,B,C on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c)
are equal to d+ 1 times

a(a + 1) +
d(d+ 2)

12
, b(b+ 1) +

d(d+ 2)

12
, c(c+ 1) +

d(d+ 2)

12
,

respectively.

Proof. It is straightforward to evaluate the traces of A and B on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) by
applying Proposition 6.1(i). Recall that δ is equal to (9). Using this relation and Proposition
6.1(ii) it is easy to evaluate the trace of C on Rd(a, b, c). �

Lemma 6.3 (Theorem 4.5, [24]). For any a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N the following conditions are

equivalent:

(i) The ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is irreducible.

(ii) a + b+ c+ 1,−a + b+ c, a− b+ c, a+ b− c 6∈ {d
2
− i | i = 1, 2, . . . , d}.

According to [24, Theorem 6.3], for any finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-module V there
are a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N such that the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is isomorphic to V . The number
d is equal to the dimension of V minus one. Furthermore the parameters a, b, c can be
determined in the following way:
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Lemma 6.4 (Corollary 6.5, [24]). Suppose that V is a (d + 1)-dimensional irreducible ℜ-
module. For any a, b, c ∈ C the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is isomorphic to V .

(ii) The traces of A,B,C on the ℜ-module V are equal to d+ 1 times

a(a + 1) +
d(d+ 2)

12
, b(b+ 1) +

d(d+ 2)

12
, c(c+ 1) +

d(d+ 2)

12
,

respectively.

Let V denote any ℜ-module. Given any algebra automorphism g of ℜ the notation V g

stands for the ℜ-module obtained by twisting the ℜ-module V via g.

Lemma 6.5. For any a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is irreducible.

(ii) The ℜ-module Rd(c, a, b) is irreducible.

(iii) The ℜ-module Rd(b, c, a) is irreducible.

Suppose that (i)–(iii) hold. Then the ℜ-modules Rd(a, b, c), Rd(c, a, b)
τ , Rd(b, c, a)

τ2 are iso-

morphic.

Proof. The equivalence of (i)–(iii) is immediate from Lemma 6.3. By Proposition 2.4(ii)
and Lemma 6.2 the elements A,B,C have the same traces on the ℜ-modules Rd(a, b, c),

Rd(c, a, b)
τ , Rd(b, c, a)

τ2. Thus, by Lemma 6.4 these ℜ-modules are isomorphic provided
that (i)–(iii) hold. �

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N such that the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is

irreducible. Then the minimal polynomials of A,B,C on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) are

d
∏

i=0

(x− θi),
d
∏

i=0

(x− θ∗i ),
d
∏

i=0

(x− θεi ),

respectively, where x denotes an indeterminate over C and

θi = (a+ d
2
− i)(a + d

2
− i+ 1) (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

θ∗i = (b+ d
2
− i)(b+ d

2
− i+ 1) (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

θεi = (c+ d
2
− i)(c+ d

2
− i+ 1) (0 ≤ i ≤ d).

Proof. By Proposition 6.1(i) the minimal polynomial of A on Rd(a, b, c) is
∏d

i=0(x− θi). By
Proposition 2.4(ii) the action of C on the ℜ-module Rd(c, a, b)

τ is identical to the action of
A on the ℜ-module Rd(c, a, b). By Lemma 6.5 the ℜ-module Rd(c, a, b)

τ is isomorphic to
Rd(a, b, c). Hence the minimal polynomial of C on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is equal to the

minimal polynomial of A on Rd(c, a, b), namely
∏d

i=0(x − θεi ). By Proposition 2.4(ii) the

action of B on the ℜ-module Rd(b, c, a)
τ2 is identical to the action of A on the ℜ-module

Rd(b, c, a). By Lemma 6.5 the ℜ-module Rd(b, c, a)
τ2 is isomorphic to Rd(a, b, c). Hence the

minimal polynomial of B on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is equal to the minimal polynomial of

A on Rd(b, c, a), namely
∏d

i=0(x− θ∗i ). �

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N such that the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is

irreducible. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) A (resp. B) (resp. C) is diagonalizable on Rd(a, b, c).
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(ii) a (resp. b) (resp. c) is not in { i−d−1
2

| i = 1, 2, . . . , 2d− 1}.
Proof. It is routine to verify the lemma by using Lemma 6.6. �

Lemma 6.8. The following relations hold in ℜ:
(i) A2B − 2ABA+BA2 − 2AB − 2BA = 2A2 − 2Aδ + 2α.
(ii) B2C − 2BCB + CB2 − 2BC − 2CB = 2B2 − 2Bδ + 2β.
(iii) C2A− 2CAC + AC2 − 2CA− 2AC = 2C2 − 2Cδ + 2γ.
(iv) A2C − 2ACA+ CA2 − 2AC − 2CA = 2A2 − 2Aδ − 2α.
(v) B2A− 2BAB + AB2 − 2BA− 2AB = 2B2 − 2Bδ − 2β.
(vi) C2B − 2CBC +BC2 − 2CB − 2BC = 2C2 − 2Cδ − 2γ.

Proof. (i): By (5) the relation ∆ = [A,B]
2

holds. Recall that α is equal to (6) and δ is equal
to (9). The relation (i) follows by applying the above first and third relations to express the
right-hand side of the above second relation in terms of A,B, δ.

(ii), (iii): By Proposition 2.4(ii) the relations (ii) and (iii) follow by applying τ and τ 2 to
Lemma 6.8(i) respectively.

(iv)–(vi): By Proposition 2.4(i) the relations (iv)–(vi) follow by applying σ to Lemma
6.8(iii), (ii), (i) respectively. �

Recall Leonard triples from Definition 1.6. We are now able to characterize some equivalent
conditions forA,B,C acting as a Leonard triple on a finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-module.

Theorem 6.9. Suppose that a, b, c ∈ C and d ∈ N such that the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is

irreducible. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) A,B,C act on Rd(a, b, c) as a Leonard triple.

(ii) A,B,C are diagonalizable on Rd(a, b, c).
(iii) a, b, c 6∈ { i−d−1

2
| i = 1, 2, . . . , 2d− 1}.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Immediate from Definition 1.6.
(ii) ⇔ (iii): Immediate from Lemma 6.7.
(ii), (iii) ⇒ (i): Suppose that (ii) and (iii) hold. Let

θi = (a+ d
2
− i)(a + d

2
− i+ 1) (−1 ≤ i ≤ d+ 1).

Recall the minimal polynomial of A on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) from Lemma 6.6. Let ui

(0 ≤ i ≤ d) denote a θi-eigenvector of A on the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c). Note that the vectors
{ui}di=0 are a basis for Rd(a, b, c). Hence the matrix representing A with respect to the basis
{ui}di=0 for the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) is diagonal. Applying either side of Lemma 6.8(i) to ui

(0 ≤ i ≤ d) yields that

(A− θi−1)(A− θi+1)Bui

is a scalar multiple of ui. Applying either side of Lemma 6.8(iv) to ui (0 ≤ i ≤ d) yields that

(A− θi−1)(A− θi+1)Cui

is a scalar multiple of ui. By (ii) or (iii) the scalars {θi}di=0 are mutually distinct. Hence
Bui and Cui (1 ≤ i ≤ d − 1) are linear combinations of ui−1, ui, ui+1. By (iii) the scalar
θ−1 6∈ {θ2, θ3, . . . , θd}. Hence Bu0 and Cu0 are linear combinations of u0 and u1. By (iii) the
scalar θd+1 6∈ {θ0, θ1, . . . , θd−2}. Hence Bud and Cud are linear combinations of ud−1 and ud.
By the above comments the matrices representing B and C with respect to the basis {ui}di=0
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for the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) are tridiagonal. Applying the irreducibility of the ℜ-module
Rd(a, b, c), a routine argument shows that the two tridiagonal matrices are irreducible.

In light of Lemma 6.8(ii), (v) (resp. Lemma 6.8(iii), (vi)) a similar argument shows that
there exists a basis for the ℜ-module Rd(a, b, c) with respect to which the matrix representing
B (resp. C) is diagonal and the matrices representing C and A (resp. A and B) are
irreducible tridiagonal. Therefore (i) follows. �

7. Proof for Theorem 1.7

Let n ∈ N be given. By Definition 1.1 it is routine to verify that there exists an (n + 1)-
dimensional U(sl2)-module Ln that has a basis {vi}ni=0 such that

Evi = (n− i+ 1)vi−1 (1 ≤ i ≤ n), Ev0 = 0,

F vi = (i+ 1)vi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1), F vn = 0,

Hvi = (n− 2i)vi (0 ≤ i ≤ n).

The U(sl2)-module Ln is irreducible and every (n+1)-dimensional irreducible U(sl2)-module
is isomorphic to Ln [31, Proposition V.4.2 and Theorem V.4.4]. Furthermore every finite-
dimensional U(sl2)-module is completely reducible [31, Theorem V.4.6].

Since U(sl2)e is a subalgebra of U(sl2) every U(sl2)-module can be regarded as a U(sl2)e-
module. Let V denote a given U(sl2)-module. For any θ ∈ C let V (θ) denote the subspace
of V consisting of all v ∈ V with Hv = θv. Recall from [27, Proposition 5.1] that

⊕

i∈Z

V (θ + 4i)

is a U(sl2)e-submodule of V for any θ ∈ C. Define

L(0)
n =

⌊n

2 ⌋
⊕

i=0

Ln(n− 4i) for all n ∈ N,

L(1)
n =

⌊n−1

2 ⌋
⊕

i=0

Ln(n− 4i− 2) for all integers n ≥ 1.

Observe that

(49) Ln =

{

L
(0)
n if n = 0,

L
(0)
n ⊕ L

(1)
n if n ≥ 1.

Therefore L
(0)
n is a U(sl2)e-submodule of Ln for each n ∈ N and L

(1)
n is a U(sl2)e-submodule

of Ln for each integer n ≥ 1. By [27, Lemma 5.5] the U(sl2)e-module L
(0)
n is irreducible

for each n ∈ N. By [27, Lemma 5.8] the U(sl2)e-module L
(1)
n is irreducible for each integer

n ≥ 1. Furthermore the U(sl2)e-modules L
(0)
n for all n ∈ N and the U(sl2)e-modules L

(1)
n for

all integers n ≥ 1 are mutually non-isomorphic [27, Theorem 5.10].

Lemma 7.1 (Lemma 5.4, [27]). For any n ∈ N the U(sl2)e-module L
(0)
n satisfies the following

conditions:
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(i) There exists a basis {u(0)
i }⌊

n

2 ⌋
i=0 for the U(sl2)e-module L

(0)
n such that

E2u
(0)
i = (n− 2i+ 1)(n− 2i+ 2)u

(0)
i−1 (1 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

), E2u
(0)
0 = 0,

F 2u
(0)
i = (2i+ 1)(2i+ 2)u

(0)
i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

− 1), F 2u
(0)

⌊n

2 ⌋ = 0,

Hu
(0)
i = (n− 4i)u

(0)
i (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

).

(ii) The element Λ acts on L
(0)
n as scalar multiplication by

n(n+2)
2

.

The notation {u(0)
i }⌊

n

2 ⌋
i=0 will always stand for the basis for the U(sl2)e-module L

(0)
n (n ∈ N)

given in Lemma 7.1. By Proposition 4.2 the U(sl2)e-module L
(0)
n is an ℜ-module by pulling

back via ♯.

Proposition 7.2. Suppose that n ∈ N. Then the actions of A,B,C on the ℜ-module L
(0)
n

are as follows:

Au
(0)
i = biu

(0)
i−1 + aiu

(0)
i + ciu

(0)
i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

),

Bu
(0)
i = θ∗i u

(0)
i (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

),

Cu
(0)
i = −biu

(0)
i−1 + aiu

(0)
i − ciu

(0)
i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

),

where u−1 and u⌊n
2 ⌋+1

are interpreted as the zero vector and

ai =
n(n+ 2)− (n− 4i)2

32
− 1

4
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

),

bi =
(n− 2i+ 1)(n− 2i+ 2)

16
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

),

ci =
(i+ 1)(2i+ 1)

8
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

),

θ∗i =
(n− 4i)2

16
− 1

4
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n
2

⌋

).

Proof. It is routine to verify the proposition by using Lemmas 4.5(i)–(iii) and 7.1. �

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that n ∈ N. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If n is odd then L
(0)
n is isomorphic to the irreducible ℜ-module Rn−1

2

(−1
4
,−1

4
,−1

4
).

(ii) If n = 0 then L
(0)
n is isomorphic to the irreducible ℜ-module R0(−1

2
,−1

2
,−1

2
).

(iii) If n 6= 0 and n ≡ 0 (mod 4) then L
(0)
n is isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible

ℜ-modules Rn

4
−1(

n−4
8
, n
8
, n−4

8
) and Rn

4
(n−4

8
, n−4

8
, n−4

8
).

(iv) If n ≡ 2 (mod 4) then L
(0)
n is isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible ℜ-modules

Rn−2

4

(n−6
8
, n−2

8
, n−2

8
) and Rn−2

4

(n−2
8
, n−2

8
, n−6

8
).

Proof. In the proof we employ the notations of Proposition 7.2. Note that the scalars {bi}⌊
n

2 ⌋
i=0

and {ci}⌊
n

2 ⌋
i=0 are nonzero.

(i): Suppose that n is odd and set d = n−1
2

∈ N. The matrices representing A and C with

respect to the basis {u(0)
i }di=0 for L

(0)
n are irreducible tridiagonal. The matrix representing B

with respect to the basis {u(0)
i }di=0 for L

(0)
n is diagonal and the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are
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mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module L
(0)
n is irreducible. The traces of A,B,C on L

(0)
n

are equal to d+ 1 times

− 3

16
+

d(d+ 2)

12
.

By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module L
(0)
n is isomorphic to Rd(−1

4
,−1

4
,−1

4
).

(ii): Suppose that n = 0. By Proposition 7.2 each of A,B,C acts on L
(0)
n as the scalar

−1
4
. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module L

(0)
n is isomorphic to R0(−1

2
,−1

2
,−1

2
).

(iii): Suppose that n 6= 0 and n ≡ 0 (mod 4). Set d = n
4
≥ 1. Let

vi = u
(0)
i − u

(0)
2d−i (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

wi = u
(0)
i + u

(0)
2d−i (0 ≤ i ≤ d).

Let V and W denote the subspaces of L
(0)
n spanned by {vi}d−1

i=0 and {wi}di=0 respectively.

Since {vi}d−1
i=0 and {wi}di=0 form a basis for L

(0)
n it follows that

L(0)
n = V ⊕W.

Observe that ai = a2d−i, bi = c2d−i and θ∗i = θ∗2d−i for all integers i with 0 ≤ i ≤ 2d.
Combined with Proposition 7.2 this yields that

Avi = bivi−1 + aivi + civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Bvi = θ∗i vi (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cvi = −bivi−1 + aivi − civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

where v−1 and vd are interpreted as the zero vector and

Awi = biwi−1 + aiwi + ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Awd = 2bdwd−1 + adwd,

Bwi = θ∗iwi (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

Cwi = −biwi−1 + aiwi − ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cwd = −2bdwd−1 + adwd.

where w−1 is interpreted as the zero vector. Since the algebra ℜ is generated by A,B,C it

follows that V and W are two ℜ-submodules of L
(0)
n .

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {vi}d−1
i=0 for V are irreducible

tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {vi}d−1
i=0 for V is diagonal and

the diagonal entries {θ∗i }d−1
i=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module V is irreducible.

The trace of B on V is equal to d times

d(d+ 2)

4
+

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

12

and the traces of A and C on V are equal to d times

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

4
+

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

12
.

By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module V is isomorphic to Rd−1(
d−1
2
, d
2
, d−1

2
).
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The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module W is
irreducible. The traces of A,B,C on W are equal to d+ 1 times

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
.

By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module W is isomorphic to Rd(
d−1
2
, d−1

2
, d−1

2
).

(iv): Suppose that n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and set d = n−2
4

∈ N. Let

vi = u
(0)
i − u

(0)
2d−i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

wi = u
(0)
i + u

(0)
2d−i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d).

Let V and W denote the subspaces of L
(0)
n spanned by {vi}di=0 and {wi}di=0 respectively.

Since {vi}di=0 and {wi}di=0 form a basis for L
(0)
n it follows that

L(0)
n = V ⊕W.

Observe that ai = a2d−i+1, bi = c2d−i+1 and θ∗i = θ∗2d−i+1 for all integers i with 0 ≤ i ≤ 2d+1.
Combined with Proposition 7.2 this yields that

Avi = bivi−1 + aivi + civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Avd = bdvd−1 + (ad − cd)vd,

Bvi = θ∗i vi (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

Cvi = −bivi−1 + aivi − civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cvd = −bdvd−1 + (ad + cd)vd,

where v−1 is interpreted as the zero vector and

Awi = biwi−1 + aiwi + ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Awd = bdwd−1 + (ad + cd)wd,

Bwi = θ∗iwi (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

Cwi = −biwi−1 + aiwi − ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cwd = −bdwd−1 + (ad − cd)wd,

where w−1 is interpreted as the zero vector. Since the algebra ℜ is generated by A,B,C it

follows that V and W are two ℜ-submodules of L
(0)
n .

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {vi}di=0 for V are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {vi}di=0 for V is diagonal and
the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module V is irreducible.
The traces of A,B,C on V are equal to d+ 1 times

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

respectively. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module V is isomorphic to Rd(
d−1
2
, d
2
, d
2
).

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module W is
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irreducible. The traces of A,B,C on W are equal to d+ 1 times

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

respectively. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module W is isomorphic to Rd(
d
2
, d
2
, d−1

2
). �

Lemma 7.4 (Lemma 5.7, [27]). For any integer n ≥ 1 the U(sl2)e-module L
(1)
n satisfies the

following conditions:

(i) There exists a basis {u(1)
i }⌊

n−1

2 ⌋
i=0 for L

(1)
n such that

E2u
(1)
i = (n− 2i)(n− 2i+ 1)u

(1)
i−1 (1 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

), E2u
(1)
0 = 0,

F 2u
(1)
i = (2i+ 2)(2i+ 3)u

(1)
i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

− 1), F 2u
(1)

⌊n−1

2 ⌋ = 0,

Hu
(1)
i = (n− 4i− 2)u

(1)
i (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

).

(ii) The element Λ acts on L
(1)
n as scalar multiplication by

n(n+2)
2

.

The notation {u(1)
i }⌊

n−1

2 ⌋
i=0 will always stand for the basis for the U(sl2)e-module L

(1)
n (n ≥ 1)

given in Lemma 7.4. By Proposition 4.2 the U(sl2)e-module L
(1)
n is an ℜ-module by pulling

back via ♯.

Proposition 7.5. Suppose that n ≥ 1 is an integer. Then the actions of A,B,C on the

ℜ-module L
(1)
n are as follows:

Au
(1)
i = biu

(1)
i−1 + aiu

(1)
i + ciu

(1)
i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

),

Bu
(1)
i = θ∗i u

(1)
i (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

),

Cu
(1)
i = −biu

(1)
i−1 + aiu

(1)
i − ciu

(1)
i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

),

where u−1 and u⌊

n+1
2

⌋ are interpreted as the zero vector and

ai =
n(n + 2)− (n− 4i− 2)2

32
− 1

4
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

),

bi =
(n− 2i)(n− 2i+ 1)

16
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

),

ci =
(i+ 1)(2i+ 3)

8
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

),

θ∗i =
(n− 4i− 2)2

16
− 1

4
(0 ≤ i ≤

⌊

n−1
2

⌋

).

Proof. It is routine to verify the proposition by using Lemmas 4.5(i)–(iii) and 7.4. �

Theorem 7.6. Suppose that n ≥ 1 is an integer. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If n is odd then L
(1)
n is isomorphic to the irreducible ℜ-module Rn−1

2

(−1
4
,−1

4
,−1

4
).

(ii) If n = 2 then L
(1)
n is isomorphic to the irreducible ℜ-module R0(0,−1

2
, 0).

(iii) If n 6= 2 and n ≡ 2 (mod 4) then L
(1)
n is isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible

ℜ-modules Rn−6

4

(n−2
8
, n−2

8
, n−2

8
) and Rn−2

4

(n−2
8
, n−6

8
, n−2

8
).
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(iv) If n ≡ 0 (mod 4) then L
(1)
n is isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible ℜ-modules

Rn

4
−1(

n
8
, n−4

8
, n−4

8
) and Rn

4
−1(

n−4
8
, n−4

8
, n
8
).

Proof. In the proof we employ the notations of Proposition 7.5. Note that the scalars

{bi}⌊
n−1

2 ⌋
i=0 and {ci}⌊

n−1

2 ⌋
i=0 are nonzero.

(i): Suppose that n is odd and set d = n−1
2

∈ N. The matrices representing A and C with

respect to the basis {u(1)
i }di=0 for L

(1)
n are irreducible tridiagonal. The matrix representing B

with respect to the basis {u(1)
i }di=0 for L

(1)
n is diagonal and the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are

mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module L
(1)
n is irreducible. The traces of A,B,C on L

(1)
n

are equal to d+ 1 times

− 3

16
+

d(d+ 2)

12
.

By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module L
(1)
n is isomorphic to Rd(−1

4
,−1

4
,−1

4
).

(ii): Suppose that n = 2. By Proposition 7.5 the elements A,B,C act on L
(1)
n as the

scalars 0,−1
4
, 0 respectively. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module L

(1)
n is isomorphic to R0(0,−1

2
, 0).

(iii): Suppose that n 6= 2 and n ≡ 2 (mod 4). Set d = n−2
4

≥ 1. Let

vi = u
(1)
i − u

(1)
2d−i (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

wi = u
(1)
i + u

(1)
2d−i (0 ≤ i ≤ d).

Let V and W denote the subspaces of L
(1)
n spanned by {vi}d−1

i=0 and {wi}di=0 respectively.

Since {vi}d−1
i=0 and {wi}di=0 form a basis for L

(1)
n it follows that

L(1)
n = V ⊕W.

Observe that ai = a2d−i, bi = c2d−i and θ∗i = θ∗2d−i for all integers i with 0 ≤ i ≤ 2d.
Combined with Proposition 7.5 this yields that

Avi = bivi−1 + aivi + civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Bvi = θ∗i vi (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cvi = −bivi−1 + aivi − civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

where v−1 and vd are interpreted as the zero vector and

Awi = biwi−1 + aiwi + ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Awd = 2bdwd−1 + adwd,

Bwi = θ∗iwi (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

Cwi = −biwi−1 + aiwi − ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cwd = −2bdwd−1 + adwd,

where w−1 is interpreted as the zero vector. Since the algebra ℜ is generated by A,B,C it

follows that V and W are two ℜ-submodules of L
(1)
n .

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {vi}d−1
i=0 for V are irreducible

tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {vi}d−1
i=0 for V is diagonal and

the diagonal entries {θ∗i }d−1
i=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module V is irreducible.
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The traces of A,B,C on V are equal to d times

d(d+ 2)

4
+

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

12
.

By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module V is isomorphic to Rd−1(
d
2
, d
2
, d
2
).

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module W is
irreducible. The traces of A,B,C on W are equal to d+ 1 times

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

(d− 1)(d+ 1)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

respectively. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module W is isomorphic to Rd(
d
2
, d−1

2
, d
2
).

(iv): Suppose that n ≡ 0 (mod 4) and set d = n
4
− 1 ∈ N. Let

vi = u
(1)
i − u

(1)
2d−i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

wi = u
(1)
i + u

(1)
2d−i+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d).

Let V and W denote the subspaces of L
(1)
n spanned by {vi}di=0 and {wi}di=0 respectively.

Since {vi}di=0 and {wi}di=0 form a basis for L
(1)
n it follows that

L(1)
n = V ⊕W.

Observe that ai = a2d−i+1, bi = c2d−i+1 and θ∗i = θ∗2d−i+1 for all integers i with 0 ≤ i ≤ 2d+1.
Combined with Proposition 7.5 this yields that

Avi = bivi−1 + aivi + civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Avd = bdvd−1 + (ad − cd)vd,

Bvi = θ∗i vi (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

Cvi = −bivi−1 + aivi − civi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cvd = −bdvd−1 + (ad + cd)vd,

where v−1 is interpreted as the zero vector and

Awi = biwi−1 + aiwi + ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Awd = bdwd−1 + (ad + cd)wd,

Bwi = θ∗iwi (0 ≤ i ≤ d),

Cwi = −biwi−1 + aiwi − ciwi+1 (0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1),

Cwd = −bdwd−1 + (ad − cd)wd,

where w−1 is interpreted as the zero vector. Since the algebra ℜ is generated by A,B,C it

follows that V and W are two ℜ-submodules of L
(1)
n .

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {vi}di=0 for V are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {vi}di=0 for V is diagonal and
the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module V is irreducible.
The traces of A,B,C on V are equal to d+ 1 times

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

(d+ 1)(d+ 3)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,
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respectively. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module V is isomorphic to Rd(
d
2
, d
2
, d+1

2
).

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {wi}di=0 for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {θ∗i }di=0 are mutually distinct. Therefore the ℜ-module W is
irreducible. The traces of A,B,C on W are equal to d+ 1 times

(d+ 1)(d+ 3)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

d(d+ 2)

4
+

d(d+ 2)

12
,

respectively. By Lemma 6.4 the ℜ-module W is isomorphic to Rd(
d+1
2
, d
2
, d
2
). �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. (i): Based on the first two paragraphs of this section, it is enough

to study the U(sl2)e-module L
(0)
n (n ∈ N) and the U(sl2)e-module L

(1)
n (n ≥ 1) from the

perspective of ℜ-modules. Therefore (i) is immediate from Theorems 7.3 and 7.6.
(ii): Applying Theorem 6.9 it is routine to verify that A,B,C act as a Leonard triple on

every finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-module listed in Theorems 7.3 and 7.6. The statement
(ii) follows. �

Proposition 7.7. The finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-modules mentioned in Theorems

7.3(i)–(iv) and 7.6(ii)–(iv), namely

Rn−1

2

(−1
4
,−1

4
,−1

4
) for all odd integers n ≥ 1;

Rn−2

4

(n−2
8
, n−2

8
, n−6

8
) for all integers n ≥ 2 with n ≡ 2 (mod 4);

Rn−2

4

(n−2
8
, n−6

8
, n−2

8
) for all integers n ≥ 2 with n ≡ 2 (mod 4);

Rn−2

4

(n−6
8
, n−2

8
, n−2

8
) for all integers n ≥ 2 with n ≡ 2 (mod 4);

Rn−6

4

(n−2
8
, n−2

8
, n−2

8
) for all integers n ≥ 6 with n ≡ 2 (mod 4);

Rn

4
−1(

n−4
8
, n−4

8
, n
8
) for all integers n ≥ 4 with n ≡ 0 (mod 4);

Rn

4
−1(

n−4
8
, n
8
, n−4

8
) for all integers n ≥ 4 with n ≡ 0 (mod 4);

Rn

4
−1(

n
8
, n−4

8
, n−4

8
) for all integers n ≥ 4 with n ≡ 0 (mod 4);

Rn

4
(n−4

8
, n−4

8
, n−4

8
) for all integers n ≥ 0 with n ≡ 0 (mod 4),

are mutually non-isomorphic.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify the proposition by applying Lemma 6.4. �

We finish this section with an improvement of Proposition 4.2.

Theorem 7.8. Im ♯ is a proper subalgebra of U(sl2)e.

Proof. Suppose that Im ♯ = U(sl2)e. Then every irreducible U(sl2)e-module is an irreducible
ℜ-module, a contradiction to Theorems 7.3(iii), (iv) and 7.6(iii), (iv). Suppose that Im ♯ is
the subalgebra of U(sl2)e generated by the unit. Then every irreducible Im ♯-module is of
dimension one, a contradiction to Theorems 7.3(i) and 7.6(i). �

8. Proof for Theorem 1.8

Fix an integer D ≥ 2. Recall from §1 that the notation X denotes the power set of a
D-element set and the notation H(D, 2) represents the D-dimensional hypercube. For any
integer i with 0 ≤ i ≤ D let Ri denote the i th distance relation in H(D, 2).
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Lemma 8.1 (Theorem 13.2, [14]). There exists a unique U(sl2)-module CX such that

Ex =
∑

|y|<|x|
(x,y)∈R1

y for all x ∈ X,

Fx =
∑

|y|>|x|
(x,y)∈R1

y for all x ∈ X,

Hx = (D − 2|x|)x for all x ∈ X.

Recall the algebra homomorphism ♯ : ℜ → U(sl2) from Theorem 1.3. An ℜ-module CX is
obtained by pulling back the U(sl2)-module CX via ♯. Recall from Proposition 4.2 that Im ♯

is contained in the even subalgebra U(sl2)e of U(sl2). By Lemma 4.3 the algebra U(sl2)e is
generated by E2, F 2, H,Λ. The U(sl2)e-module CX is as follows:

Lemma 8.2. There exists a unique U(sl2)e-module C
X such that

E2x = 2
∑

|y|<|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X,(50)

F 2x = 2
∑

|y|>|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X,(51)

Hx = (D − 2|x|)x for all x ∈ X,(52)

Λx =

(

D +
(D − 2|x|)2

2

)

x+ 2
∑

|y|=|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X.(53)

Proof. The equation (52) is immediate from Lemma 8.1. The equation (53) is immediate
from [23, Lemma 5.2]. Let x ∈ X be given. For any y ∈ X with |y| < |x| and (x, y) ∈ R2,
there are exactly two paths of length two from x to y in H(D, 2). Hence (50) follows. For
any y ∈ X with |y| > |x| and (x, y) ∈ R2, there are exactly two paths of length two from x

to y in H(D, 2). Hence (51) follows. �

It is now easy to evaluate the actions of the generators A,B,C of ℜ on the ℜ-module CX

by applying Lemma 8.2 to Lemma 4.5(i)–(iii):

Lemma 8.3. There exists a unique ℜ-module CX such that

Ax =

(

D

16
− 1

4

)

x+
1

8

∑

(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X,

Bx =

(

(D − 2|x|)2
16

− 1

4

)

x for all x ∈ X,

Cx =

(

D

16
− 1

4

)

x+
1

8

∑

|y|=|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y − 1

8

∑

|y|6=|x|
(x,y)∈R2

y for all x ∈ X.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. In the proof the notation φ is used to indicate the algebra homomor-
phism ℜ → R described in Theorem 1.8(i). The existence and uniqueness of φ are proved
as follows:
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(i): Recall the linear maps AJ
2 ,A

J̄
2 ,A

∗
2 on CX from (19)–(21). By Lemma 8.3 the actions

of A,B,C on the ℜ-module CX are identical to the linear maps given in the right-hand sides
of (22)–(24) respectively. The existence of φ follows. Since the algebra ℜ is generated by
A,B,C the uniqueness of φ follows. The linear maps AJ

2 , A
J̄
2 , A

∗
2 are identical to the actions

of

2− D

2
+ 4(A+ C), 4(A− C), 2− D

2
+ 8B

on the ℜ-module CX respectively. Since the algebra R is generated by AJ
2 ,A

J̄
2 ,A

∗
2 the

algebra homomorphism φ is onto. The statement (i) follows.
(ii): Recall from the paragraph below Theorem 1.7 that the algebraR is a finite-dimensional

semisimple algebra and every irreducible R-module is contained in the standard R-module
CX up to isomorphism. By Theorem 1.7 the ℜ-module CX is completely reducible and
A,B,C act on every irreducible ℜ-submodule of CX as a Leonard triple. Combined with
the surjectivity of φ the statement (ii) follows. �

9. The algebraic properties of R

Recall the (n + 1)-dimensional irreducible U(sl2)-module Ln (n ∈ N) from the first para-
graph of §7. Note that every finite-dimensional U(sl2)-module is completely reducible.

Lemma 9.1. (i) Suppose that D is odd. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible

U(sl2)-submodules of CX are

L2k+1 (0 ≤ k ≤ D−1
2

).

(ii) Suppose that D is even. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U(sl2)-submodules

of CX are

L2k (0 ≤ k ≤ D
2
).

Proof. Immediate from [14, Theorem 10.2] or [23, Theorem 5.3]. �

Recall the (
⌊

n
2

⌋

+ 1)-dimensional irreducible U(sl2)e-module L
(0)
n (n ∈ N) and the

⌊

n+1
2

⌋

-

dimensional irreducible U(sl2)e-module L
(1)
n (n ≥ 1) from the second paragraph of §7.

Lemma 9.2. (i) Suppose that D is odd. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible

U(sl2)e-submodules of CX are

L
(0)
2k+1 (0 ≤ k ≤ D−1

2
); L

(1)
2k+1 (0 ≤ k ≤ D−1

2
).

(ii) Suppose that D is even. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U(sl2)e-submodules

of CX are

L
(0)
2k (0 ≤ k ≤ D

2
); L

(1)
2k (1 ≤ k ≤ D

2
).

Proof. Apply (49) to Lemma 9.1. �

Recall the finite-dimensional irreducible ℜ-modules from §6.

Lemma 9.3. (i) Suppose that D is odd. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible

ℜ-submodules of CX are

Rk(−1
4
,−1

4
,−1

4
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−1

2
).
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(ii) Suppose that D ≡ 2 (mod 4). Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible ℜ-submodules

of CX are

Rk(
k
2
, k+1

2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−6

4
); Rk(

k−1
2
, k−1

2
, k−1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−2

4
);

Rk(
k−1
2
, k
2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−2

4
); Rk(

k
2
, k
2
, k−1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−2

4
);

Rk(
k+1
2
, k+1

2
, k+1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−6

4
); Rk(

k
2
, k−1

2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−2

4
);

Rk(
k+1
2
, k
2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−6

4
); Rk(

k
2
, k
2
, k+1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D−6

4
).

(iii) Suppose that D ≡ 0 (mod 4). Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible ℜ-submodules

of CX are

Rk(
k
2
, k+1

2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 1); Rk(

k−1
2
, k−1

2
, k−1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
);

Rk(
k−1
2
, k
2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 1); Rk(

k
2
, k
2
, k−1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 1);

Rk(
k+1
2
, k+1

2
, k+1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 2); Rk(

k
2
, k−1

2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 1);

Rk(
k+1
2
, k
2
, k
2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 1); Rk(

k
2
, k
2
, k+1

2
) (0 ≤ k ≤ D

4
− 1).

Proof. Apply Theorems 7.3 and 7.6 along with Proposition 7.7 to Lemma 9.2. �

Recall the algebra R from the paragraph below Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 9.4. (i) The algebra R is isomorphic to






































D+1

2
⊕

k=1

End(Ck) if D is odd,

4 · End(CD+2

4 )⊕ 8 ·
D−2

4
⊕

k=1

End(Ck) if D ≡ 2 (mod 4),

End(C
D

4
+1)⊕ 7 · End(CD

4 )⊕ 8 ·
D

4
−1
⊕

k=1

End(Ck) if D ≡ 0 (mod 4).

(ii) The dimension of R is equal to
(⌊D

2 ⌋+3

3

)

+
(⌈D

2 ⌉+1

3

)

.

Proof. (i): By Theorem 1.8(i) and since R is a semisimple subalgebra of End(CX), the
algebra R is isomorphic to

⊕

End(CdimV )

where the direct sum is over all non-isomorphic irreducible ℜ-submodules V of CX . Therefore
(i) is immediate from Lemma 9.3.

(ii): By Theorem 9.4(i) the dimension of R is equal to


















































D+1

2
∑

k=1

k2 if D is odd,

(D + 2)2

4
+ 8

D−2

4
∑

k=1

k2 if D ≡ 2 (mod 4),

(D + 4)2

16
+

7D2

16
+ 8

D

4
−1

∑

k=1

k2 if D ≡ 0 (mod 4).

For each case a direct calculation shows that (ii) holds. �
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Let Xe denote the equivalence class of the empty set ∅ in X with respect to the equivalence
relation generated by R2. More explicitly

Xe = {x ∈ X | |x| is even}.
The halved cube 1

2
H(D, 2) is a finite simple connected graph with vertex set Xe and x, y ∈ Xe

are adjacent if and only if (x, y) ∈ R2. By Lemma 8.2 the space CXe is a U(sl2)e-submodule
of CX . Define

Te = Im
(

U(sl2)e → End(CXe)
)

where U(sl2)e → End(CXe) is the representation of U(sl2)e into End(CXe) corresponding to
the U(sl2)e-module CXe . Note that Te is the Terwilliger algebra of 1

2
H(D, 2) with respect to

∅ [27, Theorem 6.4].

Lemma 9.5 (Corollary 6.6(i), [27]). The pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U(sl2)e-submodules

of CXe are

L
(0)
D−2k for all even integers k with 0 ≤ k ≤

⌊

D
2

⌋

;

L
(1)
D−2k for all odd integers k with 1 ≤ k ≤

⌊

D−1
2

⌋

.

By Lemma 8.3 the space CXe is an ℜ-submodule of CX . Define

Re = Im
(

ℜ → End(CXe)
)

= {M |CXe |M ∈ R}
where ℜ → End(CXe) is the representation of ℜ into End(CXe) corresponding to the ℜ-
module CXe . Both Te and Re are semisimple subalgebras of End(CXe). We end this paper
with a comment on Te and Re:

Theorem 9.6. The algebra Re is a subalgebra of Te. Moreover the following conditions are

equivalent:

(i) Re = Te.

(ii) D is odd.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.2 that Re is a subalgebra of Te.
(i) ⇒ (ii): Suppose on the contrary that the positive integer D is even. By Lemma 9.5

there is an irreducible U(sl2)e-submodule of CXe isomorphic to L
(0)
D . By Theorem 7.3(iii),

(iv) the ℜ-module L
(0)
D is reducible, a contradiction to (i).

(ii) ⇒ (i): Suppose that (ii) holds. Applying Theorems 7.3 and 7.6 to Lemma 9.5, as ℜ-
modules, the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U(sl2)e-submodules of CXe are isomorphic
to the irreducible ℜ-modules RD−1

2
−k(−1

4
,−1

4
,−1

4
) for all integers k with 0 ≤ k ≤ D−1

2
. By

Proposition 7.7 these ℜ-modules are mutually non-isomorphic. Since Re is a subalgebra of
Te and both are semisimple subalgebras of End(CXe), the statement (i) follows. �
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