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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(slz). We use the
Casimir elements of R to describe the kernel of §. By pulling back via § every U (slz)-module
can be viewed as an R-module. We show that for any finite-dimensional U (slz)-module V,
the R-module V is completely reducible and three generators of  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.

Keywords: universal enveloping algebras, Racah algebras, Leonard triples, hypercubes, Johnson graphs
MSC2020: 05E30, 16G30, 16530, 33D45

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
[z, y] stands for the commutator zy — yz. 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 (sly) of sl is an algebra over C generated
by E, F, H subject to the relations

(1) 1. E) = 2P,
@) [H, F = —2F,
(3) [E,F| = H.
The Casimir element A of U(sly) is a remarkable central element of U(sly) defined by
2
(4) A=EF+FE+ .

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 4 F3. 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 6;-symbol [15]. Over
the years the Racah algebra has developed from the initial application to become an inde-
pendent subject [24125/[35]. Additionally it has been associated with the superintegrable sys-
tems [2,810,12,29,30], the additive double affine Hecke algebra of type (C}, Cy) [13,20,21],
the algebra U(sly) [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, A and the relations assert that

(5) [A,B] = [B,C] =[C,A] =2A

and each of the following elements is central in R:

(6) [A, Al + AC — BA,

(7) [B,A]+ BA—CB,

(8) [C,Al+CB — AC.
Using () yields that R is generated by A, B, C and

9) A+B+C

is central in . For convenience let «, 3,7, § denote the central elements (€)—() of # respec-
tively. From the viewpoint of Johnson graphs as slices of a hypercube, we come up with a
new connection between U(sly) and R:

Theorem 1.3. There exists a unique algebra homomorphism 4 : R — U(sly) that sends

(E+F -2 (E+F+2)

(10) A ) H16 ,

wo el

(12) O (iF —iF — 2iélE —iF+ 2)’

(13) A o (H + 2)F2(;1(H — 2)E2.

Moreover § sends

(14) a — 0, B — 0, v o= 0, o — %

Let € denote the subalgebra of R generated by «, 3,7v,0. The Casimir class of R is an
individual coset of € in R [25] Section 6]. Each element of the Casimir class is central in
R and is called a Casimir element of . The algebra R contains the following symmetric
Casimir elements:

BA AB
(15) QA:A2+%+A2+B7—05—A5,
(16) QB:Az+€§éi£§g+Bl+CQ—A7—B&

2
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ACB + BCA
(17) QC:A2+%+C2+AB—Ba—C&
Theorem 1.4. The images of Q24,2p, Qe under § are equal to
3
(18) —@(A—Zl)(/\— 12).

Furthermore we determine the generators of ker fi:

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that Q € {Q4,Qp,Q2c}. Then
«a, B, 2562 + 3(49 — 3)(40 + 1)
form a minimal generating set for the two-sided ideal ker § of R.

By pulling back via #, each U(sls)-module can be regarded as an R-module. The next part
of this paper is to study finite-dimensional U(sly)-modules as f&-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 [0,[7,28]. Thenceforth, Leonard triples have gradually
become an independent topic [9,[I6HI8] and been found connections to other areas such as
the Terwilliger algebras of some @-polynomial distance-regular graphs [2634/41], the Racah—
Wigner coefficients of U, (slz) [19], the anitcommutator spin algebra [4] and the double affine
Hecke algebra of type (CY,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. LF : 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 L° are irreducible tridiagonal.
(ii) There exists a basis for V' with respect to which the matrix representing L* is diagonal
and the matrices representing L and L are irreducible tridiagonal.
(iii) There exists a basis for V' with respect to which the matrix representing L° is diagonal
and the matrices representing L and L* are irreducible tridiagonal.

Let A denote an algebra. Recall that a nonzero A-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 (sly)-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 z in the poset (X, C). The second
distance relation Ry 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



4 HAU-WEN HUANG AND CHIA-YI WEN

graph with vertex set consisting of all x € X with |z| = k and two vertices x,y of J(D, k)
are adjacent if and only if (z,y) € R,. This induces a decomposition of the second distance
operator of H(D,?2) into the sum of the two linear maps AJ : C¥ — C¥ and AJ : C*¥ — C¥
given by

(19) Aje= Yy forallzeX,
lyl=|z|
({E,y)GRz
(20) Afr= >y forallzeX.
lyl#|z|
(z,y)ER2
Note that AJ 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 [1,36H38] the second dual distance operator A} of H(D,2) with respect to ) is a
linear map CX — CX given by
D —2|z))? - D
(21) A = ‘;”D x  forallze X,
Let R denote the subalgebra of End(C¥) generated by Ay, Ag ,A%. The matrices represent-
ing Ay, Ay, A} 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 C¥.
We obtain from Theorems and [L7 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

D 1 Aj]+A]

29 A Z -2 T R
(22) A T R
D 1 A:
2 B 21,5
(23) %18
D 1 AJ—-AJ
24 L1 Ay — Ay
(24) C 16 4+ g

Moreover the above algebra homomorphism is surjective.
(i) Ay + Ay, A5, A — AJ act on each irreducible R-module as a Leonard triple.

The paper is organized as follows: In §2] we give a Ds-action on U(sly) and recall a Ds-
action on R from [25]. In §3] we prove Theorem and display that f makes a connection
between the Ds-actions on U(sly) and . In §] we prove Theorem [[4] by applying the Z-
graded algebra structure of U(sly) and the even subalgebra U (sly). of U(sly). In §8 we prove
Theorem [L.3l by employing a basis for & given in [25] and a basis for U(sls), given in [27]. In
§6l 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 -modules as
Leonard triples. In §7l we show Theorem [[.7] with the help of the results stated in §6l In
§8 we show Theorem by integrating Theorems [[3] and [ 7 along with a U(sly)-module

structure on C* given by [14]. In §J we finish this paper by studying the algebraic properties
of R.
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2. THE D3-ACTIONS ON U(sly) AND R

The dihedral group D,, 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 o, 7 and the relations

(25) o? =1, =1, (o7)* = 1.

Proposition 2.1. There ezists a unique Ds-action on U(sls) such that each of the following
holds:

(i) o acts on U(sly) as an algebra automorphism in the following way:

w |E F H

o(u) |iF —iE —H

(ii) 7 acts on U(sly) as an algebra automorphism in the following way:

u | E F H
H—iE —iF H+iE +iF
T(u)‘ S e ip-iF

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

(E,F,H) — (iF,—iE,—H)
and there exists a unique algebra automorphism 7 of U(sly) that sends
H —iFE —iF H+iE+iF

2 ’ 2

(E,F,H) ( ,iE—iF).

The composition S o T sends
H+F-F H-FE+F
(E,F.H) s (— +2 — 2+ ,—E—F).

It is straightforward to check that S* =1, 7° =1 and (So 7)* = 1. By (25) there exists a
unique Ds-action on U(sly) such that o and 7 act as S and T respectively. The proposition
follows. O

Proposition 2.2. The Ds-action on U(sly) is faithful.

Proof. The group D3 consists of the following elements:

(26) 1, T, T2 o, oT, oT?.
By Proposition 2] the algebra automorphisms (28] of U(sly) send H to
(27) H, iE—iF, E+F  —H  -E—F  iF —iE,

respectively.
Let = denote an indeterminate over C. By Definition [[T] there exists a unique U(sly)-
module structure on a polynomial ring Clz] given by

i (=)t >, .
E:B—{O Fio0 for all + € N,
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Fr'=(i+ 1)z foralli €N,
Ha' = —2ix! for all 4 € N.

Since the elements (27) are mutually distinct operators on the U(sly)-module Clz], the
algebra automorphisms (26]) of U(sly) are mutually distinct. The proposition follows. O

Recall the Casimir element A of U(sly) from (4)).
Lemma 2.3. g(A) = A for all g € Ds.
Proof. By Proposition 2I[(i) the algebra automorphism o of U(sly) maps
EF — FE — EF, H? — H%

Combined with (H]) this implies that o(A) = A. By Proposition 2I[(ii) the algebra automor-
phism 7 of U(sly) maps

H*+i[H,E+ F|+ (E+ F)?

EF 1 :
2 s 2
FE o H 1[H,E+4F]+(E+F)’

H?* — —(E-F)>~

Combined with () this implies that 7(A) = A. The lemma follows since the group Dj is
generated by o and 7. U

The following Ds-action on R is obtained from the Dg-action on R given in [25] Proposition
4.1].

Proposition 2.4 (Proposition 4.1, [25]). There exists a unique Ds-action on R such that
each of the following holds:

(i) o acts on R as an algebra automorphism in the following way:
w |ABC Ala B 4 6
ow)|C B A —A|l—y —B —a &

(ii) 7 acts on R as an algebra automorphism in the following way:
uw A B CAlap s
Tw)|B C A Al v a3

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

Recall the Casimir elements Qy4,Qp, Q¢ of R from (I5)-(I7).
Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 6.3, [25]). The set {Q4,Qp,Qc} is invariant under the Ds-action on
R. Moreover the Ds-action on {Q4,Qp,Qc} is as follows:

w4 Q5 Qc

a(u) QC QB QA
T(u) QB QC QA
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In the subsequent section we will see how the Ds-action on U(sly) is related to the Ds-
action on .

3. PROOF FOR THEOREM [1.3]
Observe that
(28) [x,y2] = ylx, 2] + [z,y]2

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

Lemma 3.1. The following equations hold in U(sly):
(i) [H*,E] =4(H — 1)E.

(i) [H?, F] = —4(H + 1)F.

(iii) [H? E* = 8(H — 2)E*.

(iv) [H% F?] = —8(H +2)F*.

Proof. (i): The equation (i) follows by applying (28) with (x,y, 2) = (F, H, H) and simpli-
fying the resulting equation by using ().

(iii): The equation (iii) follows by applying (28) with (x,y, z) = (H?, E, E') and simplifying
the resulting equation by using ([Il) and Lemma B1I(i).

(ii), (iv): By Proposition 2II(i) the equations (ii) and (iv) follow by applying o to
Lemma BI1(1), (iii). O

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Let A%, B*, C*  A* denote the right-hand sides of (I0)—(I3]) respectively.
To see the existence of f, by Definition it suffices to prove that the following equations
hold in U(sly):

(29) [A* B¥] = [B*, C¥] = [C*, A¥] = 2AY,

(30) [A*) Af] 4+ A'C* — B A = 0,

(31) (B}, AY] + B*A* — C*B* = 0,

(32) [CF A%] + C*B* — AFCH = 0.
Expanding A*, B*, C* directly and by (@) it follows that

(33) Aﬁ+Bﬁ+Cﬁ:¥.

Since A is central in U(sly) the equation (33) implies the first two equalities in (29). By
Lemma [B.I[(i), (ii) the commutator [H? E + F] is equal to 4 times (H — 1)E — (H + 1)F.
Combined with (I)-(B]) this yields that
[H*,E+ F|(E+F)
4
(E+ F)[H? E + F)]
4
The relation [A¥, B¥] = 2A* follows by applying [28) with (z,y, z) = (H?, 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
(H*—4)(E*+ F?+ EF+ FE —4)
256 ’

=H(H+1)+(H-1)E?>— (H+1)F* - 2EF,

=—H(H+1)+ (H—-3)E*— (H +3)F* +2EF.

(34) BYAF =
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gt U =B+ P — EF — FE+4)
256

By [29) the element C*B* = B*C* — 2Af. Hence

H—2)E? — (H +2)F? H?> - 4)(E?+F*—-EF - FE+4
g oo DB (HEDP (- (4 )
32 256
Applying 28) with (z,y,2) = (H*, H — 2, E?), (H?, H + 2, F?) we evaluate the resulting
equations by using Lemma B.1[iii), (iv). It follows that
(12, (H — 2) B = S(1 — 2)°F,

[H?, (H 4 2)F? = —8(H + 2)*F”.

Hence
H —2)?E? + (H + 2)*F?

B At = L :
(36) (B, A —

Now (B1]) follows by using ([B34)—(36) to evaluate the left-hand side of ([BI). By Proposition
[2.1](ii) the algebra automorphism 7 of U(sly) maps

EFE+F — H — iEF—iFF — FE+4F.
Hence 7 maps
AY = B O s AN
Combined with (29) the automorphism 7 fixes A*. The equations [B0) and (32) follow by
applying 771 and 7 to (BI)) respectively.
By 29)-([B2) the existence of £ follows. By Definition the algebra R is generated by

A, B,C,;A. The uniqueness of § follows. By [B0)—([B2) the map £ sends each of «, 3,7 to
zero. By ([B3) the image of ¢ under f is equal to %. The result follows. O

Recall the Ds-actions on U(sly) and R from Propositions 2.1] and 2.4 respectively.

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

f

R—— s Ulsly)

rP— > U(5[2)

Proof. In the proof of Theorem we have seen that the algebra automorphism 7 of U(sl,)
cyclically permutes the right-hand sides of (I0)—(I2]). Combined with Proposition 2.4{(ii) the
algebra homomorphisms 7 o § and f o 7 agree at A, B, C. By Proposition 2.I(i) the algebra
automorphism o of U(sly) maps

E+F — iF—-iF — FE+F, H — —H.

Hence the algebra automorphism o of U(sly) fixes (IIl) and swaps (I0) and (I2)). Combined
with Proposition 2.4{i) the algebra homomorphisms ¢ o f and f o o agree at A, B, C.

By (@) the algebra R is generated by A, B,C. Therefore the diagram commutes for g €
{o,7}. The result follows since the group Dj is generated by ¢ and 7. O
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4. PROOF FOR THEOREM [I.4]

Recall that an algebra A is called a Z-graded algebra whenever there are subspaces { A, }nez
of A satisfying the following properties:

(G1): A= A,.

(G2): A,,- A, C A4y, for all m,n € Z.
For any n € Z the space A, is called the n'* homogeneous subspace of A. By (G1), for any
u € A there are unique u,, € A, for all n € Z such that

u = E Up,.
ne”L

For each n € Z the element u, is called the n'* homogeneous component of . For any n € Z
let U,, denote the subspace of U(sly) spanned by

E'FiHY  foralli,j, ke N with i —j =n.
It is well known that U(sly) is a Z-graded algebra by setting U, as the n'® homogeneous
subspace of U(sly) for each n € Z. Note that E € Uy, F € U_1, H € Uy and A € Uj.
Definition 4.1 (Definition 1.4, [27]). Define
U(sla)e = @ Uan.

nez

Since 1 € Uy and U(sly). is closed under the multiplication of U(sly), it follows that U(sly).
is a subalgebra of U(sly). We call U(sly), the even subalgebra of U(sly).

Proposition 4.2. Im#t is a subalgebra of U(sly)e.
Proof. Using (G2) yields that the right-hand sides of (I0)—(I3]) are in
U@Uy@Uyy, Uy, U@Uy®dUy U_9®Us,
respectively. Combined with Definitions and [4.1] the result follows. O

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

(i) The elements
E*™ A H* forall i,k € N
are a basis for Us,.
(ii) The elements
F™AN'H*Y  forallik e N
are a basis for U_s,.

Lemma 4.4. The following equations hold in U (sly),:
(i) [H, E?| = 4F>.

(i) [H, F?] = —4F*.

(ifi) 16E2F2 = (H? — 2H — 2\)(H? — 6H — 2A + 8).

(iv) 16F?*E? = (H* + 2H — 2A)(H?* + 6 H — 2A +8).

Proof. Immediate from [27, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4]. O
For notational convenience let u* denote the image of w under # for any u € R.

Lemma 4.5. The following equations hold in U (sly),:
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o 16 32 1
Bt = _Z

. A

1 _ - .

(iif) € 16 32 1

Proof. The equation (ii) is immediate from (II]). The equations (i) and (iii) follow by using
(@) to rewrite the right-hand sides of (I0) and (I2)) respectively. The equation (iv) follows
by applying Lemma [£.4(i), (ii) to rewrite the right-hand side of (I3). O

Lemma 4.6. All nonzero homogeneous components of A*, Bf C* A 6% are as follows:

w4 | w | o | & |
2 F2 F2H _ F?
U—2 16 0 16 64 32
u A _H* 1| H> 1| A _H> 1 0 A—6
U TR S T W ST > M’ ] 1w
E E F’H _ E
Uy % 0 % ot 3| 0

Proof. By Lemma .3 the nonzero homogeneous components of A%, Bf, C*, A* are immedi-
ately obtained from Lemma L5l By (I4) the element §* = 228 € U, O

Proof of Theorem[I.4. Recall the Casimir element Qp of R from (I6). By Lemma and
since of =% = 0 by (I4)), the element QﬁB cU_,dU_ Uy ® Uy, ®d Uy and

C* BIA*, + A BfCH
(), = (af,) ¢ 2P I

@) = C*,BiAL + CEBEAY , + A* ,BICE + AngCﬁ_Q’
2
(), = AT, + AP AL+ (B])? — B + ALBCE
. CiBEIAY, + C*,BiAL + ALBICH, + A", BICE
5 .
Concerning the equation for (%) 4 it follows from Lemmas d.4)(ii) and E.6] that only the
terms in the first row of the table below may have nonzero coefficients in (A*,)2, Cﬁ_2BgAﬁ_2,

A*,BEC*, with respect to the basis for U_, given in Lemma E3(ii). A routine calculation
shows that those coefficients are as follows:

coefficients H F? ‘ F*H ‘ FAH?

£ \2 3 1 1
ﬁ(A—;) : 1024 512 | 4096
__3 | L | __1
C7yByA%, 1024 | 512 4096
t pit __3 1o 1
A, ByC7, 1024 | 512 4096

From the above table we can conclude that (€2%)_ . =0
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Concerning the equation for (%) ,, it follows from Lemmas E4(ii) and that only
the terms in the first row of the table below may have nonzero coefficients in Cﬁ_QBgAg,
CiBIAY, A*,BiCE ALBLCY, with respect to the basis for U_, given in Lemma E3(ii). A
routine calculation shows that those coefficients are as follows:

coefficients | F2A | F2AH | F2AH?| F? | F2H | F2H? | F2H? | F2H*

Cﬁ—2BgA(ﬁ) T124 0 _ﬁ _2_é6 0 ﬁ 0 Wloz
CiBiA, | wa | —s5 | mm | —55| 55 | —5s | 55 | —mm
ALBICE |~ O o | w0 |—mml 0 | —mm
ASBICE, | —wmi | s | —mm | s | o | mos | —as | omm

From the above table we can conclude that (QﬁB)_2 =0.

Concerning the equation for (QﬁB)O, it follows from Lemmas [.4] and that only the
terms in the first rows of the tables below may have nonzero coefficients in AgAﬁ_Z, Aﬁ_zAg,
(BY)?, Bioh, ALBLCE, CEBLAY,, C*,BEAL, ALBECH,, A%, BLCE with respect to the basis for
Uy given in Lemma [£.3] A routine but tedious calculation shows that those coefficients are
as follows:

coefficients | A2 | A2H | A2H% | A | AH | AH? | AH® | AH?

AIAF _ 1L [ T a3
2=/-2 4096 4096 16384 1024 512 2048 2048 16384
AFAE o o o [ 1 [ 3 [ 1 | _ 1
—27=2 4096 4096 16384 1024 512 2048 2048 16384
(B})? 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Epe: 1 1
B6t 0 0 0 10 _ 0 0
i Yl 1 1 1 1 _ 1
AOBOCO 1024 0 4096 128 0 1024 0 4096
Cti Bﬁ Aﬁ __3 _1 _ 1 |3 | __5 _3 3 | 1
2—-04"=2 4096 2048 16384 1024 1024 1024 4096 16384
cfopiaf o3 [ 1 [ 1 [ 3 | 5 | 3 | 3 [ _1_
—2-0472 4096 2048 16384 1024 1024 1024 4096 16384
Aot [ | [t [ 8 [ 5 [ 3 [_3 [_1_
270~ =2 4096 2048 16384 1024 1024 1024 4096 16384
A gt [ [ [t [ 3 [ 5 | 3 [ 8 [ _1_
—2-0v2 4096 2048 16384 1024 1024 1024 4096 16384
coefficients | 1 | H | H2 | H® | HY | HY | H
E AR L[ _ o [ L [_ 7] 3 [__1_
AEA—i O 1024 4096 512 8192 16384 65536
1 9 |1 j__7 | __3 |__1°
A—1A2 O 1024 4096 512 8192 16384 65536
2 1 1 1
(BO) 16 0 32 0 256 0 0
of 3 3
Bio} 3 0 3 0 0 0 0
oYl _1 3 1
1?10 Bﬁo Cﬁ(() 64 O 0 O 4096 0 16384
_3 _ 23 A7 _ 3 _1 _ 1
C?BO?—? O 1024 4096 4096 2048 4096 65536
.3 |23 | _17r |\ _ 3 | __1 | __ 1
C—2BOA2 O 1024 4096 4096 2048 4096 65536
f i 3 23 17 3 1 1
AQBOC—2 0 1024 4096 4096 2048 4096 65536
E pi o _ 3 | _23 | _ 17 |_ 3 | __ 1 [__1_
A—QBOCZ O 1024 4096 4096 2048 4096 65536
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From the above two tables we can conclude that (QﬁB)O is equal to (IS).
Applying Proposition 2I1(i) yields that

(37) oU,) =U_,  forallneZ.

By Lemma [2.0] the algebra automorphism o of R fixes Q5. Combined with Theorem B.2] this
implies that the algebra automorphism o of U(sl,) fixes QﬁB. Applying (37) yields that

(), = a(()_,) =0,
(QﬁB)2 = U((QﬁB)_z) =0.

Therefore Q% is equal to (IX). By Lemma 23] the algebra automorphism 7 of U(sl,) fixes A.
By Lemma 2.0] the algebra automorphism 7 of  maps

Q B QC — A-
Combined with Theorem B2 this yields that Q% and QF are equal to (I8). O

5. PROOF FOR THEOREM

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

f(x,y) = 256z + 3(4y — 3)(4y + 1).
Let €2 stand for any of 24, g, Qc.

By (I4) the element 6* = 25, By Theorem [[4] the element Qf = —22-(A — 4)(A — 12).
It is routine to verify that
(38) f(@,0)F =0.
Lemma 5.1. For any p(z,y) € Clz,y| the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) p(Q2,0)F = 0.

(ii) f(z,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(z,y) € Clz,y] be given. Since the leading coefficient of f(z,y) is invertible in Cly], there
are q(z,y) € Clz,y| and r(y) € C[y| such that

px,y) = q(z,9) f(x,y) +r(y)-
Combined with (38]) the condition (i) holds if and only if

(39) r(6)* = 0.
By Lemma 3] the element A is algebraically independent over C and so is §*. Hence (39) is
equivalent to r(y) = 0. The lemma follows. O

Lemma 5.2. For alln € N the following statements hold:
(i) The elements
E gk forall k € N

are a basis for U, over C[A].
(ii) The elements
Fgr  forallk €N

are a basis for U_q, over C[A].
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Proof. Immediate from Lemma O

Lemma 5.3. The elements
AN BRQfar 5Bt for all i,k ¢, r,s,t €N and j € {0,1}
are a basis for R.
Proof. Immediate from |25, Lemma 7.1 and Theorem 7.5]. O
Proposition 5.4. kerf is the two-sided ideal of R generated by «, 3, f(,0).

Proof. By ({4 the elements o and 8 are in kerff. By (38) the element f(£2,0) is in kert.
Hence ker § contains the two-sided ideal Z of R generated by a, 5 and f(€2,0). Let u denote
any element of ker f. It suffices to show that u € Z.
Recall that o and 3 are central in . Combined with Lemma [5.3] there are v, w € R such
that u — va — wp is a linear combination of
AN BFQ* forall i k,f,s € Nand j € {0,1}.

In other words, there are n € N and pi(z,y), qix(z,y) € Clz,y] for all integers i, k with
0 <1,k < n such that

(40) u=vo+wB+ Y Y A B (Q.0)+ > > A'AB (9, 4).

i=0 k=0 i=0 k=0
Since af = 0 and 3* = 0 it follows that

n n

(41) ZZ A (BY pa(9,6)F + (A) AH(BY g (92, 6)F.

i=0 k=0 =0 k=0
We are going to show that
(42) Pin(Q,0)F = qi(Q,0) =0 (0<i,k<n).
Suppose on the contrary that there exists an integer ¢ with 0 < i <n such that
pir(£2,0)* # 0 for some integer k with 0 < k <n
or qix(€2,8)* # 0 for some integer k with 0 < k < n.
Let ¢ denote the largest integer i satisfying the above condition. The equation (4Il) now can

be written as

n

l
(43) ZZ (A% (B P, 00 + 3 (45 AH(B)  qun (€2, )%
=0 k

=0 k=0 =0

Applying Lemma yields that ugz 4o 18 equal to

0o k B2 (H 4+ 2) A (H? — 4)F
(Aﬁz) Aﬁz Z (Bg) qor (92, 6)F = — 42(e+3 : Z ( 16k :
k=0 k=0

QZk(Qa(S)ﬁ-

On the other hand, since u* = 0 it follows that uﬁ% 42 = 0. Hence

(H? - 4"

168 Qe (2, 6)F =

(44) E**2(H +2) Z
k=0
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In what follows we will apply Lemma [5.2(i) without further mention. By looking at the
coefficients of E?*2H?*! in both sides of (44]) in the ordering k = n,n — 1,...,0, it can be
deduced that

(45) (0,0 =0 (0<k<n).
By ({@3)) the equation (43]) can be simplified to

3D A (B (.0 + D (A8 AH(BY (2.0

i=0 k=0 i=0 k=0

The second double summation is interpreted as zero if £ = 0. Applying Lemma yields

that ugé is equal to
B S (H? —4)F E?(H +2) <~ (H? — 4)*
160 : )pf’f(Q 0) — (2z 1 )Z( k )
16 — 16+ 426+ — 16

QZ—I,k(Qa(S)ﬁ-

If £ =0 then g, 4(Q,0)" is interpreted as zero for any integer k with 0 < k < n. Since
uﬁ% = 0 it follows that
n ( 2 A\k

H2 4)
26 Z §_ g2 E : #
(46) 4F pgk Q 5) E (H + 2) i 16k Qg_l’k(Q,é) .

By looking at the coefﬁments of E*H?**1 in both sides of ([#6) in the ordering k = n,n —
1,...,0, it can be deduced that
Q14(2,0)" =0 (0<k<n)

even if £ > 1. Hence the right-hand side of (6] is equal to zero. Now looking at the
coefficients of E* H?* in both sides of (@6)) in the ordering k = n,n — 1,...,0 yields that

(47) pe(,0)P =0 (0<k<n).

The results (45]) and ([@7T) contradict to the setting of ¢. Therefore (42)) is indeed true. By
Lemmal[5.T]the polynomial f(x,y) is a common divisor of p;x(z, y) and g;x(z, y) for all integers
i,k with 0 <4,k <n. Combined with (40) this implies that u € Z. The result follows. [

Lemma 5.5. (i) « is not in the two-sided ideal of R generated by f(§2,6) and [5.
(i) 5 is not in the two-sided ideal of R generated by f(2,6) and a.
(iii) f(€2,0) is not in the two-sided ideal of R generated by o and f.

Proof. (i): Suppose on the contrary that there are v, w € R such that
(48) a=vf(Q,0)+wp.
By Lemma [5.3] we may assume that v and w are linear combinations of

AN BRQfars® foralld,k,¢,r,s € N and j € {0, 1},

AN BFQ a8 B for all i, k,¢,r,s,t € Nand j € {0,1},
respectively. Clearly the coefficients of

AINT BRI 765 ATNT BRQ o7 6%

in the left-hand side of (48]) with respect to the basis for # mentioned in Lemma [5.3 are

equal to zero for all i,k,¢,r,s,t € N and j € {0,1}. Hence v = 0 and w = 0. Then the
right-hand side of ([8]) is equal to zero, a contradiction.
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(ii), (iii): Similar to the proof for Lemma [5.5(i). O
Proof of Theorem [1.J. Immediate from Proposition [5.4] and Lemma O

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 Ry(a,b,c) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) There exists a basis for Ry(a,b, c) with respect to which the matrices representing A and
B are
90 98 ¥1
1 6 07 2
1 6, , 5 . ,
' - - Pd
1 g 0
respectively, where
0= (a+%—i)a+2—i+1) (0<i<d),
0; =(b+4—-0)b+4—i+1) (0<i<d),
pi=ili—d—1)(a+b+c+d—i+2)(a+b—c+d—i+1) (1<i<d).
(ii) The elements «a, 3,7,6 act on Ry(a,b,c) as scalar multiplication by
(c=b)(c+b+1)(a— ) (a+2+1),
(a—c)a+ec+1)b—D)(b+2+1),
(b—a)b+a+1)(c—(c+2+1),
444 1) +ala+1)+bb+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 -module Ry(a,b, c)

are equal to d + 1 times
d(d+2)
12 7

d(d +2)
12

d(d +2)

ala+1) + TR

b(b+1) +

cle+1)+

respectively.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to evaluate the traces of A and B on the R-module Ry(a, b, c) by
applying Proposition [6.1(i). Recall that § is equal to (@]). Using this relation and Proposition
[6.1](i1) it is easy to evaluate the trace of C' on Ry(a, b, c). O

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 Ry(a,b,c) is irreducible.

(i) a+b+c+1l,—a+b+ca—b+ca+b—cg{d—ili=12...,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 f-module R4(a, b, ¢) 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 Ry(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
d(d+2) d(d+2)
12 7 12 7

d(d +2)

1
cle+1)+ T

ala+1) +

b(b+1) +

respectively.

Let V denote any R-module. Given any algebra automorphism g of 3 the notation V9
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 Ry(a,b,c) is irreducible.
(ii) The R-module Ry(c,a,b) is irreducible.
(iii) The R-module R4(b,c,a) is irreducible.
Suppose that (1)-(iii) hold. Then the R-modules Rq(a,b,c), Ry(c,a,b)”, Ry(b,c,a)” are iso-
morphic.

Proof. The equivalence of (i)-(iii) is immediate from Lemma By Proposition [Z4](ii)
and Lemma the elements A, B,C have the same traces on the R-modules Ry(a, b, c),
Ry(c,a,b)™, Ry(b,c, a)T2. Thus, by Lemma these R-modules are isomorphic provided
that (i)—(iii) hold. O

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that a,b,c € C and d € N such that the R-module Rq(a,b,c) is
irreducible. Then the minimal polynomials of A, B,C' on the R-module Rq(a,b,c) are
d d d
H(x_92>7 H(I_ef)a H(SL’—HZE),
i=0 i=0 i=0
respectively, where x denotes an indeterminate over C and
bi=(a+%—i)a+d—i+1) (0<i<d),
0; =(b+4—i)(b+4—i+1) (0<i<d),
0; =(c+2—i)c+4—i+1) (0<i<a).

Proof. By Proposition [6.1)(i) the minimal polynomial of A on R,(a,b,c) is Hfzo(x —0;). By
Proposition 2.4)(ii) the action of C' on the R-module R,(c, a,b)” is identical to the action of
A on the f-module Ry(c,a,b). By Lemma the R-module R4(c,a,b)” is isomorphic to
Ry(a,b,c). Hence the minimal polynomial of C' on the R-module Ry(a,b,c) is equal to the
minimal polynomial of A on Ry(c,a,b), namely Hfzo(x — 6). By Proposition 2.4)(ii) the
action of B on the R-module Ry(b,c,a)” is identical to the action of A on the R-module
Ry(b,c,a). By Lemma the R-module Ry(b, c, a)T2 is isomorphic to R4(a, b, c). Hence the
minimal polynomial of B on the ®-module Ry(a, b, ¢) is equal to the minimal polynomial of

A on Rd(bu C, CL), namely H?:O(x - 9:() D

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that a,b,c € C and d € N such that the R-module Rq(a,b,c) is
wrreducible. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) A (resp. B) (resp. C) is diagonalizable on R4(a,b,c).
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.. . . i—d—1 | -
(ii) @ (resp. b) (resp. c) is not in {=5—|i=1,2,...,2d — 1}.
Proof. It is routine to verify the lemma by using Lemma O

Lemma 6.8. The following relations hold in R:

(i) A2B —2ABA + BA%? —2AB —2BA = 2A%? — 2A0 + 2a.
(ii) B2C —2BCB + CB%* —2BC — 20B = 2B? — 2Bd + 23.
(iii) C’2A —2CAC + AC? —20A — 2AC = 2C? — 2C06 + 2.
(iv) A2C —2ACA+ CA? —2AC — 20A = 2A? — 2A6 — 2a.
v)B%4—23AB+4M¥—23A—2AB—2BQ—235—25

) C?B —20BC + BC? —2CB — 2BC = 2C* — 206 — 27.

(vi

Proof. (i): By (@) the relation A = 12 B] holds. Recall that « is equal to (@) and ¢ is equal
to ([@)). The relation (i) follows by applylng the above first and third relations to express the
right-hand side of the above second relation in terms of A, B, .

(ii), (iii): By Proposition 2.4(ii) the relations (ii) and (iii) follow by applying 7 and 72 to
Lemma [6.8(i) respectively.

(iv)—(vi): By Proposition [24)(i) the relations (iv)—(vi) follow by applying ¢ to Lemma
[6.8(iii), (ii), (i) respectively. O

Recall Leonard triples from Definition[I.6l We are now able to characterize some equivalent
conditions for A, B, C acting as a Leonard triple on a finite-dimensional irreducible f-module.

Theorem 6.9. Suppose that a,b,c € C and d € N such that the R-module Ry(a,b,c) is
irreducible. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) A, B,C act on R4(a,b,c) as a Leonard triple.
(ii) A, B,C are diagonalizable on Ry(a,b, c).
(ili) a,b,c ¢ {=2]i=1,2,...,2d — 1}.

Proof. (i) = (ii): Immediate from Definition [L.6l
(i) < (iii): Immediate from Lemma
(i), (iii) = (i): Suppose that (ii) and (iii) hold. Let
bi=(a+%—i)a+d—i+1) (-1<i<d+1).
Recall the minimal polynomial of A on the R-module R4(a,b,c) from Lemma Let u;
(0 <i < d) denote a §;-eigenvector of A on the R-module R,(a,b, c). Note that the vectors
{uz}d o are a basis for R4(a, b, c). Hence the matrix representing A with respect to the basis

{u;}&_, for the R-module Rd(a b, c) is diagonal. Applying either side of Lemma [6.8](i) to u;
(0<4 § d) yields that

(A - ‘9@_1)(14 — 9i+1)BUi
is a scalar multiple of u;. Applying either side of Lemma [6.8(iv) to u; (0 < ¢ < d) yields that
(A — Ql_l)(A — 92~+1)Cui

is a scalar multiple of w;. By (ii) or (iii) the scalars {;}¢_, are mutually distinct. Hence
Bu; and Cu; (1 < i < d— 1) are linear combinations of u;_q,u;, u;41. By (iil) the scalar
0_1 & {602,0s,...,04}. Hence Bug and C'ug are linear combinations of uy and ;. By (iii) the
scalar 041 & {00,641, ...,04_2}. Hence Buy and Cuy are linear combinations of u4_; and ud
By the above comments the matrices representing B and C with respect to the basis {u;}&,
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for the f-module Ry(a,b,c) are tridiagonal. Applying the irreducibility of the R-module
Ry(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 R4(a, b, ¢) with respect to which the matrix representing
B (resp. () is diagonal and the matrices representing C' and A (resp. A and B) are
irreducible tridiagonal. Therefore (i) follows. O

7. PROOF FOR THEOREM [I.7]

Let n € N be given. By Definition [[LT] it is routine to verify that there exists an (n + 1)-
dimensional U (sly)-module L,, that has a basis {v;}}_, such that

EUZ' = (n — i+ 1)’02‘_1 (1 S 1 S n), EUO = O,

Fv; = (i 4+ D 0<i<n-—1), Fv, =0,

The U(sly)-module L, is irreducible and every (n+1)-dimensional irreducible U (sl;)-module

is isomorphic to L, [31], Proposition V.4.2 and Theorem V.4.4]. Furthermore every finite-
dimensional U (sly)-module is completely reducible [31, Theorem V.4.6].

Since U (sly), is a subalgebra of U(sly) every U(sly)-module can be regarded as a U(sly),-

module. Let V' denote a given U(sly)-module. For any 6 € C let V() denote the subspace
of V' consisting of all v € V' with Hv = fv. Recall from [27, Proposition 5.1] that

PV o+ i)

1€Z

is a U(sly)e-submodule of V' for any 6 € C. Define

5]
LY = @ L,(n — 47) for all n € N,
i=0

=2
LY = @ L,(n—4i—2) for all integers n > 1.
i=0

Observe that

Lo ifn =0
49 L, = ;
(49) { LO e LW ifn>1.

Therefore L is a U (sly)e-submodule of L,, for each n € N and LY isa U (sl3)e-submodule
of L, for each integer n > 1. By [27, Lemma 5.5] the U(sly).-module LY is irreducible
for each n € N. By [27, Lemma 5.8] the U(sly).-module LYY is irreducible for each integer

n > 1. Furthermore the U(sly).-modules LY for all n € N and the U (sly).-modules LY for
all integers n > 1 are mutually non-isomorphic [27, Theorem 5.10].

Lemma 7.1 (Lemma 5.4, [27]). For anyn € N the U(sly).-module LY satisfies the following
conditions:
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(i) There exists a basis {u }L £ for the U(sly).-module LY such that
Bl = (n—2i+1)(n—2i+2u”, (1<i<|2]), B =0,
F2l” = (2i + 1)(2i +2)ul), (0<i < [2] 1), F%LO;J — 0,
2
Hul” = (n — 4i)ul” (0 <i<|2]).

(ii) The element A acts on LY as scalar multiplication by = "+2)
The notation {ugo)}EOJ will always stand for the basis for the U(sls).-module LY (n € N)

given in Lemma [[.Tl By Proposition 2] the U(sls).-module LY is an R-module by pulling
back via f.

Proposition 7.2. Suppose that n € N. Then the actions of A, B,C on the R-module Lo
are as follows:

0 —bu, 1—|—au(0)+0m£)1 0<i<[3]),

Au (0)
Bu =gl (0<i< |2)),
Cu EO) —b; u(o)l + a; U(O) - Ci“z(?r)l (0<i< L%J)’

where u_y and I are interpreted as the zero vector and
2
nn+2)—(n—4i)? 1 "
o= MEAZZ L (i g
(n—2i+1)(n—2i+2) .
(i+1)(20+1) n
¢ = S 0<i<|%]),
91'2716 1 0<i<|[3])
Proof. 1t is routine to verify the proposition by using Lemmas [A.5(i)—(iii) and [7.1] O

Theorem 7.3. Suppose that n € N. Then the following statements hold:
(i) If n is odd then LY s isomorphic to the irreducible R-module Rn— 1( 1

1
4 D
(ii) If n =0 then LY is isomorphic to the irreducible R-module Ro(—% 35 -1

(iii) If n # 0 and n = 0 (mod 4) then LY s isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible
R-modules Rn_l("_A‘ n "—_4) and Rn ("—4,71_—4’n_—4).

) g 8 8
(iv) If n = 2 (mod 4) then LY s zsomorph a direct sum of the irreducible R-modules

to
Roca (258, 252 222) and Raca (252, 252, 250,

»Mr—‘
S—

Proof. In the proof we employ the notations of Proposition[.21 Note that the scalars {b; }L A
and {c¢;} LEOJ are nonzero.

(i): Suppose that n is odd and set d = "T_l € N. The matrices representing A and C' with
respect to the basis {ug")}f:o for LY are irreducible tridiagonal. The matrix representing B
with respect to the basis {ugo) 4, for LY is diagonal and the diagonal entries {07}, are
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mutually distinct. Therefore the J-module LY is irreducible. The traces of A, B,C on Lo
are equal to d 4+ 1 times

3 N d(d+2)
16 12
By Lemma the R-module L is isomorphic to Rd(—i, —i, —i).

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

By Lemma [64] the R-module L is isomorphic to Ro(—3,-3,-1).

_1
T
(iii): Suppose that n # 0 and n =0 (mod 4). Set d = 2 > 1. Let

v = ugo) — u;?i)_i 0<i<d-1),
w; = ul” + ug;)_i (0 <i<d).

Let V' and W denote the subspaces of Lo spanned by {v;}?7} and {w;}L, respectively.

Since {v;}{=3 and {w;}L, form a basis for LY it follows that

LO =vaWw

Observe that a; = asq—;, b; = coq—; and 07 = 03, . for all integers ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 2d.
Combined with Proposition this yields that

A’UZ' = bﬂ)i_l “+ a;v; + C;Ui1 (0 S ) S d— 1),

C’UZ' = —bi’Ui_1 “+ a;v; — CiUji1 (O S 7 S d— 1),

where v_; and vy are interpreted as the zero vector and
Aw; = bjw;_1 + a;w; + c;wiyq (0<i<d-1),
Awg = 2bqwg_1 + aqwy,
Bw; = 6w, (0<i<d),
Cw; = —byw;_1 + a;w; — c;w;iq 0<i<d-1),
Cwg = —2bgqwg_1 + agwy.

where w_; 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.

The matrices representing A and C' with respect to the basis {vi}fz_ol for V' are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {v; }¢=} for V' is diagonal and
the diagonal entries {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) N (d—1)(d+1)
4 12
and the traces of A and C' on V are equal to d times
(d—1)(d+1) n (d—1)(d+1)
4 12 '
By Lemma the -module V is isomorphic to Rd_l(d;zl, %l, d;zl)
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The matrices representing A and C' with respect to the basis {w;}&, for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {w;}%, for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {0;}%, are mutually distinct. Therefore the f-module W is
irreducible. The traces of A, B,C' on W are equal to d + 1 times

(d—=1)(d+1) d(d+2)
4 LTI

By Lemma [6.4] the R-module W is isomorphic to Rd(dT 1l
(iv): Suppose that n =2 (mod 4) and set d = "5 € N. Let
wm® ol 0<isd)
Wi (0) + ugt)i) i+1 (0<i<d).

Let V and W denote the subspaces of LY spanned by {v;i}L, and {w;}L, respectively.

Since {v;}¢, and {w;}%, form a basis for LY it follows that
LO=veow

Observe that a; = a2g—it+1, bi = coa—i+1 and 0] = 05,_, , for all integers i with 0 <4 < 2d+1.
Combined with Proposition [7.2 this yields that
Av; = bjvi_1 + a;0; + ¢V (0<i<d-—-1),
Avg = bgvg—1 + (aa — cq)vq,
Buv; = 0 v; (0<i<d),
Cv; = —bjvi_1 + a;v; — ¢V (0<i<d—-1),
Cvg = —bgvg_1 + (aq + cq)va,
where v_; is interpreted as the zero vector and
Aw; = bjw;_1 + a;w; + c;w;yq 0<i<d-1),
Awg = bgwg—1 + (ag + cq)wy,
Bw; = 6w, (0<i<d),
Cw; = —byw;_1 + a;w; — c;w;1q 0<i<d-1),
Cwg = —bgqwg_1 + (ag — cq)wa,

where w_; 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.

The matrices representing A and C' with respect to the basis {v;}¢_, for V are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representlng B with respect to the basis {vl}d for V is diagonal and
the diagonal entries {07}, are mutually distinct. Therefore the §R—module V' is irreducible.
The traces of A, B,C on V are equal to d 4+ 1 times

(d—1)(d+1)+d(d+2) d(d+2)+d(d+2) d(d+2)+d(d+2)

4 12 4 12 4 12

respectively. By Lemma [6.4] the R-module V' is isomorphic to Rd( , g, g)

The matrices representing A and C' with respect to the basis {wl}f: for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {w;}&, for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {0;}%, are mutually distinct. Therefore the f-module W is
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irreducible. The traces of A, B,C' on W are equal to d 4+ 1 times

d(d+2)+d(d+2) d(d+2)+d(d+2) (d—l)(d+1)+d(d+2)
4 12 7 4 12 7 4 12
respectively. By Lemma the -module W is isomorphic to Rd(g, g, d;21) O

Lemma 7.4 (Lemma 5.7, [27]). For any integer n > 1 the U(sly).-module LY satisfies the
following conditions:

n—1
(i) There exists a basis {ugl)}}:; J for LYY such that
B2 = (n—20)(n —2i + 1), (1 <i< %)), B =0,
PV = (20 +2)2i + 3)ul; (0<i < |25 - 1), FQU(ER% | =0,

)

Hul) = (n—4i —2)ul” (0 <i<[2%52)).
(ii) The element A acts on LY as scalar multiplication by w

n—1
The notation {ugl)}}:; J will always stand for the basis for the U(sls).-module LY (n>1)
given in Lemma [[4 By Proposition 2] the U(sls).-module LY is an R-module by pulling

back via f.

Proposition 7.5. Suppose that n > 1 is an integer. Then the actions of A, B,C" on the
R-module LY are as follows:

Aul = b, + el + e, (0 <i < |25L)),
B =g (02i< |2
Cul = —bul™, + ) — ) (0<i < [252]),

where u_y and u{nHJ are interpreted as the zero vector and
2

nn+2)—(n—4i—2)?2 1 i
a; = 39 1 (0<i<[%]),
—2t)(n—2i+1
p= 2R << 1)),
 +1)(20 4+ 3
(= DB g cic )
 (n—4i—2)? 1 o
Hi:T_Z (0 <4< [%51]).
Proof. 1t is routine to verify the proposition by using Lemmas [.5(i)—(iii) and [7.4] O

Theorem 7.6. Suppose that n > 1 is an integer. Then the following statements hold:
(i) If n is odd then LY is isomorphic to the irreducible R-module RnTa(—i, -1 -
(ii) If n = 2 then LYY is isomorphic to the irreducible R-module Ry(0,—3,0).
(iii) If n # 2 and n = 2 (mod 4) then LY is isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible
R-modules R%(%v "T_z, "7_2) and R"T”(HT_Q’ "T_G, "7_2)
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(iv) If n =0 (mod 4) then LY s isomorphic to a direct sum of the irreducible R-modules
Ry (5,550 557) and Ry (%54, "5 §).

Proof. In the proof we employ the notations of Proposition [[.5. Note that the scalars
n-1 n-1

{bi}iL:O2 J and {CZ}ZLZO2 J are NonNzero.

(i): Suppose that n is odd and set d = 5% € N. The matrices representing A and C' with
respect to the basis {ugl)}fzo for LY are irreducible tridiagonal. The matrix representing B
with respect to the basis {ugl)}fzo for L is diagonal and the diagonal entries {0714, are
mutually distinct. Therefore the J-module LY is irreducible. The traces of A, B,C on Ly
are equal to d + 1 times

3 dd+2)
16 12
By Lemma [6.4] the R-module LY is isomorphic to Ra(—1,—1,—1).

(ii): Suppose that n = 2. By Proposition the elements A, B,C' act on LY as the
scalars 0, —i, 0 respectively. By Lemma the R-module LY is isomorphic to Ry(0, —%, 0).
(iii): Suppose that n # 2 and n =2 (mod 4). Set d = 22 > 1. Let
vi=u) gl (0<i<d-1),

w; = ugl) + ué}}_i (0 <i<d).

Let V' and W denote the subspaces of Ly spanned by {v;}97} and {w;}L, respectively.
Since {v;}=4 and {w;}%, form a basis for LY it follows that

LY =vVaw
Observe that a; = asi—;, b; = coq—; and 07 = 03, . for all integers ¢+ with 0 < ¢ < 2d.
Combined with Proposition [Z.5 this yields that
A’UZ' = bﬂ)i_l + a;v; + C;Ui1 (0 < 1 < d— 1),
C’Ui = _bi'Ui—l + a;V; — ¢V (O < < d— 1),
where v_; and vy are interpreted as the zero vector and
Awi = biwi_l + a;w; + C;W;41 (0 < 1 < d— 1),
Awd = 2bdwd_1 + aqwgy,
Bw; = 67 w; (0 <i<d),
Cw; = —bjw;—1 + a;w; — ;Wi (0<i<d-1),
de = —dewd_l + aqwgy,

where w_; 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.

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {v;}’=; for V are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {vi}f:_ol for V is diagonal and
the diagonal entries {6} }{=) 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) n (d—1)(d+1)
4 12

By Lemma the -module V' is isomorphic to Rd_l(%, %l, %l)

The matrices representing A and C' with respect to the basis {w;}&, for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {w;}&, for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {0;}%, are mutually distinct. Therefore the f-module W is

irreducible. The traces of A, B,C' on W are equal to d + 1 times
d(d+2) N d(d+2) (d—1)(d+1) N d(d+2) d(d+2) d(d+2)
4 12 7 4 12 7 4 12

respectively. By Lemma the -module W is isomorphic to Rd(g, d;Ql, g)

(iv): Suppose that n =0 (mod 4) and set d = 4 —1 € N. Let

_|_

Vi = Uz(l) - ugi)—zurl (0 <i<d),
w; = ugl) + ué}}_m (0 <7 <d).

Let V and W denote the subspaces of Ly spanned by {v;}&, and {w;}L, respectively.

Since {v;}L, and {w;}L, form a basis for L it follows that
LY =vVaew

Observe that a; = agq—i+1, bj = caq—i11 and 07 = 05, ;. for all integers 7 with 0 <7 < 2d+1.
Combined with Proposition this yields that

Av; = bivi_1 + a;v; + v 0<i<d-1),
Avg = bgvg_1 + (aq — cq)va,
Buv; = 0}v; (0 <i<d),
Cv; = =bjvi_1 + a;v; — Vi1 (0<i<d-1),
Cvg = —bgvg_1 + (aq + cq)va,
where v_; is interpreted as the zero vector and
Aw; = bjw;—1 + a;w; + ¢;w;1q (0<i<d-—-1),
Awg = bgwg_1 + (aq + ca)wg,
Bw; = 6w, (0<i<d),
Cw; = —byw;_1 + a;w; — c;w;1q 0<i<d-1),
Cwg = —bgqwg_1 + (ag — cq)wa,

where w_; 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{.

The matrices representing A and C' with respect to the basis {v;}&, for V are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {v;}&, for V is diagonal and
the diagonal entries {07 }¢_, are mutually distinct. Therefore the ®-module V' is irreducible.
The traces of A, B,C on V are equal to d 4+ 1 times

d(d+2)+d(d+2) d(d+2)+d(d+2) (d+1)(d+3)+d(d+2)
4 12 7 4 12 7 4 12 7
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respectively. By Lemma the J-module V' is isomorphic to Rd(g, g, %)

The matrices representing A and C with respect to the basis {w;}%_, for W are irreducible
tridiagonal. The matrix representing B with respect to the basis {w;}%, for W is diago-
nal and the diagonal entries {0}, are mutually distinct. Therefore the $-module W is

irreducible. The traces of A, B,C' on W are equal to d 4+ 1 times
(d+1)(d+3)+d(d+2) d(d+2)+d(d+2) d(d+2)+d(d+2)

4 12 7 4 12 7 4 12 7
respectively. By Lemma the R-module W is isomorphic to Rd(d%l, g, g) O

Proof of Theorem [1.7. (i): Based on the first two paragraphs of this section, it is enough
to study the U(sly).-module LY (n € N) and the U(sls).-module LY (n > 1) from the
perspective of f-modules. Therefore (i) is immediate from Theorems [7.3] and

(ii): Applying Theorem it is routine to verify that A, B, C act as a Leonard triple on
every finite-dimensional irreducible -module listed in Theorems [[.3]and [7.6l The statement
(ii) follows. O

Proposition 7.7. The finite-dimensional irreducible R-modules mentioned in Theorems
[C3(i)—(iv) and [LO(ii)—(iv), namely

RnTa(—%, —i, —i) for all odd integers n > 1;
RnZQ (252, 2, n0) for all integers n > 2 with n = 2 (mod 4);
Ry (ng?, b n2) for all integers n > 2 with n = 2 (mod 4);
Ranz("T_ﬁ, "T_z, "7_2) for all integers n > 2 with n = 2 (mod 4);
Rn;ti (252, 252, 2) for all integers n > 6 with n =2 (mod 4);
R%_l(%ﬁ‘, nd 2y for all integers n > 4 with n =0 (mod 4);
Ra_y(%5%, %, 24) for all integers n > 4 with n =0 (mod 4);
Ra (%, 257, %5%) for all integers n > 4 with n =0 (mod 4);
n (o5, nd, 1) for all integers n > 0 with n =0 (mod 4),
are mutually non-isomorphic.
Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify the proposition by applying Lemma O

We finish this section with an improvement of Proposition
Theorem 7.8. Im#{ is a proper subalgebra of U(sly)e.

Proof. Suppose that Im§ = U(sly).. Then every irreducible U (sly).-module is an irreducible
R-module, a contradiction to Theorems [(.3|(iii), (iv) and [[.6liii), (iv). Suppose that Im# is
the subalgebra of U(sly). generated by the unit. Then every irreducible Im f-module is of
dimension one, a contradiction to Theorems [7.3[i) and [T.6]i). O

8. PROOF FOR THEOREM [I.§

Fix an integer D > 2. Recall from §I] 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 R; denote the i distance relation in H(D, 2).
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Lemma 8.1 (Theorem 13.2, [14]). There ezists a unique U (sly)-module CX such that

Ex = Z Y forallx € X,

lyl<|z|
(xvy)ERl

Fx = Z Y forallz € X,

ly[>|z|
(w7y)€R1

Hx= (D —2|z|)x  foralze X.
Recall the algebra homomorphism £ : & — U(sl,) from Theorem [[3l An R-module C¥ is
obtained by pulling back the U(sly)-module C¥ via #. Recall from Proposition d2 that Im #

is contained in the even subalgebra U(sls). of U(sly). By Lemma [.3] the algebra U(sly), is
generated by E? F2 H,A. The U(sly).-module C¥ is as follows:

Lemma 8.2. There exists a unique U(sly).-module CX such that

(50) EPz=2 Y y foralzeX,
|yl <|z|
(z,y)ER2
(51) F2r =2 Z Yy forall x € X,
ly|>|z|
(z,y)ER2
(52) Hx = (D =2|z|))x  forallz e X,
D — 2|x])?
(53) A:);z(D—l—%)x—l—QIZy forallx € X.
y|=|z
(z,y)ER2

Proof. The equation (52)) is immediate from Lemma Bl The equation (53] is immediate
from [23, Lemma 5.2]. Let z € X be given. For any y € X with |y| < |z| and (z,y) € Ry,
there are exactly two paths of length two from x to y in H(D,2). Hence (B0) follows. For
any y € X with |y| > |z| and (z,y) € R, there are exactly two paths of length two from z
to y in H(D,2). Hence (51) follows. O

It is now easy to evaluate the actions of the generators A, B, C' of R on the R-module C*
by applying Lemma B2 to Lemma F.5(i)-(iii):

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

D 1 1
A:):—(1—6—1):)3+§ Z Y forallz € X,

(xvy)ERQ
(D—2fz))* 1
Br=|—XZ=—"" _— X
x ( 16 1)~ forallz € X,
D 1 1 1
Cx:(ﬂg‘i)“"*’g Z y—3 Z y  forallzeX.
ly|=lz| |yl #|z|
(z,y)ER2 (z,y)ER2

Proof of Theorem[L.8. In the proof the notation ¢ is used to indicate the algebra homomor-
phism ® — R described in Theorem [[§[i). The existence and uniqueness of ¢ are proved
as follows:
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(i): Recall the linear maps A, AJ, A5 on C¥ from (I9)-(2I). By Lemma 83 the actions
of A, B, C on the R-module C¥X are identical to the linear maps given in the right-hand sides
of ([22)—(24) respectively. The existence of ¢ follows. Since the algebra R is generated by

A, B, C the uniqueness of ¢ follows. The linear maps Ay, Ag , A’ are identical to the actions
of

D D
2—5+4(A+C), 4(A—-C), 2—§+SB

on the R-module CX respectively. Since the algebra R is generated by Ay, Aj, A} the
algebra homomorphism ¢ is onto. The statement (i) follows.

(ii): Recall from the paragraph below Theorem [[.7lthat the algebra R is a finite-dimensional
semisimple algebra and every irreducible R-module is contained in the standard R-module
CX up to isomorphism. By Theorem [T the R-module C* is completely reducible and
A, B, C act on every irreducible ®-submodule of C* as a Leonard triple. Combined with
the surjectivity of ¢ the statement (ii) follows. O

9. THE ALGEBRAIC PROPERTIES OF R

Recall the (n 4 1)-dimensional irreducible U(sly)-module L,, (n € N) from the first para-
graph of §71 Note that every finite-dimensional U (sl)-module is completely reducible.

Lemma 9.1. (i) Suppose that D is odd. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible
U (sly)-submodules of C* are

Lok 41 (0 <k <22

(ii) Suppose that D is even. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U (sly)-submodules
of CX are
Ly (0<k<3).

Proof. Immediate from [I4, Theorem 10.2] or [23, Theorem 5.3]. O

Recall the (| %] + 1)-dimensional irreducible U(sl;).-module LY (n € N) and the Exib
dimensional irreducible U (sly).-module LYy (n > 1) from the second paragraph of §7l

Lemma 9.2. (i) Suppose that D is odd. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible
U(sly)c-submodules of CX are

Ly, (0<k<ZF) LY., (0<k<ZH)
(ii) Suppose that D is even. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U (sly).-submodules
of CX are
Ly (0<k<®) Ly (<k<d)
Proof. Apply (@) to Lemma [O0.11 O

Recall the finite-dimensional irreducible f-modules from §6l

Lemma 9.3. (i) Suppose that D is odd. Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible
R-submodules of C* are
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(ii) Suppose that D = 2 (mod 4). Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible R-submodules

of CX are
Re(k B0 5) (0 <k < 259, R 550 ) (0<k<5);
Rtk By (0<k< 222), Ri(5,5. %)  (0<k< 27
R 5L 5Y) 0<k< 20 R 5LE) (0<k< 2R,
Ro(E25 5 (0 <k < 259, Ri(3,5.%5Y)  (0<k<250).
(iii) Suppose that D =0 (mod 4). Then the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible R-submodules
of CX are
Rk 55 (0<k<Z2-1) R(5H5E5Y) (0sk< ),
R((L 5L (0<k<2-1) Ri(5. 5550 (0<k<2-1);
RO LA 0<k<Z-2 RGSLE 0<ks2oi,
Ry(E2 55 (0<k<2 - B350 (0<ksg-1).

Proof. Apply Theorems [7.3] and along with Proposition [7.7] to Lemma O
Recall the algebra R from the paragraph below Theorem [I.7]
Theorem 9.4. (i) The algebra R is isomorphic to

( D+1

@ End(CY)  if D is odd,
k=1
4.End(C"") @8- é End(C*) if D=2 (mod 4),
k=1
Dy
End(CTt) & 7-End(CT) @8- @ End(C*)  if D=0 (mod 4).
\ k=1

(ii) The dimension of R is equal to (ng +3) + ([%3] +1)'

Proof. (i): By Theorem [L[§(i) and since R is a semisimple subalgebra of End(C¥), the
algebra R is isomorphic to
@End(@dimv)

where the direct sum is over all non-isomorphic irreducible R-submodules V' of CX. Therefore
(i) is immediate from Lemma
(ii): By Theorem [@0.4](i) the dimension of R is equal to

>k if D is odd,
k=1 .
D+2? X
%MZIH if D=2 (mod 4),
k=1
(D+4? 7D i
16 + 16 +8 k* if D=0 (mod 4).

\

k=1
For each case a direct calculation shows that (ii) holds. O
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Let X, denote the equivalence class of the empty set () in X with respect to the equivalence
relation generated by Rs. More explicitly
Xe ={z € X ||z| is even}.

The halved cube %H (D, 2) is a finite simple connected graph with vertex set X, and z,y € X,
are adjacent if and only if (x,y) € Ry. By Lemma 8.2 the space CX¢ is a U(sl,).-submodule
of C*. Define

T. = Im (U(sly). — End(C**))
where U(sly), — End(CX¢) is the representation of U(sly), into End(C*¢) corresponding to
the U(sly)-module C*<. Note that T, is the Terwilliger algebra of $H (D, 2) with respect to
(0 [27, Theorem 6.4].

Lemma 9.5 (Corollary 6.6(i), [27]). The pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U (sly).-submodules
of CXe are

Lg)_gk for all even integers k with 0 < k < | 2];
L(Dl)_% for all odd integers k with 1 < k < | 2-].

l\D

By Lemma B3] the space CX¢ is an R-submodule of CX. Define
R, =Im (R — End(C*)) = {M|cx. | M € R}

where ® — End(C*¥¢) is the representation of R into End(C*X¢) corresponding to the R-
module C*¢. Both T, and R, are semisimple subalgebras of End(C¥¢). We end this paper
with a comment on T, and R.:

Theorem 9.6. The algebra R, is a subalgebra of T.. Moreover the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) Re = T..
(i) D is odd.
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition that R, is a subalgebra of T..

(i) = (ii): Suppose on the contrary that the positive integer D is even. By Lemma
there is an irreducible U(sly).-submodule of C*¢ isomorphic to Lg). By Theorem [7.3((iii),

(iv) the R-module Lg) is reducible, a contradiction to (i).
(ii) = (i): Suppose that (ii) holds. Applying Theorems [Z.3] and [Z.6] to Lemma [0.5], as R-
modules, the pairwise non-isomorphic irreducible U (sly).-submodules of CX¢ are isomorphic

to the irreducible R-modules R%_k(—}l, 3 ) for all integers k with 0 < k < D L By
Proposition [I.7] these $-modules are mutually non-isomorphic. Since R, is a subalgebra of
T, and both are semisimple subalgebras of End(C*¢), the statement (i) follows. O
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